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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

In the Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent No. 8,301,833 

Trial No.:  Not Yet Assigned  

Issued:  October 30, 2012 

Filed:  September 29, 2008 

Inventors:  Chi-She Chen, et al. 

Assignee:  Netlist, Inc. 

Title:  NON-VOLATILE MEMORY MODULE 

MAIL STOP PATENT BOARD 
Patent Trial and Appeal Board 
United States Patent & Trademark Office 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 

PETITION FOR INTER PARTES REVIEW UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 42.100 

On behalf of SanDisk Corporation (“SanDisk” or “Petitioner”) and in 

accordance with 35 U.S.C. § 311 and 37 C.F.R. § 42.100, inter partes review is 

respectfully requested for claims 1-30 of U.S. Patent No. 8,301,833 (“the ‘833 

Patent”), attached hereto as Exhibit 1001. 

The undersigned representative of Petitioner authorizes the Patent Office to 

charge the $31,000 Request and Post-Institution Fees, along with any additional 

fees, to Deposit Account 501432, ref: 305529-600058.  Thirty claims are being 

reviewed, so the required Request and Post-Institution Fees are $23,000, plus an 

excess claim fee of $8,000.     
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