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CERTIFICATE OF INTEREST

Counsel for Appellee Elm 3DS Innovations LLC certifies the following:
1. The full name of every party represented by me is:
Elm 3DS Innovations LLC

2. The name of the real party in interest (if the party named in the caption is
not the real party in interest) represented by me is:
None.

3. All parent corporations and any publicly held companies that own 10
percent or more of the stock of the party represented by me are:
None.

4. The names of all law firms and the partners or associates that appeared for
the party now represented by me in the trial court or agency or are
expected to appear in this Court (and who have not entered an appearance
in this Court) are:

Robins Kaplan LLP (Cyrus A. Morton and Kelsey Thorkelson).
Carmichael IP, PLLC (James Carmichael).

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:
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The following cases pending before the Delaware District Court: Elm
3DS Innovations LLC v. Samsung Electronics Co. Ltd., Civil Action No.
1:14-cv-01430-LPS, Elm 3DS Innovations LLC v. Micron Technology
Inc., Civil Action No. 1:14-cv-01431-LPS, and Elm 3DS Innovations LLC
v. SK hynix Inc., Civil Action No. 1:14-cv-01432-LPS.

Dated: July 12, 2019 /s/ William A. Meunier
William A. Meunier
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