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Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. §§ 311-319 and 37 C.F.R. §§ 42.100 et seq., Talari 

Networks, Inc. (“Petitioner”) hereby respectfully requests inter partes review of 

claims 4, 5, 7-15, and 19 (“Challenged Claims”) of U.S. Patent No. 6,775,235 (Ex. 

1001; “the ’235 Patent”) which issued on August 10, 2004.  As explained in this 

Petition, there exists a reasonable likelihood that Petitioner will prevail with 

respect to at least one of the Challenged Claims.  The Challenged Claims are 

unpatentable over the prior art publications identified and applied in this Petition. 

I. MANDATORY NOTICES 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8, Petitioner provides the following disclosures: 

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

Petitioner, Talari Networks, Inc., located at 1 Almaden Blvd., Suite 200, San 

Jose, California 95113, is the real party-in-interest for the instant petition. 

B. Related Matters (37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(2)) 

The ’235 Patent is currently involved in a pending lawsuit involving 

Petitioner originally captioned FatPipe, Inc. v. Talari Networks, Inc., United States 

District Court For the Eastern District Of Texas, Case No. 6:15-CV-458.  On 

February 2, 2016, the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas 

ordered the case to be to be transferred to the Western Division of the United 

States District Court for the Eastern District of North Carolina, Case No. 5:16-CV-

54-BO (“the District Court Litigation”).  (Ex. 1008.)   
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