
From: Director_Discretionary_Decision
To: Bergeron, Amy
Cc: PH-Entegris-Inpria-IPR; Williams, Eliot D.; Burke, Katharine; Zhu, Frank; Director_Discretionary_Decision
Subject: RE: Entegris, Inc. v. Inpria Corporation, IPR2025-00267: Supplemental Brief
Date: Wednesday, October 8, 2025 2:38:24 PM

Petitioner is authorized to file a 1-page supplemental brief in IPR2025-00267 due no later than
Friday, October 10, 2025, limited to addressing the arguments raised below.  Patent Owner is
authorized to file a 1-page reply due no later than Tuesday, October 14, 2025. 

 
 
 
From: Bergeron, Amy <amy.bergeron@bakerbotts.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 7, 2025 1:41 PM
To: Trials <Trials@USPTO.GOV>; Director_PTABDecision_Review
<Director_PTABDecision_Review@uspto.gov>
Cc: PH-Entegris-Inpria-IPR <ph-entegris-inpria-ipr@paulhastings.com>; Williams, Eliot D.
<Eliot.Williams@BakerBotts.com>; Burke, Katharine <Katharine.Burke@BakerBotts.com>; Zhu, Frank
<frank.zhu@BakerBotts.com>
Subject: Entegris, Inc. v. Inpria Corporation, IPR2025-00267: Supplemental Brief

 
CAUTION: This email has originated from a source outside of USPTO. PLEASE CONSIDER THE SOURCE before
responding, clicking on links, or opening attachments.

 
Your Honors,
 
Petitioner Entegris, Inc. respectfully requests authorization to file a 1-page supplemental brief
in IPR2025-00267 to address new arguments in Patent Owner’s October 2, 2025 brief.
 Petitioner would not oppose a response of equal length.
 
Specifically, in Patent Owner’s brief, Patent Owner concedes that the “parallel litigation”
between Patent Owner and third-party Lam “has now settled” and does not dispute that
Petitioner Entegris was not involved in that settlement.  Yet, Patent Owner argues that
“Entegris should not be allowed to carry the torch” for Lam and that discretionary denial is
required “to prevent unfair dealings.” Paper 15 at 1, 3. Petitioner seeks leave to address these
allegations and to clarify that Petitioner, a U.S. company, continues to provide the chemistries
threatened in the now-settled parallel litigation to several other third-parties and that Patent
Owner has not settled with, or provided a covenant not to sue or license to Petitioner.
 
Petitioner has contacted Patent Owner regarding this request and Patent Owner opposes, with
the following position:



 

Petitioner Entegris again includes improper argument in its email to the Board
requesting yet another supplemental brief.  Petitioner provides no legitimate basis to
extend briefing further, it simply wants the last word.  Petitioner’s serial requests for
additional briefing are unfair and prejudicial.  Just as it is improper for a petitioner to
include new theories in reply that could have been made in a petition, it is improper for
Entegris to attempt to cure the deficiencies in its discretionary briefing through
repeated supplemental briefing.  Petitioner’s request should be denied.

 

Furthermore, contrary to what may be implied from Petitioner’s email, Patent Owner
does not concede a lack of relationship between Entegris and Lam.  To the contrary,
Patent Owner’s discretionary brief and response to Entegris’s supplemental brief both
relied on the Entegris-Lam relationship as a basis for discretionary denial.  Paper 7 at 1,
18-21; Paper 15 at 1-4.

 

To the extent the Board would grant Petitioner yet another supplemental brief, Patent
Owner would request an equal length response.

 
Best,
Amy Bergeron
Senior Associate

Baker Botts L.L.P.
amy.bergeron@bakerbotts.com
T +1.713.229.1610
F +1.713.229.7910
M +1.832.247.3917
910 Louisiana Street
Houston, Texas 77002
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