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INTRODUCTION 

Indeed, Inc., Monster Worldwide, Inc., and Career Destination Devel-

opment, LLC hereby file this Motion to Terminate these proceedings pursuant to 

35 U.S.C. 327(a) and 37 CFR § 42.74(a).  Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 327(b) and 37 

CFR § 42.74(b), the parties submit a true and correct copy of their written settle-

ment agreements, made in connection with the termination of the instant proceed-

ing, attached as Exhibits 2011-2013.  The parties have settled these matters and the 

related cases pending in the United States District Court for the District of Kansas 

has been dismissed with prejudice.  Exhibits 2014-2016.  In addition, litigation on 

a related patent against TheLadders.Com, Inc. has also been dismissed with preju-

dice.  With the dismissals of the lawsuits by Career Destination, LLC against In-

deed, Inc., Monster Worldwide and The Ladders.Com, Inc., there are presently no 

other litigations pending based on the patent at issue in these proceedings.     

On December 3, 2014, a conference call was held between counsel for 

the respective parties and Judges Medley, Petravick, and Busch at the request of 

the Board.  The Board issued an order authorizing the parties to file a motion to 

terminate this proceeding (Paper 17, p. 4).   

SETTLEMENT AND STIPULATION OF DUE DATES 

The parties began settlement discussions in October, and culminated 
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in the parties agreeing to the Settlement Agreements (Exs. 2001-2003) on Novem-

ber 17, 2014, before Patent Owner’s response date of November 18, 2014.  The 

Settlement Agreements were executed by Patent Owner and Petitioner Indeed on 

November 18, 2014, Petitioner Monster on November 19, 2014, and Petitioner 

TheLadders.Com on November 20, 2014.  The parties promptly filed joint stipula-

tions of dismissal in the United States District Court for the District of Kansas 

(Exs. 2004-2006), and with the Board.  However, because the parties did not pre-

viously request permission to file the Joint Motion to Dismiss from the Board, their 

motion was denied and the motions expunged. 

Although trial has been instituted in the instant proceedings, it is still 

in the preliminary stage of the proceedings.  As the board noted during the tele-

phone conference on December 3, 2014, Patent Owner has not filed his response 

and the date has passed.  However, the parties have stipulated to extending the 

dates and the Patent Owner will be requesting to file a motion with the Board to 

reset Due Dates 1-5.   

Patent Owner notes that in the Scheduling Order, Due Dates 1-5 may 

be modified by the parties by stipulation, and the notice of stipulation must be 

promptly filed.  No definition of “promptly” is provided by the Rules or in the 

Scheduling Order.  Further, Patent Owner is aware of no provision of 37 C.F.R. 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


 

-4- 

§42 et seq. requiring that a notice to extend a Due Date be filed with the Board be-

fore the due date that is being modified.   

Patent Owner submits that had the parties filed a stipulation modify-

ing the Due Dates on November 26, 2014 when the first motion to terminate was 

filed, it would have been prompt as required.  However, because the parties had 

settled these matters, filing a stipulation adjusting the due dates would have been 

superfluous and a waste of resources.  

Further, Patent Owner submits that filing a stipulation modifying the 

Due Dates within 15 days is also reasonably prompt, as requested by the Patent 

Owner on the telephone conference with the Board on December 3, 2014.  Rather 

than spend time preparing and filing a stipulated notice modifying these due dates, 

the parties were diligently working on the precise wording of the Settlement 

Agreements (Exs. 2001-2003).  Patent Owner reasonably and in good faith be-

lieved that it was not necessary the file a stipulation modifying the Due Dates once 

the settlement agreements were signed. 

TERMINATION OF PROCEEDINGS 

Although the Board is not a party to the settlement, and may identify 

independently any question of patentability pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.74(a), the 

Board generally expects that a proceeding will terminate after filing of a settlement 
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agreement.  See Office Patent Trial Practice Guide, 77 Fed. Reg. 48756, 48768 

(Aug. 14, 2012).   Patent Owner believes that it is in the best interest of all parties 

and the Board to terminate these proceedings with respect to the Patent Owner.  If 

the proceeding is not terminated, the Board will expend time and resources consid-

ering Patent Owner’s request to modify Due Dates 1-5 in each of the proceedings 

CBM2014-00068, -00069, -00070, and -00077.  If the dates are modified upon a 

showing of good cause or upon a Board decision that consideration on the merits 

would be in the interest of justice, then because Petitioners will no longer partici-

pate in these proceedings, Petitioners will not file a reply to Patent Owner’s re-

sponse, or any motion to amend the claims.  Petitioners will not be conducting any 

cross-examination of Patent Owner’s witnesses.  The Board would then be re-

quired to prepare a final decision. 

Patent Owner believes that good cause may be shown because the set-

tlement agreements were approved before DUE DATE 1.  The parties agreed to 

prepare and file the Motion to Terminate (Paper 15, expunged) prior to expiration 

of DUE DATE 1.  Patent Owner reasonably and in good faith did not believe that it 

was necessary to file a stipulation modifying the Due Dates if the cases had been 

settled.  Patent Owner reasonably and in good faith did not believe that it was nec-

essary to file a stipulation modifying the Due Dates before DUE DATE 1 because 

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.


