IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

AMAZON.COM, INC., AMAZON WEB SERVICES, INC., and
AMAZON.COM SERVICES LLC,

Petitioner,

DATONICS, LLC,

Patent Owner.

Case: 1PR2025-00873
U.S. Patent No. 10,984,445

PETITIONER’S OBJECTIONS TO EVIDENCE
SUBMITTED WITH PATENT OWNER’S RESPONSE



IPR2025-00873
Petitioner’s Objections to Evidence

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.64(b), Amazon, Inc., (“Petitioner) respectfully
asserts the following objections to the evidence proffered with Patent Owner’s
Response, filed by Datonics, LLC, (Paper No. 11). The Federal Rules of Evidence
(“FRE”) apply to these proceedings according to the provisions of 37 C.F.R.
§ 42.62(a), and these rules, along with relevant case law and PTAB Rules, form the
basis of objections contained herein. Petitioner’s objections apply equally to Patent
Owner’s reliance on or citation to any evidence in its papers, including expert
declarations, for which Petitioner has objected. These objections are being served
and filed within five (5) business days from Patent Owner’s Response, dated

February 13, 2026.

Evidence Objection(s)

Exhibit 2001 | Exhibit 2001 is Declaration of Erik de la Iglesia, dated February
13, 2026.

Petitioner objects to Ex. 2001 as purported expert testimony from
a witness not qualified to provide such expert opinion and
therefore not helpful to the trier of fact, not based on sufficient
facts or data, and not based on reliable application of principles
and methods. It is therefore objectionable under FRE 701 &
702(a)-(d) as improper expert testimony and for relevance under
FRE 401/402.

Petitioner objects to 99 27-28, 42-43, 47, 49-50, 52-56, 63 as
Mr. de la Iglesia’s alleged specialized knowledge will not help the
trier of fact understand the evidence or determine a fact in issue in
these paragraphs, e.g., under FRE 702(a).

Petitioner objects to 9 27-28, 42-43, 47, 49-50, 52-56, 63 as not
based on sufficient facts or data, e.g., under FRE 702(b) and/or not




IPR2025-00545

Petitioner’s Objections to Evidence

Evidence

Objection(s)

being the product of reliable principles and methods, e.g., under
FRE 702(c).

Petitioner objects to 99 27-28, 42-43, 47, 49-50, 52-56, 63 as
prejudicial, misleading, confusing, and/or a waste of time under
FRE 403.

Petitioner objects to 9929, 32-35, 41-43 as not cited in Patent
Owner’s Response and are thus irrelevant under FRE 402 and

prejudicial, misleading, confusing, and/or a waste of time under
FRE 403.

Petitioner objects to 4 43 as containing references to exhibits not
cited in the Patent Owner’s Response and, therefore, are not
relevant. See FRE 402, 403; 37 C.F.R. § 42.61.

Exhibit 2004

Exhibit 2005 is an excerpt of the trial transcript on June 12, 2024
in AlmondNet, Inc. v. Amazon.com, Inc.,6:21-cv-898 (W.D. Tex.).

Petitioner objects to this exhibit as irrelevant under FRE 402, and
prejudicial, misleading, confusing, and/or a waste of time under
FRE 403.

Exhibit 2005

Exhibit 2005 1s Defendant’s Exhibit 120 in AlmondNet, Inc. v.
Amazon.com, Inc., 6:21-cv-898 (W.D. Tex.) (the “Merriman”
reference).

Petitioner objects to this exhibit as irrelevant under FRE 402, and
prejudicial, misleading, confusing, and/or a waste of time under
FRE 403.

Petitioner objects to this exhibit as it not cited in the Patent
Owner’s Response and, therefore, is not relevant. See FRE 402,
403; 37 C.F.R. § 42.61.




IPR2025-00545

Petitioner’s Objections to Evidence

Evidence

Objection(s)

Exhibit 2006

Exhibit 2006 is Defendant’s Exhibit 404 in A/mondNet, Inc. v.
Amazon.com, Inc., 6:21-cv-898 (W.D. Tex.) (“DoubleClick
Products” archived webpage).

Petitioner objects to this exhibit as irrelevant under FRE 402, and
prejudicial, misleading, confusing, and/or a waste of time under
FRE 403.

Exhibit 2007

Exhibit 2007 1s Defendant’s Exhibit 399 in AlmondNet, Inc. v.
Amazon.com, Inc., 6:21-cv-898 (W.D. Tex.) (“DoubleClick
Network™ archived webpage).

Petitioner objects to this exhibit as irrelevant under FRE 402, and
prejudicial, misleading, confusing, and/or a waste of time under
FRE 403.

Exhibit 2008

Exhibit 2008 is Plaintiff’s Exhibit PTX-098 in AlmondNet, Inc. v.
Amazon.com, Inc., 6:21-cv-898 (W.D. Tex.) (November 8, 1999
“Public Workshop on Online Profiling” transcript).

Petitioner objects to this exhibit as irrelevant under FRE 402, and
prejudicial, misleading, confusing, and/or a waste of time under
FRE 403.

Exhibit 2009

Exhibit 2009 1s Defendant’s Exhibit 607 in AlmondNet, Inc. v.
Amazon.com, Inc., 6:21-cv-898 (W.D. Tex.) (DoubleClick
website’s “Affiliate Web Site FAQs” page).

Petitioner objects to this exhibit as irrelevant under FRE 402, and
prejudicial, misleading, confusing, and/or a waste of time under
FRE 403.

Petitioner objects to this exhibit as it not cited in the Patent
Owner’s Response and, therefore, is not relevant. See FRE 402,
403; 37 C.F.R. § 42.61




IPR2025-00545
Petitioner’s Objections to Evidence

Dated: February 23, 2026 FENWICK & WEST LLP

/Jessica W. Lin/
Jessica W. Lin
Reg. No. 69,920

Attorneys for Petitioner
Amazon.com, Inc., Amazon Web Services,
Inc., and Amazon.com Services LLC




IPR2025-00545
Petitioner’s Objections to Evidence

CERTIFICATION OF SERVICE ON PATENT OWNER

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.6, the undersigned hereby certifies that a true and
correct copy of the foregoing Petitioner’s Objections to Evidence Submitted with
Patent Owner’s Response was served on Patent Owner’s lead and back-up counsel

in its entirety by electronic service at the following email addresses:

Reza Mirzaie Benjamin T. Wang

Russ, August & Kabat Russ, August & Kabat

12424 Wilshire Blvd., 12th Floor 12424 Wilshire Blvd., 12th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90025 Los Angeles, CA 90025
rmirzaie@raklaw.com bwang@raklaw.com

rak_almondnet@raklaw.com

James A. Milkey Philip X. Wang
Russ, August & Kabat Russ, August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Blvd., 12th Floor 12424 Wilshire Blvd., 12th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90025 Los Angeles, CA 90025
jmilkey@raklaw.com pwang@raklaw.com

Dated: February 23, 2026 FENWICK & WEST LLP

/Jessica W. Lin/
Jessica W. Lin
Reg. No. 69,920

Attorneys for Petitioner
Amazon.com, Inc., Amazon Web Services,
Inc., and Amazon.com Services LLC




