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Petitioner submitted a revised Motion to Amend on May 1, 2024.  

According to the Scheduling Order (Paper 9), “[i]f Patent Owner files a revised 

motion to amend, the Board shall enter a revised scheduling order setting the 

briefing schedule for that revised motion and adjusting other due dates as needed.”   

Paper 9 at 5.  As of the date of this request, no revised schedule has been issued.   

It is Patent Owner’s understanding that the oral hearing schedule1 is likely to 

change based on expected revisions to the existing case schedule.  As of the date of 

submission of this request, the issues in these proceedings are also not fully 

mature, as Petitioner has yet to file a response to Patent Owner’s revised Motion to 

Amend.  While Patent Owner would be better positioned to make this request after 

the revised schedule is issued and the issues of this proceeding are fully developed, 

to comply with the Scheduling Order and pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.70(a), Patent 

Owner hereby provisionally submits this Request for Oral Argument on all of the 

instituted grounds of unpatentability of 1–24 of U.S. Patent No. 11,106,352.  

During the hearing, Patent Owner requests (without waiving consideration of any 

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

1) Any issue raised during these proceedings by the Board, Petitioner or 

Patent Owner; 

 
1 The Oral Hearing is currently scheduled for June 20, 2024.  Paper 9 at 11. 
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2) Rebuttal to Petitioner’s remarks on record or during the oral hearing; and 

3) Any additional clarification the Board may seek. 

Patent Owner requests no more than two hours of total oral argument time, 

with Petitioner and Patent Owner having 60 minutes for their respective 

presentations. 

As noted above, this request is provisional.  Patent Owner requests the 

Board for authorization to revise its oral hearing request after Petitioner files 

its sur-reply, the due date of which is likely to be modified in the expected revised 

case schedule.  Good cause exists for this request because Patent Owner will be in 

a better position to submit an oral hearing request once the revised due date of the 

oral hearing is determined and the issues that will have to be addressed at the 

hearing become clearer after submission of the Petitioner’s sur-reply.   

  
  Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
Date: May 8, 2024   /Usman Khan/  
  W. Karl Renner, Reg. No. 41,265 

     Andrew Patrick, Reg. No. 63,471 
     Kim Leung, Reg. No. 64,399 

 Usman Khan, Reg. No. 70,439  
 Fish & Richardson P.C. 
  60 South Sixth Street 
  Minneapolis, MN 55402 
 
 Attorneys for Patent Owner 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Pursuant to 37 CFR § 42.6(e), the undersigned certifies that on May 8, 2024, 

a complete and entire copy of this Patent Owner’s Request for Oral Argument and 

its exhibits were provided via email, to the Petitioners by serving the 

correspondence addresses of record as follows: 

 
Ted M. Cannon (Reg. No. 55,036) 
Jarom D. Kesler (Reg. No. 57,046)  
Philip M. Nelson (Reg. No. 62,676) 
Irfan A. Lateef (Reg. No. 51,922) 

Benjamin J. Everton (Reg. No. 60,659) 
 

KNOBBE, MARTENS, OLSON & BEAR, LLP  
2040 Main Street, Fourteenth Floor  

Irvine, CA 92614  
Tel.: (949) 760-0404  
Fax: (949) 760-9502  

 
E-mail: MasimoIPR-352@knobbe.com  

 
 
 
 

/Crena Pacheco/     
       Crena Pacheco 
       Fish & Richardson P.C. 
       60 South Sixth Street, Suite 3200 
       Minneapolis, MN 55402 
       pacheco@fr.com  
 

 


