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I. MANDATORY NOTICES UNDER 37 C.F.R. 42.8(a)(1)  

A. Real Party-in-Interest under 37 C.F.R. 42.8(b)(1) 

DISH Network L.L.C. (“DISH”) is the petitioner.  DISH also identifies 

DISH Technologies L.L.C. and DISH Network Corporation as real parties-in-

interest only for this proceeding.  
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