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I. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF RELIEF REQUESTED (37 
C.F.R. § 42.22(A)) 

 General Electric Co. (“Petitioner”) petitions for the institution of inter partes 

review of claims 1-5, 10-16, 20, and 21 (the “Challenged Claims”) of U.S. Patent 

No. 8,199,740 to James M. Dabbs, III et al (“the ’740 Patent,” attached as Ex. 

1002). USPTO records indicate that the ’740 Patent is assigned to GroupChatter, 

LLC (“Patent Owner” or “P.O.”), which is currently asserting the ’740 Patent 

against Petitioner in a concurrent litigation. See Ex. 1013. 

II. MANDATORY NOTICES 

A. Real Parties-in-Interest 

 In addition to General Electric Co., Patent Owner also asserted the ’740 

Patent against GE Energy Management Services, LLC and GE Grid Solutions, 

LLC. 

 Petitioner identifies General Electric Co. (Petitioner), General Electric 

International, Inc., Alstom SA, New Alstom Holdings BV, Grid Alliance US 

Holdings, Inc., Grid Solutions (U.S.) LLC (“Grid Solutions,” which is a joint 

venture between GE and Alstom SA), and Grid Solutions’ subsidiaries GE Energy 

Management Services, LLC, GE Grid Solutions, LLC, and Alstom Grid LLC as 

the real parties-in-interest. 

 Pursuant to vendor agreements, Petitioner has sent indemnification requests 

to the following entities: On-Ramp Wireless, Inc., Silver Spring Networks, Inc., 
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