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REPORTED REMOTELY FROM | RVI NE, CALI FORNI A;
FRI DAY, FEBRUARY 6, 2026, 11:08 A M TO 11:27 A M

JUDGE MAJORS: (Gkay. So very quickly, for your
reference, we are here today in | PR2025-1021, 1025, and
1264. And on the |ine, we have Judges Fredman; Jeschke;
Val ek; nyself, Judge Majors; and then counsel for the
parties, M. Barnes, M. Stowell, and M. Ham | ton.
Sorry for the housekeeping, but | just wanted to nake
sure you have a record of who was on.

THE REPORTER | appreciate it. Thank you.

JUDGE MAJORS: Ckay. Let ne just finish ny
poi nt, and since we now have the court reporter on,

M. Ham lton, I'Il sort of turn it back to you, just if
you can quickly recap Patent Owmer's ask, after | make
this point. But | was sinply nmaking the point that it
really didn't seemli ke he was conducting a
patentability analysis unique to any claimor any of the
three patents. It seened |like it was just providing
sort of a, as | said, clinical overview of sone things

t hat woul d have been in a clinician's m nd when they are
treating the different types of enboli.

MR. HAM LTON: Thank you, Your Honor. So as |
said, we want a full and fair opportunity to

cross-exam ne the witness, read his declaration, and the

Imperative Care, Inc. v. Inari Medical Inc. Page: 4
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applicability to each of the IPRs. And as | said, the
subject matter of each is different. [|'ll just give you
maybe one exanpl e.

So in his declaration, he tal ks about that
vacuum ng was known, and the applicability of vacuum ng
was known, and that's a pretty inportant concept in all
three patents. And it is inplenented differently in all
three patents. And so for one exanple of why this
matters, why we need this extra tine, and frankly --
and, sorry, not extra tine, but nore tine than the
single day that Petitioner is agreeing to -- what he
means by vacuum ng, what he neant by that in his
declaration, as conpared to howit's used in the clains,
in the two different patents, two different
specifications, howit's inplenented in those different
speci fications, and what was actually known, and |
bel i eve, you know, that that's just one sinple exanple
of why it's going to be different for each of the three
cases and why we need the extra day nore than
Petitioner's agreeing to run through those issues with
Dr. Turk.

And | believe, you know, it would be unfair to
Patent Omer for Petitioner to put those in, reference
t hose docunents in each of those declarations, and then

limt our ability to examne Dr. Turk on how his

Imperative Care, Inc. v. Inari Medical Inc. Page: 5
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declaration and his comments apply to those docunents in
t hose clains and those terns.

JUDGE MAJORS: Quick question for Petitioner.
M. Stowell, if you're doing the tal king today, the
of fer of nine hours -- is that nine hours of tine for
Patent Omer? That's not nine hours for the total day?

MR. STOWELL: That's correct, Your Honor.

Yeah, we woul d provide Patent Owmer w th nine hours on
the record. That's the proposal.

JUDGE MAJORS: GCkay. So back to you,

M. Hamlton, | guess, fromny part, | am struggling,
nonet hel ess, to understand why -- you know, why it can't
be done in nine hours. That's quite a bit of tinme for,
essentially, a 20-page declaration that -- again, |

| ooked at it -- about seven of those pages are his
background. W are dealing with a situation where the
scope of his direct is, | would say, sonewhat narrow.

So | don't -- | amnot understandi ng why nine hours is
not going to be sufficient for you to cover the ground

t hat you want to cover.

MR. HAM LTON: So | guess, you know, a couple
of things. So one is it's not clear to ne if Dr. Turk
has even read, for exanple, the '580 patent nor its
claims. And what would be inportant is -- | would

I magi ne when he puts it in his list of exhibits that,

Imperative Care, Inc. v. Inari Medical Inc. Page: 6
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when we get the deposition, he's going to say he's read
it and it applies to those things. And if he does, |
want to be able to ask him when he says -- for exanple,
that term "vacuum ng" -- when he said that in his
declaration, is he talking about that as it's used in
the clains? |s he tal king about the nethods that he
said the vacuum ng was known? Wat exactly did he nean
by that vis-a-vis the patent specification and cl ai ns,

because that's really all that matters in the |PR?

And if he didn't nean those things, then it nmay

be very sinple. If he hasn't read the patent, then it

may be very sinple. But | believe, you know, the way it

Is drafted and the way that that is included, so every
single exhibit fromthe IPRs is listed in his
declaration as if he's reviewed those makes it very
difficult for ne to say we can do this in nine hours.
And | am sure you can appreciate ni ne hours of
actual depo tine is a pretty long day for a witness and
probably not the sane as doi ng nine hours one day --
seven hours one day and two hours the next day. And ny
concern is if it's limted to a single day and nine
hours, we are not going to be able to get through what
we need to get through unless we have that second day.
JUDGE MAJORS: Thank you. Wy don't we hear

fromPetitioner?

Imperative Care, Inc. v. Inari Medical Inc.
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1 M. Stowell, whenever you are ready.
2 MR. STOWELL: Thank you, Judge Majors. |
3| appreciate the opportunity to be heard today, and so
4| does Dr. Turk. As you know fromreading the
5| declaration, Dr. Turk is a practicing interventional
6| neuroradiologist. He's one of the |eaders in the
7| country in that field. So his case schedule is very
8 | busy, which neans that he actually needs to do the
9| deposition during his vacation. And he's willing to
10 | break away for this deposition, but we've nmade our
11 | proposal to try to mnim ze the inconveni ence on him
12 And 1'll say you have al ready addressed sever al
13 | of the points that we have. He's only submtted the one
14 | declaration. It was across three IPRs, but it's the
15| sane, identical declaration. It refers in the text to
16 | the exact sane seven or eight exhibits across every
17 | single one. The table of exhibits at the front of his
18 | declaration that M. Ham |Iton keeps referring to is just
19| the table of exhibits that is present in the case. It
20 | is not the docunents that he has considered. The
21 | docunents he has opined upon are specifically referenced
22| within the body of the declaration. And, again, that's
23| only, | think, seven or eight exhibits.
24 And as you nentioned, it's a very short
25| declaration. It's, you know, roughly 14 pages of

Imperative Care, Inc. v. Inari Medical Inc. Page: 8
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substantive material and another six or seven pages of
about his extensive background and credentials. So very
short there. He has not, as you recognize, opined
specifically on any specific patent. He does not
mention any of the specific patents at issue and does
not dive into any of the claimlanguage. H's

decl aration focuses on the state of the art, what
doctors were doing in the art at specific tinmes, and how
doctors treat patients in the real world, and what the
real world application is.

So to the extent Counsel is intending to, you
know, dive into patent clains and the patents, you know,
that's likely to be outside the scope of the direct, and
that woul d violate Federal Rule of Evidence 611. So
that woul d not be a basis to extend the deposition
beyond the nine hours that's been proposed.

We al so have a couple of data points that may
be hel pful for the board here. Inari and its counsel at
Perkins al ready deposed Dr. Turk on this declaration in
the District Court action. This same declaration was
filed as part of the opposition to the prelimnary
I njunction, the '910 patent, which is one of the patents
that's at issue in these three IPRs, was al so at issue
in the PI notion. Again, that declaration covered the

exact sane exhibits.

Imperative Care, Inc. v. Inari Medical Inc. Page: 9
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And in that deposition, Dr. Turk was deposed
for about four-and-a-half hours on the record for the
Pl. So here we are offering double the tine that was
previously used for this second deposition, and that
seens very reasonable. During that deposition, Counsel
covered Dr. Turk's background, his ties to Inperative
Care, and all the different substantive opinions in the
declaration. So it was a conprehensive deposition. So
that's one data point.

The ot her data point is that we recently had
experience where Inari denmanded three days of deposition
for M. Thornton at the beginning of January relating to
three different 1PRs. W made M. Thornton avail abl e
for those three days. The first day, Inari concl uded
the deposition after 2 hours, including breaks. The
second day, the deposition was concluded after 2 hours
and 20 m nutes, including breaks. The third day
concluded after 1 hour 40 m nutes, including breaks.

And so counsel and the witness had cl eared out three
days for what effectively was | ess than six hours on the
record of deposition.

So given that experience, we think that, in
addition to m nim zing inconveni ence on the wtness,

t hat one day, nine hours, pronotes efficiency and

encourages the attorneys to use the deposition tine and

Imperative Care, Inc. v. Inari Medical Inc. Page: 10
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the witness's tine efficiently.

JUDGE MAJORS: Al right. Thank you.

Al right. The panel -- unless there's
anything further, let nme confer wwth the ot her judges
and we wll be right back on in just a nonent.

MR HAM LTON: | just want to point out one
response. So the previous depo at that tinme, that was
several nonths before any of these IPRs were fil ed.
They didn't cover anywhere near the issues that are
applicable in these three I PRs, and so, you know, that
was a very different deposition about a very different
subj ect matter.

And then in terns of the previous depositions
wth M. Thornton, that is a -- that was for different
| PRs for different famlies where he has been deposed
many, many tinmes in that famly. And as you nmay be
aware, that relates to the -- to a valve that's used
Wth the system These are the first -- this is our
first opportunity to depose any witnesses related to the
subject matter of these IPRs, and they weren't even
filed back when the previous deposition occurred.

JUDGE MAJORS: Yeah. | figured that m ght have
been the case. Perhaps there's only so many ways you
can ask what a filanment is. So that m ght explain the

short tinetable on sone of the ot her ones.
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Focus Litigation Solutions



Hearing

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

So et ne just confer with the other judges,
and we wll be back on in just a nonent. So please be
patient.

MR. HAM LTON: Thank you, Your Honor.

JUDGE MAJORS: Al right. Thank you, everyone.
This is Judge Maj ors agai n.

|"ve talked to the other judges. W are going
to allow the nine hours on a single day, M. Ham lton
and M. Stowell.

That being said, if after you have conducted
the deposition, M. Hamlton, if you feel that nore tine
I s needed and can nake a specific showing as to why
additional tine is needed, you can approach us again,
and that would |ikely nean we'd take a closer |ook into
t he deposition and see how the day was budgeted and we
may see -- and this is for Petitioner's caution -- you
know, the wi tness was being especially evasive or things
of that nature that m ght not put the witness in the
best light in terns of how the day went.

But conferring with the other judges, we think
that nine hours is nore than enough to cover the ground
that we think you' re going to get through, M. Hamlton,
but recogni zing that there are sone unknowns at this
time, relative to what he nmay have | ooked at or what he

may have considered in formng his opinions, and so you

Imperative Care, Inc. v. Inari Medical Inc. Page: 12
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shoul d have sone |atitude to explore those areas.

Wth all that being said, does anyone have any
guestions?

MR HAM LTON: This is Joe Ham Iton. Thank
you, Your Honor, for your understanding the issue. |
appreciate it.

MR. STOWELL: Nothing further from Petitioner,
Your Honor. Thank you.

JUDGE MAJORS: Gkay. Very good. Thank you,
everyone.

M. Hamlton, again, if | could remnd you to
have the court reporter submt the transcript when it's
r eady.

MR HAMLTON. W will do that. Thank you.

JUDGE MAJORS: Ckay. W will follow this up
with a short order, maybe in the formof just an enail

or it may be just a short conduct of proceedi ngs order

for the file. But wwth that, I'lIl let everyone have the

rest of their day and hope everyone has a nice weekend.
Thank you very nmuch, and the call is adjourned

(The proceedi ngs concluded at 11:27 A M)

* * *
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STATE OF CALI FORNI A
SS.

COUNTY OF ORANGE

I, Lena Mescall, Certified Shorthand Reporter,
Certificate No. 13018, for the State of California,
hereby certify:

| amthe person that stenographically recorded
the transcript of proceedi ngs held on Friday,
February 6, 2026.

The foregoing transcript is a true record of

sai d proceedi ngs.

Dat ed February 12, 2026

Conaymeocoll
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