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INTRODUCTORY STATEMENT 

Radware, Inc. (“Radware” or “Petitioner”) in accordance with 35 U.S.C. 

§§311-319 and 37 C.F.R. §§42.1-.80, 41.100-41.123, respectfully requests inter 

partes review and cancellation of claims 1-7, 10-12, 14-15, and 19-26 of U.S. 

Patent No. 6,311,278 (“’278 Patent” or “Raanan”) as anticipated and/or obvious 

under 35 U.S.C. §§102 and 103. The U.S. Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO) 

assignment records indicate that Raanan is assigned to F5 Networks, Inc. (“Patent 

Owner”). 

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

A. Real Parties-in-Interest (37 C.F.R. §42.8(b)(1)) 

The real party-in-interest is Radware, a corporation organized under the laws 

of New Jersey.  Radware is not barred by operation of estoppel to submit this 

Petition for inter partes review. 

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

Raanan (Ex. 1001) is asserted against Petitioner in litigation, F5 Networks, 

Inc. v. Radware, Inc., Case No. 16-cv-480-RAJ, pending in the United States 

District Court for the Western District of Washington.  The complaint was filed on 

April 4, 2016 (Ex. 1002) and served on April 7, 2016 (Ex. 1003).  Petitioner is not 

aware of any pending prosecution or administrative proceedings concerning 

Raanan. 
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C. Designation of Lead and Back-Up Counsel (37 C.F.R. 
§42.8(b)(3)) 

Petitioner provides the following designation of counsel.  Please address all 

correspondence to lead and back-up counsel. 

LEAD COUNSEL BACK-UP COUNSEL 

Fabio E. Marino (Cal. SBN 183825) 
Registration No. 43,339 
fmarino@mwe.com 
 
McDermott Will & Emery 
275 Middlefield Road, Suite 100 
Menlo Park, CA 94025-4004 
Tel:  (650) 815-7605 

Barrington E. Dyer (Cal. SBN 264762) 
Pro Hac Vice to be requested  
bdyer@mwe.com 
 
McDermott Will & Emery 
275 Middlefield Road, Suite 100 
Menlo Park, CA 94025-4004 
Tel:  (650) 815-7612 

D. Grounds for Standing (37 C.F.R. §42.104(a)) 

Petitioner certifies that Raanan is eligible for inter partes review and further 

certifies that Petitioner is not barred or otherwise estopped from requesting inter 

partes review challenging the identified claims on the grounds in the present 

Petition.  This Petition is filed within one year of the date Petitioner was served 

with a complaint of infringement of Raanan.  A true copy of the Proof of Service 

of Summons and Complaint, showing the date of service of April 7, 2016 is 

included as Ex. 1003.  Petitioner has not filed a civil action challenging the validity 

of a claim of Raanan.  35 U.S.C. §315(a). 
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