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Pursuant to the Board’s Order Setting Oral Argument, see Paper 18 at 4–5 

(PTAB Apr. 11, 2024), Patent Owner U.S. Well Services, LLC, respectfully submits 

the following objections to the demonstrative exhibit filed by Petitioner, Halliburton 

Energy Services, Inc., see Paper 23. The parties met and conferred on June 21, 2024, 

and were able to narrow the dispute, but they did not reach resolution as to the 

objections below.  Every objection is based on the Board’s “strict prohibition against 

the presentation of new evidence or arguments at the hearing,” as stated in the 

Hearing Order, Paper 18 at 4. 
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I. Objections  

Slide # Not Cited/Discussed in 
Briefs  

Copy of Slide (Red Boxes Added) 

39 The passage in “Ex. 
2003 (Durham Tr.) at 
91:3–10” was never 
quoted, cited, or relied 
on by Petitioner’s 
Papers. 
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Slide # Not Cited/Discussed in 
Briefs  

Copy of Slide (Red Boxes Added) 

62 The statement and 
citation “See Hospira, 
Inc. v. Fresenius Kabi 
USA, LLC, 946 F.3d 
1322, 1329 (Fed. Cir. 
2020) (‘Extrinsic 
evidence can be used to 
demonstrate what is 
“necessarily present” in 
a prior art embodiment 
even if the extrinsic 
evidence is not itself 
prior art.’)” was never 
cited, quoted, or relied 
on by Petitioner’s 
Papers. 
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Slide # Not Cited/Discussed in 
Briefs  

Copy of Slide (Red Boxes Added) 

64 The passage in “Ex. 
1002 (Durham Decl.) ¶ 
116” was never quoted, 
cited, or relied on by 
Petitioner’s Papers. 



Dated: June 25, 2024 Respectfully submitted, 

/Brian E. Ferguson/ 
Brian E. Ferguson (lead counsel) 
Winston & Strawn LLP 
Reg. No. 36,801 
1901 L Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20036 
T: 202-282-5100 
beferguson@winston.com 

IPR-Profrac-USWell@winston.com 

Lead Counsel for Patent Owner 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.6(e), I certify that on this 25th day of June, 2024, 

Patent Owner’s Objections to Petitioner’s Demonstratives was served by email on 

the following counsel for Petitioner: 

Elizabeth Durham Flannery (liz.flannery@bakerbotts.com) 
Chad Walters (chad.walters@bakerbotts.com) 

DLHalliburton870-871IPR@bakerbotts.com 
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