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EXHIBITS 

SAMSUNG-1001 Declaration of Stuart Lipoff Under 37 C.F.R. § 1.68 in 
Support of Petition for Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent 
No. 7,752,649 

SAMSUNG-1002 U.S. Patent No. 7,752,649 to Harvey, et al. 

SAMSUNG-1003 U.S. Patent No. 4,694,490 to Harvey, et al 

SAMSUNG-1004 U.S. Patent Appl. No. 08/449,097: 8/27/1996 Non-Final 
Rejection 

SAMSUNG-1005  Continuity Data of U.S. Patent Appl. No. 07/096,096 

SAMSUNG-1006  U.S. Patent No. 7,752,650 to Harvey, et al. 

SAMSUNG-1007 U.S. Patent Appl. No. 08/449,097: 4/2/1998 Non-Final 
Rejection 

SAMSUNG-1008 Plaintiff’s Disclosure of Asserted Claims and 
Infringement Contentions, Personalized Media 
Communications, LLC v. Samsung Electronics America, 
Inc. et al., Civil Action No. 2:15-cv-01754-JRG-RSP 
(E.D. Texas Feb. 8, 2016) 

SAMSUNG-1009  U.S. Patent No. 4,789,895 to Mustafa, et al. 

SAMSUNG-1010  U.S. Patent No. 4,215,369 to Iijima 

SAMSUNG-1011 U.S. Patent Appl. No. 08/449,097: 10/2/1998 
Amendment 

SAMSUNG-1012  U.S. Patent No. 8,559,635 to Harvey, et al. 

SAMSUNG-1013 Claim Construction Order in Apple v. PMC IPR2016-
00753 re 649 patent 
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