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Pursuant to the Board’s March 25, 2025 Order Setting Oral Argument (Paper 

37), Petitioner submits the below objections to Slides 77, 78, and 83 in Patent 

Owner’s Demonstratives (Paper 43) because they include issues that are in dispute 

between the parties as set forth in Petitioner’s Motion to Exclude (Paper 40), Patent 

Owner’s Opposition to Petitioner’s Motion to Exclude (Paper 41), and Petitioner’s 

Reply to Patent Owner’s Opposition (Paper 44).  Petitioner has met and conferred in 

good faith with Patent Owner concerning Slides 77, 78, and 83 and timely submits 

these unresolved objections, no later than the time of the hearing (see Paper 37 at 4).  

Copies of the objected-to Slides 77, 78, and 83 are attached hereto as Appendix A. 

Slide 77: (Objected to in part.)  Petitioner objects for the following reasons: 

this slide includes quotes from ¶¶ 9, 10, and 12 of Provisional Application No. 

61/233,787 (the “’787 provisional”).  On March 27, 2025, Petitioner objected to the 

same material included in Patent Owner’s Sur-Reply.  See Paper 38 at 3-7.  Petitioner 

timely filed its Motion to Exclude (Paper 40) on April 4, 2025.  Similarly, Petitioner 

objects to Slide 77 under FRE 401-403 as not being relevant to any issue in this inter 

partes review and/or unduly prejudicial.  Further, because Petitioner objected to the 

same material in Patent Owner’s Sur-Reply and that same material is the subject of 

the Motion to Exclude, Petitioner respectfully requests that the objected-to material 

in Slide 77 be included in the material subject to the pending Motion to Exclude.  

Additionally, the Board has twice denied Patent Owner’s request to replace the 
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current EX2026 with the ’787 provisional.  See Paper 39 at 2-5; see also 37 CFR § 

42.63 (requiring that evidence in an IPR proceeding be filed as an exhibit). 

Slide 78: (Objected to in part.)  Petitioner objects for the following reasons: 

this slide includes an excerpt of Figure 1 of the ’787 provisional.  On March 27, 

2025, Petitioner objected to the same material included in Patent Owner’s Sur-

Reply.  See Paper 38 at 3-7.  Petitioner timely filed its Motion to Exclude (Paper 40) 

on April 4, 2025.  Similarly, Petitioner objects to Slide 78 under FRE 401-403 as not 

being relevant to any issue in this inter partes review and/or unduly prejudicial.  

Further, because Petitioner objected to the same material in Patent Owner’s Sur-

Reply and that same material is the subject of the Motion to Exclude, Petitioner 

respectfully requests that the objected-to material in Slide 78 be included in the 

material subject to the pending Motion to Exclude.  Additionally, the Board has 

twice denied Patent Owner’s request to replace the current EX2026 with the ’787 

provisional.  See Paper 39 at 2-5; see also 37 CFR § 42.63 (requiring that evidence 

in an IPR proceeding be filed as an exhibit). 

Slide 83: (Objected to in part.)  Petitioner objects for the following reasons: 

this slide refers to a 2009 Dropbox guide that is not of record and that is part of 

Patent Owner’s unfounded allegations of Petitioner’s violation of 37 C.F.R. 

§ 42.51(b)(1)(iii).  On March 27, 2025, Petitioner objected to the same material 

included in Patent Owner’s Sur-Reply.  See Paper 38 at 7-8.  Petitioner timely filed 
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its Motion to Exclude (Paper 40) on April 4, 2025.  Similarly, Petitioner objects to 

Slide 83 under FRE 401-403 as not being relevant to any issue in this inter partes 

review and/or unduly prejudicial.  Further, because Petitioner objected to the same 

material in Patent Owner’s Sur-Reply and that same material is the subject of the 

Motion to Exclude, Petitioner respectfully requests that the objected-to material in 

Slide 83 be included in the material subject to the pending Motion to Exclude.   

 
Respectfully submitted, 

 
/Trishan Esram/ 
Trishan Esram 
Registration No. 74,075 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I hereby certify that on April 22, 2025, I caused a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing materials: 

• Petitioner’s Objections to Patent Owner’s Demonstrative Exhibits 
 

to be served via electronic mail by consent on counsel of record at: 

 
andrew@agordonlawfirm.com 

asherman@devlinlawfirm.com 

ddahlgren@devlinlawfirm.com 

dlflitparas@devlinlawfirm.com 

 
Respectfully Submitted 
 
/Trishan Esram/ 
Trishan Esram 
Registration No. 74,075 
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