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Coalition For Affordable Drugs XI LLC ("CFAD" or "Petitioner") requests 

inter partes review of claims 1 - 3 of U.S.  Patent No. 8,486,972 ("the '972 Patent") 

(Exhibit 1001) assigned to Insys Pharma, Inc. (“Insys”). 

 

NOTICE OF LEAD AND BACKUP COUNSEL 

Lead Counsel: Backup Counsel: 

Dr. Gregory J. Gonsalves 

Reg. No. 43,639 

2216 Beacon Lane 

Falls Church, VA 22043 

(571) 419-7252 
gonsalves@gonsalveslawfirm.com 

Christopher Casieri 

McNeely, Hare & War LLP 

12 Roszel Road, Suite C104 

Princeton, NJ 08540 

Phone: 609 731 3668 

chris@miplaw.com 

 

 

NOTICE OF EACH REAL-PARTY-IN-INTEREST 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(1), Petitioner certifies that Coalition For 

Affordable Drugs XI LLC (“CFAD”), Hayman Credes Master Fund, L.P. 

(“Credes”), Hayman Orange Fund SPC – Portfolio A (“HOF”), Hayman Capital 

Master Fund, L.P. (“HCMF”), Hayman Capital Management, L.P. (“HCM”), 

Hayman Offshore Management, Inc. (“HOM”), Hayman Investments, L.L.C. 

(“HI”), nXn Partners, LLC (“nXnP”), IP Navigation Group, LLC (“IPNav”), J Kyle 

Bass, and Erich Spangenberg are the real parties in interest (collectively, “RPI”). 

The RPI hereby certify the following information: CFAD is a wholly owned 
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