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I. MANDATORY NOTICES 

A. Real Party-in-Interest 

Unified Patents, Inc. (“Unified Patents” or “Petitioner”) certifies it is the real 

party-in-interest, and further certifies that no other party exercised or could exercise 

direction, funding, or control over its participation in this proceeding, the filing of 

this petition, or the conduct of any ensuing trial. 

B. Related Matters 

U.S. Pat. 6,110,228 (“the ’228 Patent” (EX1001)) is owned by UNILOC 

LUXEMBOURG S.A. (“Uniloc” or “Patent Owner”).  The ’228 patent is the subject 

of at least 15 matters. A list of related actions involving the ’228 Patent as of the 

date of filing —to the extent related actions are identifiable through diligent 

searching— follows: 

Uniloc USA, Inc. et al v. Big Fish Games, Inc., 2:17-cv-00172 (TXED); 

Uniloc USA, Inc. et al v. Box, Inc., 2:17-cv-00173 (TXED); 

Uniloc USA, Inc. et al v. Nutanix, Inc., 2:17-cv-00174 (TXED); 

Uniloc USA, Inc. et al v. Ubisoft, Inc., 2:17-cv-00175 (TXED); 

Uniloc USA, Inc. et al v. Zendesk, Inc., 2:17-cv-00176 (TXED); 

Uniloc USA, Inc. et al v. Riot Games, Inc., 2:17-cv-00275 (TXED); 

Uniloc USA, Inc. et al v. Nexon America, Inc., 2:17-cv-00276 (TXED); 

Uniloc USA, Inc. et al v. Square Enix, Inc., 2:17-cv-00302 (TXED); 

Uniloc USA, Inc. et al v. Kaspersky Lab, Inc., 2:17-cv-00305 (TXED); 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


 

IPR2018-00057 

Attorney Docket 43930-0005IP1 

2 

Uniloc USA, Inc. et al v. Infor, Inc., 2-17-cv-00370 (TXED); 

Nutanix, Inc v. Uniloc USA, Inc. et al, 4-17-cv-03181 (CAND); 

Riot Games, Inc. v. Uniloc USA, Inc. et al, 8-17-cv-01050 (CACD); 

Uniloc USA, Inc. et al v. Big Fish Games, Inc., 2-17-cv-01183 (WAWD); 

Uniloc USA, Inc. et al v. Infor, Inc., 3-17-cv-02119 (TXND); 

Uniloc USA, Inc. et al v. Box, Inc., 1-17-cv-00754 (TXWD). 

C. Counsel 

Lead Counsel:  C. Eric Schulman (Reg. No. 43,350) 

First Backup Counsel:  Jonathan Stroud (Reg. No. 72,518) 

Backup Counsel: Roshan Mansinghani, (Reg. No. 62,429) 

Backup Counsel: W. Karl Renner (Reg. No. 41,265) 

Backup Counsel: David L. Holt (Reg. No. 65,161) 

D. Service Information 

Fish & Richardson P.C. 

3200 RBC Plaza, 60 South Sixth Street 

Minneapolis, MN 55402 

T:  202-783-5070 

F:  877-769-7945 

Email: PTABInbound@fr.com 
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