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In accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 42.64, Petitioner hereby opposes Patent 

Owner's Motion for Entry of the Default Protective Order and to Seal Patent 

Owner Response and Exhibits 2007, 2008, 2010, 2011, and 2035 filed on August 

31, 2016 in the above-captioned proceeding.   

Patent Owner requests that a large and significant portion of these 

proceedings be hidden from the public, but the Motion to Seal only provides 

conclusory, vague, and threadbare assertions of confidentiality in support of such 

an expansive concealment of the record. A Motion to Seal must include facts and 

reasoning necessary for its meaningful consideration. See Corning Optical 

Communications RF, LLC v. PPC Broadband, Inc., Case IPR2014-00736, pg. 2-3 

(PTAB April 14, 2015) (Paper 38). Patent Owner fails to meet this standard and 

thus fails to meet its burden of persuasion. Petitioner requests that the Board 

decline to seal the Patent Owner response and other exhibits as requested thus 

maintaining the public availability of these proceedings. 

A. Burden of Persuasion 

There is a strong public policy interest in making all information filed in an 

inter partes review publically available. See 35 U.S.C. §316(a). In light of this 

policy, the Board has required that motions to seal be pled under a heightened 

burden of persuasion. Specifically, a Motion to Seal must provide particular 

information with respect to the information alleged to be confidential. See LG 
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Electronics Inc. v. ATI Technologies ULC, IPR2015-00325, pg. 4 (PTAB April 14, 

2016) (Paper 63). First, the Board has required that the movant identify not just the 

information believed to be confidential and sought to be sealed, but also identify 

the need to rely on the allegedly confidential information. Id. Second, the movant 

must explain what adverse consequences and harm would result from public 

disclosure of each item of information sought to be sealed. Id. Third, the movant 

must balance all three: (1) the public’s interest in maintaining a complete and 

understandable record, (2) the harm to a party, by disclosure of the supposedly 

confidential information, and (3) the need to rely specifically on the information at 

issue. Id. As discussed in detail below, Patent Owner’s Motion to Seal either fails 

completely to address the above requirements or provides sparse and conclusory 

analysis, making meaningful consideration on the basis of the motion impossible. 

B. Analysis 

Patent Owner’s Motion to Seal fails to adequately address any of the 

elements required in order to meet its burden of persuasion. Specifically, Patent 

Owner fails to identify with any particularity what material it regards as 

confidential or why it needs to rely on such information. It only conclusory states 

that there would be adverse consequences if the unidentified confidential 

information were to be made public without providing any reasoning. Finally, 
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Patent Owner fails to meaningfully balance the public’s interest in maintaining a 

complete and understandable record. 

First, Patent Owner does not particularly identify the information it believes 

is confidential, nor does it identify the need to rely on the allegedly confidential 

information as required under its burden of persuasion. Patent Owner alleges that 

its entire Patent Owner Response as well as the subject exhibits contains “highly 

confidential information of a third party1,” but never identifies what information it 

considers confidential. See Motion at 2. For instance, Patent Owner seeks to have 

the entirety of its response sealed without identifying any specific portions of the 

Patent Owner response allegedly containing any confidential information. Patent 

Owner fails to engage in the required analysis with respect to the other exhibits it 

seeks to seal. Patent Owner points to a chart provided in their motion (reproduced 

below with annotation) and alleges that the chart outlines the confidential 

information in each exhibit. However, as shown below, Patent Owner’s chart does 

nothing more than circularly repeat the allegation that each exhibit and the 

response contain highly confidential information; the chart provides no 

identification of said information. 

                                           
1	The “third party” that Patent Owner Finjan, Inc. refers to is Finjan Software, Ltd.  
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Unsurprisingly, because it does not identify the specific information it 

regards as confidential, Patent Owner does not explain why it must rely on the 

“confidential” information as required under its burden of persuasion. 

Second, with respect to the requirement that the movant explain what 

adverse consequences and harm would result from public disclosure, Patent Owner 

merely provides conclusory statements. For instance, Patent Owner without 

explanation alleges that public disclosure of the response and exhibits “would 

allow competitors to access information that would significantly harm its successor 

entities competitive position in the marketplace.” Motion at 3. Such vague 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
  Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

  Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
  With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

  Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
  Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

  Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


