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I. MANDATORY NOTICES 

A. Real Party-in-Interest 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(1), Unified Patents Inc. (“Unified” or 

“Petitioner”) certifies that Unified is the real party-in-interest, and further certifies 

that no other party exercised control or could exercise control over Unified’s 

participation in this proceeding, the filing of this petition, or the conduct of any 

ensuing trial. In this regard, Unified has submitted voluntary discovery. See 

EX1011 (Unified Patents Inc.’s Voluntary Interrogatories). 

B. Related Matters 

U.S. Pat. No. 6,466,983 (“’983 patent” (EX1001)) is owned by Plano 

Encryption Technologies, LLC (“Plano” or “Patent Owner”) according to the 

assignment records of the United States Patent and Trademark Office.  

C. Counsel 

P. Andrew Riley will act as lead counsel; Jonathan Stroud and James Stein 

will act as backup counsel. 

D. Service Information, Email, Hand Delivery, and Postal 

Petitioner consents to electronic service, and request patent owners do the 

same. Petitioner can be served at Plano983IPR@finnegan.com and 

jonathan@unifiedpatents.com. P. Andrew Riley and James D. Stein can be reached 

at Finnegan, Henderson, Farabow, Garrett & Dunner, L.L.P., 901 New York 
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