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I. MANDATORY NOTICES 

A. Real Party-in-Interest 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(1), Unified Patents Inc. (“Unified” or 

“Petitioner”) certifies that Unified is the real party-in-interest, and further certifies 

that no other party exercised control or could exercise control over Unified’s 

participation in this proceeding, the filing of this petition, or the conduct of any 

ensuing trial.  In this regard, Unified has submitted voluntary discovery.  See 

EX1046 (Petitioner’s Voluntary Interrogatory Responses). 

B. Related Matters 

U.S. Patent 8,566,960 (“the ’960 Patent” (EX1001)) is owned by Uniloc 

Luxembourg S.A. and exclusively licensed to Uniloc USA, Inc. (collectively, 

“Uniloc” or “Patent Owners”).  See EX1047 (Complaint), at 7. 

On May 30, 2016, Uniloc filed multiple lawsuits in the Eastern District of 

Texas: 

Uniloc USA, Inc., et al v. Amazon.com, Inc. et al, No. 2:16-cv-00570 (E.D. 

Tex. filed May 30, 2016);  

Uniloc USA, Inc., et al v. Google Inc., No. 2:16-cv-00571 (E.D. Tex. Filed 

May 30, 2016);  

Uniloc USA, Inc., et al v. Home Box Office, Inc., No. 2:16-cv-00572 (E.D. 

Tex. May 30, 2016); 
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Uniloc USA, Inc., et al v. Hulu, LLC, No. 2:16-cv-00573 (E.D. Tex. Filed 

May 30, 2016);  

Uniloc USA, Inc., et al v. Netflix, Inc., No. 2:16-cv-00574  (E.D. Tex. Filed 

May 30, 2016); and 

Uniloc USA, Inc., et al v. Valve Corp., No. 2:16-cv-00575 (E.D. Tex. Filed 

May 30, 2016). 

Uniloc filed against, inter alia, Amazon.com, Inc., Google Inc., Home Box 

Office, Inc., Hulu, LLC, Netflix, Inc., and Valve Corporation, claiming that certain 

of these companies’ products or services infringe the ʼ960 Patent.  It is the sole 

patent raised.  The cases are in their early stages and no schedule or trial date has 

been set.  Uniloc also filed an earlier lawsuit on November 20, 2015 against 

Electronic Arts Inc. related to the ʼ960 Patent in Uniloc USA, Inc., et al v. 

Electronic Arts Inc., No. 6:15-cv-01009 (E.D. Tex. Nov. 20, 2015).  That lawsuit 

was dismissed with prejudice on January 12, 2016. 

C. Counsel 

Vincent J. Galluzzo (Reg. No. 67,830) will act as lead counsel; Teresa 

Stanek Rea (Reg. No. 30,427) and Jonathan Stroud (Reg. No. 72,518) will act as 

back-up counsel. 
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