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Exhibit Description Statement of Relevance Filed 

1001 U.S. Patent No. 7,003,357 Patent at issue ☒ 
1002 Prosecution History of U.S. 

Patent No. 7,003,357 

Prosecution History of U.S. 

Patent No. 7,003,357 
☒ 

1003 U.S. Patent No. 6,853,883 to 

Kreikenmeier et al. 

Parent to continuation-in-

part U.S. Patent No. 

7,003,357 
☒ 

1004 PCT Patent Application 

Publication No. WO 99/39567 to 

Scott et al. 

Prior art to U.S. Patent No. 

7,003,357 ☒ 

1005 PCT Patent Application 

Publication No. WO 99/36297 to 

Walker 

Prior art to U.S. Patent No. 

7,003,357 ☒ 

1006 Prosecution History of U.S. 

Patent No. 6,853,883 

Prosecution History of U.S. 

6,853,883, parent to U.S. 

7,003,357 
☒ 

1007 U.S. Patent No. 7,010,294 to 

Pyotsia et al. 

Prior art to U.S. Patent No. 

7,003,357 
☒ 

1008 U.S. 6,337,971 to Abts  Prior art to U.S. Patent No. 

7,003,357 
☒ 

1009 Declaration of Craig Rosenberg  Expert Declaration regarding 

validity of claims of patent at 

issue 

☒ 

1010 Definition of “handheld” at 

http://dictionary.reference.com/br

owse/handheld 

Definition for “handheld” as 

used in claims 
☒ 

1011 Definition of “graphical user 

interface” or GUI as found in 

IEEE Computer Standard 610.10-

1994w 

Definition for “graphical 

user interface” or GUI as 

used in claims 

☒ 

1012 AIMS Telemetry Network 

Disclosed in “Irrigation 

Advances” 

Prior art to U.S. Patent No. 

7,003,357 
☒ 
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On behalf of Lindsay Corporation (“Lindsay”) and in accordance with 35 

U.S.C. § 311 and 37 C.F.R. § 42.100 et seq., inter partes review is requested for 

claims 1-18 of U.S. Patent No. 7,003,357 (“the ’357 patent”) (Ex. 1001).  

I. MANDATORY NOTICES UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 42.8 

 

Real Parties-In-Interest: Lindsay Corporation is the petitioner herein. In an 

abundance of caution, Lindsay further identifies the following affiliated entities 

that are real parties-in-interest herein: Lindsay Manufacturing, LLC; Digitec, Inc.; 

Elecsys International Corporation; Lindsay Sales & Service, LLC; Lindsay 

International Sales & Service, LLC; Watertronics, LLC; and Irrigation Specialists, 

Inc. 

Related Matters: Petitioner is aware of the following related matter: Valmont 

Industries, Inc. v. Lindsay Corporation, No. 1:15-cv-00042 pending in the District 

of Delaware before Honorable Judge Stark. As of the filing of this petition the 

complaint in the above referenced lawsuit has not been served. 

Lead and Back-Up Counsel and Service Information: 

Lead Counsel Back-Up Counsel 

Scott R. Brown (Reg. No. 40,535) 

HOVEY WILLIAMS LLP 

10801 Mastin Blvd., Suite 1000 

Overland Park, Kansas 66210 

srb@hoveywilliams.com 

Telephone: (913) 647-9050 

Fax: (913) 647-9057  

Matthew B. Walters (Reg. No. 65,343) 

HOVEY WILLIAMS LLP 

10801 Mastin Blvd., Suite 1000 

Overland Park, Kansas 66210 

mbw@hoveywilliams.com 

Telephone: (913) 647-9050 

Fax: (913) 647-9057 
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