
From: Director_Discretionary_Decision
To: Director_Discretionary_Decision; Mehta, Miku H.
Cc: "Fussell, Tripp"; "Bonner, Amanda Streff"; "Maier, Cliff"; "Etters, Brittany Nicole"; Uyanik, Ali; Priestly, Tina; Trials
Subject: RE: IPR2025-01247 - Petitioner"s Request for Permission to Withdraw Petition (U.S. Patent No. 8,368,201)
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2025 9:37:40 AM

Petitioner is authorized to file a motion under 37 C.F.R. 42.71(a) in IPR2025-01247 to dismiss
the petition.
 
 
From: Mehta, Miku H. <miku.mehta@procopio.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 15, 2025 8:07 PM
To: Trials <Trials@USPTO.GOV>
Cc: 'Fussell, Tripp' <JFussell@mayerbrown.com>; 'Bonner, Amanda Streff'
<ASBonner@mayerbrown.com>; 'Maier, Cliff' <CMaier@mayerbrown.com>; 'Etters, Brittany Nicole'
<BEtters@mayerbrown.com>; Uyanik, Ali <Ali.Uyanik@procopio.com>; Priestly, Tina
<Tina.Priestly@procopio.com>
Subject: IPR2025-01247 - Petitioner's Request for Permission to Withdraw Petition (U.S. Patent No.
8,368,201)
 
CAUTION: This email has originated from a source outside of USPTO. PLEASE CONSIDER THE SOURCE before
responding, clicking on links, or opening attachments.

 
Dear Board,
 
In the above-referenced matter, Petitioner seeks permission from the Board to withdraw its Petition,
and if necessary, to request a conference call with the Board. The parties have met and conferred,
and this request is unopposed by Patent Owner.
 
It is believed that withdrawal of the Petition would promote efficiency by saving Board resources by
not having the consider the briefing on discretionary denial, or issue a decision on discretionary
denial. The Patent Owner has already briefed the Board on its positions in favor of discretionary
denial (Request for Discretionary Denial dated September 17, 2025, Paper No. 6). It is believed that
withdrawal would achieve the same effect as advocated by Patent Owner more efficiently, without
using the Board’s resources. Further, additional briefing and consideration (e.g., Patent Owner’s
Preliminary Response and Petitioner’s reply) would not be required, thus saving additional the Board
as well as the parties further resources. Petitioner is not aware of any other active proceedings
before the Board on the subject patent, and does not intend to challenge the subject patent in the
future.
 
The timing of the request for withdrawal would be prior to the Board having the full briefing of both
parties on issues of discretionary denial and any briefing on the Patent Owner’s Preliminary
Response and Petitioner’s reply, as distinguished from other proceedings in which pre-institution
withdrawal has been denied (e.g., Ocado Group PLC v. Autostore Tech. AS, PGR2021-00038, where
decision was imminent by the Board, and full briefing had been submitted by the parties). Thus,
significant resources would be saved by withdrawal of this Petition.



 
Thank you for your kind consideration and for your time.
 
Very truly yours,
Miku Mehta
 
MIKU H. MEHTA 
PARTNER

Office. 650.645.9010 | Mobile. 408.744.2655 | Fax. 650.687.8301 | miku.mehta@procopio.com
3000 El Camino Real, Building 5, Suite 400, Palo Alto, CA 94306
View Profile | LinkedIn | procopio.com
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This is an email from Procopio, Cory, Hargreaves & Savitch LLP, Attorneys at Law. This
email and any attachments hereto may contain information that is confidential and/or protected
by the attorney-client privilege and attorney work product doctrine. This email is not intended
for transmission to, or receipt by, any unauthorized persons. Inadvertent disclosure of the
contents of this email or its attachments to unintended recipients is not intended to and does
not constitute a waiver of attorney-client privilege or attorney work product protections. If you
have received this email in error, immediately notify the sender of the erroneous receipt and
destroy this email, any attachments, and all copies of same, either electronic or printed. Any
disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the contents or information received in error is
strictly prohibited.


