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I. REAL PARTY OF INTEREST

Image Processing Technologies, LLC

General Patent Corporation (managing memberof Image Processing Technologies, LLC)

Il. RELATED PROCEEDINGS

The Board is advised that U.S. Patent No. 6,959,293 (the “’293 patent’) is or was involved

in the following proceedings:

1. Image Processing Technologies, LLC yv. Canon Inc., et al., Case No. 10 CV 03867

(E.D.N.Y) (Dismissed).

2. Image Processing Technologies, LLC v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al., Case No.

2:16 CV 505 (“the Samsunglitigation’) (E.D. Tex.) (Pending).

3. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al. v. Image Processing Technologies, LLC, IPR2017

00336 (‘IPR I’) (Concluded; Claim 1 held to be not invalid over Pirim PCT in combination with

otherart (, IPR2017-00336, paper 38 (5-9-2018) at page 10)).

4, Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al. v. Image Processing Technologies, LLC, IPR2017

01189 “IPR If’) (Institution Denied, see Institution Decision, paper 9).
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