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PATENT OWNER’S MOTION FOR OBSERVATIONS ON CROSS-
EXAMINATION 

 
Pursuant to the Board’s Scheduling Order dated December 30, 2015 (Paper 

17), Patent Owner Bradium Technologies LLC (“Bradium”) respectfully submits 

this Motion for Observations on Cross-Examination of Dr. William Michalson, 

who was deposed on August 5, 2016.   

1. In Exhibit 2011, on page 10, line 12 to page 11, line 14, Dr. 

Michalson testified that Dr. Bajaj refers to GIS within a chapter authored by Dr. 

Bajaj within Exhibit 2002, which are page proofs for a book edited by Dr. Bajaj.  

This testimony is relevant to Petitioner’s Reply (Paper 27) at Page 2.  The 

testimony is relevant to Petitioner’s argument that Dr. Bajaj does not have 

geographic information systems (GIS) experience. 

2. In Exhibit 2011, on page 11, line 22 to page 12, line 16, Dr. 

Michalson testified that Exhibit 2002, page proofs for a book edited by Dr. Bajaj, 

includes a figure with an image of the earth with caption “Pressure distribution 

around the earth globe.”  This testimony is relevant to Petitioner’s Reply (Paper 

27) at Page 2.  The testimony is relevant to Petitioner’s argument that Dr. Bajaj 

does not have geographic information systems (GIS) experience. 

3. In Exhibit 2011, on page 14, line 9 to page 15, line 14, Dr. Michalson 

testified that Exhibit 2003, an article with Dr. Bajaj as first listed author, refers to 

graphical information systems (GIS), and that Dr. Michalson had not previously 
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reviewed the article.  This testimony is relevant to Petitioner’s Reply (Paper 27) at 

Page 2.  The testimony is relevant to Petitioner’s argument that Dr. Bajaj does not 

have geographic information systems (GIS) experience. 

4. In Exhibit 2011, on page 27, lines 14 to 17, Dr. Michalson testifies 

that he agrees that GIS is a multidisciplinary area of study.  This testimony is 

relevant to Exhibit 1015, paragraph 15.  This testimony is relevant to Dr. 

Michalson’s requirement that a POSA have knowledge and experience with GIS.   

5. In Exhibit 2011, on page 25, line 15 to page 27, line 2, Dr. Michalson 

testifies that Exhibit 2005 states that the background of those involved in the 

development of GIS includes persons with computer science background.  This 

testimony is relevant to Petitioner’s Reply (Paper 27) at Page 2.  The testimony is 

relevant to Petitioner’s argument that Dr. Bajaj does not have geographic 

information systems (GIS) experience. 

6. In Exhibit 2011, on page 27, lines 3 to 13, Dr. Michalson testifies that 

Exhibit 2005 states that the essence of GIS is its multidisciplinary character.  This 

testimony is relevant to Petitioner’s Reply (Paper 27) at Page 2.  The testimony is 

relevant to Petitioner’s argument that Dr. Bajaj does not have geographic 

information systems (GIS) experience. 

7. In Exhibit 2011, on page 21, lines 3 to 22, Dr. Michalson testifies that 

Exhibit 2005 is a reference that he cited in Exhibit 2004, his prior expert report.  
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This testimony is relevant to Exhibit 2011, on page 26, lines 3 to 13.  This 

testimony is relevant to Dr. Michalson’s testimony regarding Exhibit 2005. 

8. In Exhibit 2011, on page 24, lines 1 to 10, Dr. Michalson testifies that 

Exhibit 2005 was not provided to him by Microsoft.  This testimony is relevant to 

Exhibit 2011, on page 26, lines 3 to 13.  The testimony is relevant to Petitioner’s 

argument that Dr. Bajaj does not have geographic information systems (GIS) 

experience. 

9. In Exhibit 2011, on page 35, line 17 to page 36, line 3, Dr. Michalson 

testifies that in his prior declaration, Exhibit 2006, he states that a POSA is a 

hypothetical person to whom an expert in the relevant field could assign a routine 

task with reasonable confidence that the task would be successfully carried out.  

This testimony is relevant to Exhibit 1015, paragraph 15.  This testimony is 

relevant to Dr. Michalson’s requirement that a POSA have knowledge and 

experience with GIS.   

10. In Exhibit 2011, on page 34, line 24 to page 35 line 7, Dr. Michalson 

testifies that Exhibit 2006 is an excerpt of a declaration that he submitted in 

November 2015.  This testimony is relevant to Exhibit 2011 at page 35, line 17 to 

page 36, line 3.  This testimony is relevant to Dr. Michalson’s testimony regarding 

Exhibit 2006.   

11. In Exhibit 2011, on page 17, lines 18 to 24, Dr. Michalson testifies 
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that Exhibit 2004 states that computer-based GIS have been used since at least the 

late 1960s.  This testimony is relevant to Dr. Michalson’s Declaration (Exhibit 

1008) at ¶¶ 104–05.  The testimony is relevant to Dr. Michalson’s and Petitioner’s 

argument that a POSA would have been motivated to combine the asserted 

references as of October 1999 because the reference address similar technology 

problems and are applicable to mapping-related applications. 

12. In Exhibit 2011, on page 16, lines 6 to 20, Dr. Michalson testified that 

Exhibit 2004 is an expert report authored by Dr. Michalson that includes his 

signature.  This testimony is relevant to Exhibit 2011, on page 17, lines 18 to 24.  

This testimony is relevant to Dr. Michalson’s testimony regarding Exhibit 2004. 

13. In Exhibit 2011, on page 19, lines 7 to page 20, line 6, Dr. Michalson 

testifies that Exhibit 2004 states that by the mid 1980’s it was known that there 

were many ways that GIS data could be stored, and that the manner in which data 

are stored impacts the time and computer resources required to effectively use the 

data.  This testimony is relevant to Dr. Michalson’s Declaration (Exhibit 1008) at 

¶¶ 104–05.  The testimony is relevant to Dr. Michalson’s and Petitioner’s argument 

that a POSA would have been motivated to combine the asserted references as of 

October 1999 because the reference address similar technology problems and are 

applicable to mapping-related applications. 

14. In Exhibit 2011, on page 31, lines 8 to 15, Dr. Michalson testifies that 
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