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 1 
 

Petitioners Apple Inc., Google Inc., and Motorola Mobility LLC 

(collectively, “Petitioners”) respectfully petition for inter partes review of claims 

1-44 of U.S. Patent No. 7,917,843 (“the '843 patent” (Ex. 1001)) in accordance 

with 35 U.S.C. §§ 311-319 and 37 C.F.R. § 42.100 et seq. 

I. NOTICES AND STATEMENTS 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(1), Apple Inc. (“Apple”) is the real party-in-

interest for Petitioner Apple.  Google Inc. (“Google”) is the real party-in-interest 

for Petitioner Google.  Motorola Mobility LLC (“Motorola Mobility”) is the real 

party-in-interest for Petitioner Motorola Mobility. 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(2), Petitioners identify the following related 

matters.  On November 29, 2012, the Patent Owner filed suit against Apple and 

Motorola Mobility, among others, in the U.S. District Court for the District of 

Delaware alleging infringement of several patents, including the '843 patent.  See 

Arendi S.A.R.L. v. Apple Inc., No. 1:12-cv-01596-LPS (D. Del.); Arendi S.A.R.L. v. 

Motorola Mobility LLC, Case No. 1:12-cv-01601-LPS (D. Del.).  The Complaint 

was served on Motorola Mobility on November 30, 2012 and on Apple on 

December 3, 2012.  Thus, this Petition has been filed within one year of Apple and 

Google (which owns Motorola Mobility) being served a complaint alleging 

infringement of the '843 patent.  35 U.S.C. § 315(b); 37 C.F.R. § 42.101(b). 
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