
 

 

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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APPLE INC. 
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v. 
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Patent Owner 
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Patent No. 10,795,120 

_________________ 

 
PATENT OWNER’S REQUEST FOR ORAL ARGUMENT  

PURSUANT TO 37 C.F.R. § 42.70 



Case No.: IPR2023-00472  Docket No.: 688266-141IPR 

 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.70(a) and the Board’s August 1, 2023 Scheduling 

Order (Paper No. 7) (“Scheduling Order”), Patent Owner ImmerVision, Inc. 

(“Patent Owner”) hereby respectfully requests oral argument (currently scheduled 

to take place on May 3, 2024 per the Board’s December 12, 2023 Order on 

Conduct of the Proceeding (Paper No. 11)) on at least the issues set forth below in 

connection with this proceeding (IPR2023-00472).  Patent Owner respectfully 

requests that the oral argument be held virtually by videoconference pursuant to 

the Scheduling Order.   

Patent Owner respectfully requests that each side be given one hour to 

present its arguments.  Patent Owner requests (without waiving consideration of 

any issue not listed below) to address at least the following issues: 

(1) Whether “the lower or higher object to image magnification being used 

to compensate, at least in part, for a lower image quality due to at least 

one of a drop of relative illumination or a drop of MTF in a zone of the 

image” in claim 1 of the ‘120 Patent should be construed to have 

patentable weight; 

(2) Whether Petitioner has failed to demonstrate that claims 1-7 of the ‘120 

Patent are anticipated by, or obvious over, Thibault; 

(3) Whether Petitioner has failed to demonstrate that claims 1 or 3-6 of the 

‘120 Patent are anticipated by, or obvious over, Matsusaka; 
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(4) Whether Petitioner has failed to demonstrate that claims 1, 4, 5, or 7 are 

anticipated by, or obvious over Kim; 

(5) Whether Petitioner improperly submitted new evidence and argument in 

its Reply that it could have presented earlier; and 

(6) Any additional issues on which the Board seeks clarification.   

 
Date: March 21, 2024 Respectfully submitted, 

  

By: /Stephen E. Murray/    
 Stephen E. Murray, Reg. No. 63,206 
 Keith A. Jones, Reg. No. 67,781 
 PANITCH SCHWARZE BELISARIO & NADEL LLP 

Two Commerce Square 
2001 Market Street, Suite 2800 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103 
(215) 965-1330 
(215) 965-1331 (Fax) 
smurray@panitchlaw.com (E-Mail) 
kjones@panitchlaw.com (E-Mail) 

  
 John D. Simmons, Reg. No. 52,225 
 Dennis J. Butler, Reg. No. 51,519 
 PANITCH SCHWARZE BELISARIO & NADEL LLP 
 Wells Fargo Tower 

2200 Concord Pike, Suite 201 
Wilmington, DE 19803 
(302) 394-6030 
(302) 394-6031 (Fax) 
jsimmons@panitchlaw.com (E-mail) 
dbutler@panitchlaw.com (E-mail) 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE UNDER 37 CFR § 42.6(e) 

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing PATENT 

OWNER’S REQUEST FOR ORAL ARGUMENT PURSUANT TO 37 C.F.R. 

§ 42.70 has been served in its entirety this 21st day of March 2024, by electronic 

mail on Petitioner’s lead and back-up counsel, as follows: 

W. Karl Renner 
David L. Holt 
Jennifer J. Huang 
Karan Jhurani 
Fish & Richardson P.C. 
60 South Sixth Street, Suite 3200 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 
IPR50095-0115IP1@fr.com 
 
 

 
   /Stephen E. Murray/   
   Stephen E. Murray 
   Registration No. 63,206 
   Attorney for ImmerVision, Inc. 

 

 


