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I. INTRODUCTION 

Patent Owner respectfully submits this Unopposed Motion for Pro Hac Vice 

Admission of Robert M. Harkins under 37 C.F.R. § 42.10(c) (“Motion”) in 

connection with IPR2021-01492. 

This Motion is filed as authorized by the Notice (Paper 5) and in accordance 

with the Board’s representative Order in Unified Patents, Inc. v. Parallel Iron, 

LLC, IPR2013-00639, Paper 7 (PTAB Oct. 15, 2013). This Motion is filed no 

sooner than 21 days after service of the petition in this proceeding. 

Patent Owner has paid the requisite fees and the Office is authorized to charge 

Deposit Account No. 603803 (Customer No. 144371) any other applicable fees for 

this Motion. 

II. STATEMENT OF FACTS SHOWING THERE IS GOOD CAUSE 

FOR THE BOARD TO RECOGNIZE COUNSEL PRO HAC VICE 

DURING THIS PROCEEDING 

Patent Owner respectfully submits that this Motion and the accompanying 

Declaration of Robert M. Harkins (EX.2020) establish good cause for the Board to 

recognize Mr. Harkins pro hac vice during this proceeding.  

1. Bar Membership 

Mr. Harkins is a member in good standing of the State Bar of California. 

EX.2020 at ¶4. 
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