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EXHIBIT LIST 

Exhibit 
Number 

Description 

1001 U.S. Patent No. 7,440,559 to Muhonen, et al., “System and 
Associated Terminal, Method and Computer Program Product for 
Controlling the Flow of Content,” filed on October 22, 2003 (“the 
’559 patent”). 

1002 File History of the ’559 patent (Application No. 10/690,692 (“’559 
patent FH”)). 

1003 Expert Declaration of Anthony Wechselberger. 

1004 U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0023427 to Cassin 
filed on July 26, 2001 (“Cassin”). 

1005 U.S. Patent No. 7,243,136 to Huston filed on January 17, 2001 
(“Huston”). 

1006 U.S. Patent No. 7,447,486 to Tamura filed on March 25, 2003 
(“Tamura”). 

1007 U.S. Patent No. 6,996,627 to Carden filed on May 25, 1999 
(“Carden”). 

1008 U.S. Patent No. 7,721,337 to Syed filed on October 26, 2001 
(“Syed”). 

1009 U.S. Patent No. 6,669,564 to Young filed on June 27, 2000 
(“Young”). 

1010 U.S. Patent No. 6,732,183 to Graham filed on May 4, 2000 
(“Graham”). 

1011 U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0023264 to Aaltonen 
filed on June 29, 2001 (“Aaltonen”). 

1012 U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0087997 to Dahlstrom 
filed on December 27, 2001 (“Dahlstrom”). 
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Exhibit 
Number 

Description 

1013 U.S. Patent No. 6,507,727 to Henrick filed on October 13, 2000 
(“Henrick”). 

1014 U.S. Patent No. 6,112,226 to Weaver filed on October 22, 1997 
(“Weaver”). 

1015 U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0059624 to Machida 
filed on August 1, 2001 (“Machida”). 

1016 Starz Entm’t, LLC v. VL Collective IP, LLC, Amended Joint Claim 
Construction Chart, pages 1-14 (Dkt. 80). 

1017 VideoLabs, Inc. v. Amazon.com, Inc., Opening Claim Construction 
Brief filed by Defendants, pages 1-32 (Dkt. 48), C.A. 6-22-cv-00079 
(W.D. Tex.). 

1018 VideoLabs, Inc. v. Amazon.com, Inc., Patent Owner’s Responsive 
Claim Construction Brief, pages 1-32 (Dkt. 63), C.A. 6-22-cv-00079 
(W.D. Tex.). 

1019 VideoLabs, Inc. v. Netflix Inc., Motion to Dismiss for Failure to State 
a Claim filed by Petitioner, pages 1-5 (Dkt. 15). 

1020 VideoLabs, Inc. v. Netflix Inc., Opening Brief in Support re Motion to 
Dismiss for Failure to State a Claim filed by Petitioner, pages 1-31 
(Dkt. 16). 

1021 VideoLabs, Inc. v. Netflix Inc., Answering Brief in Opposition re 
Motion to Dismiss for Failure to State a Claim filed by Patent 
Owner, pages 1-32 (Dkt. 18). 

1022 VideoLabs, Inc. v. Netflix Inc., Reply Brief re Motion to Dismiss for 
Failure to State a Claim filed by Petitioner, pages 1-18 (Dkt. 19). 

1023 Starz Entm’t, LLC v. VL Collective IP, LLC, Claim Construction 
Order, pages 1-4 (Dkt. 88). 
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