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I. MANDATORY NOTICES 

A. Real Parties-in-Interest 

 The Petitioner Under Armour, Inc (“Petitioner” or “Under Armour”) and 

MapMyFitness, Inc., (“MapMyFitness”) which is a wholly-owned subsidiary of 

Under Armour, are the real parties-in-interest.  

B. Related Matters 

 As of the filing of this Petition, U.S. Patent No. 7,292,867 (the “867 Patent”) 

is involved in one pending litigation naming Petitioner and MapMyFitness as 

defendants:  adidas AG, et. al. v. Under Armour, Inc. and MapMyFitness, Inc., 

Case No. 14-130-GMS (D. Del.).  UA-1003. 

C. Lead and Back-up Counsel and Service Information 

 Petitioner designates Brian Ferguson (Reg. No. 36,801), available at 1300 I 

Street NW, Suite 900, Washington, DC 20005 (T: 202-682-7516), as Lead Counsel 

and Adrian Percer (Reg. No. 46,986), available at 201 Redwood Shores Parkway, 

Redwood Shores, CA 94065 (T: 650-802-3124), as Backup Counsel.  Please 

address all correspondence to lead and backup counsel.  Petitioner consents to 

service by electronic email (brian.ferguson@weil.com; adrian.percer@weil.com). 

II.  GROUNDS FOR STANDING 

 Petitioner certifies that the 867 Patent is available for inter partes review and 

that Petitioner is not barred or estopped from requesting inter partes review 

challenging the patent claims on the grounds identified in this Petition.  The 
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