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I. MANDATORY NOTICES (37 C.F.R. § 42.8(a)(1)) 

A. Real Party-In-Interest (37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(1)) 

The real parties in interest for this petition for Inter Partes Review (“IPR”) 

are Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. (“Petitioner”); Samsung Electronics America, 

Inc.; and Samsung Telecommunications America, LLC. 

B. Related Matters (37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(2)) 

 U.S. Patent No. 7,917,843 (“the ’843 Patent”) is currently the subject of 

litigation against multiple defendants in the District of Delaware, including the action 

captioned Arendi S.A.R.L. v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., Samsung Electronics 

America, Inc., and Samsung Telecommunications America, LLC (Civil Action No. 

12-1598 (LPS); the “Samsung Litigation”).  Other defendants in the Delaware 

litigations include LG Electronics, Inc. (C.A. No. 12-1595), Apple Inc. (C.A. No. 12-

1596), Blackberry Limited (C.A. No. 12-1597), Nokia Corp. (C.A. No. 12-1599), 

HTC Corp. (C.A. No. 12-1600), Motorola Mobility LLC (C.A. No. 12-1601), Sony 

Mobile Communications (USA) Inc. (C.A. No. 12-1602), Google Inc., (C.A. No. 13-

0919), and Yahoo! Inc., (C.A. No. 13-0920). 

The ’843 Patent is the subject of Case IPR2014-00208 that was instituted on 

June 11, 2014.  A Motion for Joinder to IPR2014-00208 accompanies the present 

petition.  The present proceeding seeks to institute trial on the sole ground that was 

instituted in IPR2014-00208.  Petitioner is also seeking Inter Partes Review of U.S. 
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