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PATENT OWNER’S EXHIBIT LIST 

Exhibit Shorthand Description 
2001 Fleckenstein Declaration of William W. Fleckenstein, Ph.D, 

PE (CA#1666) 
2002 Chambers2 Declaration of Michael Chambers, filed in 

IPR2019-00768 as EX1022 
2003 Dictionary Dictionary Definitions from Random House 

Webster’s Unabridged Dictionary, 2d Ed. 
(1998) 

2004 ChambersDepo. Transcript of Michael Chambers’s November 
21, 2019 Deposition 

2005 Stout Pub. No. US 2012/0103628 A1 to Stout 
2006 Stout Provisional U.S. Provisional Patent App. No. 61/408,780 to 

Stout 
2007 Saheta U.S. Patent No. 8,783,353 B2 to Saheta et al. 
2008 Patel ’427 Pub. No. US 2009/0078427 A1 to Patel 

(EX1021 from IPR2019-00768 
2009 Davitt U.S. Patent No. 4,105,044 to Davitt 
2010 Holcombe U.S. Patent No. 5,558,153 to Holcombe et al. 

(EX1023 from IPR2019-00768) 
2011 Xu U.S. Patent No. 7,703,510 B2 to Xu (EX1025 

from IPR2019-00768) 
2012 Patel ’186 U.S. Patent No. 6,659,186 B2 to Patel (EX1026 

from IPR2019-00768) 
2013 ChambersDepo2 Transcript of Michael Chambers’s April 7, 

2020 Deposition 
2014 RichardsDepo. Transcript of William Mark Richards’s April 9, 

2020 Deposition 
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