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I. MANDATORY NOTICES 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(a)(1), BlackBerry Corp. (“BlackBerry” or 

“Petitioner”) provides the following mandatory disclosures. 

Real Party-in-Interest: Blackberry Corp. and Blackberry Ltd. are the real 

parties-in-interest. 

Related Matters: Petitioner states that U.S. Patent No. 6,493,770 (“the ’770 

patent,” Ex. 1001) is asserted in co-pending litigation captioned Cypress 

Semiconductor Corp. v. Blackberry Ltd. et al., Case No. 5:13-cv-04183-HRL 

(N.D. Cal.), complaint filed on September 10, 2013 and served September 12, 

2013.  The ’770 patent is also involved in co-pending litigation captioned Cypress 

Semiconductor Corp. v. LG Electronics, Inc. et al., No. 4:13-cv-04034-SBA (N.D. 

Cal.). 

On August 27, 2014, LG Electronics, Inc., LG Electronics U.S.A., Inc., and 

LG Electronics MobileComm U.S.A., Inc (collectively, “LGE”) filed a petition for 

inter partes review against claims 1–3, 5, 7, 10–13, and 15–20 of the ’770 patent.  

(IPR2014-01405.)  The ’770 patent claims priority to U.S. Patent No. 6,249,825 

(“the ’825 patent”) and U.S. Patent No. 6,012,103 (“the ’103 patent”).  On August 

26, 2014, LGE filed a petition for inter partes review against claims 14–16, 18–20, 

and 23–27 of the ’103 patent.  (IPR2014-01386.)  On August 27, 2014, LGE filed a 
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