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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

GOOGLE LLC,
Petitioner,

V.

HEADWATER RESEARCH LLC,
Patent Owner.

IPR2026-00271
Patent 9,491,564 B1

Before KEN B. BARRETT, HYUN J. JUNG, and
KARA L. SZPONDOWSKI, Administrative Patent Judges.

JUNG, Administrative Patent Judge.

ORDER
Granting Patent Owner’s Renewed Motion for Entry of Protective Order
Vacating Board’s Default Protective Order
Entering Modified Protective Order
37 C.F.R. §§ 42.5, 42.14, 42.54
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[. INTRODUCTION

Patent Owner filed a renewed motion for entry of a protective order in
the above-captionedcase. Paper 17 (“Motion” or “Mot.”). Patent Owner
submits a Modified Agreed Protective Order (Ex. 2009, “Modified
Protective Order”), along with a redlined comparison of that order to the
Board’s default protective order (Ex. 2010). Accordingto Patent Owner, it
“conferred with Petitioner, and Petitioner suggested this proposed protective
order to address confidentiality issues in this proceeding; accordingly, this
proposed protective order is agreed.” Mot. 3. The proposed Modified
Protective Order governs the treatment of a single document in these cases,
namely Exhibit 2001 (confidential license agreement). Id. at 2. We
previously granted Patent Owner’s motion to seal Exhibit 2001 on the
condition that the parties submit such a proposed Modified Protective Order.
Paper 15.

II. PROPOSED MODIFIED PROTECTIVE ORDER

The Board may, for good cause, issuea protective order “to protect a
party or person from disclosing confidential information.” 37 C.F.R.
§ 42.54(a). A protective order is not entered by default but must be
proposed by one or more parties and must be approved and entered by the
Board. See Trial Practice Guide (“TPG”)! at I.LE.4. The Trial Practice Guide
sets forth specific guidelines on proposing a protective order and provides a
Default Protective Order. See TPGat I.LE.4, App. B; TPG (Nov. 2019, Oct.
2025) at 70-72 (Default Protective Order)?. The parties may propose

modifications to the Default Protective Order and the Board will generally

! Available at www.uspto.gov/patents/ptab/trial-practice-guide.
2 See TPG “Archive” for link.
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accept such proposed changesifthey are consistent with the integrity and
efficient administration of the proceedings. See TPG at App. B(j). For
example, theparties may agree to provide additional tiers or categories of
confidential information, such as “Attorneys’ Eyes Only,” and the Board
will presumptively accept agreed-to changes that provide additional
categories of confidentiality as long as they are reasonable and adequately
define what types of materials are to be included in the additional categories.
Id. In this case, the proposed Modified Protective Order, according to Patent
Owner, is “anarrow version of the Board’s Default Protective Order, limited
such that it only protects Exhibit 2001 with the confidentiality restrictions
the Board already approved.” Mot. 2. We agree, and thus grant Patent
Owner’s Motion, vacate the Board’s Default Protective Order previously
enteredin these cases, and enterthe Modified Protective Order (Ex. 2009).

We highlight that this Modified Protective Order applies only to
Exhibit 2001, and to the extent that any party files a motion to seal any other
document in these cases, the party must file therewith an appropriate
proposed protective order.

III. ORDER

In consideration of the foregoing, it is hereby

ORDERED that Patent Owner’s renewed motion for entry of a
protective order (Paper 17) is granted;

FURTHER ORDERED that the Board’s Default Protective Order
previously entered in this proceeding is vacated; and

FURTHER ORDERED that the Modified Protective Order (Ex. 2009)

shall be entered into the record.
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FOR PETITIONER:

Anant K. Saraswat

George T. Scott

Turhan F. Sarwar (admitted pro hac vice)
WOLF, GREENFIELD & SACKS, P.C.
asaraswat-ptab@wolfgreenfield.com
gscott-ptab@wolfgreenfield.com
tsarwar-ptab@wolfgreenfield.com

FOR PATENT OWNER:

Reza Mirzaie

Dale Chang

James A. Milkey

Neil Rubin

Philip X. Wang

RUSS, AUGUST & KABAT
rmirzaie@raklaw.com
dchang@raklaw.com
jmilkey@raklaw.com
nrubin@raklaw.com
pwang@raklaw.com

rak headwater@raklaw.com
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