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Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.64(b)(1), Petitioner MPL Brands NV, Inc.
(“Petitioner”) objects to evidence submitted by Patent Owner BuzzBallz, LLC
(“BuzzBallz” or “Patent Owner”) with its Patent Owner’s Response (Paper 17
(“POR”)) filed March 12, 2025. The objections are based on 37 C.F.R. Part 42 and
the relevant portions of the Federal Rules of Evidence (“FRE”) that are applicable
to post-grant review proceedings under 37 C.F.R. § 42.62. These objections have
been timely filed and served within five (5) business days of service of the POR.

L. Exhibit 2018

Petitioner objects to Exhibit 2018 because BuzzBallz has failed to produce
any evidence authenticating or identifying Exhibit 2018 as required by FRE 901.
Exhibit 2018 does not contain any evidence required to show authentication.

II.  Exhibit 2022

Petitioner objects to Exhibit 2022 for two reasons.

First, BuzzBallz has failed to produce any evidence authenticating or
identifying Exhibit 2022 as required by FRE 901.

Second, Exhibit 2022 is inadmissible hearsay under FRE 802. BuzzBallz
relies on the written statements in Exhibit 2022 for the truth of the following
statement: “As a thermoplastic ‘is raise above the glass-transition temperature, T,,
or melting point, T,, certain polymers become easier to form or molded into desired

shapes. The increased temperature weakens the secondary bonds (through thermal
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vibration of the long molecules), and the adjacent chains thus move more easily
when subjected to external shaping forces.’ . . . ‘If the temperature of a thermoplastic
polymer is raised above its Tg, it first becomes leathery and then increasing
temperature, rubbery.”” (POR at 53 (quoting EX 2022 at 202; EX 2028 999).)
BuzzBallz’s use of Exhibit 2022 does not fall within any hearsay exception.

III. Exhibit 2023

Petitioner objects to Exhibit 2023 for two reasons.

First, BuzzBallz has failed to produce any evidence authenticating or
identifying Exhibit 2023 as required by FRE 901. Exhibit 2023 does not contain
any evidence required to show authentication.

Second, Petitioner objects to Exhibit 2023 because BuzzBallz has failed to
establish the date of public availability. Exhibit 2023 lacks any indication of when
it was made publicly available beyond a vague reference that reads “2003 Edition.”
Again, Exhibit 2023 lacks any indication of the date it was published, or made
available to the public.

IV. Exhibit 2024

Petitioner objects to Exhibit 2022 for two reasons.

First, BuzzBallz has failed to produce any evidence authenticating or
identifying Exhibit 2024 as required by FRE 901. Exhibit 2024 does not contain

any evidence required to show authentication.
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Second, Petitioner objects to Exhibit 2024 because BuzzBallz has failed to
establish the date of public availability. Exhibit 2024 lacks any indication of when
it was made publicly available beyond a vague note that reads “Corrections added
in 2019.” Again, Exhibit 2024 lacks any indication of the date it was published, or
made available to the public.

V.  Exhibit 2025

Petitioner objects to Exhibit 2025 for two reasons.

First, BuzzBallz has failed to produce any evidence authenticating or
identifying Exhibit 2025 as required by FRE 901. Exhibit 2025 does not even bear
a date, let alone any evidence required to show authentication.

Second, Petitioner objects to Exhibit 2025 because BuzzBallz has failed to
establish the date of public availability. Exhibit 2025 lacks any indication of the
date it was published, or made available to the public.

VI. Exhibit 2026

Petitioner objects to Exhibit 2026 for two reasons.

First, BuzzBallz has failed to produce any evidence authenticating or
identifying Exhibit 2026 as required by FRE 901.

Second, Petitioner objects to Exhibit 2026 because its probative value is
substantially outweighed at least by its tendency to confuse the issues, waste time,

and needlessly present cumulative evidence in contravention of FRE 403. BuzzBallz
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does not cite to Exhibit 2026 in its POR, and thus, the Exhibit does not have any
probative value.
VII. Exhibit 2027

Petitioner objects to Exhibit 2027 because BuzzBallz has failed to produce
any evidence authenticating or identifying Exhibit 2003 as required by FRE 901.
VIII. Conclusion

For at least these reasons, Petitioner objects to Exhibits 2018 and 2022-2027.

These objections have been timely filed and served within five (5) business days of

service of the POR.
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