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I. MANDATORY NOTICES

A. Real Party-in-Interest

GLOBALFOUNDRIES US, Inc., GLOBALFOUNDRIES Dresden Module

One LLC & Co. KG, GLOBALFOUNDRIES Dresden Module Two LLC & Co.

KG (collectively, “Petitioner”) are the real parties-in—interest.

B. Related Matters

Zond has asserted US. Patent No. 6,853,142 (“’ 142 Patent”) (Ex. 1401)

against numerous parties in the District of Massachusetts. See List of Related

Litigations (Ex. 1420). Petitioner is also filing additional Petitions for Inter Partes

review in several patents that name the same alleged inventor. The below-listed

claims of the ’142 Patent are presently the subject of two substantially identical

petitions for inter partes review with Case Nos. IPR2014—00498 and IPR2014-

01016. Petitioner plans to seek joinder with IPR2014-00498.

C. Counsel

Lead Counsel: David M. Tennant (Reg. No. 48,362)

Backup Counsel: Dohm Chankong (Reg. No. 70,524)

D. Service Information

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(4), papers concerning this matter should be

served on the following. Petitioner consents to electronic service.

David M. Tennant (Reg. No. 48,362)

E-mail: dtennant@whitecase.com

-1-
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