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I. Introduction  

 Petitioner VIZIO, Inc. (“VIZIO”) requests institution of review based on its 

Petition for Inter Partes Review (the “VIZIO Petition”) of U.S. Patent No. 

7,434,974 (“the ’974 Patent”) filed herewith and joinder with the inter partes 

review in K.J. Pretech Co., Ltd v. Innovative Display Technologies LLC, IPR2015-

01868 (the “K.J. Pretech IPR”).  The VIZIO Petition is practically a copy of the 

petition in the K.J. Pretech IPR—the challenged claims, grounds of 

unpatentability, prior art, substantive arguments, and expert declaration are 

identical.  See K.J. Pretech IPR, Paper 2 (Sept. 11, 2015) (the “K.J. Pretech 

Petition”).  As described below, joinder is warranted because it will efficiently 

resolve the patentability of the challenged claims of the ’974 Patent in a single 

proceeding, without prejudicing the parties to the K.J. Pretech IPR or adding to the 

burden of the Board. 

II. Background 

On December 31, 2013, Patent Owner Innovative Display Technologies 

sued VIZIO for infringement of the ’974 Patent in Delaware Display Grp. LLC v. 

VIZIO, Inc., No. 1:13-cv-02112 (D. Del.).  On September 11, 2015, K.J. Pretech 

Co., Ltd (“K.J. Pretech”) filed the K.J. Pretech Petition.  The Board instituted inter 

partes review based on the K.J. Pretech Petition on March 17, 2016, finding a 
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