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 Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.64(b)(1), Petitioner Hunter’s Manufacturing 

Company, Inc. d/b/a TenPoint Crossbow Technologies (“TenPoint”) sets forth its 

objections to evidence submitted by Patent Owner Ravin Crossbows, LLC (“Ravin”) 

with its Response (Paper 25), which was served on October 18, 2023: 

1. Ex. 2029 is objected to under Federal Rule of Evidence (“FRE”) 702 as Mr. 

Teater is not qualified by knowledge, skill, experience, training, or education 

to opine upon patent validity, including anticipation and obviousness, or to 

testify regarding the perspective of a person of ordinary skill in the field of the 

patent under review. 

2. Ex. 2029, ¶5 (regarding Mr. Teater being recognized as an expert in the field) 

is objected to as hearsay, under FRE 801, that is inadmissible under FRE 802-

807. 

3. Ex. 2031 is objected to as hearsay, under FRE 801, that is inadmissible under 

FRE 802-807.  Ex. 2031 is also objected to under FRE 901 as unauthenticated.   

Lastly, while not an objection to evidence per se, TenPoint continues to object 

to Ravin’s improper exhibit citation format in order to skirt the type-volume limits 

of § 42.24.  See PTAB Consolidated Trial Practice Guide 40 (Nov. 2019) (warning 

about deleting spacing between words to circumvent the rules on word count).  

TenPoint previously explained that Ravin’s Preliminary Response and Preliminary 

Sur-Reply cited to all exhibits in the following format, “EX2003,” combining what 
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should be two words into one.  (See Paper 16, 4-5.)  As suspected, Ravin has 

continued these shenanigans with its post-institution Response.     

 

Date: October 25, 2023  Respectfully submitted, 
 

/Sergey Vernyuk/   
Sergey Vernyuk, USPTO Reg. No. 71,283 
Emerson, Thomson & Bennett, LLC 
1914 Akron-Peninsula Road 
Akron, Ohio 44313 
330-434-9999 
sv@etblaw.com  
Backup Counsel for Petitioner  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that, on the date indicated below, I served the foregoing 

Objections via e-mail on: 

Christopher M. King (cking@foley.com) 
Kadie M. Jelenchick (kjelenchick@foley.com) 
Michelle A. Moran (mmoran@foley.com) 
 
Date: October 25, 2023  /Sergey Vernyuk/   

Sergey Vernyuk, USPTO Reg. No. 71,283 
Emerson, Thomson & Bennett, LLC 
1914 Akron-Peninsula Road 
Akron, Ohio 44313 
330-434-9999 
sv@etblaw.com  
Backup Counsel for Petitioner  
 


