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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. 7,752,650 

SAMSUNG-1002 U.S. Patent No. 7,752,650 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 Appl. No. 08/449,097: 4/2/1998 Non-Final 
Rejection 

SAMSUNG-1007 U.S. Patent No. 7,752,649 to Harvey, et al. 

SAMSUNG-1008 Plaintiff’s Disclosure of Asserted Claims and 
Infringement Contents, 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 No. 4,536,791 to Campbell, et al. 
(“Campbell-1B”) 

SAMSUNG-1012  U.S. Patent No. 4,302,775 to Widergren, et al. 

SAMSUNG-1013 U.S. Patent Appl. No. 08/460,711: 7/22/1996 Non-Final 
Rejection. 
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SAMSUNG-1018 Plaintiff’s Identification of Claim Terms Requiring 
Construction, Personalized Media Communications, 
LLC. v. Apple Inc., C.A. No. 2:15-cv-01366-JRG-RSP 
(E.D.T.X. Jan. 27, 2016) 

SAMSUNG-1019 Institution Decision, Amazon.com, Inc. v. Personalized 
Media Communications, LLC, IPR2014-01532 (Paper 8) 
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SAMSUNG-1020 Plaintiff’s Joint Claim Construction Submission Exhibit 
A, Personalized Media Communications, LLC. v. 
Amazon.com, Inc., C.A. No. 1:13-cv-01608-RGA (D. 
Del. Sept. 23, 2014) 

SAMSUNG-1021 Personalized Media Communications LLC v. Zynga, 
Inc., C.A. No. 2:12-cv-68-JRG-RSP, 2013 WL 4630447 
(E.D.T.X. Aug. 28, 2013) 

SAMSUNG-1022 Examiner Interview Summary 

SAMSUNG-1023 U.S. Patent Appl. No. 08/460,711 12/21/2009 Ex Parte 
Quayle Action 

SAMSUNG-1024 U.S. Patent Appl. No. 08/460,711: 2/17/2010 Index of 
Claims 
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