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I. INTRODUCTION 

Petitioner Plaid Technologies, Inc. (“Petitioner”) seeks correction of the 

filing date of its Petition for Inter Partes Review in IPR2016-00275 from 

December 3, 2015 to December 2, 2015 pursuant to Paper 8 dated February 1, 

2016 (“the Order”).  Petitioner paid the required fee and uploaded its petition for 

Inter Partes review of U.S. Patent No. 6,199,077 (“the ’077 Petition”) on 

December 2, 2015 but significant PRPS technical issues and delays and a clerical 

error interfered with submission of the filing by midnight.  Correction of the filing 

date accorded the Petition is requested and warranted here because it is well within 

the Board’s authority under 37 C.F.R. § 42.5(b) and § 42.104(c).  Petitioner 

addresses the three questions from the Order below.  

II. STATEMENT OF FACTS 

(a) Circumstances Surrounding the Electronic Filing of the ’077 Petition 
Including Evidence of Technical Problems with the PRPS  

On December 2, 2015, Petitioner’s counsel began filing a Petition for Inter 

Partes review of U.S. Patent No. 6,317,783 (“the ’783 Petition”) and a Petition for 

Inter Partes Review for U.S. Patent No. 6,199,077 (“the ’077 Petition”), each with 

a supporting declaration from Dr. Todd Mowry.  Declaration of Omar Amin, Ex. 

1021 (“Amin Decl.”) ¶ 2; Declaration of Jill McCormack, Ex. 1022 (“McCormack 

Decl.”) ¶ 2; IPR2015-00273, Paper 1 (Dec. 2, 2015).  Petitioner began sequentially 
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