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I. INTRODUCTION 

Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 311 et seq. and 37 C.F.R. § 42.1 et seq., Juniper 

Networks, Inc., Brocade Communications Systems, Inc. and Ruckus Wireless, Inc. 

(collectively “Petitioners”) hereby petition for an inter partes review of U.S. Patent 

No. 5,659,891 (“the ’891 Patent”).  Petitioners submit that Claims 1-5 (the 

“Challenged Claims”) of the ’891 Patent are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103 in 

view of the prior art discussed herein.  This Petition demonstrates by a 

preponderance of the evidence that there is a reasonable likelihood that Petitioners 

will prevail with respect to at least one of these claims.  Accordingly, Petitioners 

respectfully request that the Board institute an inter partes review of the ’891 

Patent pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.108. 

II. MANDATORY NOTICES UNDER 37 C.F.R. §42.8 

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

The real-parties in interest for this Petition are Juniper Networks, Inc., 

Brocade Communications Systems, Inc., and Ruckus Wireless, Inc.  Petitioners 

also identify Hewlett Packard Enterprise Company, HP Inc., Aruba Networks, Inc., 

and ARRIS Group, Inc. as real-parties in interest at this time.1  

                                           
1 Out of an abundance of caution, Petitioners are identifying and naming Hewlett 

Packard Enterprise Company, HP Inc., Aruba Networks, Inc., and ARRIS Group, 
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