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I. Introduction 

Facebook, Inc. (“Facebook”) filed a petition for inter partes review of U.S. 

Patent No. 8,694,657 (“’657 patent”), in IPR2016-01159 (“Facebook IPR”).  The 

Facebook IPR was accorded a filing date of June 3, 2016, and trial was instituted 

on December 12, 2016 on all challenged claims.  Petitioner hereby moves under 35 

U.S.C. § 315(c) to join the present proceeding to the Facebook IPR.  Counsel for 

Petitioner has conferred with counsel for Facebook, who do not oppose Petitioner’s 

motion.   

II. Background and Related Proceedings 

On June 2, 2015, Patent Owner filed a complaint alleging infringement of 

the ’657 patent by Facebook.  Windy City Innovations, LLC v. Facebook, Inc., 16-

cv-102 (W.D. N.C.).  On June 3, 2016, Facebook filed a petition for inter partes 

review of the ’657 patent, and trial was instituted on December 12, 2016 on all 

challenged claims.  Concurrently with this motion, Petitioner has filed a petition 

for inter partes review of the ’657 patent that is substantively identical to the 

Facebook IPR.  See Paper 1. 

On June 2, 2015, Patent Owner also filed a complaint alleging infringement 

of the ’657 patent by Petitioner.  Windy City Innovations, LLC v. Microsoft 

Corporation, 1:15-cv-103 (W.D.N.C.). On June 3, 2016, Petitioner filed a petition 

IPR2016-01155 for inter partes review of the ’657 patent.  See IPR2016-01155.  
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Trial was instituted in that proceeding on December 8, 2012.  On January 7, 20171, 

Petitioner filed IPR202017-00606 concurrently with a motion for joinder to the 

IPR2016-01155 proceeding. On January 7, 2017, Facebook filed IPR2017-00622 

also concurrently with a motion for joinder to the IPR2016-01155 proceeding.   

III. Discussion 

Petitioner respectfully requests the Board exercise its discretion to institute 

this IPR and grant its joinder with the Facebook IPR, pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 

315(c), 37 C.F.R. § 42.22, and 37 C.F.R. § 42.122(b).  This IPR is substantively 

identical to the Facebook IPR.  Both IPRs challenge the same claims on the same 

grounds, include the same claim constructions and the same arguments, rely on the 

same exhibits, and use the same expert and the same expert declaration.  Petitioner 

therefore seeks (1) a determination that this IPR warrants institution; and (2) 

joinder of this IPR into the Facebook IPR.  That would result in Petitioner joining 

the Facebook IPR without any change to its scope or schedule.  In support of this 

motion, Petitioner proposes consolidated filings and other procedural 

accommodations designed to streamline the proceedings. 

                                           

1 Due to an error with filing through PTAB E2E, the filing date currently appears 

on PTAB E2E as January 9, 2017.  Petitioner is working to have the filing date 

corrected. 
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A. Reasons Why Joinder is Appropriate 

Joinder is appropriate because it is the most expedient way to secure the just, 

speedy and inexpensive resolution of the related proceedings.  See 35 U.S.C. § 

316(b); 37 C.F.R. § 42.1(b).  This IPR is substantively identical to the Facebook 

IPR, and thus would avoid multiplication of issues before the Board.  Given the 

duplicative nature of these petitions, joinder of the related proceedings is 

appropriate.  Further, Petitioner agrees to consolidated filings and discovery. 

1. Substantively Identical Petitions 

Petitioner represents that this IPR presents identical issues to the Facebook 

IPR in all substantive respects.  They include identical grounds, analysis, and 

exhibits, and rely upon the same expert declarant and declaration.  Accordingly, 

joining this IPR proceeding with the Facebook IPR proceeding would not entail 

any duplication of effort. 

2. Consolidated Filings and Discovery 

Because the grounds of unpatentability in this IPR and the Facebook IPR are 

the same, the case is amenable to consolidated filings.  Petitioner agrees to 

consolidated filings for all substantive papers and to work with counsel for 

Facebook to incorporate Petitioner’s positions into Facebook’s efforts, so long as 

Facebook is a party to the joined proceedings.  Specifically, Petitioner agrees to 

work with Facebook to incorporate Petitioner’s positions with those of Facebook in 

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.


