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I. MANDATORY NOTICES

A. Real Party-in-Interest

Intel Corporation (“Petitioner”) is the real party-in-interest.

B. Related Matters

There are currently several different litigation matters that would affect or be 

affected by a decision in the proceeding.  Additionally, Petitioner is filing

additional Petitions for Inter Partes review in several patents related1 to U.S.

Patent No. 7,147,759 (“’759 Patent”) (Ex. 1101). A complete list of the related 

litigations is submitted herewith as Exhibit 1120.

C. Counsel

Lead Counsel:  Richard Goldenberg  (Registration No. 38,895)

Backup Counsel:  David L. Cavanaugh (Registration No. 36,476)

D. Service Information

E-mail: David.Cavanaugh@wilmerhale.com; 

Richard.Goldenberg@wilmerhale.com

Post and hand delivery: Wilmer, Cutler, Pickering, Hale and Dorr, LLP

1875 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC   20006 

Telephone: 202-663-6000 Fax: 202-663-6363

1 The related patents, e.g., name the same alleged inventor. 
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