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Petitioner ToughBuilt Industries, Inc. (“Petitioner”) objects under the
Federal Rules of Evidence (FRE) and 37 C.F.R. § 42.64(b)(1) to the admissibility
of Exhibits 2002, 2003, 2006, and 2010 (the “Challenged Evidence”), filed by
Patent Owner Meridian International Co., Ltd. (“Patent Owner”). Petitioner’s
Objections are timely filed under 37 C.F.R. § 42.64(b)(1), within ten business days
of the February 18, 2026, Institution Decision. Petitioner files these Objections to
provide notice to Patent Owner that Petitioner may move to exclude the
Challenged Evidence under 37 C.F.R. § 42.64(c¢).

I. IDENTIFICATION OF GROUNDS FOR OBJECTIONS
A.  Exhibit 2002

Exhibit 2002 is a Notice Letter dated June 5, 2024, allegedly sent from
Patent Owner to Petitioner. Petitioner objects to Exhibit 2002 as being irrelevant
under FRE 401, 402, and 403 for including information that is irrelevant or whose
probative value to any ground upon which trial is instituted is substantially
outweighed by the danger of unfair prejudice, confusing the issues, undue delay, or
wasting time. Petitioner also objects to Exhibit 2002 as impermissible hearsay
under FRE 801 and 802 to the extent this document is offered for the truth of the
matters asserted. Petitioner has not identified any applicable exception or exclusion
to the rule against hearsay that applies to this document.

B.  Exhibit 2003

Exhibit 2003 is the Hearing Re: Plaintiff’s Motions to Dismiss Second
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Amended Counterclaims [71 & 76]; Scheduling Order, issued in Meridian
International Co., Ltd. v. ToughBuilt Industries, Inc., Civil Action No. 8:24-cv-
01840 (C.D. Cal.). Petitioner objects to Exhibit 2003 as being irrelevant under FRE
401, 402, and 403 for including information that is irrelevant or whose probative
value to any ground upon which trial is instituted is substantially outweighed by

the danger of unfair prejudice, confusing the issues, undue delay, or wasting time.

C.  Exhibit 2006

Exhibit 2006 is Defendant’s First Amended Invalidity Contentions,
submitted in Meridian International Co., Ltd. v. ToughBuilt Industries, Inc., Civil
Action No. 8:24-cv-01840 (C.D. Cal.). Petitioner objects to Exhibit 2006 as being
irrelevant under FRE 401, 402, and 403 for including information that is irrelevant
or whose probative value to any ground upon which trial is instituted is
substantially outweighed by the danger of unfair prejudice, confusing the issues,

undue delay, or wasting time.

D.  Exhibit 2010

Exhibit 2010 is the Declaration of John D. Pratt, Ph.D., P.E. in Support of
Motion for Preliminary Injunction, submitted in Meridian International Co., Ltd. v.
ToughBuilt Industries, Inc., Civil Action No. 8:24-cv-01840 (C.D. Cal.). Petitioner
objects to Exhibit 2010 as being irrelevant under FRE 401, 402, and 403 for

including information that is irrelevant or whose probative value to any ground
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upon which trial is instituted is substantially outweighed by the danger of unfair
prejudice, confusing the issues, undue delay, or wasting time. Petitioner also
objects to Exhibit 2010 as improper expert testimony under FRE 702, 703, and 37
C.F.R. § 42.65. There has not been an adequate showing that Mr. Pratt’s testimony
is based on sufficient facts or data, is the product of reliable principles or methods,
or that the testimony will help the Board understand the evidence or determine a
fact at issue. Petitioner further objects to Exhibit 2010 as impermissible hearsay
under FRE 801 and 802 to the extent this document is offered for the truth of the
matters asserted. Patent Owner has not identified any applicable exception or

exclusion to the rule against hearsay that applies to this document.



II. CONCLUSION
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To the extent Patent Owner fails to correct the defects associated with the

Challenged Evidence in view of Petitioner’s objections herein, Petitioner may file

a motion to exclude the Challenged Evidence under 37 C.F.R. § 42.64(c).

Date: February 25, 2026

1101 K Street, NW
10th Floor
Washington, DC 20005
(202) 371-2600

Respectfully submitted,

STERNE, KESSLER, GOLDSTEIN & FOX PLLC
/Richard M. Bemben/

Richard M. Bemben

Registration No. 68,658
Lead Attorney for Petitioner
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE (37 C.F.R. § 42.6(e))

I certify that the above-captioned PETITIONER’S OBJECTIONS TO
EVIDENCE was served in its entirety on February 25, 2026, upon the following
parties via electronic mail:

Anna C. Halsey (Lead Counsel)
Ann G. Fort (Back-up Counsel)
Lindsay M. Kriz (Back-up Counsel)
Jeremy D. Spier (Back-up Counsel)
EVERSHEDS SUTHERLAND (US) LLP
AnnaHalsey(@eversheds-sutherland.us
AnnFort@eversheds-sutherland.us
LindsayKriz@eversheds-sutherland.us
JeremySpier@eversheds-sutherland.us

Respectfully submitted,

STERNE, KESSLER, GOLDSTEIN & FOX PLLC
/Richard M. Bemben/

Richard M. Bemben
Registration No. 68,658

Lead Attorney for Petitioner
Date: February 25, 2026
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10th Floor
Washington, DC 20005
(202) 371-2600
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