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Certificate of Interest 
 
Counsel for Amici Curiae Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., Samsung Electronics 
America, Inc., and Samsung Telecommunications America, LLC certifies the 
following to the best of his knowledge: 
 
1.  The full name of every party or amicus represented by me is: 
 
 Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.,  
 Samsung Electronics America, Inc., and  
 Samsung Telecommunications America, LLC. 
 
2. The names of the real party in interest (if the party named in the caption is 

not the real party in interest) represented by me is: 
 
 N/A 
 
3.  All parent corporations and any publicly held companies that own 10 percent 

 or more of the stock of the party or amici curiae represented by me are: 
 
 For Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.:  None 
 
 For Samsung Electronics America, Inc.: Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. 
 
 For Samsung Telecommunications America, LLC: Samsung Electronics 

America, Inc. 
 
4.  The names of all law firms and the partners or associates that appeared for 

 the party or amicus now represented by me in the trial court or agency or are 
 expected to appear in this court are: 

 
 DLA Piper LLP (US):  Aaron G. Fountain, Brian K. Erickson, and Mark D.  
     Fowler 
 

Dated:  May 4, 2015   
      /s/ Brian Erickson 
      Brian Erickson
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