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Petitioner Hanwha Solutions Corporation objects to the following evidence 

that Patent Owner Maxeon Solar Pte. Ltd. submitted prior to institution of the above-

captioned proceeding.  In accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 42.64(b)(1), these objections 

are being timely filed within ten (10) business days of institution of the trial on 

February 26, 2025. 

A. Exhibits 2002-2005 and 2016-2018 

Petitioner objects to Exhibits 2002-2005 and Exhibits 2016-2018 as hearsay 

under Federal Rules of Evidence 801, 802, and 803 to the extent that Patent Owner 

attempts to use Exhibits 2002-2005 and 2016-2018 for the truth of the matters 

asserted therein. 

Petitioner also objects to Exhibits 2002-2005 and Exhibits 2016-2018 under 

FRE 401, 402, and 403 as lacking relevance and because their probative value is 

substantially outweighed by the dangers of unfair prejudice, confusing the issues, 

misleading the fact finder, undue delay, wasting time, and/or needlessly presenting 

cumulative evidence. 

Petitioner further objects to Exhibits 2002-2005 and 2016-2018 under FRE 

901 because these exhibits lack authentication and foundation.  Exhibits 2002-2005 

and 2016-2018 are also not self-authenticating under FRE 902, and Patent Owner 

has not produced evidence sufficient to support a finding that Exhibits 2002-2005 
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and 2016-2018 are what Patent Owner says they are. 

B. Exhibits 2006 and 2021-2024 

Petitioner objects to Exhibits 2006 and 2021-2024 under FRE 401, 402, and 

403 as lacking relevance and because their probative value is substantially 

outweighed by the dangers of unfair prejudice, confusing the issues, misleading the 

fact finder, undue delay, wasting time, and/or needlessly presenting cumulative 

evidence. 

 
Date: March 11, 2025 Respectfully submitted,  

 
By: /David L. Cavanaugh/ 
 

 David L. Cavanaugh (Reg. No. 36,476) 
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale and Dorr LLP 
2100 Pennsylvania Avenue NW 
Washington, DC 20037 
Tel: (202) 663-6025 
Email: David.Cavanaugh@wilmerhale.com 
 
Counsel for Petitioner 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that, on March 11, 2025, I caused a true and correct copy of 

the following materials: 

 Petitioner’s Objections to Evidence Submitted Prior to Institution 

to be served via electronic service on the counsel of record for Patent Owner: 

Jeremy D. Peterson, jeremy.peterson@pvuslaw.com 

Bradford A. Cangro, bradford.cangro@pvuslaw.com 

Jacob A. Snodgrass, jacob.snodgrass@pvuslaw.com 

Jing Zhao, jing.zhao@pvuslaw.com 

Jason A. Fitzsimmons, jfitzsimmons-PTAB@sternekessler.com 

Jennifer Meyer Chagnon, jchagnon-PTAB@sternekessler.com 

Christian A. Camarce, ccamarce-PTAB@sternekessler.com 

Maxeon_SolarIPRService@pvuslaw.com 

PTAB@sternekessler.com 

/Gilbert T. Smolenski/ 
 Gilbert T. Smolenski 
 Registration No. 78,549 

 
 




