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I. INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.23, Patent Owner Destination Maternity

Corporation ("Patent Owner") opposes the Petitioner Target Corporation

("Petitioner") Motion for Joinder to Related Instituted Inter Partes Review

("Motion"). See Joinder Mot., Paper No. 3. Petitioner moves to join its Petition

for Inter Partes Review ("Petition") with IPR2013-00533.1 Id.; Petition and

Corrected Petition, Paper Nos. 1 and 9 at 1. The Motion should be denied because

(a) the Petition presents substantial new patentability analysis and substantive

arguments that go well beyond those in IPR2013-00533; (b) Petitioner did not

explain adequately the impact of the new substantive issues on the Patent Owner

and the trial schedule; and (c) Petitioner did not establish that joinder would

promote efficient resolution of the unpatentability issues.

II. MATERIAL FACTS IN DISPUTE

For the purpose of responding to this Motion, Patent Owner only disputes

the following:

3. Patent Owner disputes "but on new grounds—i.e., in view of Japanese

Registered Utility Model No. 3086624 ("JP U3086624" or "Asada") (Ex. 1034 and

1 Petitioner filed a Motion to Limit the Petition on March 25, 2014. See Motion to

Limit the Petition, Paper No. 7. Because the Motion was not granted, Patent

Owner is responding to the full Corrected Petition.
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