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Pursuant to the Order Regarding Oral Argument (Paper 56 at 3), Bazooka files 

its objections to Nuhn’s demonstrative exhibits (EX2104-EX2105). The Parties met 

and conferred, seeking to resolve these objections on October 8, 2024. The Parties 

were unable to resolve the objections during the meet and confer.  

I. Slides 34-37 of Nuhn’s Hearing Demonstratives (EX2104) 

Bazooka objects to the inclusion of slides 34-37 (Exhibit A) of Nuhn’s 

Hearing Demonstratives (EX2104) because these slides discuss the “Motivation to 

Combine Truxor[EX1006]/SenwaTec[EX1012] with Yoon [EX1011] or Carrier 

[EX1005] with a Reasonable Expectation of Success,” which is a new argument that 

Nuhn did not make in its Corrected Patent Owner’s Response (Paper 27) and 

therefore is not permitted to address in the Oral Hearing. See November 2019 Trial 

Practice Guide at 52 (citing In re Nuvasive, Inc., 842 F.3d 1376, 1381 (Fed. Cir. 

2016) (explaining that a patent owner waives an issue presented in its preliminary 

response if it fails to renew the issue in its response after trial is instituted)); Paper 

13 at 9; Netflix, Inc. v. Avago Techs. Int’l Sales PTE. Ltd., IPR2021-01298, Paper 

44 at 9-10 (PTAB Feb. 6, 2023). 

II. Slides 15 and 21 of Nuhn’s Motion to Amend Demonstratives (EX2105) 

Bazooka objects to the inclusion of slides 15 and 21 (Exhibit B) of Nuhn’s 

Motion to Amend Demonstratives (EX2105) because these slides were added after 

the parties exchanged demonstrative exhibits “in view of [Bazooka’s] hearing 
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demonstratives on the Motion to Amend,” which is in violation of the Order 

Regarding Oral Argument. Paper 56 at 2. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned certifies, in accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 42.6(e), that 

service was made on Counsel for Patent Owner as detailed below. 
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bluchsinger@harnessip.com  
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mcutler@harnessip.com 
 

Documents served  Objections to Patent Owner’s Demonstrative 
Exhibits 

 
Persons served  James B. Luchsinger 
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Scott E. Yackey 
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2801 Network Blvd., Suite 600 
Frisco, TX 75034 
syackey@harnessip.com 
 
Matthew L. Cutler 
HARNESS, DICKEY & PIERCE, P.L.C. 
7700 Bonhomme, Suite 400 
Clayton, MO 63105 
mcutler@harnessip.com 

 
/Thomas J. Leach/    
Thomas J. Leach, Reg. No. 53,188 



EXHIBIT A 



GROUNDS 2 and 3 – No Motivation to Combine Truxor
[EX1006]/SenwaTec [EX1012] with Yoon [EX1011] or Carrier 
[EX1005] with A Reasonable Expectation of Success
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Truxor:
 
 
 
 
 

EX1006, 1.

EX1006, 2.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



GROUNDS 2 and 3 – No Motivation to Combine Truxor
[EX1006]/SenwaTec [EX1012] with Yoon [EX1011] or Carrier 
[EX1005] with A Reasonable Expectation of Success
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SenwaTec:

EX1012, 1.

EX1012, 1.

EX1012, 1.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



GROUNDS 2 and 3 – No Motivation to Combine Truxor
[EX1006]/SenwaTec [EX1012] with Yoon [EX1011] or Carrier 
[EX1005] with A Reasonable Expectation of Success

36

Patent Owner’s Expert on adding remote control:

EX1004, 142.

EX1007, 128.

EX2029, ¶208.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



GROUNDS 2 and 3 – No Motivation to Combine Truxor
[EX1006]/SenwaTec [EX1012] with Yoon [EX1011] or Carrier 
[EX1005] with A Reasonable Expectation of Success

37

Patent Owner’s Expert on adding remote control:

EX1012, 2.

EX2029, ¶263.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



EXHIBIT B 



GROUND 1 – Claims 22-25, 27-28, and 33-40 Are Not 
Rendered Obvious by Cheramie [EX1087] in 
Combination with Yoon [EX1011] or Carrier [EX1005]

15

EX1109, ¶78.

EX1087, 5:44-59.

Petitioner’s Expert:     Cheramie:



GROUND 4 – Claims 22-42 Are Not Obvious based on 
Puck [EX1014] in view of Bryham [EX1015] and Manure 
Manager [EX1088]

21

EX1115, ¶¶ 35, 39.

Evidence showing what others in the industry did:




