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Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. §42.70(b), and the Board’s May 31, 2024 Order 

Setting Oral Argument (Paper 32), Patent Owner 10x Genomics, Inc. (“PO”) 

respectfully submits the below list of unresolved objections to Petitioner’s 

demonstratives.  Following each objection is a copy of the objected-to slide with 

objectionable portions within red rectangles.   

• Slide 6:  This slide reflects new argument regarding a different number of 

times the “Reflex” Method is mentioned and includes an excerpt of Figure 1 

of the ’981 Patent, which is not supported by the citations to the brief on the 

slide.  

 

• Slide 7: The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 
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the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 

Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record.  

 

• Slide 11: This slide reflects new argument regarding how the highlighted 

language in the excerpts of EX1053 purportedly map to the challenged claim 
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language, which is not supported by the citation on the slide. 

 

• Slide 16: This slide reflects new argument regarding how the highlighted 

language in the excerpts of EX1053 purportedly map to the challenged claim 
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language, which is not supported by the citation on the slide.  

 

• Slide 22:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 

the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 



 IPR2023-00876 
U.S. Patent 10,155,981 

5 

Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 23:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 

the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 24:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 

the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 25:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 

the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 26:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 

the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 27:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 

the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 28:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 

the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 29:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 

the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 30:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 

the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 31:  The slide fails to include the context of Dr. Quackenbush’s 

testimony by omitting the entirety of the question and answer, the heading 

reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the opinions Dr. Quackenbush 

provided, which is unsupported by the citation on the slide, and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 32:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 
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the slide, and includes Dr. Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 
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• Slide 36, 38, 43, 57, 60, 88-89, 91, 111, 113-114, 133, 141-142, 186:  These 

slides include Dr. Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 39:  The slide relies on new evidence, which is not found in the 

citations to the brief (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 40:  The slide fails to include the context of Dr. Quackenbush’s 

testimony by omitting the entirety of the question and answer, and includes 
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Dr. Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 41:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 

the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 42:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 

the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 45:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding 

Petitioner’s characterization of the Petition’s argument, which is 
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unsupported by the citation on the slide. 

 

• Slide 47:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is not found in the citations to 

the brief (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 48:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is not found in the citations to 

the brief (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 50:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

disclosures of McCloskey and what Petitioner has defined as “Dual 
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Tagging,” which is unsupported by the citation on the slide. 

 

• Slide 51:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

disclosures of McCloskey and what Petitioner has defined as “Dual 
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Tagging,” which is unsupported by the citation on the slide. 

 

• Slides 58-59, 71, 78-80, 95, 97, 99, 101, 103, 105, 107, 109, 147-150, 160:  

These slides each include Dr. Cooper’s photo, which is not in the record. 
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• Slide 60:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 

the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 

Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 
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• Slide 65:  The slide relies on new evidence, which is not found in the 

citations to a brief. 

 

• Slide 67:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 

the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 69:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument mischaracterizing 

the opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the 

citation on the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 70:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument mischaracterizing 

the opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the 

citation on the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 72:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding bacteria, 

which is unsupported by the citation on the slide, and relies on new 
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evidence, which is not found in the citations to a brief. 

 

• Slide 73:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding bacteria, 

which is unsupported by the citation on the slide, and relies on new 

evidence, which is not found in the citations to a brief. 
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• Slide 74:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding bacteria, 

which is unsupported by the citation on the slide, and includes Dr. Cooper’s 

photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 75:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding bacteria, 

which is unsupported by the citation on the slide, and includes Dr. Cooper’s 
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photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 81:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding 

McCloskey, which is unsupported by any briefing by Petitioner, and relies 
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on new evidence, which is unsupported by any briefing by Petitioner. 

 

• Slide 85:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 

the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 112:  The slide fails to include the context of Dr. Quackenbush’s 

testimony by omitting the entirety of the question and answer, and includes 
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Dr. Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 117:  This slide reflects reliance on new evidence and argument 

regarding Linnarsson’s disclosures, which is unsupported by citations to 

merits briefing and is included only in briefing in support of Petitioner’s 
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Motion to Exclude. 

 

• Slide 118:  This slide reflects reliance on new evidence and argument 

regarding Linnarsson’s disclosures, which is unsupported by citations to 

merits briefing and is included only in briefing in support of Petitioner’s 
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Motion to Exclude. 

 

• Slide 119:  This slide reflects reliance on new evidence and argument 

regarding Linnarsson’s disclosures, which is unsupported by citations to 

merits briefing and is included only in briefing in support of Petitioner’s 
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Motion to Exclude. 

 

• Slide 120:  This slide reflects reliance on new evidence and argument 

regarding Linnarsson’s disclosures, which is unsupported by citations to 

merits briefing and is included only in briefing in support of Petitioner’s 

Motion to Exclude, and includes Dr. Cooper’s photo, which is not in the 
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record. 

 

• Slide 121:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

scope of Linnarsson’s disclosures, which is unsupported by the citation on 

the slide, and relies on new evidence, including claim 1 of Linnarsson, 
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which is not found in the citations to the brief. 

 

• Slide 122:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 

the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 123:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 

the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 124:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 

the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 125:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 

the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 

Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 
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• Slide 127:  The slide mischaracterizes Dr. Quackenbush’s testimony, and 

relies on new evidence and argument regarding claim 26, which is 

unsupported by the citation on the slide, and includes Dr. Quackenbush’s 
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photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 128:  This slide reflects new Ground 1 argument, which is not 

supported by the citation on the slide. 
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• Slide 129:  This slide reflects new Ground 1 argument, which is not 

supported by the citation on the slide, and includes Dr. Cooper’s photo, 

which is not in the record. 

  

• Slide 130:  This slide reflects new Ground 1 arguments, which is not 

supported by the citation on the slide, and includes Dr. Cooper’s photo, 
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which is not in the record. 

  

• Slide 139:  The slide fails to include the context of Dr. Quackenbush’s 

testimony by omitting the entirety of the question and answer, and includes 
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Dr. Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 140:  The slide fails to include the context of Dr. Quackenbush’s 

testimony by omitting the entirety of the question and answer, and includes 
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Dr. Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 143:  The slide fails to include the context of Dr. Quackenbush’s 

testimony by omitting the entirety of the question and answer, and includes 

Dr. Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 
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• Slide 161:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 

the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 

Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 162:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 

the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 163:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 

the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 164:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

opinions Dr. Quackenbush provided, which is unsupported by the citation on 

the slide (cited only in unexplained string cite), and includes Dr. 
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Quackenbush’s photo, which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 166:  This slide reflects reliance on new evidence regarding 

McCloskey’s status as prior art based on “Received” and “Accepted” date, 
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which is unsupported by the citation on the slide. 

 

• Slide 167:  This slide reflects reliance on new evidence, including the photo 

of Ms. Hall-Ellis,  which is not in the record. 
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• Slide 168:  This slide reflects reliance on new evidence regarding 

McCloskey’s prior art status that was not discussed in the briefing, including 

the photo of Ms. Hall-Ellis,  which is not in the record. 

 

• Slide 170:  This slide reflects reliance on new argument regarding 

McCloskey’s status as prior art, which is unsupported by citations to merits 

briefing and is included only in briefing in support of Petitioner’s Opposition 
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to Patent Owner’s Motion to Exclude. 

 

• Slide 171:  This slide reflects reliance on new argument regarding 

McCloskey’s status as prior art, which is unsupported by citations to merits 

briefing and is included only in briefing in support of Petitioner’s Opposition 
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to Patent Owner’s Motion to Exclude. 

 

• Slide 172:  This slide reflects reliance on new argument regarding 

McCloskey’s status as prior art, which is unsupported by citations to merits 

briefing and is included only in briefing in support of Petitioner’s Opposition 
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to Patent Owner’s Motion to Exclude. 

 

• Slide 173:  This slide reflects reliance on new evidence regarding 

McCloskey’s status as prior art based on “Received” and “Accepted” date , 
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which is unsupported by the citation on the slide. 

 

• Slide 174:  This slide reflects reliance on new argument regarding 

McCloskey’s status as prior art, which is unsupported by citations to merits 

briefing and is included only in briefing in support of Petitioner’s Opposition 
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to Patent Owner’s Motion to Exclude. 

 

• Slide 175:  This slide reflects reliance on new argument regarding 

McCloskey’s status as prior art, which is unsupported by citations to merits 

briefing and is included only in briefing in support of Petitioner’s Opposition 
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to Patent Owner’s Motion to Exclude. 

 

• Slide 176:  This slide reflects reliance on new argument regarding 

McCloskey’s status as prior art, which is unsupported by citations to merits 

briefing and is included only in briefing in support of Petitioner’s Opposition 
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to Patent Owner’s Motion to Exclude. 

 

• Slide 177:  This slide reflects reliance on new argument regarding 

McCloskey’s status as prior art, which is unsupported by citations to merits 

briefing and is included only in briefing in support of Petitioner’s Opposition 
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to Patent Owner’s Motion to Exclude. 

 

• Slide 184:  The heading reflects new unbriefed argument regarding the 

disclosures of McCloskey and what Petitioner has defined as “Dual 

Tagging,” which is unsupported by the citation on the slide. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
Dated:  July 23, 2024  

By:  /J. Steven Baughman/ 
 
J. Steven Baughman (Reg. No. 47,414) 
GROOMBRIDGE, WU, BAUGHMAN & STONE LLP 
801 17th Street, NW, Suite 1050 
Washington, DC, 20006 
P: (202)-505-5832 
steve.baughman@groombridgewu.com 
 
Megan Raymond (Reg. No. 72,997) 
GROOMBRIDGE, WU, BAUGHMAN & STONE LLP 
801 17th Street, NW, Suite 1050 
Washington, DC, 20006 
P: (202)-505-5878 
megan.raymond@groombridgewu.com 
 
Attorneys for Patent Owner 10x 
 

  

https://groombridgellp-my.sharepoint.com/personal/sayem_osman_groombridgewu_com/Documents/Desktop/steve.baughman@groombridgewu.com
mailto:megan.raymond@groombridgewu.com
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned hereby certifies that a copy of PATENT OWNER’S 

SUBMISSION OF UNRESOLVED OBJECTIONS TO PETITIONER’S 

DEMONSTRATIVES has been served in its entirety by causing the 

aforementioned document to be electronically mailed to the following attorneys of 

record for the Petitioner listed below: 

Petitioner’s Counsel of Record: 

Lead Counsel: Derek C. Walter 
Reg. No. 74,656 
derek.walter@weil.com 
Weil, Gotshal & Manges LLP 
201 Redwood Shores Parkway 
Redwood Shores, CA 94065 
Telephone: (650) 802-3934 
By Electronic Mail 

Backup Counsel: Adrian C. Percer 
Registration No. 46,986 
adrian.percer@weil.com 
Weil, Gotshal & Manges LLP 
201 Redwood Shores Parkway 
Redwood Shores, CA 94065 
Telephone: (650) 802-3124 
 
William Sutton Ansley 
Registration No. 67,828 
sutton.ansley@weil.com 
Weil, Gotshal & Manges LLP 
2001 M Street NW, Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20036 
Telephone: (202) 682-7018 
By Electronic Mail 
 
Edward R. Reines (pro hac vice) 
edward.reines@weil.com 
Weil, Gotshal & Manges LLP 
201 Redwood Shores Parkway 
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Redwood Shores, CA 94065 
Telephone: (650) 802-3022 
By Electronic Mail 

 

Dated:  July 23, 2024      Respectfully submitted, 

By:  /Sayem Osman/ 
Sayem Osman 


