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 1 

I. INTRODUCTION  
 
 Valve Corporation (“Valve”) asks the Board to exercise its discretion to join 

and/or consolidate two inter partes review proceedings, involving different claims, 

different prior art references, different combinations of prior art, different 

arguments, and different expert testimony.  IPR2017-00136, Paper 3 (“Motion”). 

But Valve is not entitled to a “do over” to challenge claims 1-20 of the ’525 Patent 

on five new grounds of unpatentability based on three new references.  Valve’s 

new petition is nothing more than a “second bite at the apple” and an effort to 

remedy its prior deficient challenges against the ‘525 Patent.  It has not 

demonstrated why joinder and/or consolidation of IPR2016-00948 (“the 948 IPR”) 

with IPR2017-00136 (“the 136 IPR”) is appropriate in this case or how it can be 

accomplished without unduly delaying the proceedings well underway.  Joinder of 

these proceedings will also undoubtedly prejudice Ironburg Inventions Ltd. 

(“Ironburg”). Therefore, Valve’s Motion should be denied.  

II. BACKGROUND  
 
 On April 22, 2016, Valve filed its first petition (“First Petition”) for inter 

partes review of the ‘525 Patent, alleging Claims 1-20 are unpatentable over 

Tosaki, Jimakos, Enright, Ono and Oelsch references.  948 IPR, Paper 1 at 4-6. 

 On June 13, 2016, Ironburg notified Valve that, in addition to the patents 
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