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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
____________ 

 
BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

____________ 
 

SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO., LTD., 
Petitioner,  

 
v. 
 

MEMORYWEB, LLC, 
Patent Owner. 
____________ 

 
IPR2022-00222 

Patent 10,621,228 B2 
____________ 

 
 

Before LYNNE H. BROWNE, NORMAN H. BEAMER, and 
KEVIN C. TROCK, Administrative Patent Judges. 
 

PER CURIAM. 

 

ORDER 
Conduct of the Proceeding 

37 C.F.R. § 42.5 
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Petitioner, Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. (“Samsung” or 

“Petitioner”), filed a petition requesting inter partes review of claims 1–19 

of U.S. Patent No. 10,621,228 B2 (“the ’228 patent”). Paper 2. On June 13, 

2022, the Board instituted trial. Paper 12.  

In a related proceeding challenging claims 1–7 of the ’228 patent, 

Unified Patents, LLC v. MemoryWeb, LLC, IPR2021-01413 (the “Unified 

proceeding”), the Board entered an Order (Paper 56 (confidential)) on March 

8, 2023, identifying Samsung as an unnamed Real Party in Interest (“RPI”), 

and on March 14, 2023, entered a Final Written Decision (Paper 58 

(confidential)) finding claims 1–7 unpatentable.  

Patent Owner, MemoryWeb, LLC (“MemoryWeb” or “Patent 

Owner”) seeks leave to file a motion to terminate this proceeding in view of 

the Board’s Final Written Decision in the Unified proceeding. Ex. 3001, 1. 

Samsung opposes Patent Owner’s request, and asserts that MemoryWeb has 

waived the RPI and estoppel issues in this proceeding. See id. at 2–3.  

On May 22, 2023, the Director issued a public version1 of a Decision 

Granting Director Review (Paper 76, “Director’s Decision”) in the Unified 

proceeding, vacating-in-part the Final Written Decision (Section I.B) (Paper 

58 (confidential) and Paper 67 (public)) and the Board’s Order identifying 

Samsung as an RPI (Paper 56 (confidential)) in that proceeding.    

On June 1, 2023, the Board issued an Order directing the parties to 

confer and submit a proposed joint briefing schedule and discovery plan to 

 
1 On May 16, 2023, a confidential version of the Director’s Decision 
Granting Director Review (Paper 74) was issued, but made available only to 
the parties and the Board. 
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address the RPI, estoppel, and waiver issues. Paper 37. The parties submitted 

their joint proposal to the Board by email on June 9, 2023.  Ex. 3005. 

On June 15, 2023, the Board entered an Order setting a briefing 

schedule for the parties to file briefs addressing the topics set forth in Exhibit 

3005, First Phase.  Paper 38.  

After considering the parties’ arguments in their briefs, we determine 

that good cause exists to grant Patent Owner’s request for discovery on the 

RPI issue in this case.  The reasons for this determination include, but are 

not limited to, the nature of the issues in this case, the procedural history of 

this case, the Director’s Decision, vacating-in-part the Final Written 

Decision and the Board’s Order identifying Samsung as an RPI in the 

Unified proceeding, the statement in the Director’s Decision that “[t]he 

Board can and should make a determination of the real parties in interest or 

privity in any proceeding in which that determination may impact the 

underlying proceeding, for example, but not limited to, a time bar under 35 

U.S.C. § 315(b) or an estoppel under 35 U.S.C. § 315(e) that might apply,” 

and the grant of a good cause extension of time in this proceeding by the 

Chief Administrative Patent Judge to allow time for additional discovery and 

to consider a motion to dismiss this proceeding prior to issuing a Final 

Written Decision.   

Moreover, given that a determination of the real parties in interest 

issue may impact this proceeding pursuant to at least 35 U.S.C. § 315(e), it 

is hereby ORDERED that 
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(1) by September 18, 2023 (Due Date 3)2, MemoryWeb will file as 

exhibits in this proceeding the non-confidential exhibits filed in the 

Unified proceeding (IPR2021-01413) relevant to the RPI issue. 

Samsung will produce to MemoryWeb responsive non-privileged 

documents as follows: (i) all communications with Unified Patents 

relating to MemoryWeb, the ’228 patent, the Unified proceeding, 

or this IPR (IPR2022-00222); and (ii) all agreements or contracts 

between Samsung and Unified Patents, including Samsung’s 

membership agreement and any amendments or add-ons. 

Samsung may provide a declaration from a witness familiar with 

the documents it is producing.  MemoryWeb is allowed a 4-hour 

deposition of that witness. 

If a deposition of a Unified Patents’ witness is conducted, 

Samsung shall be entitled to participate and examine the witness 

after MemoryWeb has completed its examination. 

The parties will negotiate with Unified Patents in good faith 

regarding the production of documents, deposition scheduling and 

scope. 

Any deposition of a witness shall be conducted on a date 

acceptable to the parties and the witness, notwithstanding Due 

Date 3. 

(2) by September 29, 2023 (Due Date 4), MemoryWeb may file a 

Motion to Terminate (“Motion”) of up to 7000 words.  

MemoryWeb’s Motion may address at least: (1) estoppel under 35 

 
2 See Exhibit 3005 for parties’ proposed discovery schedule. 
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U.S.C. § 315(e)(1) as to claims 1–7, including addressing 

Samsung’s RPI status in the Unified proceeding, and (2) 

discretionary estoppel based on at least 35 U.S.C. § 315(d), 37 

CFR § 42.72, and 37 CFR § 42.5 as to claims 8–19. 

(3) by October 13, 2023 (Due Date 5), Samsung may file a response 

to MemoryWeb’s Motion of up to 7,000 words. 

If Samsung submits a declaration after Due Date 4, Samsung will 

make the declarant available for a deposition within 7 days of Due 

Date 5.  MemoryWeb may file a Motion for Observations on the 

cross examination of the witness (not to exceed 1,000 words) 

within 7 days of the deposition. 

(4) by October 27, 2023 (Due Date 6), MemoryWeb may file a reply 

to Samsung’s response brief not to exceed 3,500 words.  Each 

party may also file a Motion to Exclude. 

(5) by November 3, 2023 (Due Date 7), each party may file an 

opposition to the other party’s Motion to Exclude (if any). 

(6) an Oral Hearing on the subject matter addressed by the parties’ 

briefing and any attendant motions shall be held by video-

conference on November 13, 2023 (Due Date 8), at 1:00 pm 

Eastern time.  Each party shall have 1 hour (60 minutes) to 

address the relevant issues and may reserve an appropriate amount 

of time for rebuttal. 

 

 

 

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.


