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Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.64(b)(1), Patent Owner objects to the
admissibility of the documents identified below that were submitted by Petitioners
Samsung Electronics Co. Ltd., Samsung Electronics America, Inc., and Apple Inc.
(collectively “Petitioner”) during the preliminary proceedings. The Federal Rules
of Evidence (“FRE”) apply to these proceedings according to the provision of 37
C.F.R. § 42.62(a), and these rules form the basis of the objections contained herein.
These objections have been made within 10 business days from the December 30,
2015 institution of trial. Patent Owner objects for the following reasons:

1. Petitioner’s Exhibit 1002 (“Bellovin): Patent Owner objects to this
exhibit under 37 C.F.R. §§ 42.6(a)(3) and 42.24(a)(1)(i1) and as not relevant and
prejudicial under FRE 402 and 403 because it is not referenced or explained at all
in the Petition. See 37 C.F.R. §§ 42.22(a)(2) and 42.104(b)(4). Petitioner’s
attempt to rely upon Exhibit 1002 without referencing this exhibit in the Petition is
an improper attempt to circumvent the 60-page limit for Petitions. See 37 C.F.R.
§§ 42.22(a)(2) and 42.104(b)(4).

2. Petitioner’s Exhibit 1007 (“RFC 2543”): Patent Owner objects to this
exhibit under FRE 402 and 403 because Petitioner has not shown that it qualifies
as a “printed publication” under § 102(b), and it is therefore not relevant and
prejudicial. The Petition includes only a conclusory assertion that Exhibit 1007

qualifies as “prior art under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b).” See Petition at 5. Moreover, the
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date information appearing on Exhibit 1007 constitutes inadmissible hearsay
because that information is being offered to prove the truth of the matter being
asserted; namely, that the contents of the document were publicly available, as of a
particular date, and Petitioner has not shown that a hearsay exception applies. As
such, Patent Owner objects under FRE 801 and 802. Patent Owner further objects
to this exhibit under FRE 901 because no authenticating information has been
provided, and this exhibit is not self-authenticating under FRE 902.

3. Petitioner’s Exhibit 1009 (“JINI Spec.”): Patent Owner objects to this
exhibit under FRE 402 and 403 because Petitioner has not shown that it qualifies
as a “printed publication” under § 102(b), and it is therefore not relevant and
prejudicial. The Petition includes only a conclusory assertion that Exhibit 1009
qualifies as “prior art under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b).” See Petition at 5. Moreover, it is
unclear what date information Petitioner is relying on, and any date information
appearing on Exhibit 1009 constitutes inadmissible hearsay because that
information is being offered to prove the truth of the matter being asserted;
namely, that the contents of the document were publicly available, as of a
particular date, and Petitioner has not shown that a hearsay exception applies. As

such, Patent Owner objects under FRE 801 and 802. Patent Owner further objects

DOCKET

A R M Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com.



https://www.docketalarm.com/

IPR2015-01444
Patent 7,039,033

to this exhibit under FRE 901 because no authenticating information has been
provided, and this exhibit is not self-authenticating under FRE 902.

4. Petitioner’s Exhibit 1014 (“RFC 2131”"): Patent Owner objects to this
exhibit under 37 C.F.R. §§ 42.6(a)(3) and 42.24(a)(1)(i) and as not relevant and
prejudicial under FRE 402 and 403 because it is not referenced or explained at all
in the Petition. See 37 C.F.R. §§ 42.22(a)(2) and 42.104(b)(4). Petitioner’s
attempt to rely upon Exhibit 1014 without referencing this exhibit in the Petition is
an improper attempt to circumvent the 60-page limit for Petitions. See 37 C.F.R.
§§ 42.22(a)(2) and 42.104(b)(4).

5. Petitioner’s Exhibit 1015 (“Hoffman”): Patent Owner objects to this
exhibit under 37 C.F.R. §§ 42.6(a)(3) and 42.24(a)(1)(i) and as not relevant and
prejudicial under FRE 402 and 403 because it is not referenced or explained at all
in the Petition. See 37 C.F.R. §§ 42.22(a)(2) and 42.104(b)(4). Petitioner’s
attempt to rely upon Exhibit 1015 without referencing this exhibit in the Petition is
an improper attempt to circumvent the 60-page limit for Petitions. See 37 C.F.R.

§§ 42.22(a)(2) and 42.104(b)(4).
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Dated: January 13. 2016
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Respectfully submitted,

By: _/Andy H. Chan/

Andy H. Chan, Reg. No. 56,893
Pepper Hamilton LLP

333 Twin Dolphin Drive,

Suite 400

Redwood City, CA 94065

(650) 802-3600 (telephone)
(650) 802-3650 (facsimile)

Attorney for Patent Owner
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