
Trials@uspto.gov                    Paper No. 63 
571.272.7822                              Date: May 19, 2022 

 

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
____________ 

 
BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

____________ 
 

QUALCOM INCORPORATED and ZYXEL COMMUNICATIONS 
CORPORATION1 

Petitioner, 
 

v. 
 

UNM RAINFOREST INNOVATIONS, 
Patent Owner. 
____________ 

 
IPR2021-00375 (Patent 8,265,096 B2) 
IPR2021-00377 (Patent 8,249,204 B2) 
IPR2021-00582 (Patent 8,565,326 B2)2 

____________ 
 
 

Before KRISTEN L. DROESCH, BARBARA A. PARVIS, and 
CHARLES J. BOUDREAU, Administrative Patent Judges.  

 
DROESCH, Administrative Patent Judge. 
 

ORDER 
Expunging Unauthorized Papers, Authorizing Patent Owner to File a Reply 

to the Opposition to Motion to Amend and Preliminary Guidance, and 
Authorizing Petitioner to File a Sur-reply to Patent Owner’s Reply 

37 C.F.R. § 42.5 

                                           
1 ZyXEL Communications Corporation was joined as a petitioner in these 

proceedings based on petitions and motions for joinder filed in IPR2021-
00734, IPR2021-00739, and IPR2021-00741, respectively. 

2 This Order addresses overlapping issues in the cases listed above.  
Therefore, we issue one Order to be filed in each case.  The parties, 
however, are not authorized to use this style of filing. 
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On April 11, 2022, Patent Owner filed a paper styled “Patent Owner’s 

Revised Motion to Amend” in IPR2021-00375, IPR2021-00377, and 

IPR2021-00582.  Paper 44.3  Patent Owner’s Revised Motion to Amend 

addressed the statutory requirements indicated as deficient in the 

corresponding Preliminary Guidance (see, e.g., Paper 42), but did not 

provide new proposed substitute claims, contrary to the requirements set 

forth for a revised motion to amend in the Office’s Motion to Amend Pilot 

Program Notice.4  Paper 44.  Patent Owner’s Revised Motion to Amend 

was 25 pages in length.  See id.  In response, Petitioner filed a paper styled 

“Petitioner’s Opposition to Patent Owner’s Revised Motion to Amend,” 

also 25 pages in length.  Paper 49.  Thereafter, the parties respectively filed a 

“Reply in Support of Patent Owner’s Revised Motion to Amend” and a 

“Petitioner’s Sur-reply in Opposition to Patent Owner’s Revised Motion to 

Amend.”  Papers 52, 54.   

During oral argument on May 12, 2022, counsel for Patent Owner 

indicated that prior to filing, it was not clear whether Patent Owner should 

file a revised motion to amend or a reply to Petitioner’s Opposition to the 

Motion to Amend and Preliminary Guidance.  Likewise, counsel for 

Petitioner indicated that prior to filing, it was not clear whether Patent 

                                           
3 All references are to the papers filed in IPR2021-00375.  Similar papers 
were filed in IPR2021-00377 and IPR2021-00582. 
4 See Notice Regarding a New Pilot Program Concerning Motion to Amend 
Practice and Procedures in Trial Proceedings Under the America Invents Act 
Before the Patent Trial and Appeal Board, 84 Fed. Reg. 9497, 9499 
(Mar. 15, 2019) (“A revised MTA includes one or more new proposed 
substitute claims in place of previously presented substitute claims to 
address issues identified in the preliminary guidance and/or the petitioner’s 
opposition.”). 
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Owner’s Revised Motion to Amend was, in effect, a reply and whether 

Petitioner should file an Opposition to Patent Owner’s Revised Motion to 

Amend or a sur-reply.  Counsel for Patent Owner did not seek guidance or 

clarification from the Board before filing its Revised Motion to Amend.  

Similarly, counsel for Petitioner did not seek guidance or clarification from 

the Board before filing its Opposition to Patent Owner’s Revised Motion to 

Amend.   

Patent Owner’s Revised Motion to Amend does not comply with the 

requirement that it include one or more new proposed substitute claims.  See 

Motion to Amend Pilot Program Notice, 84 Fed. Reg. at 9499.  Because it 

does not include one or more new proposed substitute claims, Patent 

Owner’s Revised Motion to Amend is, in effect, a reply that fails to comply 

with the 12 pages limit for a reply to an opposition to a motion to amend.  

See Consolidated Trial Practice Guide5 at 38; see also 84 Fed. Reg. 64,280 

(Nov. 21, 2019).  Similarly, because Patent Owner’s Revised Motion to 

Amend does not include one or more new proposed substitute claims, 

Petitioner’s Opposition to Patent Owner’s Revised Motion to Amend is, in 

effect, a sur-reply that fails to comply with the 12 pages limit for a sur-reply.  

See id.  In the absence of presenting one or more new proposed substitute 

claims in a revised motion to amend, the parties are not authorized to file 

briefing beyond a reply to an opposition to a motion to amend and a 

corresponding sur-reply.  See generally Motion to Amend Pilot Program 

Notice.   

                                           
5 Available at https://www.uspto.gov/TrialPracticeGuideConsolidated. 
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In view of the unauthorized papers filed in IPR2021-00375,  

IPR2021-00377, and IPR2021-00582, we determine it is necessary to 

expunge these papers from the record of each of these proceedings.  See 37 

C.F.R. § 42.7.  Accordingly, we expunge: IPR2021-00375, Paper 44 (Patent 

Owner’s Revised Motion to Amend), Paper 49 (Petitioner’s Opposition to 

Patent Owner’s Revised Motion to Amend), Paper 54 (Reply in Support of 

Patent Owner’s Motion to Amend), and Paper 56 (Petitioner’s Sur-reply in 

Opposition to Patent Owner’s Motion to Amend); IPR2021-00377, Paper 42 

(Patent Owner’s Revised Motion to Amend), Paper 47 (Petitioner’s 

Opposition to Patent Owner’s Revised Motion to Amend), Paper 52 (Reply 

in Support of Patent Owner’s Motion to Amend), and Paper 54 (Petitioner’s 

Sur-reply in Opposition to Patent Owner’s Motion to Amend); and IPR2021-

00582, Paper 40 (Patent Owner’s Revised Motion to Amend), Paper 45 

(Petitioner’s Opposition to Patent Owner’s Revised Motion to Amend), 

Paper 50 (Reply in Support of Patent Owner’s Motion to Amend), and 

Paper 52 (Petitioner’s Sur-reply in Opposition to Patent Owner’s Motion to 

Amend). 

To proceed in a manner consistent with the Board’s policy of securing 

the just resolution of every proceeding, we authorize Patent Owner to refile 

its response to the Petitioner’s Opposition and the Preliminary Guidance in 

IPR2021-00375, IPR2021-00377, and IPR2021-00582 as a paper styled as a 

“Reply to Petitioner’s Opposition to Patent Owner’s Motion to Amend,” and 

further authorize Petitioner to file in in IPR2021-00375, IPR2021-00377, 

and IPR2021-00582 a sur-reply responsive to the “Reply to Petitioner’s 

Opposition to Patent Owner’s Motion to Amend.” 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


IPR2021-00375 (Patent 8,265,096 B2) 
IPR2021-00377 (Patent 8,249,204 B2) 
IPR2021-00582 (Patent 8,565,326 B2)   

5 

More specifically, Patent Owner its authorized to file in IPR2021-

00375, IPR2021-00377, and IPR2021-00582, no later than May 23, 2022, a 

paper styled as a “Reply to Petitioner’s Opposition to Patent Owner’s 

Motion to Amend.”  The Reply to Petitioner’s Opposition to Patent Owner’s 

Motion to Amend must be substantively identical to the corresponding 

previously filed Patent Owner’s Revised Motion to Amend.  Patent Owner is 

not authorized to present new or augmented arguments compared to the 

arguments presented in its corresponding previously filed Patent Owner’s 

Revised Motion to Amend.  Patent Owner, however, may omit the claim 

appendix.  Accompanying the Reply to Petitioner’s Opposition to Patent 

Owner’s Motion to Amend, Patent Owner must file as an exhibit a redline 

copy of its Reply to Petitioner’s Opposition to Patent Owner’s Motion to 

Amend highlighting the differences between it and the corresponding 

previously filed Patent Owner’s Revised Motion to Amend.  Because the 

previously filed Patent Owner’s Revised Motion to Amend was 25 pages in 

length, we waive the page limit for Patent Owner’s Reply to Petitioner’s 

Opposition to Patent Owner’s Motion to Amend.  Accordingly, Patent 

Owner is authorized 25 pages for its Reply to Petitioner’s Opposition to 

Patent Owner’s Motion to Amend.   

Petitioner is authorized to file IPR2021-00375, IPR2021-00377, and 

IPR2021-00582, no later than June 2, 2002, a sur-reply that is responsive to 

the Reply to Petitioner’s Opposition to Patent Owner’s Motion to Amend.   

[P]etitioner’s sur-reply in this context may not be accompanied 
by new evidence other than deposition transcripts of the cross-
examination of any reply witness. The sur-reply may respond 
only to the preliminary guidance . . . and arguments made in the 
patent owner’s reply brief, comment on reply declaration 
testimony, and/or point to cross examination testimony.   

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.


