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CERTIFICATE AS TO PARTIES, RULINGS, AND RELATED CASES 

Pursuant to D.C. Circuit Rule 28(a)(1), Appellants hereby certify as follows:  

A. Parties and Amici 

The following were parties in the district court proceeding from which this appeal 

was taken and are the parties before this Court: 

a) Matthew D. Green 

b) Andrew Bunnie Huang 

c) Alphamax, LLC 

d) United States Department of Justice 

e) Library of Congress 

f) United States Copyright Office 

g) Carla Hayden 

h) Shira Perlmutter (successor to Maria Pallante, see Fed. R. Civ. P. 25(d)) 

i) Merrick Garland (successor to Loretta E. Lynch, see Fed. R. Civ. P. 25(d)) 

j) Digital Content Protection, LLC (amicus) 

k) Intel Corporation (amicus) 

l) Advanced Access Content System Licensing Administrator, LLC 

(amicus) 

m) DVD Copy Control Association (amicus) 

n) Association of American Publishers, Inc. (amicus) 

o) Entertainment Software Association (amicus) 
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 ii 

p) Motion Picture Association, Inc. (amicus) 

q) Recording Industry Association of America, Inc. (amicus) 

B. Rulings Under Review 

The ruling under review is the district court’s June 27, 2019 Order Granting in Part 

and Denying in Part Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss (ECF. Nos. 24, 25). The ruling was 

entered by Hon. Emmet G. Sullivan, United States District Judge for the District of 

Columbia, in Case No. 1:16-cv-01492-EGS. 

C. Related Cases 

This case has previously been before this Court as Case No. 21-5195. There are no 

related cases currently before this court, or any other court.  
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CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT 

Pursuant to Rule 26.1 of the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure, Appellant 

Alphamax LLC states that it does not have a parent corporation and that no publicly held 

corporation owns 10 percent or more of its stock.  
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