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PO may file the corrected briefs.  Petitioner’s opposition due date is now February 16, 2026.
 
From: Timothy Devlin <tdevlin@devlinlawfirm.com> 
Sent: Monday, January 26, 2026 11:02 PM
To: Director_Discretionary_Decision <Director_Discretionary_Decision@uspto.gov>
Cc: renner@fr.com; David.holt@fr.com; nstephens@fr.com; thrower@fr.com; jabuer@fr.com; Neil
Benchell <nbenchell@devlinlawfirm.com>; Tracey Starck <tstarck@devlinlawfirm.com>; Anabel
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CAUTION: This email has originated from a source outside of USPTO. PLEASE CONSIDER THE SOURCE before
responding, clicking on links, or opening attachments.

 
Honorable Director and Board, 
 
It recently has come to Patent Owner’s attention that it filed discretionary denial briefs for IPR2026-
00104, 00105, 00107 and 00109 that were mistakenly over the page limits.  To resolve this issue,
Patent Owner respectfully requests authorization to file corrected discretionary denial briefs that
comply with the 20-page limit.  
 
In preparing the corrected briefs, Patent Owner specifically avoided adding new arguments, but
merely deleted text and—in some cases—replaced it with shorter summary statements.  Attached
for your consideration are redline versions of the proposed corrected briefs.  With the Director and
Board’s approval, we will file clean versions of the same briefs.
 
Patent Owner has conferred with Petitioner and provided the corrected briefs for review by
Petitioner’s counsel.  Petitioner indicated that it does not oppose Patent Owner’s request, but
Petitioner requests a one-week extension for its opposition brief deadlines in view of the revisions to
the corrected briefs. Patent Owner does not oppose Petitioner’s requested extension.
 

Respectfully,
Tim
 




