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I. INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to the Federal Rules of Evidence (“FRE”) and 37 C.F.R.
§ 42.64(b)(1), Petitioner Western Digital Technologies, Inc. timely objects to the
evidence submitted by Patent Owner in this proceeding. Petitioner may move to
exclude the challenged exhibits under 37 C.F.R. § 42.64(c) unless Patent Owner
provides evidence curing the objections identified by Petitioner below.

II. SPECIFIC OBJECTIONS

A.  Exhibit 2080 - U.S. App. No. 10/824,835 (10-30-2025 Bokor
Deposition EX2079)

Petitioner objects to Exhibit 2080 because it is improperly filed with Patent
Owner’s Motion to Strike without Board authorization. See 37 C.F.R §42.5(c)(3) (“A
late action will be excused on a showing of good cause...”). The filing of EX2080
is also untimely as it is new evidence and should have been filed with Patent Owner’s
Response. See 37 C.F.R. § 42.23(b); Consolidated Trial Practice Guide (“CTPG”),
73-74.

Petitioner further objects to Exhibit 2080 under FRE 403 because its
admission would be unduly prejudicial to Petitioner as it was untimely filed without
Board authorization, and Petitioner has no opportunity to respond either with

briefing or evidence in violation of the Administrative Procedure Act (“APA”).
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B.  Exhibit 2081 - U.S. App. No. 10/646,246

Petitioner objects to Exhibit 2081 because it is improperly filed with Patent
Owner’s Motion to Strike without Board authorization. See 37 C.F.R §42.5(c)(3) (“A
late action will be excused on a showing of good cause...”). The filing of EX2081
is also untimely as it is new evidence and should have been filed with Patent Owner’s
Response. See 37 C.F.R. § 42.23(b); CTPG, 73-74.

Petitioner further objects to Exhibit 2081 under FRE 403 because its
admission would be unduly prejudicial to Petitioner as it was untimely filed without
Board authorization, and Petitioner has no opportunity to respond either with

briefing or evidence in violation of the APA.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
The undersigned certifies that pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.6(¢e), a true copy of
the foregoing PETITIONER’S OBJECTIONS TO EVIDENCE is being served
electronically on November 20, 2025 to the following counsel for Patent Owner to

the following email addresses:

Gerald B. Hrycyszyn
GHrycyszyn-PTAB@wolfgreenfield.com

Jie Xiang
JXiang-PTAB@wolfgreenfield.com

Thomas A. Franklin
TFranklin-PTAB@wolfgreenfield.com

Richard F. Giunta
RGiunta-PTAB@wolfgreenfield.com

Adam R. Wichman
AWichman-PTAB@wolfgreenfield.com

Scott A. McKeown
SMcKeown-PTAB@wolfgreenfield.com
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