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I. STATEMENT OF THE PRECISE RELIEF REQUESTED 

Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 315(c) and 37 C.F.R. §§ 42.22 and 42.122(b), 

Qualcomm Incorporated (“Petitioner”) moves for joinder with the Inter Partes 

Review of U.S. Patent No. 8,265,096 (“the ’096 patent”), Intel Corp. v. UNM 

Rainforest Innovations, IPR2020-01576 (“the Intel IPR”), for which the petition for 

inter partes review was filed on September 14, 2020 (“the Intel Petition”) and is 

currently pending. IPR2020-01576, Paper 2. This motion is timely because it is filed 

“no later than one month after the institution date” of the Intel IPR. 37 C.F.R. § 

42.122(b); Central Security Group – Nationwide, Inc. v. Ubiquitous Connectivity, 

LP, IPR2019-01609, Paper 11, at 8-9 (P.T.A.B. Feb. 26, 2020) (stating that § 

42.122(b) is “[t]he only timing requirement for a motion for joinder”); Dell Inc. v. 

Neodron Ltd., IPR2020-00731, Paper 9, at 5 (P.T.A.B. July 31, 2020) (granting 

motion for joinder to an IPR proceeding that was not instituted until after the motion 

for joinder was filed). Petitioner requests that action on this motion be held in 

abeyance until, and only in the event of, institution of the Intel IPR. Petitioner 

understands that Intel, the petitioner in the Intel IPR, does not oppose Petitioner’s 

request for joinder. 

Qualcomm’s Petition relies on the references cited and follows the arguments 

raised in the Intel Petition, and is essentially a copy of the Intel Petition. Petitioner 

here asserts that the same claims are invalid based on substantially the same 
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arguments presented in the Intel IPR. Moreover, Petitioner’s declaration is 

substantively identical to the declaration in the Intel IPR. Qualcomm’s Petition 

includes the identical grounds presented in the Intel Petition and therefore would 

create no additional burden for the Board, Intel, or UNM Rainforest Innovations if 

joined. Joinder would therefore lead to an efficient resolution of the validity of the 

’096 patent. 

Counsel for Qualcomm and counsel for Intel met and conferred as to the level 

of cooperation between Intel and Qualcomm that will be maintained if Qualcomm’s 

motion for joinder is granted. Qualcomm stipulates that if joinder is granted, it will 

cooperate with Intel in the joined proceeding, whether at hearings, at depositions, in 

filings, or otherwise, as outlined below. Unless Intel is terminated from the 

proceedings, Qualcomm will proceed in a limited “understudy” role. Joinder will not 

impact the trial schedule because the proceeding based on the Intel Petition is in its 

early stages. 

The Board has granted joinder in other proceedings when presented with this 

fact pattern and procedural history. For example, in Celltrion, Inc. v. Genentech, 

Inc., IPR2018-01019, Paper 11 (P.T.A.B. Oct. 30, 2018), the petitioner, Celltrion, 

filed a petition with a motion for joinder to Pfizer’s pending petition IPR2017-

01923. Id. at 13. Celltrion had agreed to take an understudy role to Pfizer and no 

deadlines in the original IPR were changed. Id. at 14. The Board therefore granted 
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joinder, finding that doing so did not increase the burden on either the patent owner 

or the Board, and the timing of petition supported joinder. Id. The Board reached the 

same conclusion in Pfizer, Inc. v. Genentech, Inc., IPR2017-02063, Paper 25 

(P.T.A.B. Feb. 21, 2018), where Pfizer took “understudy” role to earlier filed and 

not-yet-instituted Celltrion petition.   

Here, Qualcomm agrees to let Intel take a lead role with Qualcomm taking the 

understudy role. Under these circumstances, like those in IPR2017-01063, there is 

no undue prejudice to Patent Owner, and therefore the Board should institute IPR 

and grant Qualcomm’s Motion for Joinder. See IPR2017-01063, Paper 25 at 3-5. 

Accordingly, and for the reasons discussed below, joinder should be granted. 

II. BACKGROUND AND RELATED PROCEEDINGS 

Patent Office records indicate that the ’096 patent is assigned to UNM 

Rainforest Innovations (“Patent Owner”). Patent Owner, which was formerly named 

STC.UNM, has asserted certain claims of the ’096 patent in the following pending 

district-court lawsuits: UNM Rainforest Innovations v. ASUSTek Computer, Inc., 

No. 6:20-cv-00142 (W.D. Tex.); UNM Rainforest Innovations v. Dell Techs. Inc. et 

al., No. 6:20-cv-00468 (W.D. Tex.); UNM Rainforest Innovations v. D-Link Corp., 

No. 6:20-cv-00143 (W.D. Tex.); UNM Rainforest Innovations v. TP-Link Techs. 

Co., No. 6:19-cv-00262 (W.D. Tex.); and UNM Rainforest Innovations v. ZyXEL 

Commc’ns Corp., No. 6:20-cv-00522 (W.D. Tex.). 

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.


