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I. STATEMENT OF THE PRECISE RELIEF REQUESTED 

Phison Electronics Corp. (“Patent Owner”) and PNY Technologies, Inc. 

(“Petitioner”) file this Joint Motion for Joinder of the petition for inter partes 

review of U.S. Patent No. 7,518,879 (“the ’879 patent”) filed by Petitioner on 

November 14, 2013 (“the Petition”) with the instituted inter partes review 

proceeding on the ’879 patent (“the Pending IPR”).  Patent Owner and Petitioner 

(“the Parties”) assert that such joinder will promote the “just, speedy, and 

inexpensive resolution” of both proceedings without prejudice to the Parties.  37 

C.F.R. § 42.1(b). 

II. STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS 

On July 29, 2013, Petitioner filed a first petition for inter partes review of 

the ’879 patent, which is assigned to Patent Owner.  See Case IPR2013-00472, 

Paper 2.  The Board instituted the Pending IPR based on this first petition on 

February 4, 2014.  See id., Paper 10.    

On November, 14, 2013, Petitioner filed a second petition for inter partes 

review of the ’879 patent (the Petition).    

On February 25, the Board authorized the parties to file a joint motion for 

joinder with IPR2014-00150, and indicated that such joint motion may be 

accompanied by a proposed revised scheduling order.  See id., Paper 14.  The 

proposed schedule included herein is based on these indications.   
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III. DISCUSSION  

A. Joinder 

The Board has authority under 35 U.S.C. § 315(c) to join a second inter 

partes review petition to an already instituted inter partes review proceeding.  

While the decision to grant joinder is discretionary, the rules for joinder should be 

“construed to secure the just, speedy, and inexpensive resolution of every 

proceeding.”  37 C.F.R. § 42.1(b). 

Granting joinder in the present instance would promote “just, speedy, and 

inexpensive resolution” of both the Petition and the Pending IPR without prejudice 

to the Parties.  By allowing common issues across both proceedings to be briefed 

and considered together, both proceedings can be resolved efficiently and quickly, 

while providing significant cost and time savings to the Parties and the Board by 

avoiding the need to revisit the same issues multiple times in separate proceedings.  

Further,  the Patent Owner has indicated their intent to rely on the same expert in 

both proceedings.  Accordingly, granting joinder will allow significant time and 

cost savings during discovery through consolidation of the expert depositions.   

B. Proposed Schedule 

 The Parties have developed and agreed to the following proposed schedule 

for a proceeding joining the Pending IPR and the Petition.  Additionally, the 

Parties have agreed to reset Deadline 1 and Deadline 2 in IPR2013-00472 to allow 
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the Board time to act on this motion.  The table below shows the current schedule 

for the Pending IPR, as well as the proposed schedule for the joined proceeding.  

The proposed schedule is contingent upon the Board ruling on this Motion for 

Joinder and the Petition in IPR2014-00150 by April 7, 2014, one month before 

Deadline 1 proposed below.  Notably, the Parties and the proposed schedule take 

into account the unavailability of Patent Owner’s expert, who will be traveling 

abroad from April 27, 2014 through June 3, 2014.  

Date Current Schedule 
For IPR2013-

00472 

Proposed Schedule 
for Joined 

IPR2013-00472 and 
IPR2014-00150 

DATE 1 – Patent Owner response / 
motion to amend 

April 4, 2014, 
moved to May 5, 

2014 by agreement 

May 5, 2014 

DATE 2 – Petitioner reply / 
opposition 

June 4, 2014, 
moved to July 7, 

2014 by agreement 

July 7, 2014 

DATE 3 – Patent Owner reply to 
opposition 

July 7, 2014 August 8, 2014 

DATE 4 – Petitioner motion for 
observation / exclude evidence / 
request for oral argument 

July 25, 2014 August 25, 2014 

DATE 5 – Patent Owner response to 
observation / opposition to motion to 
exclude 

August 8, 2014 September 8, 2014 

DATE 6 – Petitioner reply to 
opposition to motion to exclude 

August 15, 2014 September 15, 2014 

DATE 7 – Oral argument September 8, 2014 October 3, 2014 
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If the Board is unable to rule on the joint motion by April 7, 2014, the Parties 

request the opportunity to negotiate and submit a new proposed stipulated 

schedule.  

IV. CONCLUSION  

Accordingly, joining the Pending IPR with the Petition would promote “just, 

speedy, and inexpensive resolution” of both proceedings without prejudice to the 

Parties.  Thus, for at least the reasons presented, the Parties requests joinder of the 

Pending IPR with the Petition. 

      Respectfully submitted, 
       
Dated:   3/19/2014    /Joshua A. Griswold/  
      Joshua A. Griswold 

Reg. No. 46,310  
Counsel for Patent Owner 
 
FISH & RICHARDSON, P.C.  
3200 RBC Plaza 
60 South Sixth Street    

 Minneapolis, MN 55440-1022 
      T:  214-292-4034 

F:  877-769-7945 
        
Dated:     3/19/2014       /Mark E. Nikolsky/ 
      Mark E. Nikolsky 

Reg. No. 48,319 
      Counsel for Petitioner 
 

MCCARTER & ENGLISH, LLP 
Four Gateway Center 
100 Mulberry Street 
Newark, New Jersey 07102   

    

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.


