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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 

As of the filing date of this petition and to the best knowledge of the 

Petitioner, U.S. Patent No. 7,525,484 (“the ’484 patent”) is involved in the 

following litigation: TracBeam, LLC v. Cisco Systems Inc. (6-17-cv-00525, E.D. 

Tex.).  

The ’484 patent has been the subject of prior Inter Partes proceedings, for 

example, Apple, Inc. v. TracBeam LLC (IPR2015-01696), Apple, Inc. v. TracBeam 

LLC (IPR2015-01697), T-Mobile US, Inc. v. TracBeam LLC (IPR2015-01711), 

and T-Mobile US, Inc. v. TracBeam LLC (IPR2016-00728) include challenges to at 

least some of the claims challenged in this Petition.  However, the Petitioner Cisco 

Systems, Inc. was not a party in these proceedings, and they are now terminated. 

C. Lead and Back-up Counsel and Service Information 

Lead Counsel 
David L. McCombs 
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP 
2323 Victory Ave. Suite 700 
Dallas, TX 75219 

 
Phone:  214-651-5533 
Fax:  214-200-0853 
david.mccombs.ipr@haynesboone.com 
USPTO Reg. No. 32,271 
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