IN THE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE
WESTERN DIVISION

B.E. TECHNOLOGY L.L.C,,
Paintiff,
V. C.A. No. 2:12-CV-02866-JPM-tmp

MOTOROLA MOBILITY
HOLDINGSLLC,

Defendant.
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DEFENDANT'SREPLY MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF ITSMOTION
TO TRANSFER VENUE PURSUANT TO 28 U.S.C. § 1404(a)
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B.E. Technology, L.L.C. (“B.E.”) does not dispute that the Northern District of California
is the locus of operative fact in this case. Specifically, B.E. does not contest that the Northern
Digtrict of Californiais: (i) the location of the vast mgority of relevant documents, including the
documents relating to the research, design, development, marketing, and sales information for
the accused products and services; (ii) the more convenient district for the vast majority of
witnesses; (iii) the more convenient district for at least 12 non-party witnesses; (iv) the only
district with subpoena power over at least 7 of those non-party witnesses;, (v) the more
convenient location for 11 of the other defendants B.E. has asserted its patents against in this
District;* (vi) the location of B.E.’s counsedl; (vii) a district whose trial statistics are comparable
to those of the Western District of Tennessee; (viii) the district that is home to 10 of the
companies B.E. has sued,? who employ thousands of employees in the state of California; and
therefore (ix) the district with the more significant interest in this dispute.

Rather, B.E. merely argues that the Western District of Tennessee is: (i) the home of one
of its employees (its CEO, Mr. Hoyle); (ii) the location of one of its witnesses (Mr. Hoyle); (iii)
the location of documents relating to the two patents B.E. has asserted in this litigation, currently
housed in Mr. Hoyle's family home; and (iv) one of severa districts it has registered to do
business in (registering in Tennessee only days before initiating this litigation campaign).
Additionally, in an apparent attempt to bolster its position that transfer should not be granted,
B.E. has requested that the Court adopt a consolidation plan that would require 19 different

defendants, a majority of whom are West Coast based, to travel to Tennessee for discovery

! These defendants include including Facebook, Inc., Linkedin Corp., Groupon, Inc., Pandora Media, Inc., Barnes &
Noble, Apple, Inc., Google Inc., Twitter, Inc., Sony Computer Entertainment America LLC, Sony Mobile
Communications (USA) Inc., and Sony Electronics Inc. Two additional defendants moved to transfer to the West
Coast: Spark Networks (Central District of California) and Microsoft (Western District of Washington).

2 While eleven defendants have moved to transfer to the Northern District of California, one of them, Sony Mobile
Communications (USA) Inc., is headquartered in Atlanta

1
705033135

DOCKET

A R M Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com.



https://www.docketalarm.com/

Nsights

Real-Time Litigation Alerts

g 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
O 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,

/ . o
Py ,0‘ opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

o ®
Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are
always at your fingertips.

-xplore Litigation

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more
informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of

knowing you're on top of things.

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.

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD? @ sales@docketalarm.com 1-866-77-FASTCASE




