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I. MANDATORY NOTICES 

A. Real Parties-in-Interest 

Research In Motion Corporation (“Petitioner”) and Research In Motion 

Limited are the real parties-in-interest. 

B. Related Matters 

The following matters would affect or be affected by a decision in this 

proceeding: MobileMedia Ideas LLC v. Apple, Inc., 10-cv-00258 (D. Del.); 

MobileMedia Ideas LLC v. Research In Motion Ltd. et al., 11-cv-02353 (N.D. 

Tex); and Sandisk Corp. v. Mobile Media Ideas LLC, 11-cv-00597 (N.D. Cal.).  

C. Counsel 

Lead Counsel: Robert C. Mattson (Registration No. 42,850) 

Backup Counsel: Soumya Panda (Registration No. 60,447) 

D. Service Information 

Email: CPdocketMattson@oblon.com 

Post: Oblon Spivak, 1940 Duke St., Alexandria, VA 22314 

Telephone: 703-412-6466  Facsimile: 703-413-2220 

II. CERTIFICATION OF GROUNDS FOR STANDING 

Petitioner certifies pursuant to Rule 42.104(a) that the patent for which 

review is sought is available for inter partes review and that Petitioner is not 

barred or estopped from requesting an inter partes review challenging the patent 

claims on the grounds identified in this Petition. 
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