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APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS 
 
 

Exhibit Description Statement of Relevance Filed
1101 U.S.P.N. 6,778,074 

to Cuozzo 
Patent at issue 

☒ 

1102 JP H05-067294 to 
Nagoshi (Japanese) 

Invalidating prior art to the challenged 
claims ☒ 

1103 JP H05-067294 to 
Nagoshi (English) 

English translation of invalidating prior art 
to the challenged claims ☒ 

1104 Affidavit of 
Michael O’Keeffe 

Affidavit of Michael O’Keeffe attesting to 
the accuracy of the translation of the prior 
art Nagoshi reference from Japanese to 
English 

☒ 

1105 WO 01/28804 A1 
to Hauler (German) 

Invalidating prior art to the challenged 
claims ☒ 

1106 WO 01/28804 A1 
to Hauler (English) 

English translation of invalidating prior art 
to the challenged claims ☒ 

1107 Affidavit of Lily 
Huberman 

Affidavit of Lily Huberman attesting to the 
accuracy of the translation of the prior art 
Hauler reference from German to English 

☒ 

1108 U.S.P.N. 5,485,161 
to Vaughn 

Invalidating prior art to the challenged 
claims ☒ 

1109 DE 197 55470 A1 
to Tegethoff 
(German) 

Invalidating prior art to the challenged 
claims ☒ 

1110 DE 197 55470 A1 
to Tegethoff 
(English) 

English translation of invalidating prior art 
to the challenged claims ☒ 

1111 Affidavit of Joyce 
Chen 

Affidavit of Joyce Chen attesting to the 
accuracy of the translation of the prior art 
Tegethoff reference from German to 
English 

☒ 

1112 U.S.P.N. 3,980,041 
to Evans 

Invalidating prior art to the challenged 
claims ☒ 

1113 U.S.P.N. 2,711,153 
to Wendt 

Invalidating prior art to the challenged 
claims ☒ 
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