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I. Exhibits 1024 And 1025 Should Be Excluded. 

For the reasons set forth in Patent Owner’s Motion to Exclude (“Motion” 

(Paper 40) at 1-4), the website printouts that comprise Exhibits 1024 and 1025 

should be excluded at least on the basis of Federal Rule of Evidence (“FRE”) 901 

as lacking authenticity.  

Petitioner argues that the Marx Declaration (Exhibit 1034) authenticates 

Exhibits 1024 and 1025.  Pet. Opp. (Paper 46) at 1.  As Petitioner explains, 

however, the Marx Declaration attests to the respective hyperlinks where Exhibits 

1024 and 1025 purportedly can be found.  But Petitioner offers these exhibits to 

show the purported price of Juxtapid, and nothing in the Marx Declaration speaks 

to whether the documents accurately report this information.   

Patent Owner also objected to Exhibit 1025 as hearsay.  See Motion at 1; 3.  

Petitioner does not directly respond to this evidentiary challenge, but instead 

argues only that Patent Owner has not contested the prices in the exhibits.  This 

misses the point.  As an evidentiary matter, Petitioner bears the burden of 

responding to Patent Owner’s timely-made hearsay objection by showing that its 

proffered exhibit is subject to a hearsay exception.  Petitioner has not done so.   

Finally, Petitioner has failed to respond to Patent Owner’s additional 

arguments that Exhibit 1025 should be excluded under FRE 106 and 402/403.  

Motion at 3-4.   

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


 

 2 
 

Accordingly, Exhibits 1024 and 1025 should be excluded because they lack 

authentication under FRE 901.  Further, Exhibit 1025 should also be excluded 

under FRE 106, 402/403, and 801/802. 

II. Exhibits 1046-1051 (Product Labels) Should Be Excluded. 

For the reasons set forth in the Motion, Exhibits 1046-1051, which purport 

to be product labels for various pharmaceuticals, should be excluded under FRE 

901 as not authenticated and under FRE 402/403 to the extent they are relied on as 

prior art.  Motion at 4-7.   

In response to Patent Owner’s objections to the product labels, Petitioner 

relies upon the Declaration of Christopher Casieri (“Casieri Declaration” (Ex. 

1057)).  The Casieri Declaration simply asserts that the documents comprising 

Exhibits 1046-1051 may be downloaded from an FDA website, but fails to include 

any facts purporting to show that the documents are what Petitioner contends they 

are—labels for products that “were FDA approved for the treatment of  HoFH at 

the time of the invention.”  Petitioner Reply (Paper 30), at 20. 

In response to Patent Owner’s relevance objection, Petitioner argues that the 

dates of availability of statins and ezetimibe are not contested facts (Opp. at 3), but 

this argument again misses the mark.  Petitioner has used these labels to assert that 

“at least six drugs were FDA approved for the treatment of HoFH at the time of the 

invention.”  Motion at 4 (citing Paper 30 at 20; Paper 33 at 21)).  Thus, the issue is 
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not whether statins and ezetimibe were generally commercially available prior to 

2005, but instead whether Exhibits 1046-1051 themselves tend to show that the 

products mentioned therein were available as of 2005.  Accordingly, whether these 

labels are what Petitioner purports them to be, as of the dates Petitioner purports 

them to have been publicly available, is precisely the issue here, and Petitioner has 

not proffered evidence on these points.   

Accordingly, Exhibits 1046-1051 should be excluded because they lack 

authentication under FRE 901.  Further, because they have not been established as 

part of the state of the art, they should be excluded under FRE 402/403 as 

irrelevant to any issue in this proceeding. 

III. Exhibit 1052 (Kimball Deposition Transcript) Should Be Excluded. 

For the reasons set forth in the Motion, Exhibit 1052 should be excluded 

under 37 C.F.R. §42.6(d) as an improper duplicate of Exhibit 2304.  Motion at 7-8.  

Exhibit 2304, filed first by Patent Owner, also includes Dr. Kimball’s signed errata 

sheet, and is thus the more complete of the two documents.  Motion at 7.  To the 

extent Petitioner cites Exhibit 1052 in its Reply, its citations can be updated to 

reflect Exhibit 2304 in place of Exhibit 1052 if necessary. 

IV. Conclusion 

For the foregoing reasons, Patent Owner respectfully requests that the Board 

exclude Petitioner’s Exhibits 1024, 1025, and 1046-1052.  
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Dated: November 18, 2016  Respectfully submitted, 
 

/William G. James/ 
William G. James 
Registration No. 55,931 
Goodwin Procter LLP 
901 New York Avenue NW 
Washington, DC 20001 
P: 202.346.4000 
F: 202.346.4444 

 
 
   Attorney For Patent Owner 

 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
	� Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

	� Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
	� With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

	� Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
	� Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

	� Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


