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I. Mandatory Notices (37 C.F.R. § 42.8) 

A. Real Party-in-Interest 

The real parties-in-interest are Yissum Research Development Company of 

the Hebrew University of Jerusalem and HumanEyes Technologies Ltd.  

B. Related matters 

The following are judicial or administrative matters that would affect, or be 

affected by a decision in this proceeding: 

1. IPR2013-00218, Inter partes review of U.S. Patent No. 6,665,003 (the 

“’003 Patent”). 

2. HumanEyes Technologies Ltd. V. Sony Electronics Inc. et al., 1-12-

cv-00398 (D. Del.). 

 

C. Lead and Back-up Counsel and Service Information 

Lead Counsel Back-up Counsel 

David L. McCombs 

HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP 

2323 Victory Ave. Suite 700 

Dallas, TX 75219 

 

(214) 651-5533 

david.mccombs.ipr@haynesboone.com  

 

USPTO Customer No. 27683 

USPTO Reg. No. 32,271 

 

David M. O’Dell 

HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP 

2323 Victory Ave. Suite 700 

Dallas, TX 75219 

 

(972) 739-8635 

david.odell.ipr@haynesboone.com 

 

USPTO Customer No. 27683 

USPTO Reg. No.  42,044 
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