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I. INTRODUCTION 

The Board should deny Petitioner’s Motion to Exclude (Paper No. 26) 

because Petitioner has failed to meet its burden to show that any evidence is 

inadmissible.  Specifically, with respect to the redirect examination of UEI’s 

expert, Mr. Cook, Petitioner has not provided any analysis why any of Patent 

Owner’s counsel’s redirect questions is leading. Instead, Petitioner concludes 

without support that the Board should simply disregard all challenged questions 

and answers, presumably because they confirm the validity of the challenged 

claims. 

II. LEGAL STANDARDS 

A motion to exclude evidence must explain why the cited evidence is not 

admissible.  Liberty Mutual Insurance Co. v. Progressive Casualty Insurance Co., 

CBM2012-00002, Paper 66, at 61 (P.T.A.B. Jan. 23, 2014) (citing 77 Fed. Reg. 

48765, 48767 (Aug. 14, 2012)).  The motion to exclude must also: (a) identify 

where in the record the objection was originally made; (b) identify where in the 

record the evidence sought to be excluded was relied upon by an opponent; (c) 

address objections to exhibits in numerical order; and (d) explain each objection.  

Id.   
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