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I. INTRODUCTION 

Under the Federal Rules of Evidence and 37 C.F.R. § 42.64, Petitioner Juniper 

Networks, Inc. timely objects to evidence submitted by Patent Owner Monarch 

Networking Solutions LLC in its sur-reply.  Petitioner may move to exclude the 

challenged exhibit under 37 C.F.R. § 42.64(c) unless Patent Owner provides 

evidence curing the objections identified below (i.e., withdrawing the declaration 

and removing references to it from the sur-reply). 

II. EXHIBIT 2015 – DECLARATION OF DANIEL MINOLI IN 
SUPPORT OF PATENT OWNER’S SUR-REPLY 

Petitioner objects to Exhibit 2015, a 14-page expert declaration from Daniel 

Minoli. This expert declaration violates 37 C.F.R. § 42.23(b), which states that a sur-

reply “may not be accompanied by new evidence other than deposition transcripts 

of the cross-examination of any reply witness.”  Patent Owner submitted this exhibit 

without meeting and conferring with Petitioner and did not first seek permission 

from the Board prior to submitting the supplemental expert declaration.  Patent 

Owner thus has not established, nor attempted to establish, any reason why it should 

be granted relief from § 42.23(b) prior to submitting its improper expert declaration.  

III. CONCLUSION 

Petitioner respectfully requests that Patent Owner withdraw Exhibit 2015 and 

remove references to it from the sur-reply. 
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Date:   December 10, 2024 By:    /s/ James M. Glass                                  

  
James M. Glass (Reg. No. 46,729) 
jimglass@quinnemanuel.com 
Quinn Emanuel Urquhart & Sullivan, LLP 
51 Madison Ave., 22nd Floor 
New York, New York 10010 
Tel: (212) 849-7000 
Fax: (212) 849-7100 
 
Todd M. Briggs (Reg. No. 44,040) 
toddbriggs@quinnemanuel.com  
Kevin Johnson (Reg. No. 38,927) 
kevinjohnson@quinnemanuel.com  
Quinn Emanuel Urquhart & Sullivan, LLP 
555 Twin Dolphin Drive, 5th Floor 
Redwood Shores, CA 94065 
Tel: (650) 801-5000 
Fax: (650) 801-5100 
 
Nima Hefazi (Reg. No. 63,658) 
nimahefazi@quinnemanuel.com  
Quinn Emanuel Urquhart & Sullivan, LLP 
865 S. Figueroa Street, 10th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 
Tel: (213) 443-3000 
Fax: (213) 443-3100 
 
Attorneys for Petitioner Juniper Networks, Inc. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned certifies that the foregoing Petitioner’s Reply to Patent 

Owner Response was served via e-mail pursuant to 37 C.F.R. §42.6(e) in its entirety 

to all counsel of record, as follows:  

R. Allan Bullwinkel (Reg. No. 77,630) 
abullwinkel@hpcllp.com 
Michael F. Heim (Reg. No. 32,702) 
mheim@hpcllp.com 
Christopher L. Limbacher (Reg. No. 76,551) 
climbacher@hpcllp.com 
William B. Collier, Jr. (pro hac vice) 
wcollier@hpcllp.com 
Heim Payne & Chorush, LLP 
609 Main Street, Suite 3200 
Houston, TX 77002 
Telephone: 713-221-2000 
Facsimile: 713-221-2021 
 
  

DATED:  December 10, 2024 Respectfully submitted, 
 

By:    /s/ James M. Glass                                
           James M. Glass 
 

 


