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EXHIBIT LIST1 

EX1001 U.S. Patent No. 8,850,507 to Reisman (the “’507 patent”) 

EX1002 U.S. Patent No. 8,893,212 to Reisman (the “’212 patent”) 

EX1003 U.S. Patent No. 6,910,068 (“Zintel”) 

EX1004 U.S. Patent No. 7,483,958 (“Elabbady”) 

EX1005 U.S. Provisional Application No. 60/278804 (“Elabbady Provisional”) 

EX1006 U.S. Application Publication No. 2001/0042107 (“Palm”) 

EX1007 U.S. Patent No. 7,130,616 (“Janik”) 

EX1008 U.S. Patent No. 6,847,778 (“Vallone”) 

EX1009 Declaration of Dr. Wolfe 

EX1010 Windows ME White Paper 

EX1011 Miller et al., Home Networking with Universal Plug and Play, IEEE 
0163-6804 (Dec. 2001) 

EX1012 Steinfeld, Devices that Play Together, Work Together (Sept. 2001) 

EX1013 Bell et al., A Call For The Home Media Network (May 2001) 

EX1014 UPnP Newsletter 3Q00 

EX1015 UPnP Newsletter 4Q00 

EX1016 UPnP Newsletter 1Q01 

                                           
1 For the benefit of the Board, Petitioner has used the same exhibit numbering 

system for this Petition as used in IPR2016-01761 for Exhibits 1-27. Further, 

Petitioner is concurrently filing a Petition on U.S. Patent No. 8,914,840 and is 

using the same numbering system in that petition. 
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EX1020 UPnP Device Architecture V.1 Specification (June 2000) 

EX1021 Microsoft Press Release re UPnP Formation (April 1999) 

EX1022 LinkSys WAP11 Product Page (June 2001) 

EX1023 LinkSys WAP11 User Guide (2001) 

EX1024 U.S. Patent No. 6,084,876 (“Kwok”) 

EX1025 U.S. Patent No. 7,031,335 (“Donahue”) 

EX1026 U.S. Patent No. 6,134,035 (“Krimmel”) 

EX1027 U.S. Provisional Application No. 60/174,706 (“Palm Provisional”) 
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