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Mandatory Notices  

1. Real Parties-in-Interest  

 CommScope Technologies LLC, CommScope, Inc. of North Carolina, 

CommScope, Inc, and CommScope Holding Company, Inc. are the real parties-in-

interest. 

2. Related Matters  

 The challenged patent was asserted against petitioner in a complaint in Dali 

Wireless, Inc. v. CommScope Technologies LLC et al, Case No. 1:19-cv-00952-

MN (D. Del.).  The complaint was served on August 16, 2019.   

3. Lead and Back-Up Counsel  

Lead Counsel Backup Counsel 
Philip P. Caspers, Reg. No. 33,227  
Capella Tower, Suite 4200 
225 South Sixth Street 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 
pcaspers@carlsoncaspers.com 
Phone: 612.436.9617 
Fax: 612.436.9605 

Samuel A. Hamer, Reg. No. 46,754 
Capella Tower, Suite 4200 
225 South Sixth Street 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 
shamer@carlsoncaspers.com 
Phone: 612.436.9615 
Fax: 612.436.9605 

4. Service Information 

 Please address all correspondence and service to both counsel listed above. 

Petitioner consents to service by email at the email addresses listed.   
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