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I. INTRODUCTION 

Eight months after defendant Apple Inc. (“Apple”) announced its new Tap to Pay feature, 

plaintiff Aire Technology (“Aire”) seeks to amend its preliminary infringement contentions to add 

independent claim 13 of U.S. Patent No. 8,205,249 (“’249 patent”), which Aire contends reads on 

that feature.  During that eight-month period, the parties have been preparing their respective cases 

and engaging in multiple case-related activities, including Markman briefing and fact discovery, 

and not once did Aire inform Apple that Aire was investigating or considering asserting claim 13.  

Aire has failed to meet its burden of showing good cause for its amendment.   

First, Aire does not even purport to show diligence since Apple announced its Tap to Pay 

feature eight months ago.  Yet, all the functionality cited in Aire’s proposed amended contentions 

was publicly announced in February 2022.  Aire instead argues that it could not accuse Tap to Pay 

earlier because it was unavailable for “real-world use” until this summer—but does not explain 

how this later alleged “use” substantiates its claim of diligence.  In fact, Aire asserted privilege 

over any such investigation, and the law prohibits it from using that assertion both as a sword to 

establish diligence and a shield to prevent Apple from investigating that allegation of diligence.   

Second, this amendment is not important.  Aire already asserts all twelve other claims from 

the ’249 patent against the same products (iPhones) accused of infringing claim 13.  Aire does not 

contend that claim 13 has any purported strategic importance in this case—nor could it, since most 

of its infringement theory relies on the same technical features from Apple Pay already accused.  

Instead, Aire’s only argument for importance is premised on avoiding a follow-on lawsuit asserting 

claim 13—but the doctrine of claim splitting would prohibit such suit, sinking Aire’s argument 

about the efficiency to be gained by allowing the amendment.  Moreover, that Aire failed to act 

with diligence confirms that the amendment cannot be that important to Aire.   

Third, this amendment would prejudice Apple and waste Court and party resources.  Aire 
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seeks leave to amend within weeks of the one-year statutory deadline to file an IPR petition. And, 

if granted, Aire’s amendment would raise new claim construction issues in this case, even though 

the parties have already completed claim construction discovery and briefing.  The parties have 

also engaged in fact discovery in reliance on the scope set forth in Aire’s preliminary contentions.  

No continuance could address the fast-approaching IPR deadline, and only a significant 

continuance of case deadlines would provide Apple the same amount of time to prepare its 

invalidity contentions against claim 13 that Apple would have had if Aire acted diligently.  Further, 

the parties should be working at this stage to narrow, not expand the suit, as the Court-ordered 

deadlines for narrowing the number of asserted claims is approaching.  

The Court should deny Aire’s motion.  However, if the Court is inclined to grant it, Apple 

respectfully requests the Court at least extend the deadline for Apple’s final invalidity contentions 

until January 31, 2023, to allow Apple additional time to investigate and develop its invalidity 

theories for this new claim.  Aire has indicated it would not oppose a reasonable extension, and 

although this extension would not cure or reverse the prejudice to Apple, it would give additional 

time needed to address this additional asserted claim while having no impact on subsequent case 

deadlines.   

II. BACKGROUND 

Aire filed this lawsuit on October 22, 2021, asserting three patents, including the ’249 

patent.  On January 20, 2022, Aire served its preliminary infringement contentions, asserting 

claims 1-12, but not claim 13, of the ’249 patent against the Apple iPhone.  See D.I. 63-3 (original 

’249 patent PIC chart).  Claims 1-12 are directed to a “portable data carrier” arranged in a certain 

manner, that communicates with a “terminal” device.  See D.I. 1-2 (Complaint, Ex. 2 (’249 

patent)).  In contrast, claims 13 is directed to the “terminal” that communicates with the “portable 

data carrier” that is arranged in a particular manner.  Id.   

Case 6:21-cv-01101-ADA   Document 66   Filed 10/07/22   Page 5 of 15

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.


