
From: Director_Discretionary_Decision
To: AXF-PTAB@fr.com; khan@fr.com; rchowdhury@fr.com; james.hannah@hsfkramer.com;

kkastens@kramerlevin.com; jeffrey.price@hsfkramer.com; jenna.fuller@hsfkramer.com;
jeffrey.eng@hsfkramer.com; elisa.santos@hsfkramer.com

Cc: Director_Discretionary_Decision
Subject: IPR2026-00295, 296, 297
Date: Monday, July 6, 2026 11:41:24 AM

Patent Owner argues that Petitioner takes inconsistent claim construction positions between the co-
pending district court proceeding and the Board. See Paper 13, 19–21. Patent Owner raises these
discretionary arguments in its Preliminary Response. Discretionary arguments, however, should be
raised in Patent Owner’s request for discretionary denial.  See Interim Director Discretionary
Process, I.C., available at www.uspto.gov/patents/ptab/interim-director-discretionary-process.
 Accordingly, Petitioner may file an optional 5-page response to Patent Owner’s new argument for
discretionary denial, due by July 10, 2026.  
 


