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 Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.64(b)(1), Petitioner Illumina, Inc., timely objects 

to the admissibility of evidence submitted by Patent Owner Trustees of Columbia 

University in the City of New York before institution of trial. 

Exhibit Number and 
Description 

Objections 

Ex. 2001 - Defendant 
Illumina, Inc.’s Response to 
Plaintiffs’ Opening Claim 
Construction Brief 

Incomplete, Relevance, Misleading (FRE 106, 
401, 403):  
This document, when taken in isolation, provides 
an incomplete version of the district court claim 
construction briefings, hearing, and orders.  In 
addition, Columbia’s citation to a selected 
portion of this document is taken out of context 
and misleading. 

Ex. 2009 - IPR2017-02172 
Preliminary Response of 
Patent Owner Illumina 
Cambridge Ltd.  

Incomplete, Relevance, Misleading (FRE 106, 
401, 403):  
This document, when taken in isolation, provides 
an incomplete version of the previous IPR 
proceeding.  In addition, Columbia’s citations to 
selected portions of this document are taken out 
of context and misleading. 

Ex. 2010 - IPR2017-02174 
Preliminary Response of 
Patent Owner Illumina 
Cambridge Ltd.  

Incomplete, Relevance, Misleading (FRE 106, 
401, 403):  
This document, when taken in isolation, provides 
an incomplete version of the previous IPR 
proceeding.  In addition, Columbia’s citations to 
selected portions of this document are taken out 
of context and misleading. 

Ex. 2011 - IPR2013-00517 
Illumina’s Patent Owner 
Response  

Incomplete, Relevance, Misleading (FRE 106, 
401, 403):  
This document, when taken in isolation, provides 
an incomplete version of the previous IPR 
proceeding.  In addition, Columbia’s citations to 
selected portions of this document are taken out 
of context and misleading. 
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Exhibit Number and 
Description 

Objections 

Ex. 2013 - IPR2013-00517 
Deposition of Floyd 
Romesberg, Ph.D., July 8, 
2014  

Incomplete, Relevance, Misleading (FRE 106, 
401, 403):  
This document, when taken in isolation, provides 
an incomplete version of the previous IPR 
proceeding.  In addition, Columbia’s citations to 
selected portions of this document are taken out 
of context and misleading. 

Ex. 2023 - Brief of Patent 
Owner-Appellant Illumina 
Cambridge Ltd., Illumina 
Cambridge Ltd. v. Intelligent 
Bio-Systems, Inc., D.I. 27, 
2015-1123 (Fed. Cir.)  

Incomplete, Relevance, Misleading (FRE 106, 
401, 403):  
This document, when taken in isolation, provides 
an incomplete version of the appellate 
proceeding.  In addition, Columbia’s citation to a 
selected portion of this document is taken out of 
context and misleading. 

Ex. 2030 - Exhibit 7 to 
Complaint for Patent 
Infringement, The Trustees of 
Columbia University in the 
City of New York and Qiagen 
Sciences, LLC v. Illumina, 
Inc., D.I. 1-7, 19-cv-01681 
(D. Del.)  

Incomplete, Relevance, Misleading (FRE 106, 
401, 403):  
This document, when taken in isolation, provides 
an incomplete version of the district court 
proceeding.  Further, this document does not 
comply with the district court claim construction 
order, lacks factual basis, confuses issues, and is 
misleading. 
 
Hearsay (FRE 802): 
The exhibit includes out-of-court statements 
offered for the truth of the matter asserted. 
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Exhibit Number and 
Description 

Objections 

Ex. 2031 - Exhibit 8 to 
Complaint for Patent 
Infringement, The Trustees of 
Columbia University in the 
City of New York and Qiagen 
Sciences, LLC v. Illumina, 
Inc., D.I. 1-8, 19-cv-01681 
(D. Del.)  

Incomplete, Relevance, Misleading (FRE 106, 
401, 403):  
This document, when taken in isolation, provides 
an incomplete version of the district court 
proceeding.  Further, this document does not 
comply with the district court claim construction 
order, lacks factual basis, confuses issues, and is 
misleading. 
 
Hearsay (FRE 802): 
The exhibit includes out-of-court statements 
offered for the truth of the matter asserted. 

Ex. 2034 - IPR2018-00291, 
Petition for Inter Partes 
Review of U.S. Patent No. 
9,718,852  

Incomplete, Relevance, Misleading (FRE 106, 
401, 403):  
This document, when taken in isolation, provides 
an incomplete version of the previous IPR 
proceeding.  In addition, Columbia’s citations to 
selected portions of this document are taken out 
of context and misleading. 

Ex. 2039 - IPR2012-00007 
Illumina Reply  

Incomplete, Relevance, Misleading (FRE 106, 
401, 403):  
This document, when taken in isolation, provides 
an incomplete version of the previous IPR 
proceeding.  In addition, Columbia’s citation to a 
selected portion of this document is taken out of 
context and misleading. 

Ex. 2040 - IPR2012-00007 
Illumina Expert Declaration  

Incomplete, Relevance, Misleading (FRE 106, 
401, 403):  
This document, when taken in isolation, provides 
an incomplete version of the previous IPR 
proceeding.  In addition, Columbia’s citations to 
selected portions of this document are taken out 
of context and misleading. 

Ex. 2041 - IPR2012-00007 
Illumina Petition  

Incomplete, Relevance, Misleading (FRE 106, 
401, 403):  
This document, when taken in isolation, provides 
an incomplete version of the previous IPR 
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Exhibit Number and 
Description 

Objections 

proceeding.  In addition, Columbia’s citations to 
selected portions of this document are taken out 
of context and misleading. 

Ex. 2044 - Defendant 
Illumina, Inc.’s Answer to 
Plaintiffs’ Motion for 
Reconsideration of the 
Court’s Claim Construction 
Order, D.I. 64, 19-cv-01681 
(D. Del.) 

Incomplete, Relevance, Misleading (FRE 106, 
401, 403):  
This document, when taken in isolation, provides 
an incomplete version of the district court 
proceeding.  In addition, Columbia’s citations to 
selected portions of this document are taken out 
of context and misleading. 

Ex. 2048 - Declaration of 
Kenneth A. Johnson  

Relevance, Misleading (FRE 106, 401, 402, 
403): 
¶¶ 26-27 are misleading, incomplete, and 
irrelevant because they lack support for the 
contentions for which they are cited and 
improperly mischaracterize the teachings of 
Tsien. 
 
¶¶ 29-30 are misleading, incomplete, and 
irrelevant because they lack support for the 
contentions for which they are cited and 
improperly mischaracterize the teachings of 
Tsien. 
 
¶ 32 is misleading, incomplete, and irrelevant 
because it lacks support for the contentions for 
which it is cited and improperly mischaracterize 
the teachings of Dower. 
 
¶¶ 34-36 are misleading, incomplete, and 
irrelevant because they lack support for the 
contentions for which they are cited and 
improperly mischaracterize the teachings of 
Dower as well as the prosecution history of the 
challenged patent and the size of 3’-caping 
groups. 
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