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Petitioner Universal Remote Control, Inc. (“URC” or “Petitioner”) hereby 

submits this Amended Petition for inter partes review of U.S. Patent No. 6,587,067 

(the “’067 patent,” attached as Ex. 1001) to address the matters raised in the 

communication from the PTAB dated January 30, 2013.  By this Amended 

Petition, Petitioner respectfully requests inter partes review of claims 1-6 of the 

'067 patent in accordance with 35 U.S.C. §§ 311–319 and 37 C.F.R. § 42.100 et 

seq. 

I. MANDATORY NOTICES 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(a)(1), URC provides the following mandatory 

disclosures. 

A. Real Party-In-Interest 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(1), Petitioner certifies that URC is the real 

party-in-interest. 

B. Related Matters 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(2), Petitioner states that claims 1-3 and 6 of 

the '067 patent are involved in the litigation styled Universal Electronics Inc., v. 

Universal Remote Control, Inc., Case No. SACV 12-00329 AG (JPRx) (C.D. Cal.), 

filed on March 2, 2012 (the “UEI Litigation”).  The UEI Litigation remains 

pending.  The patents-in-suit are U.S. Patent Nos. 5,414,426; 5,568,367; 5,614,906 

and 6,587,067. 
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