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Apple Inc. (“Petitioner” or “Apple”) petitions for Inter Partes Review (“IPR”) under 35 

U.S.C. §§ 311–319 and 37 C.F.R. § 42 of claims 1, 10 and 19 (“the Challenged Claims”) of 

U.S. Patent No. 5,915,210 (“the ‘210 patent”).  As explained in this petition, there exists a 

reasonable likelihood that Apple will prevail with respect to at least one of the Challenged 

Claims.  Apple respectfully submits that an IPR should be instituted, and that the Chal-

lenged Claims should be canceled as unpatentable. 

I. MANDATORY NOTICES UNDER 37 C.F.R § 42.8(a)(1) 

A. Real Party-In-Interest Under 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(1) 

 Petitioner, Apple Inc., is the real party-in-interest. 

B. Related Matters Under 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(2) 

Apple is not aware of any terminal disclaimers for the ‘210 Patent.  The ‘210 Patent 

is presently involved in five pending litigations (the Litigations), one of which names Apple 

as a defendant: Mobile Telecommunications Technologies, LLC v. Sprint Nextel Corp., 

Case No. 2:12-CV-832 (E.D. Tex.); Mobile Telecommunications Technologies, LLC v. Apple 

Inc., Case No. 2:13-CV-258 (E.D. Tex.) (hereinafter “the Apple litigation”); Mobile Telecom-

munications Technologies, LLC v. Leap Wireless International, Inc., Case No. 2-13-CV-885 

(E.D. Tex.); Mobile Telecommunications Technologies, LLC v. T-Mobile USA, Inc., Case 

No. 2-13-CV-886 (E.D. Tex.); and Mobile Telecommunications Technologies, LLC v. Sam-

sung Telecommunications America, LLC, Case No. 2:13-CV-259 (E.D. Tex.). 
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