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CERTIFICATE OF INTEREST

Counsel for Plaintiff-Respondent, Christian Hurt, certifies the following:

1.
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The full name of every party or amicus represented by me
1s:

Uniloc 2017, LLC

The name of the real party in interest (if the party named in the caption
1s not the real party in interest) represented by me is:

None.

All parent corporations and any publicly held companies that own 10
percent or more of the stock of the party or amicus curiae represented
by me are:

CF Uniloc Holdings, LLC

The names of all law firms and partners or associates that appeared
for the party or amicus now represented by me in the trial court or
agency or are expected to appear in this court are:

William Ellsworth Davis, III, Christian J. Hurt, Debra Coleman,
Edward K. Chin, and Ty Wilson, Davis Firm, P.C.;

The title and number of any case known to counsel to be pending in
this or any other court agency that will directly affect or be directly
affected by this court’s decision in the pending appeal. See Fed. Cir.
R. 47.4(a)(5) and 47.5(b). (The parties should attach continuation
pages as necessary):

No other appeal from these proceedings was previously before this
Court or any other appellate court. There is no case pending in this
Court or any other court that will directly affect or be directly affected
by the Court’s decision here.
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DATED: July 1, 2020 Respectfully submitted,

/s/Christian John Hurt
Christian John Hurt
Counsel for Plaintiff-Respondent
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