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I. This Petition Presents the Same Grounds Which Are Presented in 
IPR2014-01463 

The instant inter partes review petition presents challenges which are identical to 

those presented in IPR2014-01463.  The petition in the instant case copies verbatim 

the challenges set forth in the petition in IPR2014-01463 (Paper No. 3) and relies 

upon the same evidence, including the same expert declaration.  This petition is 

accompanied by a motion for joinder.   

II. Mandatory Notices 

A. Real Party-in-Interest 

The real party-in-interest is Oracle Corporation. 

B. Related Matters 

Petition for Inter Partes Review, IPR2014-01177, filed July 18, 2014; Crossroads 

Systems, Inc. v. Quantum Corporation, 1-14-cv-00150, TXWD, filed February 18, 2014; 

Crossroads Systems, Inc. v. NetApp, Inc., 1-1 4-cv-00 149, TXWD, filed February 18, 

2014; Crossroads Systems, Inc. v. Cisco Systems, Inc., 1-14-cv-00 148, TXWD, filed 

February 18, 2014; Crossroads Systems, Inc. v. Huawei Technologies Co. Ltd. et al, 1-13-cv-0 

1025, TXWD, filed November 26, 2013; Crossroads Systems, Inc. v. Oracle Corporation, 1-

13-cv-00895, TXWD, filed October 7, 2013. Additionally, this petition refers to a 

claim construction order from Crossroads Systems, Inc. v. 3PAR, Inc., et. al., no. 1-10-cv-

00652 (W.D. Tex. 2010), which is one of the district court litigations involving U.S. 

Patent No. 6,425,035, which is related to the ‘041 patent. 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


 

 2 

C. Lead and Back-up Counsel and Service Information 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(3)-(4), Petitioner provides the following 

designation of counsel:   

Greg H. Gardella (Lead Counsel) 
Reg. No. 46,045 
Oblon LLP  
1940 Duke Street  
Alexandria, VA 22314 
cpdocketgardella@oblon.com 
(703) 413-3000 

Scott McKeown (Backup Counsel) 
Reg. No. 42,866 
Oblon LLP  
1940 Duke Street  
Alexandria, VA 22314 
cpdocketmckeown@oblon.com 
(703) 413-3000 

 

III. Grounds for Standing 

Petitioner certifies that is not estopped or barred from requesting inter partes 

review of the ‘041 Patent because this petition is accompanied by a motion for 

joinder.  The one-year time bar of 35 U.S.C. § 315(b) does not apply to a request for 

joinder. 35 U.S.C. § 315(b) (final sentence) (“[t]he time limitation set forth in the 

preceding sentence shall not apply to a request for joinder under subsection (c)”); 37 

C.F.R. § 42.122(b). 

IV. Relief Requested 

Petitioner asks that the Patent Trial and Appeal Board (“the Board”) review the 

accompanying prior art and analysis, institute a trial for inter partes review of claims 1-

53 (all claims) of the ‘041 Patent, and cancel those claims as invalid. 
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