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I. INTRODUCTION 

Apple Inc. (“Petitioner” or “Apple”) petitions for Inter Partes Review (“IPR”) 

under 35 U.S.C. §§311-319 and 37 C.F.R., Part 42, of claims 1 through 7 (“the IPR 

Claims”) of U.S. Patent No. 7,848,439 (“the ’439 Patent”), and asserts there is a 

reasonable likelihood that it will prevail with respect to each of the IPR Claims. 

Therefore, Petitioner respectfully requests cancellation of the IPR Claims. 

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

A. Real Parties-In-Interest (§42.8 (b)(1)) 

The real parties-in-interest is Apple Inc. 

B. Related Matters (§42.8 (b)(2)) 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(2), Petitioner is aware of the following 

pending patent infringement lawsuits involving the ’439 Patent: 

• INVT SPE LLC v. Apple, Inc., Case No. 2:17-cv-03738 (New Jersey); 

• INVT SPE LLC v. HTC Corporation and HTC America, Inc., Case No. 

2:17-cv-03740 (New Jersey); 

• INVT SPE LLC v. ZTE Corporation and ZTE (USA) Inc., Case No. 2:17-
cv-06522 (New Jersey); and 

• Certain KTE- and 3G-Compliant Cellular Communications Devices, Inv. 
No 337-TA-1138 (ITC). 

C. Lead and Backup Counsel (§42.8 (b)(3)) 

Apple appoints Adam P. Seitz (Reg. No. 52,206) of Erise IP, as Lead Counsel, 

and appoints Paul R. Hart (Reg. No. 59,646), of the same firm as Back-Up Counsel. 
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