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Sony Electronics, Inc., Sony Mobile Communications, Inc., Sony Mobile 

Communications AB and Sony Mobile Communications (USA), Inc. 
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Corporation, et al., C.A. No. 2:15-cv-342, (E.D. Tex.) and Raytheon Company v. Samsung 

Electronics Co., Ltd. et al., C.A. No. 2-15-cv-00341 (E.D. Tex.).  Both cases were filed 

March 6, 2015 and remain pending. 
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Please address all correspondence to the lead counsel at the addresses shown 

above.  Petitioners consent to electronic service by email at the following addresses:  
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