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I. MANDATORY NOTICES 

A. Real Party-in-Interest  

The Petitioner and real party in interest is Cisco Systems, Inc. 

B. Related Matters 

To the best knowledge of the Petitioner, U.S. Patent No. 8,611,404 (“the 

’404 Patent”) is involved in the following litigations:  

Name Number Court Filed 

TQ Delta LLC v. ADTRAN Inc. 1-14-cv-00954 DED Jul. 17, 2014 

TQ Delta LLC v. Comcast Cable 
Comms. LLC  

1-15-cv-00611 DED Jul. 17, 2015 

TQ Delta LLC v. CoxCom, LLC  1-15-cv-00612 DED Jul. 17, 2015 

TQ Delta LLC v. DIRECTV  1-15-cv-00613 DED Jul. 17, 2015 

TQ Delta LLC v. DISH Network Corp. 1-15-cv-00614 DED Jul. 17, 2015 

TQ Delta LLC v Time Warner Cable 
Inc. 

1-15-cv-00615 DED Jul. 17, 2015 

TQ Delta LLC v. Verizon Comms., Inc. 1-15-cv-00616 DED Jul. 17, 2015 

 
The ’404 Patent is also involved in the following related matter:  

Name Number Court Filed 

Petition for Inter Partes Review of the 
’404 Patent by ARRIS Group, Inc. 

IPR2016-01160 PTAB Jun. 6, 2016 
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