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I. Statement of Precise Relief Requested Under 37 C.F.R. § 42.22(a)(1) 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.56 and the Board’s authorization received by email 

on August 5, 2026, Petitioners move to expunge from the record the confidential 

version of Petitioners’ Opposition to Patent Owner’s Request for Discretionary 

Denial (Paper 10) (“Opposition”) and Exhibits 1033 and 1034 (collectively, the 

“Confidential Documents”). The Confidential Documents were filed under seal in 

this proceeding, which has now been terminated pursuant to the Board’s decision 

(Paper 15). If the Board denies in whole or in part Petitioners’ Motion to Expunge, 

Petitioners respectfully request that any document(s) the Board previously ordered 

sealed but does not order expunged remain confidential. Petitioners and Patent 

Owner have conferred, and Patent Owner has indicated that it does not object to this 

Motion. 

II. Statement of Reasons for Relief Requested Under 37 C.F.R. § 42.22(a)(2) 

A. Applicable Legal Standards 

37 C.F.R. § 42.56 provides: “After denial of a petition to institute a trial or 

after final judgment in a trial, a party may file a motion to expunge confidential 

information from the record.” See also Consolidated Trial Practice Guide (“TPG”), 

21–22 (“A party seeking to maintain the confidentiality of information [] may file a 

motion to expunge the information from the record prior to the information 

becoming public.”). The Board has previously explained that a party moving to 
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expunge must show that (i) “any information sought to be expunged constitutes 

confidential information” and (ii) the movant’s interest in expunging the information 

“outweighs the public’s interest in maintaining a complete and understandable file 

history.” RPX Corp. v. Virnetx Inc., IPR2014-00171, Paper 62 at 3 (P.T.A.B. Sept. 

9, 2014). The Board must strike “a balance between the public’s interest in 

maintaining a complete and understandable file history and the parties’ interest in 

protecting truly sensitive information.” TPG, 19; 37 C.F.R. § 42.54(a).

B. Expungement of Documents Filed Under Seal 

Good cause exists to expunge the Confidential Documents. As detailed in 

Petitioners’ Motion to Seal and Enter Modified Protective Order (Paper 12), these 

documents contain Petitioners’ confidential commercial and business strategy 

information, which is likely to cause significant competitive harm to Petitioners’ 

existing or prospective commercial relationships, if disclosed to the public. Specifically, 

Exhibits 1033 and 1034 are declarations regarding Petitioners’ U.S. manufacturing 

investments related to the accused products. The Opposition references the sensitive 

confidential commercial and business strategy information included in these exhibits. 

Petitioners consider and treat this information as proprietary and confidential, as it 

would have competitive value to entities seeking to duplicate their manufacturing and 

business efforts. Additionally, publication of the internal business strategies and 
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financial information included in these documents would unfairly disadvantage 

Petitioners in defending against patent assertion entities. 

The public’s interests would not be harmed by expunging the Confidential 

Documents. The public has little need or right to know the precise details of 

Petitioners’ confidential commercial information and manufacturing relationships, 

which are included in these documents. The public version of Petitioners’ 

Opposition is largely unredacted and provides a full record and understanding of 

the case to the public. Further, this proceeding was terminated due to settlement 

before institution, and none of the Confidential Documents are cited, referenced, 

or implicated in any orders or decisions entered by the Board or Director.  

III. Conclusion

For the foregoing reasons, Petitioners respectfully request that the Board grant 

the motion to expunge Paper 10 and Exhibits 1033 and 1034. 

Date: August 7, 2026  / Eliot D. Williams / 
Eliot D. Williams, Reg. No. 50,822 
Baker Botts L.L.P.  
700 K Street N.W.  
Washington, DC 20001  
Phone: 202-639-7700 
Fax: 202-639-7890 
eliot.williams@bakerbotts.com 

Neil Sirota, Reg. No. 38,306 
Baker Botts L.L.P. 
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New York, NY 10112-4498 
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Fax:  212.259.2548 
neil.sirota@bakerbotts.com  

Frank Zhu, Reg. No. 71,214 
Baker Botts L.L.P. 
30 Rockefeller Plaza, Ste 4340 
New York, NY 10112-4498 
Phone:  212.408.2639 
Fax:  212.259.2439  
frank.zhu@bakerbotts.com  

Pilseon Yoo (pro hac vice forthcoming)  
Baker Botts L.L.P.  
101 California Street, Ste 3200   
San Francisco, CA 94111  
Phone:  415.291.6206  
pilseon.yoo@bakerbotts.com 

Coleman T. Strine, Reg. No. 79,981  
Baker Botts L.L.P.  
30 Rockefeller Plaza, Ste 4340  
New York, NY 10112-4498  
Phone:  212.408.2595  
coleman.strine@bakerbotts.com  

Attorneys for Petitioners 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

In accordance with 37 C.F.R. §§42.6(e) and 42.105, the undersigned certifies 

that, on this date, the foregoing was served via electronic mail to counsel of record 

for Patent Owner as follows:  

Sean Keller:  skeller@azalaw.com  
Zachary Grinovich:  zgrinovich@azalaw.com  
Jeffrey Wright:  jeffrey.wright@azalaw.com 

Date: August 7, 2026    Respectfully submitted, 

 / Eliot D. Williams / 

Eliot D. Williams 
Reg. No. 50,822 
Lead Counsel for Petitioners 


