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1105 U.S. Patent No. 5,958,016 to Chang
1106 U.S. Patent No. 6,798,767 to Alexander
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1150 March 1, 2017 Transcript of Deposition of Mr. Willis in
IPR2016-01254, IPR2016-01257
1151 U.S. Patent No. 5,164,879 (Honeywell v. ITT)
1152 U.S. Patent No. 6,618,707 (Chi. Bd. Options)
1153 U.S. Patent No. 4,893,306 (Telcordia Techs.)
1154 U.S. Patent No. 7,764,777 to Wood
1155 U.S. Patent No. 8,115,298 to Wood
1156 Expert Declaration of Dr. Thomas F. La Porta for IPR 2016-
01259, -01261, -01262, and -01263
1157 Expert Declaration of Dr. Thomas F. La Porta ISO Petitioner’s
Opposition to PO’s Motion to Amend
1158 CV of Dr. Thomas F. La Porta
1159 U.S. Patent No. 6,574,328 to Wood
1160 U.S. Patent No. 7,324,635 to Wood
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