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 Petitioner hereby objects to the demonstrative exhibits submitted by Patent 

Owner in the above-captioned proceeding (Paper 50).  In accordance with the 

Board’s Order Setting Oral Argument (Paper 43), this objection is being timely 

filed and served no later than at the time of the hearing Petitioner has met and 

conferred with Patent Owner, but the parties were unable to resolve the objections 

below.  

Pursuant to Paper 43, the objections “shall identify with particularity 

which portions of the demonstratives are subject to objection (and should include a 

copy of the objected-to portions) and include a one (1) sentence statement of the 

reason for each objection. No argument or further explanation is permitted.”  The 

following is an inclusion of the objected-to demonstratives, as well as an 

identification of the portions being objected to and a statement of the reason for 

each objection: 
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 Slide 27: The citation to Ex. 1007 at 12:26-43 is new evidence 

because it is not cited in any of the papers. 
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 Slide 28: The citation to Ex. 1007 at 12:44-47 is new evidence 

because it is not cited in any of the papers. 

 



IPR2024-00984   

4 
  

 Slide 30: “Palm Treo . . . establish motivation to modify Meulen” is a 

new argument. 
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 Slide 32: the picture of Palm Treo 600 is new evidence because it is 

not cited in any of the papers. 
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 Slide 33: The screenshot of “Taking photos and videos” and the 

picture of the Palm Treo 650 are new evidence because they are not 

cited in any of the papers. 
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 Slide 46: The citation at Ex. 2026 at 21:1-18 is new evidence because 

it is not cited in any of the papers. 
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 Slide 49: The citation at Ex. 2026 at 21:1-18 is new evidence because 

it is not cited in any of the papers. 
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 Slide 53: Mischaracterization of Petitioner’s expert’s opinion is 

improper.  

 

 

Dated:  October 6, 2025 
 
 
 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
By: /s/ Jean Nguyen 
Jean Nguyen, Reg. No.: 71,051 
MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP 
707 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 6000 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 
Email: JNguyen@mofo.com 
Tel: 213-892-5200 
 
Counsel for Petitioner 
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Certificate of Service (37 C.F.R. § 42.6(e)(4)) 

 
I hereby certify that the attached PETITIONER’S OBJECTIONS TO 

PATENT OWNER’S DEMONSTRATIVES was served as of the below date via e-

mail (by agreement) to the following counsel of record for Patent Owner: 

James M. Glass, Registration No. 46,729 
John T. McKee, Registration No. 65,926 
Quincy Lu, Registration No. 76,954 
Patrick Schmidt (pro hac vice) 
Nathaniel A. Hamstra, Registration No. 65,680 
Quinn Emanuel Urquhart & Sullivan LLP 
Email: jimglass@quinnemanuel.com 
Email: johnmckee@quinnemanuel.com 
Email: quincylu@quinnemanuel.com 
Email: patrickschmidt@quinnemanuel.com 
Email: nathanhamstra@quinnemanuel.com 
 
 
 

Dated:  October 6, 2025 /s/ Jean Nguyen 
Jean Nguyen 

 


