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attention the attached decisions instituting infer partes review of all of claims that plaintiff
HumanEyes Technologies Ltd. (“HumanEyes”) has asserted against Sony to date. A copy of the
decisions instituting infer partes review are attached as Exhibits A-D.

Prior to filing its motion to stay (D.1. 29), Sony petitioned for inter paries review of the
claims of the patents-in-suit, U.S. Patent No. 6,665,003 (the “’003 patent”) and U.S. Patent No.
7,477,284 (the *’284 patent”), that HumanEyes had asserted in its ITC Complaint against Sony.
On September 23, 2013, the Patent Trial and Appeal Board (“PTAB”) issued decisions
instituting infer partes review of all of the petitioned claims of each of the patent-in-suits. See
Exhibits A, B.

After HumanEyes identified new claims (that had not been asserted in the ITC
Investigation) in its Opposition to Sony’s Motion to Stay (D.1. 34 at 13-14), Sony petitioned for
inter partes review of these newly identified claims. On September 24, 2013, the PTAB issued
decisions instituting inter partes review of all of these newly identified claims. See Exhibits C,
D.

On September 23, 2013, the PTAB also set identical schedules for the proceedings
instituted in accordance with the decisions issued on that date (see Exhibits E and F attached
hereto), with oral argument set for June 18, 2014. On September 24, 2013, the PTAB granted
Sony’s motions to join the inter partes reviews of the newly identified claims with the infer

partes reviews of the claims in the initial petitions (see Exhibits G and H attached hereto).
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