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Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. §§ 311-319 and 37 C.F.R. § 42, Petitioner Alarm.com 

Inc. (“Petitioner”) respectfully requests Inter Partes Review of claims 3, 16, 24, 

32, 42, and 43 of U.S. Patent No. 6,147,601 (Ex. 1301, “the ’601 Patent”), which 

was filed on May 24, 1999, issued on November 14, 2000, and is currently 

assigned to Vivint, Inc. (“Vivint”) according to the US Patent and Trademark 

Office assignment records.  There is a reasonable likelihood that Petitioner will 

prevail with respect to at least one of the claims challenged in this Petition. 

I. MANDATORY NOTICES UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(a)(1) 

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

The Petitioner is Alarm.com Incorporated.  In addition, parent company 

Alarm.com Holdings, Inc. is a real-party-in-interest. 

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

Petitioner is not aware of any pending prosecution of the ’601 Patent.  

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(2), Petitioner states that the ’601 Patent is the 

subject of a patent infringement lawsuit by the assignee, Vivint, which may affect, 

or be affected by, a decision in this proceeding: Vivint, Inc. v. Alarm.com Inc., 

Case No. 2:15-cv-00392-CW (D. Utah, filed June 2, 2015).  Vivint has asserted six 

patents against Petitioner in the Utah litigation, four of which are from the same 

family—the ’601 Patent, U.S. Patent No. 6,462,654, U. S. Patent No. 6,535,123 

and U.S. Patent No. 6,717,513—and two unrelated patents (U.S. Patent Nos. 

6,924,727 and 7,884,713). 
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