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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
____________ 

 
BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

 ____________  
 

AYLO FREESITES LTD and FUBOTV MEDIA INC., 
Petitioner, 

 
v. 
 

DISH TECHNOLOGIES L.L.C., 
Patent Owner. 
____________ 

 
IPR2024-000431 (Patent 11,677,798 B2) 
IPR2024-00044 (Patent 11,470,138 B2) 
IPR2024-00045 (Patent 10,469,554 B2) 
IPR2024-00046 (Patent 10,951,680 B2) 

 IPR2024-00146 (Patent 10,469,555 B2)2 
____________ 

 
Before THU A. DANG, JOHN A. HUDALLA, and 
JULIET MITCHELL DIRBA, Administrative Patent Judges. 
  
HUDALLA, Administrative Patent Judge. 

 

 
1 fuboTV Media Inc., which filed petitions in IPR2024-00901, IPR2024-

00902, IPR2024-00903, IPR2024-00904, and IPR2024-00905, has been 
joined as a petitioner in IPR2024-00043, IPR2024-00044, IPR2024-00045, 
IPR2024-00046, and IPR2024-00146, respectively. 

2  This Order addresses the same issue for the above-identified proceedings.  
Therefore, we exercise our discretion to issue one order to be filed in each 
proceeding.  The parties are not authorized to use this caption style in any 
subsequent papers. 
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ORDER 
Conduct of the Proceeding 

37 C.F.R. § 42.5 
 
 

We held a consolidated oral hearing in these proceedings on 

January 16, 2025.  During the hearing, the panel and the parties discussed 

the propriety of Patent Owner’s filing of Exhibits 20903 (Declaration of 

David R. Ericson) and 2092 (Transcript of the Deposition of David R. 

Ericson) as supplemental evidence.  Although Petitioner maintained that 

Exhibit 2090 was served in response to Petitioner’s evidentiary objections to 

Exhibit 2063 (Excerpts of the ITC Deposition Transcript of David Ericson), 

Patent Owner asserted that Exhibit 2090 also was responsive to certain other 

evidentiary objections.  See Paper 20 (Petitioner’s Objections to Evidence).  

In order to understand the circumstances better, we now require the parties 

to file all correspondence among counsel pertaining to Patent Owner’s 

service of Exhibit 2090, which apparently occurred on August 9, 2024.  See 

Paper 22, 1.  Accordingly, within one week of the date of this Order, each 

party shall file such correspondence as a single exhibit in each proceeding at 

the next available exhibit number. 

 It is SO ORDERED. 

  

 
3 We cite to papers and exhibits in IPR2024-00043.  Similar documents were 
filed in IPR2024-00044, IPR2024-00045, IPR2024-00046, and 
IPR2024-00146. 
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