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PATENT OWNER’S EXHIBIT LIST 

Exhibit No. Shorthand Description 
2001 Fleckenstein Declaration of William W. Fleckenstein, 

Ph.D, PE (CA#1666) 
2002 Chambers1 Declaration of Michael Chambers, filed in 

IPR2019-00708 as EX1005 
2003  Not used 
2004 ChambersDepo. Transcript of Michael Chambers’s 

November 21, 2019 Deposition 
2005 N/A Disclaimer Filed in U.S. Patent No. 

RE46,137 on February 19, 2020 
2006 Answer Weatherford International, LLC’s Answer, 

Affirmative Defenses, and Counterclaims to 
Plaintiff’s Original Complaint (Dkt. 9 in 
Civil Action No. 4:18-cv-4797 (S.D. Tex.)) 

2007 N/A January 30, 2020 – February 18, 2020 E-mail 
Correspondence Between Board and Parties 
Regarding Petitioner’s Renewed Request to 
File Motion to Terminate and/or Stay 
Reexam Under Section 315(d) 

2008 N/A Reexamination Operational Statistics from 
the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
(updated Dec. 2017), 
https://www.uspto.gov/sites/default/files/do 
cuments/Website_Operational_Statistics.pdf 

2009 ChambersDepo2 Transcript of Michael Chambers’s April 7, 
2020 Deposition 

2010 RichardsDepo. Transcript of William Mark Richards’s April 
9, 2020 Deposition 
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