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GB1011078.1, 16 May 2011, at 2. 
1008 Expert Declaration of David Rempel, M.D., in Support of Valve 

Corporation’s Petition for Inter-Partes Review of U.S. Patent 
8,641,525. 

1009 Curriculum Vitae of David Rempel, M.D. (also denominated as 
Ex. 1 to Ex. 1012). 

1010 Photo of the Wireless Xbox 360 Controller, published on 13 May 
2005 at http://www.ign.com/articles/2005/05/13/xbox-360-
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1011 U.S. Patent 9,089,770 to Burgess et al. (“ ’770 patent”) 
1012 Expert Declaration of David Rempel, M.D., in Support of Valve 

Corporation’s Petition for Inter-Partes Review of U.S. Patent 
9,089,770. 

1013 Declaration of Joshua C. Harrison. 
1014 

(not filed) 

Diagram used in deposition of Dr. Glen Stevick, 09 March 2017. 

1015 
(not filed) 

Shape 1, used in deposition of Dr. Glen Stevick, 09 March 2017. 

1016 
(not filed) 

Shape 2, used in deposition of Dr. Glen Stevick, 09 March 2017. 
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