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Patent Owner is authorized to file a 5-page reply in IPR2025-01019 due no later than Monday,
September 29, 2025, limited to addressing the arguments raised below.

From: Ari J. Jaffess <ari.jaffess@listonabramson.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 25, 2025 11:07 AM

To: Director_Discretionary_Decision <Director_Discretionary_Decision@uspto.gov>

Cc: Bluestone, David <dbluestone@beneschlaw.com>; McMahon, Charles
<cmcmahon@beneschlaw.com>; DaMario, Thomas <tdamario@beneschlaw.com>; Hemphill,
Carlton <chemphill@beneschlaw.com>; Ronald Abramson <ron.abramson@listonabramson.com>;
Gina Kim <Gina.Kim@listonabramson.com>; M. Michael Lewis
<michael.lewis@listonabramson.com>; Amanda Sewanan <asewanan@kasowitz.com>; Timothy
Gilman <tgilman@kasowitz.com>; Daniel Apgar <dapgar@kasowitz.com>

Subject: IPR2025-01019 - PO Request for Additional Briefing on Discretionary Denial

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:

Patent Owner in [PR Case No. [PR2025-01019, RE Secured Networks, LLC, respectfully requests
authorization to file a five-page reply brief on the issue of discretionary denial of institution,
pursuant to the Interim Director Discretionary Process.

In particular, Patent Owner requests authorization to address the following points, each of which
constitutes good cause for additional briefing:

1. New arguments and evidence submitted in Petitioner’s response brief regarding the parallel
litigation, including the incorrect argument that the trial date in the parallel litigation is likely to be
extended (Response at 1-5), and recent further developments in the parallel litigation beyond those
discussed in the response brief;

2. The stipulation newly submitted in Petitioner’s response brief (Response at 5); and

3. Settled Expectations caselaw cited in Petitioner’s response brief that did not exist at the time of
Patent Owner’s request for discretionary denial of institution and related arguments (Response at 6-
8).




Respectfully submitted,

Ari J. Jaffess

Attorney for Patent Owner

Ari J. Jaffess
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This communication is confidential and may contain privileged information.

If you receive this communication in error, please delete it and inform the sender. Thank you.



