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No. 22-___ 

United States Court of Appeals 
for the Federal Circuit 

________________ 

IN RE GOOGLE LLC, SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO., LTD., SAMSUNG 

ELECTRONICS AMERICA, INC., AND WAZE MOBILE LIMITED, 
 

 Petitioners. 
________________ 

On Petition for a Writ of Mandamus to the  
United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas,  

Case Nos. 2:19-cv-00361, 2:19-cv-00359, 2:19-cv-00362 
Chief Judge J. Rodney Gilstrap 

________________ 

PETITION FOR A WRIT OF MANDAMUS 
________________ 

EVAN MANN  
MUNGER, TOLLES & OLSON LLP 
560 Mission Street 
27th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94105 
Telephone: (415) 512-4000 
 
Email: ginger.anders@mto.com 
 jordan.segall@mto.com 
 evan.mann@mto.com 

GINGER D. ANDERS  
MUNGER, TOLLES & OLSON LLP 
601 Massachusetts Avenue NW 
Suite 500 E 
Washington, DC 20001 
Telephone: (202) 220-1100 
 
JORDAN D. SEGALL 
MUNGER, TOLLES & OLSON LLP 
350 South Grand Avenue 
50th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90071 
Telephone: (213) 683-9100 

Counsel for Petitioners Google LLC, Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., 
Samsung Electronics America, Inc., & Waze Mobile Limited 

April 1, 2022
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CERTIFICATE OF INTEREST  

Counsel for Petitioners certifies the following: 

1. The full name of every party represented by me is: 

Google LLC; Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.; Samsung Electronics 
America, Inc.; Waze Mobile Limited 

2. The names of the real parties in interest represented by me are:  

None other than Petitioners. 

3. All parent corporations and any publicly held companies that own 
10% or more of stock in the parties represented by me are: 

Google LLC: Alphabet Inc.; XXVI Holdings Inc. 

Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.: None 

Samsung Electronics America, Inc.: Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. 

Waze Mobile Limited: Acrum (Israel) Ltd.; Alphabet Inc.; Google 
LLC; Google Europe, Middle East and Africa Unlimited Company; 
Google International LLC; Google Technology Holdings LLC; KHA 
Technologies Inc.; XXVI Holdings Inc. 

4. The names of all law firms and the partners or associates that 
appeared for the parties now represented by me before the 
originating court or that are expected to appear in this court (and 
who have not or will not enter an appearance in this case) are: 

O’Melveny & Myers LLP (for all Petitioners): Darin W. Snyder; 
Luann L. Simmons; David S. Almeling; Mark Liang; Alexander B 
Parker; Amy Liang; Andrew Bledsoe; Bill Trac; Nancy Schroeder; 
Sorin Zaharia; Stacy Yae; Will C. Autz. 

Mann Tindel & Thompson (for all Petitioners): J. Mark Mann; 
G. Blake Thompson. 

Gillam & Smith, LLP (for Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. and 
Samsung Electronics America, Inc.): Melissa R. Smith 
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Baker Botts LLP (for Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. and 
Samsung Electronics America, Inc.): Neil P. Sirota, Timothy S. 
Durst,1 Margaret M. Welsh, Katharine M. Burke, Robert L. Maier. 

5. The title and number of any case known to counsel to be pending 
in this or any other court or agency that will directly affect or be 
directly affected by this Court’s decision in the pending appeal is:  

In re Google LLC, No. 22-126 (Fed. Cir.) 

6. Organizational Victims and Bankruptcy Cases:  Fed. R. App. P. 
26.1(b) (organizational victims in criminal cases) and 26.1(c) 
(bankruptcy case debtors and trustees) are not applicable because 
this is not a criminal or bankruptcy case.  See Fed. Cir. R. 
47.4(a)(6). 

 

DATED:  April 1, 2022 By:  /s/ Ginger D. Anders   

 Ginger D. Anders  

 

                                      
1 Since filing his notice of appearance in the trial court, Mr. Durst left 
Baker Botts LLP and joined O’Melveny & Myers LLP. 
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