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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT

American Vehicular Sciences, LLC | Unified Patents, Inc.

Case No. 17-2307

CERTIFICATE OF INTEREST

FORM9. Certificate of Interest

Counsel]for the:

0 (petitioner)@(appellant) ( (respondent) O (appellee) 0 (amicus) 0) (nameofparty)

American Vehicular Sciences, LLC
certifies the following (use “None”if applicable; use extra sheets if necessary):

2. Nameof Real Party in interest 3. Parent corporations and
1. Full Nameof Party (Please only include anyreal party publicly held companies
Represented by me in interest NOTidentified in that own 10% or more of

Question 3) represented by meis: stock in the part

American Vehicular Sciences, LLC None Acacia Research Group, LLC

4. The namesof all law firms and the partnersor 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 (and who havenot
or will not enter an appearancein this case)are:

McNeely, Hare & War LLP: Christopher Casieri
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5. The title and number of any case knownto counsel to be pendingin this or any other court or 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).

* American Vehicular Sciences LLC v. Hyundai Motor Co., Case No. 5:16-cv-11529-JEL-APP (E.D. Mich., filed Apr. 28, 2016);
* American Vehicular Sciences LLC v. Nissan Motor Co., Case No. 5:16-cv-11530-JEL-APP (E.D. Mich., filed Apr. 28, 2016):
« American Vehicular Sciences LLC v. Toyota Motor Corp., Case No. 5:16-cv-11531-JEL-APP (E.D. Mich., filed Apr. 28, 2016);
* American Vehicular Sciences LLC v. American Honda Motor Co., Case No. 5:16-cv-11532-JEL-APP (E.D. Mich., filed Apr. 28, 2016);
* Prosecution of Application Serial No. 14/721,136filed on May 26, 2015 which is currently pending, and which claimspriority to the
patent currently at issue;
* Toyoda Gosei Co., Ltd. v. American Vehicular Sciences LLC, No. IPR2016-017390;
* Takata Corporation v. American Vehicular Sciences LLC, No. IPR2016-01794.
» American Vehicular Sciences LLC v. Autoliv ASP, Inc., Case No, 18-1977 (Fed. Cir.)
* American Vehicular Sciences LLC v. Autoliv ASP, Inc., Case No. 18-1978 (Fed.Cir.)

7/19/2018 s/Robert P. Greenspoon
Date Signature of counsel

Robert P. GreenspoonPlease Note: All questions must be answered
Printed nameofcounsel

ce. Counsel of Record (via ECF)
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