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Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.70(a), Patent Owner Signify Holdings B.V. 

(“Signify”) submits this Request for Oral Argument.  The hearing date is set for June 

11, 2025.  Counsel for Signify has conferred with counsel for Petitioner and both 

sides agree that (i) 60 minutes of argument time per side is appropriate for this IPR 

and (ii) the oral argument should be held remotely via video. Thus, Signify requests 

60 minutes of argument time per side and a remote hearing.   

In accordance with 37 C.F.R. §42.70(a), Signify specifies the following issues 

to be argued: 

1. Whether claims 13, 15 and 16 of U.S. Patent No. 10,299,336 (“the 

’336 Patent”) are entitled to a February 19, 2016 priority date in 

view of U.S. Patent Provisional App. No. 62/297,424 (“Ex. 

1008”); 

2. Whether Ex. 1003 (“Chaimberg”) and Ex. 1012 (“Halliwell”) 

qualify as prior art to claims 13, 15 and 16 of the ’336 Patent; 

3. For “Ground 1a,” whether the Petition has established that claims 

1, 3, 6-9, 11-13, 15, and 17-19 of the ’336 Patent are anticipated by 

and/or obvious in view of Chaimberg; 

4. For “Ground 1b,” whether the Petition has established that claims 

2, 4, 5, 10, 14, 16, and 20 of the ’336 Patent are obvious in view of 

Chaimberg alone or in further view of Ex. 1011 (“Roberge”); 
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5. For “Ground 2,” whether the Petition has established that claims 1, 

2-5, 7, 9-13, 15, 16, 19, and 20 of the ’336 Patent are anticipated 

by and/or obvious in view of Halliwell; 

6. For “Ground 3,” whether the Petition has established that claims 

13 and 15 of the ’336 Patent are anticipated by and/or obvious in 

view of Ex. 1013 (“Reiff”); 

7. Whether the Petition was time barred due to an RPI and/or privy 

relationship between Petitioner and Menard, Inc.; 

8. Any issues specified by the Petitioner in its Request for Oral 

Argument; and 

9. Any other issues that the Board deems necessary for issuing a Final 

Written Decision. 

 

Dated: April 28, 2025    Respectfully Submitted, 
 

/Justin J. Oliver/    
Justin J. Oliver 
VENABLE LLP 
600 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20001 
Telephone: 202-721-5423 
Facsimile: 202-344-8300 
Email: JOliver@Venable.com 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

The undersigned hereby certifies that a copy of the foregoing Patent Owner’s 

Request for Oral Argument was served by email on Petitioner at:   

jrnightingale@jonesday.com 
wdevitt@jonesday.com 
vkhatri@jonesday.com 

jmessing@jonesday.com 

 
Dated: April 28, 2025    Respectfully Submitted, 

 
/Justin J. Oliver/    
Justin J. Oliver 
VENABLE LLP 
600 Massachusetts Avenue, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20001 
Telephone: 202-721-5423 
Facsimile: 202-344-8300 
Email: JOliver@Venable.com 

 
 
 
 
  


