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STIPULATION ISO INTEL’S ADMIN. MTN. FOR 

ENTRY OF DEMONSTRATIVES ONTO CASE DOCKET
CASE NO. 12-cv-4413 YGR

On October 2, 2013, a claim construction tutorial was held in this case.  Dkt. No. 70.  On 

October 9, a claim construction hearing and a hearing on Intel’s motion for summary judgment of 

invalidity on grounds of patent ineligibility were held.  Dkt. No. 71.  Each of Intel’s tutorial, 

claim construction hearing argument, and patent ineligibility argument included a presentation of 

slides.  Intel’s tutorial presentation also included animations.

Pursuant to the Court’s November 6, 2013 order regarding claim construction and patent 

ineligibility (Dkt. Nos. 74-76), Intel submitted a proposed final judgment on November 14.  Dkt. 

No. 77.  The judgment, if entered, will be final and appealable.

The parties hereby stipulate to entry of  Intel’s slide presentations of October 2 and 9, 

2013 onto the case docket and assignment of docket numbers thereto, and respectfully request 

that the Court enter an order placing those items on the docket.

Dated:  November 18, 2013 By:  /s/ James F. Valentine
James F. Valentine
JValentine@perkinscoie.com

Attorneys for Defendant and Counterclaimant 
INTEL CORPORATION

Dated:  November 18, 2013 By:  /s/ David Fink
David Fink
texascowboy6@gmail.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff and Counter-Defendant
FUZZYSHARP TECHNOLOGIES 
INCORPORATED

I, James F. Valentine, hereby attest, pursuant to N.D. Cal. General Order No. 45, that the 

concurrence to the filing of this document has been obtained from each signatory hereto.

Dated:  November 18, 2013 By:  /s/ James F. Valentine
James F. Valentine
JValentine@perkinscoie.com

Attorneys for Defendant and Counterclaimant 
INTEL CORPORATION
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IT IS SO ORDERED

Judge Yvonne Gonzalez Rogers

 

November 19, 2013


