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I. MANDATORY NOTICES 

A. Real Party-in-Interest 

The real party-in-interest is Apple Inc.  

B. Related Matters 

As of the filing date of this petition, the ’753 Patent has been asserted in: 

 STMicroelectronics v. Motorola Inc., 4:03-CV-00276 (E.D. Tex.);  

 Parthenon Unified Memory Architecture LLC v. Apple Inc., 

2-15-CV-00621 (E.D. Tex.); 

 Parthenon Unified Memory Architecture LLC v. Huawei Tech. Co., Ltd. et 

al., 2:14-CV-00687 (E.D. Tex.); 

 Parthenon Unified Memory Architecture LLC v. Motorola Mobility, Inc., 

2:14-CV-00689 (E.D. Tex.); 

 Parthenon Unified Memory Architecture LLC v. HTC Corp. et al., 

2:14-CV-00690 (E.D. Tex.); 

  Parthenon Unified Memory Architecture LLC v. LG Elec., Inc. et al., 

2:14-CV-00691 (E.D. Tex.); 

 Parthenon Unified Memory Architecture LLC v. Samsung Elecs. Co. Ltd. 

et al., No. 2:14-CV-00902 (E.D. Tex.); 

 Parthenon Unified Memory Architecture LLC v. Qualcomm Inc. et al., No. 

2:14-CV-00930 (E.D. Tex.); 
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 Parthenon Unified Memory Architecture LLC v. ZTE Corp. et al., No. 

2:15-CV-00225 (E.D. Tex.); and 

 Parthenon Unified Memory Architecture LLC v. LG Electronics 

MobileComm, USA, 2-15-CV-01950 (E.D. Tex.). 

Additionally, the ’753 Patent has been challenged in the following inter partes 

review proceedings:  

 IPR2015-01501 and IPR2016-00670. 

Apple Inc. is not a real party-in-interest in either of these proceedings. 

C. Lead and Back-up Counsel and Service Information 

Lead Counsel  
David W O’Brien 
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP 
2323 Victory Ave. Suite 700 
Dallas, TX 75219 

 
Phone: (512) 867-8457 
Fax: (214) 200-0853 
david.obrien.ipr@haynesboone.com 
USPTO Reg. No. 40,107 

Backup Counsel 
Andrew S. Ehmke 
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP 
2323 Victory Ave. Suite 700 
Dallas, TX 75219 

 
Phone: (214) 651-5116 
Fax: (214) 200-0853 
andy.ehmke.ipr@haynesboone.com 
USPTO Reg. No. 50,271 

Please address all correspondence to lead and back-up counsel. Petitioner consents 

to electronic service by email to the addresses listed above. 

II. GROUNDS FOR STANDING 

Petitioner certifies that the ’753 Patent is eligible for inter partes review and 

that Petitioner is not barred or estopped from requesting inter partes review 
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