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Patent Owner is authorized to file a 5-page reply in IPR2026-00348 and IPR2026-00349, due no
later than Friday, August 14, 2026, limited to addressing the matters raised below.  Petitioner
is authorized to file a 5-page sur-reply, due no later than Wednesday, August 19, 2026.
 
From: Moyles, Lisa <Lisa.Moyles@wbd-us.com> 
Sent: Monday, August 10, 2026 4:24 PM
To: Trials <Trials@USPTO.GOV>
Cc: jsaphia@csglaw.com; jzafonte@csglaw.com; dberweger@csglaw.com; Herman, Barry
<Barry.Herman@wbd-us.com>; Dority, James <James.Dority@wbd-us.com>; Radachy, Jason
<Jason.Radachy@wbd-us.com>; Rockman, Jason <Jason.Rockman@wbd-us.com>; BK Technologies
<BKIPR@wbd-us.com>
Subject: IPR2026-00348 / IPR2026-00349

 
CAUTION: This email has originated from a source outside of USPTO. PLEASE CONSIDER THE SOURCE before
responding, clicking on links, or opening attachments.

 
Honorable Board,
 
Patent Owner BK Technologies, Inc. (“BK Technologies/Patent Owner”) seeks leave from
the Board to file a reply to Petitioners AT&T Services, Inc. (“AT&T”) and StreamWide,
Inc.’s (“StreamWide”) (collectively, “Petitioners”) opposition to BK Technologies’
discretionary denial briefs. Specifically, BK Technologies seeks leave to address
Petitioners’ arguments on the following limited issues: (1) Petitioners’ late filed Sotera
stipulation; (2) StreamWide’s late agreement to not assert or voluntarily dismiss its non-
patent counterclaims; and (3) AT&T’s motion to stay.  Items #1 and #2 were included
with Petitioners’ response to Patent Owner’s Discretionary Denial brief, while item #3
was filed with the district court two days prior to Petitioners’ response (on August 5,
2026), so Patent Owner was not able to address or reasonably foresee any of these three
issues when it filed its Discretionary Denial brief.
 
Petitioners do not agree, and provide the following:
“1. Petitioner opposes Patent Owner's motion for leave to file a Reply brief because it is
completely unnecessary. Patent Owner’s and Petitioners’ positions are fully set out in
their Discretionary briefs and PO has not been prejudiced in any way. Petitioner also



disagrees with Patent Owner's characterization of Petitioners’ Sotera stipulation and
SW’s offer to dismiss, or refrain from asserting, its non-patent counterclaims from the
litigation as “late”.

2. Nonetheless, if the PTAB were to allow Patent Owner to file a Reply brief, Petitioner
proposes that it should be granted leave to file a Surreply and that both the Reply and
Surreply be limited to five pages and to the three issues mentioned in Patent Owner's
email. Petitioner proposes that the due date for its Surreply be set for 10 business days
after it receives Patent Owner's reply.”

If the PTAB wishes to discuss this matter, the parties are available on Thursday, August
13th and Friday, August 14th.

Kind regards,

Lisa Moyles
She/Her
Partner
Womble Bond Dickinson (US) LLP

d: 919-755-2144
m: 203-258-6675
e: Lisa.Moyles@wbd-us.com

555 Fayetteville Street
Suite 1100
Raleigh, NC 27601

womblebonddickinson.com
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