
Trials@uspto.gov Paper: 33  
571-272-7822        Entered: July 18, 2025 

 
 
 

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
____________ 

 
BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

____________ 
 

SAVANT TECHNOLOGIES LLC d/b/a GE LIGHTING and 
LEDVANCE LLC, 

Petitioner,  
 

v. 
 

FEIT ELECTRIC COMPANY, INC., 
Patent Owner. 
____________ 

 
IPR2024-01357 

Patent 8,604.678 B2 
____________ 

 
 

Before THOMAS L. GIANNETTI, KEVIN W. CHERRY, and 
ANDREW L. NALVEN, Administrative Patent Judges. 
 

CHERRY, Administrative Patent Judge. 

 

ORDER 
Extending One-Year Pendency for Good Cause 
35 U.S.C. § 316(a)(11); 37 C.F.R. § 42.100(c) 
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Petitioner filed a Petition requesting inter partes review of claims 1–3, 

6, 7, 9, 10, 16–21, 25, 26, and 29 of U.S. Patent No. 8,604,678 B2.  On 

March 5, 2025, the Board instituted trial.  Paper 17.  The one-year period 

normally available to issue a Final Written Decision expires on March 5, 

2026. 

Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 316(a)(11), “the final determination in an 

inter partes review [shall] be issued not later than 1 year after the date on 

which the Director notices the institution of a review under this chapter, 

except that the Director may, for good cause shown, extend the 1-year 

period by not more than 6 months . . . .”  The Director has delegated the 

authority to extend the one-year period to the Chief Administrative Patent 

Judge.  See 37 C.F.R. § 42.100(c).  In particular, 37 C.F.R. § 42.100(c) 

provides: 

An inter partes review proceeding shall be administered such 
that pendency before the Board after institution is normally no 
more than one year.  The time can be extended by up to six 
months for good cause by the Chief Administrative Patent 
Judge . . . . 

On December 9, 2024, Petitioner filed a second petition for inter 

partes review, challenging claims 1 and 11–14 of the ’678 patent.   Savant 

Techs. v. Feit Elec. Co., IPR2025-00260, Paper 1.  On June 12, 2025, the 

Acting Director issued a decision denying a request by Patent Owner Feit 

Electric Company, Inc. for discretionary denial of inter partes review in 

IPR2025-00260 and referring the petition in that case to the Board “to 

handle the case in the normal course, including by issuing a decision on 

institution addressing the merits and other nondiscretionary considerations, 

as appropriate.”   IPR2025-00260, Paper 16, 3.  The Acting Director’s 
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decision further instructed the Board, “[a]bsent extraordinary circumstances, 

the Board shall consolidate this proceeding with IPR2024-01357.”  Id.  We 

instituted trial in IPR2025-00260 on June 23, 2025, and ordered that case to 

be consolidated with IPR2024-01357 pursuant to the Acting Director’s 

instruction and 37 C.F.R. § 42.122(a).  IPR2025-00260,  

Paper 17, 8. 

In addition, Patent Owner filed a Motion to Amend and requested 

Preliminary Guidance in IPR2024-01357.  See Paper 27.  Patent Owner has 

further informed us that it plans to file a Motion to Amend and request 

Preliminary Guidance in IPR2025-00260.   

Due to the substantial overlap between the two proceedings and 

scheduling complexity presented by two motions to amend, in accordance 

with 37 C.F.R. § 42.100(c), the Chief Administrative Patent Judge has 

determined that good cause exists to extend the one-year period for issuing a 

Final Written Decision here.  Paper 31; 37 C.F.R. § 42.100(c).  Accordingly, 

the time to administer the present proceeding is extended by up to six 

months. 

It is: 

ORDERED that good cause exists to extend the time of pendency in 

this proceeding; and 

FURTHER ORDERED that this proceeding is extended by up to six 

months.  
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FOR PETITIONER: 
 
David C. Radulescu 
Andrew S. Brown 
RADULESCU LLP 
david@radip.com 
andy@radip.com 
 
FOR PATENT OWNER: 
 
Michael Pomeroy 
Alexis L. Ritzer 
Scott Breedlove 
CARTER ARNETT BENETT & PEREZ PLLC 
mpomeroy@carterarnett.com 
aritzer@carterarnett.com 
sbreedlove@carterarnett.com 
 

Charles M. McMahon 
Thomas DaMario 
BENESCH FRIEDLANDER COPLAN & ARONOFF LLP 
cmcmahon@beneschlaw.com 
tdamario@beneschlaw.com 
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