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I. MANDATORY NOTICES 

Real-Party-in-Interest:  

Sony Corporation; Sony Corporation of America; Sony Electronics Inc.; 

Sony Interactive Entertainment, Inc.; Sony Mobile Communications (USA), Inc.; 

Sony Interactive Entertainment LLC; Sony Visual Products Inc.; Sony Video & 

Sound Products Inc.; and Sony Interactive Entertainment America LLC.  

Related Matters:  

The following judicial matter may affect, or be affected by, a decision in this 

inter partes review: ARRIS Enters. LLC v. Sony Corp. et al., Case No. 3:17-cv-

02669-NC (N.D. Cal., filed May 9, 2017). 

The following administrative matter may affect, or be affected by, a decision 

in this inter partes review: In re Certain Consumer Electronic Devices, Inv. No. 

337-TA-1060 (“ITC case”).  

Lead Counsel:  

Clifford A. Ulrich (Reg. No. 42,194). 

Backup Counsel: 

Petitioner requests authorization to file a motion for Mark A. Chapman to 

appear pro hac vice as backup counsel. Mr. Chapman is a litigation attorney 

experienced in patent cases, and is admitted to practice law in New York, in 

several United States District Courts, and the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal 
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Circuit. Mr. Chapman has an established familiarity with the subject matter at issue 

and represents Petitioner in the ITC case, identified above. 

Service: 

Petitioner agrees to electronic service at the following email address: 

culrich@andrewskurthkenyon.com 

Service may be made at the following address: 

Andrews Kurth Kenyon LLP 
One Broadway 
New York, NY 10004 
Telephone: (212) 425-7200 
Facsimile: (212) 425-5288 

II. GROUNDS FOR STANDING 

Petitioner certifies that U.S. Patent No. 6,934,148 (“’148 patent”) is 

available for inter partes review, and that Petitioner is not barred or estopped from 

requesting inter partes review challenging the patent claims on the grounds 

identified in this petition. 

III. IDENTIFICATION OF CHALLENGE  
AND PRECISE RELIEF REQUESTED 

Claims 1, 2, and 4 of the ’148 patent are invalid under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a), 

and cancelation of claims 1, 2, and 4 is requested based on the following ground: 

Ground 1: Claims 1, 2, and 4 are obvious under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) in 

view of the combination of U.S. Patent No. 6,317,319 
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