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Pursuant to the Order Regarding Oral Argument (Paper 58 at 3), Bazooka files 

its objections to Nuhn’s demonstrative exhibits (Papers 62 and 64). The Parties met 

and conferred, seeking to resolve these objections on February 12, 2025. The Parties 

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

I. Slides 14 and 17-18 of Nuhn’s Hearing Demonstratives (Paper 62) 

Bazooka objects to the inclusion of slides 14 and 17-18 (Exhibit A) of Nuhn’s 

Hearing Demonstratives (Paper 62) because these slides discuss the “corrosive 

characteristics” of manure in connection with the construction of the term “liquid 

manure pump” and reference previously uncited publications (EX1112 and EX1113) 

in connection with its arguments for the construction of the term “liquid manure 

pump”, which are new arguments that Nuhn did not make in its Patent Owner’s 

Response (Paper 23) 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 if it fails 

to raise 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 32 and 35 of Nuhn’s Motion to Amend Demonstratives (Paper 64) 

Bazooka objects to the inclusion of slides 32 and 35 (Exhibit B) of Nuhn’s 

Motion to Amend Demonstratives (Paper 64) because these slides discuss the Puck 
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rear nozzle yoke component being submerged in specific modes of operation, which 

are new arguments that Nuhn did not make in its Reply to Bazooka’s Opposition to 

the Revised Motion to Amend (Paper 59) and therefore is not permitted to address 

in the Oral Hearing. See November 2019 Trial Practice Guide at 85-86. 
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EXHIBIT A 



What makes liquid manure different than water?

Highly Corrosive – Experts Agree

14

EX2029, ¶144.

EX1004, ¶120.

Patent Owner’s ExpertPetitioner’s Expert

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Claim Construction

2. “liquid manure pump” (at least independent claims 1 and 39)

17

EX2106, ¶49.

Patent Owner’s Expert:

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



Claim Construction

2. “liquid manure pump” (at least independent claims 1 and 39)

18

EX1112, 23.

Manure-Manager:

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



EXHIBIT B 



Substitute Claims 41-80 Are Not Obvious based on Puck 
[EX1014] in view of Bryham [EX1015] and Manure 
Manager [EX1088]

Petitioner’s Expert on submerged component / submerged portion of the vehicle:

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

32

EX1174, ¶83.EX1174, ¶85.



Substitute Claims 41-80 Are Not Obvious based on Puck 
[EX1014] in view of Bryham [EX1015] and Manure 
Manager [EX1088]

A POSITA would NOT understand Puck’s Rear Nozzle Yoke to be a submerged component:

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

35

EX2106, ¶189.

EX2106, ¶189.




