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EXHIBITS

U.S. Patent No. 9,696,868 to Ezra E. Bakhash (“the 868 Pa-
tent”)

Excerpts from the Prosecution History of the 868 Patent (“the
Prosecution History™)

Declaration of Dr. Henry Fuchs

Complaint, SpaceTime3D, Inc. v Apple Inc., 6-22-cv-00149,
(W.D. Tex.), Feb. 10, 2022

Apple Opening Claim Construction Brief, SpaceTime3D, Inc. v
Apple Inc., 6-22-cv-00149, (W.D. Tex.), Sept. 1, 2022

US Patent Pub. No. 2005/0088447 (“Hanggie”)
US Patent Pub. No. 2005/0091596 (“Anthony™)
US Patent Pub. No. 2006/0107229 (“Matthews”)
US Patent No. 6,414,677 (“Robertson”)

Dictionary of Electrical & Computer Engineering, McGraw-
Hill, 2004.

US Patent Pub. No. 2012/0053926 (“Satpute™)
US Patent No. 5,664,896 (“Blumberg”)

US Patent No. 7,536,676 (“Baker”)
RESERVED

U.S. District Courts—Combined Civil and Criminal Federal
Court Management Statistics (June 30, 2022) | United States
Courts (uscourts.gov),
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https://www.uscourts.gov/sites/default/files/fcms_na_distprofile
0630.2022 _0.pdf (last visited December 9, 2022)

Memorandum, Interim Procedure for Discretionary Denials in
AIA Post-Grant Proceedings with Parallel District Court
Litigation (USPTO June 21, 2022) (“Interim Procedure™)

Order Cancelling Markman Hearing, SpaceTime3D, Inc. v
Apple Inc., 6-22-cv-00149, (W.D. Tex.)

Apple’s Opposed Motion to Stay Pending Transfer,
SpaceTime3D, Inc. v. Apple Inc., Case No.:6:22-cv-00149
(WDTX)

Scheduling Order, SpaceTime3D, Inc. v. Apple Inc., Case
No.:6:22-cv-00149 (WDTX)

Order Resetting Markman Hearing, SpaceTime3D, Inc. v. Apple
Inc., Case No.:6:22-cv-00149 (WDTX)

Stipulation by Apple, SpaceTime3D, Inc. v. Apple Inc., Case
No.:6:22-cv-00149 (WDTX)
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