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Petitioner’s Exhibit List for Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent No. 8,141,154 

Exhibit Description Exhibit # 

U.S. Patent No. 8,141,154 (“the ’154 Patent”) 1001 

Declaration of Dr. Aviel D. Rubin in Support of Petition for Inter 

Partes Review (“Rubin Decl.”) 
1002 

U.S. Publication No. 2007/0113282 A1 (“Ross”) 1003 

U.S. Publication No. 2002/0066022 A1 (“Calder”) 1004 

Declaration of Dr. Aviel Rubin in support of Petitioner’s Reply 1005 

Excerpt of Finjan Responses to Symantec First Interrogatories 1006 

Excerpt of Finjan Supplement Responses to Symantec First 

Interrogatories 
1007 

Declaration of Nathan Hamstra, Esq. 1008 

Deposition Transcript of Mr. Yuval Ben-Itzhak 1009 

Deposition Transcript of Dr. Marc Berger, PhD 1010 

Deposition Transcript of Dr. Nenand Medvidovic 1011 

TCP/IP Network Administration 1012 

Excerpt of File History for 09/595,839 1013 

Excerpt of File History for 09/730,326 1014 

Supplemental Declaration of Dr. Marc Berger, Ph.D.  1015 
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Petitioner’s Exhibits 1001-1014 were previously filed and are listed again here 

based on 37 C.F.R. § 42.63.  Petitioner’s Exhibit 1015 is newly filed. 
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Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.64(c), Palo Alto Networks, Inc. (“Petitioner”) 

moves to exclude portions of Exhibit 2007 relied upon by Patent Owner Finjan, 

Inc. (“Patent Owner” or “Finjan”), for lack of authentication and insufficient 

corroboration.   

I. PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

Trial in this proceeding was instituted on April 20, 2016.  (Paper No. 10.)  

All instituted grounds depend on Patent Application No. US 2007/0113282 A1 

(Ex. 1003) (“Ross”).  (Id. at 17.)  In its Patent Owner Response, Finjan argued that 

Ross is not prior art because the ’154 patent was allegedly conceived and diligently 

reduced to practice from a time predating Ross.  (Paper No. 19 at 5.)  In doing so, 

Finjan relied on Exhibit 2007, which consists of a two page print-out of an email 

chain between Mr. Ben-Itzhak and Dr. Berger, and a seventeen page undated draft 

patent application, that supposedly was attached to the email.  Finjan argues that 

Exhibit 2007 establishes an alleged date of conception of October 31, 2005.  (Id. at 

7; Ex. 2007.) 

Petitioner timely filed and served its objections to evidence on September 8, 

2016.  (Paper No. 22.)  In its objections, Petitioner specifically objected to Exhibit 

2007.  (Id. at 1-2.)  In response, Finjan served a supplemental declaration from Dr. 

Berger.  (Ex. 1015.)  On December 6, 2016, Petitioner filed and served its 

Petitioner’s Reply, in which it addressed Finjan’s argument based on Exhibit 2007 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
  Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

  Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
  With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

  Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
  Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

  Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


