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I. Compliance With Requirements For A Petition For Inter Partes Review

A. Certification the ’151 Patent May Be Contested by Petitioner

Petitioner certifies that U.S. Patent No. 7,490,151 (the ’151 Patent) (Ex. 

1001) is available for inter partes review.  Petitioner certifies that it is not barred or 

estopped from requesting inter partes review of the claims of the ’151 patent on 

the grounds identified in this Petition.  Neither Petitioner, nor any party in privity 

with Petitioner, has filed a civil action challenging the validity of any claim of the 

’151 patent.  As explained below, the ’151 patent has not been the subject of a 

prior inter partes review by Petitioner or a privy of Petitioner, and neither 

Petitioner, nor any party in privity with Petitioner, has been served with a

complaint alleging infringement of any claim of the ’151 patent.  

B. Fee for Inter Partes Review (§ 42.15(a))

The Director is authorized to charge the fee specified by 37 CFR § 42.15(a) 

to Deposit Account No. 20-0780.  

II. Mandatory Notices (37 CFR § 42.8(b)) 

A. Real Party in interest (§ 42.8(b)(1))

The real party in interest of this petition pursuant to § 42.8(b)(1) is RPX 

Corporation (“RPX”) located at One Market Plaza, Steuart Tower, Suite 800, San 

Francisco, California  94105.   

RPX is the leading provider of patent risk solutions, offering defensive 

buying, acquisition syndication, patent intelligence, insurance services, and 
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