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No. 
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2001 Declaration of Michael W. De Vries in Support of Unopposed Motion 
to Appear Pro Hac Vice on Behalf of Patent Owner Avigilon Fortress 
Corporation. 
 

2002 Declaration of Adam R. Alper in Support of Unopposed Motion to 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

 Patent Owner Avigilon Fortress Corporation (“Patent Owner”) submits this 

Opposition to Petitioner Canon Inc., Canon U.S.A., Inc., and Axis Communications 

AB’s (collectively, “Petitioners”) Motion to Submit Supplemental Information 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.123(a) (the “Motion”) dated August 16, 2019 (Paper 19).  

Petitioners seek to cure the defects in the Petition and Florio declaration (Ex. 1007) 

as they relate to the alleged printed publication status of the Dimitrova and Brill 

references.  Patent Owner submits that the request should be denied for at least three 

reasons.  First, Petitioners’ request is properly characterized as a request to file 

supplemental evidence, as the Motion makes clear that the purpose of the exhibits is 

to support the admissibility of the declaration of Emily Florio (Ex. 1007).  Such a 

request is premature, as the proper time to request to file supplemental evidence is 

in an opposition to a motion to exclude evidence, which has not been filed.  Second, 

Petitioners seek to file supplementary information that they present for the first time 

in their motion and was not discussed at the August 9, 2019 telephone conference 

regarding Petitioners’ request to file supplemental evidence, or at any time prior in 

communication between the parties.  The Board did not authorize Petitioners to file 

a motion requesting to file these exhibits, and Patent Owner respectfully submits that 

Petitioners’ request should be denied for that reason as well.  Third, Patent Owner 

requests that the Board deny the Motion to submit the remaining exhibits, which 
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