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I. Introduction 

On December 23, 2025, counsel for Respondent Brain Corporation (“Brain”) 

emailed the Patent Trial and Appeal Board (the “Board”) requesting authorization to 

enter an agreed Protective Order in this proceeding.  Paper 7.  That proposed 

Protective Order is based on the PTAB’s Default Protective Order, and further 

includes (1) a HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL – ATTORNEYS’ EYES ONLY (“HC-

AEO”) designation, and (2) a provision that neither party will oppose a request to 

expunge confidential information after final disposition of the proceedings.  See 

Paper 7, at 2.  On December 29, 2025, counsel for Brain submitted a Motion for 

Entry of a Protective Order, and on February 11, 2026, submitted a Motion to Seal 

its Discretionary Denial Brief and Exhibits.  The Office entered the Proposed 

Protective Order on February 23, 2026.  Paper 11. 

Pursuant to the entered Protective Order, Petitioners Avidbots Corp. and 

Avidbots USA Corp. (Avidbots) further move to seal their Brief Opposing 

Discretionary Denial, as well as several exhibits to that Brief.  Those documents 

include several documents produced by Brain in the Litigation which Brain has 

designated as HC-AEO, including: (1) an interrogatory response submitted by Brain; 

(2) agreements between Brain and its manufacturing partners; and (3) Brain internal 

documents reflecting the knowledge of its senior officers and inventors regarding 
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Brain’s agreements.  These documents are relevant to discretionary denial, including 

at least to Settled Expectations and to Other Considerations under Fintiv. 

II. Good Cause Supports Petitioner’s Motions for Entry of a Protective 
Order and to Seal 

Good cause supported entry of the Proposed Stipulated Protective Order and 

further supports filing Petitioner’s Brief Opposing Discretionary Denial, and 

associated Exhibits, under seal.  The materials that Petitioner anticipates sealing 

contain confidential business information that was produced by Patent Owner and 

designated as HC-ACEO in the co-pending district court litigation between the 

parties, styled Brain Corp. v. Avidbots Corp., Case No. 1:24-cv-12569 (N.D. Ill.) 

(the “Litigation”), as well as technical information relating to Avidbots’s products. 

Good cause exists for the sealing of Brain’s interrogatory response (Exhibit 

1028), and references to this document in the Petitioner’s Response to Patent 

Owner’s Request for Discretionary Denial.  This document was designated by Brain 

under the district court’s protective order as containing HC-AEO, and contains 

confidential business information relating to Brain’s licenses and market strategy. 

Good cause also exists for the sealing of agreements between Brain and its 

manufacturing partners (Exhibits 10, 1032–34), and references to these documents 

in the Petitioner’s Response to Patent Owner’s Request for Discretionary Denial.  

These documents are confidential agreements between Brain and its manufacturing 

partners, the terms of which are not publicly known. 
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Good cause also exists for the sealing of Brain’s internal documents reflecting 

the knowledge of its senior officers and inventors regarding Brain’s agreements 

(Exhibits 1030–31, 1036–37), and references to these documents in the Petitioner’s 

Response to Patent Owner’s Request for Discretionary Denial.  These documents 

were designated as HC-AEO by Brain under the district court’s protective order, and 

contain confidential business information relating to Brain’s licenses and market 

strategy. 

III. Certification of Non-Publication 

Undersigned counsel, on behalf of Petitioner, certifies that the information 

sought to be sealed has not, to their knowledge, been published or otherwise made 

public by Patent Owner. 

IV. Certification of Conference 

Petitioner certifies that it has conferred with counsel for Patent Owner. 

Counsel for Patent Owner has stated that it agreed to the Proposed Stipulated 

Protective Order that was entered by the Board and agrees to the sealing of the 

information parties designated as HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL – ATTORNEYS’ 

EYES ONLY. 

V. Conclusion 

For the foregoing reasons, Patent Owner respectfully requests that the Board 

enter the Proposed Protective Order, as filed by Patent Owner as Exhibit 2001, seal 

the documents identified as Exhibits 1025, 1028, 1030–34, and 1036–37, and seal 
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the portions of Petitioner’s Response to Patent Owner’s Request for Discretionary 

Denial that reference the sealed exhibits. 

 

DATED:  March 11, 2026 Respectfully Submitted, 
 
 /Brian M. Buroker/ 

 Brian M. Buroker (Reg. No. 39,125) 
 GIBSON, DUNN & CRUTCHER LLP 

 1700 M Street, NW 
 Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone: (202) 955-8500 
 Fax: (202) 467-0539 

 Email: bburoker@gibsondunn.com 
  

Attorney for Petitioners  
Avidbots Corp. and Avidbots USA Corp. 
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The undersigned certifies service pursuant to 37 C.F.R. §§ 42.6(e) and 

42.105(a), (b) on the Patent Owner of the UNOPPOSED MOTION TO SEAL AND 

FOR ENTRY OF A PROTECTIVE ORDER via email to the following addresses of 

record: 

Daniel P. Hughes 
2DPH@knobbe.com 

Adam Powell 
2ABP@knobbe.com 
Sheila N. Swaroop 

2SNS@knobbe.com 
Daniel C. Kiang 

2DCK@knobbe.com 
 
 

DATED:  March 11, 2026 By:  /Brian M. Buroker/ 

 Brian M. Buroker (Reg. No. 39,125) 
 GIBSON, DUNN & CRUTCHER LLP 

 1700 M Street, NW 
 Washington, DC 20036 
 Phone: (202) 955-8500 
 Fax: (202) 467-0539 

 Email: bburoker@gibsondunn.com 
  

Attorney for Petitioners  
Avidbots Corp. and Avidbots USA Corp. 
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