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CERTIFICATE OF INTEREST 

Case No. _______. 

In re Cinemark Holdings, Inc., AMC Entertainment Holdings, Inc., and 
Regal Entertainment Group 

Filing Parties/Entities:  Cinemark Holdings, Inc., AMC Entertainment 
Holdings, Inc., and Regal Entertainment Group 

I certify the following information and any attached sheets are accurate and 
complete to the best of my knowledge. 

Date: October 21, 2020 Signature: /s/ Jonathan S. Franklin 

Name: Jonathan S. Franklin 

1. Represented Entities (Fed. Cir. R. 47.4(a)(1)) – Provide the full names
of all entities represented by undersigned counsel in this case. 

Cinemark Holdings, Inc. 

AMC Entertainment Holdings, Inc. 

Regal Entertainment Group 

2. Real Party in Interest (Fed. Cir. R. 47.4(a)(2)) – Provide the full names
of all real parties in interest for the entities.  Do not list the real parties if they are 
the same as the entities. 

None. 

3. Parent Corporations and Stockholders (Fed. Cir. R. 47.4(a)(3)) –
Provide the full names of all parent corporations for the entities and all publicly 
held companies that own 10% or more stock in the entities. 

Cinemark Holdings, Inc.:  None. 
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AMC Entertainment Holdings, Inc.:  Wanda America Entertainment, Inc.; 
Dalian Wanda Group Co., Ltd. 

Regal Entertainment Group:  Cineworld Group plc 

4. Legal Representatives (Fed. Cir. R. 47.4(a)(4)) – List all law firms,
partners, and associates that (a) appeared for the entities in the originating court or 
agency or (b) are expected to appear in this court for the entities.  Do not include 
those who have already entered an appearance in this court. 

Norton Rose Fulbright US LLP:  Brandy S. Nolan, Catherine J. Garza, Eric 
C. Green, Eric B. Hall, Erik O. Janitens, James S. Renard, Michael A. 
Swartzendruber, Stephanie N. DeBrow, and Darren Smith 

Gillian & Smith, LLP:  Melissa R. Smith 

5. Related Cases (Fed. Cir. R. 47.4(a)(5); see also Fed. Cir. R. 47.5(b)) –
Provide the case titles and numbers of any case known to be pending in this court 
or any other court or agency that will directly affect or be directly affected by this 
court’s decision in the pending appeal.  Do not include the originating case 
number(s) for this case. 

Dolby Labs., Inc. v. Intertrust Techs. Corp., No. 3:19-CV-03371-EMC 
(N.D. Cal.); Dolby Labs., Inc. v. Intertrust Techs. Corp., No. IPR2020-
00660 (P.T.A.B.); Dolby Labs., Inc. v. Intertrust Techs. Corp., No. 
IPR2020-00661 (P.T.A.B.); Dolby Labs., Inc. v. Intertrust Techs. Corp., No. 
IPR2020-00662 (P.T.A.B.); Dolby Labs., Inc. v. Intertrust Techs. Corp., No. 
IPR2020-00663 (P.T.A.B.); Dolby Labs., Inc. v. Intertrust Techs. Corp., No. 
IPR2020-00664 (P.T.A.B.); Dolby Labs., Inc. v. Intertrust Techs. Corp., No. 
IPR2020-00665 (P.T.A.B.); Dolby Labs., Inc. v. Intertrust Techs. Corp., No. 
IPR2020-01123 (P.T.A.B.); Dolby Labs., Inc. v. Intertrust Techs. Corp., No. 
IPR2020-01209 (P.T.A.B.); Dolby Labs., Inc. v. Intertrust Techs. Corp., No. 
IPR2020-01273 (P.T.A.B.) 

6. Organizational Victims and Bankruptcy (Fed. Cir. R. 47.4(a)(6)) –
Provide any information required under Fed. R. App. P. 26.1(b) (organizational 
victims in criminal cases) and 26.1(c) (bankruptcy case debtors and trustees).  

None. 
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This document redacts highly confidential industry information, subject to a 
protective order, regarding the supply of equipment to Petitioners.  See pp. 7, 
15.  This document additionally redacts all quotations from the district court’s 
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