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Washington, D.C. 

In the Matter of 
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Investigation No. 337-TA-841 

NOTICE OF COMMISSION DETERMINATION 
TERMINATING THE INVESTIGATION 

WITH A FINDING OF NO VIOLATION OF SECTION 337 

AGENCY: U.S. International Trade Commission. 

ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that the U.S. International Trade Commission has 
determined to terminate the above-captioned investigation with a finding of no violation of section 
337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, 19 U.S.C. § 1337. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Sidney A. Rosenzweig, Office of the General 
Counsel, U.S. International Trade Commission, 500 E Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20436, 
telephone (202) 708-2532. Copies of non-confidential documents filed in connection with this 
investigation are or will be available for inspection during official business hours (8:45 a.m. to 
5:15 p.m.) in the Office of the Secretary, U.S. International Trade Commission, 500 E Street, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20436, telephone (202) 205-2000. General information concerning the 
Commission may also be obtained by accessing its Internet server at http://www.usitc.gov. The 
public record for this investigation may be viewed on the Commission's electronic docket (EDIS) 
at http://edis.usitc.gov. Hearing-impaired persons are advised that information on this matter can 
be obtained by contacting the Commission's TDD terminal on (202) 205-1810. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Commission instituted this investigation on May 
2, 2012, based on a complaint filed by Technology Properties Limited, LLC ("TPL") of Cupertino, 
California. 77 Fed. Reg. 26041(May2, 2012). The complaint alleged violations of section 337 
of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, 19 U.S.C. § 1337, by reason of infringement of certain 
claims of U.S. Patent Nos. 6,976,623 ("the '623 patent"), 7,162,549 ("the '549 patent"), 7,295,443 
("the '443 patent"), 7,522,424 ("the '424 patent"), 6,438,638 ("the '638 patent"), and 7,719,847 
("the '84 7 patent"). The complaint further alleged the existence of a domestic industry. The 
notice of investigation named twenty-one respondents, some of whom have since settled from the 



investigation. As a result of these settlements, the '638 patent is no longer at issue, as it has not 
been asserted against the remaining respondents. The remaining respondents are Acer Inc. of 
New Taipei City, Taiwan; Canon Inc. of Toyko, Japan; Hewlett-Packard Company of Palo Alto, 
California; HiTi Digital, Inc. of New Taipei City, Taiwan; Kingston Technology Company, Inc. of 
Fountain Valley, California; Newegg, Inc. and Rosewill Inc., both of City of Industry, California; 
and Seiko Epson Corporation of Nagano, Japan. 

On October 4, 2012, the ALJ issued a Markman order construing disputed claim terms of the 
asserted patents. Order No. 23. On January 7-11, 2013, the ALJ conducted an evidentiary 
hearing, and on August 2, 2013, the ALJ issued the final ID. The ALJ found that TPL 
demonstrated the existence of a domestic industry, as required by 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(2), through 
TPL's licensing investment under 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(3)(C). ID at 152-55. The ALJ rejected 
TPL's domestic-industry showing based upon OnSpec Electronic, Inc.'s research and 
development, and engineering investments under section 337(a)(3)(C), as well as subsections 
(a)(3)(A) and (a)(3)(B). Id. at 155-57. 

The ALJ found that the respondents had not shown that any of the asserted patent claims are 
invalid. However, the ALJ found that TPL demonstrated infringement of the '623 patent, and not 
the other patents. With respect to the '623 patent, the ALJ found that TPL demonstrated direct 
infringement of the asserted apparatus claims (claims 1-4 and 9-12). Accordingly, the ALJ found 
a violation of section 3 3 7 by the four respondents accused of infringing these apparatus claims. 

On August 19, 2013, the parties filed petitions for review, and on August 27, 2013, the parties filed 
responses to each other's petitions. 

On October 24, 2013, the Commission issued a notice that determined to review the ID in its 
entirety. The Commission notice invited briefing from the parties on five enumerated topics, and 
briefing from the parties and written submissions on remedy, the public interest, and bonding. On 
November 7, 2013, the parties filed opening briefs and written submissions, and non-party Intel 
Corp. filed a submission on remedy and the public interest. On November 15, 2013, the parties 
filed responses to each other's filings. 

On December 11, 2013, TPL and Acer filed a joint motion to terminate the investigation as to Acer 
on the basis of a settlement agreement. Having examined the record of this investigation, 
including the December 11, 2013 motion and exhibits thereto, the Commission has determined to 
grant the motion to terminate the investigation as to Acer. See 19 C.F.R. § 210.21. The 
Commission finds that settlements are generally within the public interest and that terminating 
Acer will not cause an adverse effect on the public health and welfare, competitive conditions in 
the U.S. economy, the production oflike or directly competitive articles in the United States, or 
U.S. consumers. See 19 C.F.R. § 210.50(b)(2). 

Having examined the record of this investigation, including the ALJ's final ID, the petitions for 
review, and the responses thereto, and the briefing in response to the notice of review, the 
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Commission has determined to terminate the investigation with a finding of no violation of section 
337. 

The Commission has determined to find no violation of section 337 for the following reasons. 
For the '623 patent, the Commission adopts the respondents ' proposed construction of "accessible 
in parallel." The Commission therefore reverses the ID' s finding of infringement as to that 
patent. Based upon that claim construction, the Commission also finds that TPL has not 
demonstrated the existence of an article protected by the '623 patent. The Commission finds that 
the Federal Circuit's decisions in Inter Digital Communications, LLC v. ITC, 690 F.3d 1318 (Fed. 
Cir. 2012), 707 F.3d 1295 (Fed. Cir. 2013) and Microsoft Corp. v. ITC, 731 F.3d 1354 (Fed. Cir. 
2013), require a complainant to make such a demonstration regardless of whether the domestic 
industry is alleged to exist under 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(3)(A), (B), or (C). 

For the ' 443, '424, and ' 847 patents, the Commission affirms the ID's determination that TPL 
failed to demonstrate that the accused products infringe the asserted claims. The Commission 
also finds for these three patents that TPL failed to demonstrate the existence of a domestic 
industry because it failed to demonstrate the existence of articles practicing these patents. 

TPL did not raise the ' 549 patent in its petition for review. 19 C.F.R. § 210.43(b)(2). The 
Commission affirms the ID' s noninfringement finding, and its finding that TPL failed to show that 
its domestic industry products meet certain claim limitations. 

The reasons for the Commission' s determinations will be set forth more fully in the Commission' s 
opinion. 

Commissioner Aranoff dissents from the Commission' s finding that TPL was required to 
demonstrate the existence of articles practicing the asserted patents in order to show a domestic 
industry based on licensing under 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(3)(C). 

The authority for the Commission's determination is contained in section 337 of the Tariff Act of 
1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. § 1337), and in sections 210.42-46, and 210.50 of the Commission' s 
Rules of Practice and Procedure (19 C.F.R. §§ 210.42-46, 210.50). 

By order of the Commission. 

Lisa R. Barton 
Acting Secretary to the Commission 

Issued: December 19, 2013 
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PUBLIC VERSION 

UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
Washington, D.C. 

In the Matter of 

CERTAIN COMPUTERS AND COMPUTER 
PERIPHERAL DEVICES, AND COMPONENTS 
THEREOF, AND PRODUCTS CONTAINING 
SAME 

COMMISSION OPINION 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Investigation No. 337-TA-841 

The Commission instituted this investigation on May 2, 2012, based on a complaint 

filed by Technology Properties Limited, LLC ("TPL") of Cupertino, California. 77 Fed 

Reg. 26041(May2, 2012). The complaint alleged violations of section 337 of the Tariff Act 

of 1930, as amended, 19 U.S.C. § 1337, by reason of infringement of certain claims of U.S. 

Patent Nos. 6,976,623 ("the '623 patent"), 7,162,549 ("the ' 549 patent"), 7,295,443 ("the 

'443 patent"), 7,522,424 ("the ' 424 patent"), 6,438,638 ("the ' 638 patent"), and 7,719,847 

("the ' 847 patent"). The complaint further alleged the existence of a domestic industry. The 

notice of investigation named twenty-one respondents, some of whom have since settled 

from the investigation. As a result of these settlements, the ' 638 patent is no longer at issue, 

as it has not been asserted against the remaining respondents. The Office of Unfair Import 

Investigations did not participate in this investigation. 

On October 4, 2012, the presiding Administrative Law Judge ("ALJ'') issued a 

Markman order construing disputed claim terms of the asserted patents. Order No. 23. On 

January 7-11 , 2013 , the ALJ conducted a hearing, and on August 2, 2013, the ALJ issued his 
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final Initial Determination ("the ID"). The ALJ found that TPL demonstrated the existence 

of a domestic industry, as required by 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(2), through TPL's licensing 

investments under 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(3)(C). ID at 152-55. The ALJ rejected TPL's 

domestic industry showing based upon OnSpec Electronic, Inc. ' s expenses under section 

337(a)(3)(A)-(C). Id. at 155-57. The ALJ found that TPL's technical prong showing for 

each patent was insufficient to demonstrate that the alleged domestic industry products 

actually practice one or more claims of each asserted patent. ID at 134-13 8. Yet, because 

the ALJ ruled that such a showing is not required under existing Commission precedent for 

licensing industries under subsection (a)(3)(C), the ALJ found that TPL showed the existence 

of a domestic industry in licensing the asserted patents. 

The ALJ found that the respondents had not shown that any of the asserted patent 

claims are invalid. However, the ALJ found that TPL demonstrated infringement only of the 

' 623 patent, and not the other patents. With respect to the ' 623 patent, the ALJ found that 

TPL demonstrated direct infringement of the asserted apparatus claims (claims 1-4 and 9-

12).1 Accordingly, the ALJ found a violation of section 337 only as to the '623 patent. TPL 

asserted the '623 patent against only a subset ofrespondents ("the '623 respondents"), 

specifically Acer, Inc. ("Acer"); Kingston Technology Co., Inc. ("Kingston"); Newegg, Inc. ; 

and Rosewill Inc. (collectively, ' 'Newegg!Rosewill"). Thus, the ALJ found no violation of 

section 337 as to the remaining respondents ("the non- ' 623 respondents"), specifically 

Canon, Inc.; Hewlett-Packard Co. ("HP"); HiTi Digital, Inc. ("HiTi"); and Seiko Epson 

Corporation ("Seiko Epson"). 

1 The ALJ also found that method claims 17-19 of the '623 patent were not infringed. The 
Commission does not reach those claims, which TPL concedes are no longer within the scope of the 
investigation, TPL Br. 12 n.3. The Commission vacates the ALJ's findings with respect to those claims. 
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PUBLIC VERSION 

On August 19, 2013, the parties filed petitions for review.2 TPL's petition 

challenged the ALJ's noninfringement determinations for the '443, '424, and '847 patents 

("the mapping patents"). TPL did not petition for review of the ALJ's noninfringement 

determination for the '549 patent. The respondents filed a petition for review, in which the 

'623 respondents challenged one of the ALJ's claim constructions, and independently 

challenged the ALJ's finding that the asserted claims of the '623 patent are not anticipated 

by, or obvious in view of, certain prior art. The '623 respondents also challenged the ALJ's 

finding that TPL demonstrated the existence of a domestic industry. 

The non- ' 623 respondents contingently challenged the ALJ's determinations. They 

challenged the ALJ's domestic industry determination on the basis that " [t]here is no 

evidence that TPL's licensees' efforts relate to 'an article protected by' any of the asserted 

patents." Resp'ts Pet. 42, 54-56. The petition relies on the Federal Circuit's decision in 

Inter Digital Communications, LLC v. ITC, 707 F.3d 1295 (Fed. Cir. 2013), the Court's 

decision denying rehearing in the appeal from Commission Investigation No. 337-TA-613, 

Certain 3G Mobile Handsets and Components Thereof These respondents also challenged 

the ALJ's findings under the economic prong of the domestic industry requirement based on 

TPL's evidence of expenditures, as well as the nexus between those expenditures and the 

asserted patents. 

2 Complainant Technology Properties Limited LLC's Petition for Review of the Initial Determination 
(Aug. 19, 2013) ("TPL Pet."); Respondents Acer, Inc., Kingston Technology Company, Inc., Newegg, Inc. and 
Rosewill Inc. ' s Petition for Review oflnitial Determination Finding a Violation Based on U.S. Patent No. 
6,976,623 and Respondents ' Conditional Petition for Review of Initial Determination of Finding of Validity and 
Domestic Industry of the Remaining Patents in Suit (Aug. 19, 2013) ("Resp ' ts Pet."); Contingent Petition for 
Review of Respondent Hewlett-Packard Company Relating to Domestic Industry (Aug. 19, 2013) ("HP Pet."). 
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The non- ' 623 respondents also argued that the four no-violation patents are invalid as 

anticipated or obvious in view of the prior art, and made additional non-infringement 

arguments for the three mapping patents, which were raised in TPL' s petition. 

Respondent HP filed a short petition for review on its own behalf. HP argued for a 

narrow interpretation of the domestic industry requirement, not only in which "articles 

protected by" the patent must be found to exist, but in which "protected by" has a narrow 

meaning: 

HP Pet. 5. 

"The articles protected by" the asserted IP are those which came to 
market, or are coming to market, under the protective umbrella of the 
asserted IP, which these articles commercialize. Articles 
independently created, and then taxed by a patent owner, such as TPL, 
are not "protected by" the IP by any reasonable interpretation of that 
word, and thus fail to satisfy the plain language of the statute. 

On August 27, 2013, the parties filed responses to each other' s petitions.3 In response 

to the domestic industry challenge lodged by the respondents collectively, TPL argued that 

the respondents confuse the technical prong with the economic prong and that there is no 

technical prong requirement for licensing under section 337(a)(3)(C). TPL Reply Pet. 28. In 

a short reply to HP' s petition, TPL argues that HP never raised its theory of domestic 

industry below, making it waived, and that, in any event, HP's petition failed to satisfy 

Commission rule 210.43, because HP failed to explain the basis for its petition under Rule 

3 Complainant Technology Properties Limited LLC's Response to Respondents Acer, Inc., Kingston 
Technology Company, Inc., Newegg, Inc., and Rosewill lnc. 's Petition for Review of Initial Determination 
Finding a Violation Based on U.S. Patent No. 6,976,623 and Response to Respondents' Conditional Petition for 
Review of Initial Determination of Finding of Validity and Domestic Industry of the Remaining Patents in Suit 
(Aug. 27, 2013) ("TPL Reply Pet."); Complainant Technology Properties Limited LLC's Response to 
Respondent Hewlett-Packard Company' s Contii::tgent Petition for Review Relating to Domestic Industry (Aug. 
27, 2013); Respondents' Response to Complainant Technology Properties Limited, LLC' s Petition for Review 
of the Initial Determination (Aug. 27, 2013) ("Resp ' ts Reply Pet.") 

-4-
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210.43(b )(1) (factual findings "clearly erroneous," legal conclusions "erroneous," or that "the 

determination is one affecting Commission policy"). 

The Commission determined to review the ID in its entirety. The Commission notice 

solicited briefing from the parties on remedy, the public interest, and bonding, as well as on 

five specific questions: 

1. Discuss, in light of the statutory language, legislative history, the Commission' s 
prior decisions, and relevant court decisions, including Inter Digital 
Communications, LLC v. ITC, 690 F.3d 1318 (Fed. Cir. 2012), 707 F.3d 1295 
(Fed. Cir. 2013) and Microsoft Corp. v. ITC, Nos. 2012-1445 & -1535, 2013 WL 
5479876 (Fed. Cir. Oct. 3, 2013), whether establishing a domestic industry based 
on licensing under 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(3)(C) requires proof of "articles protected 
by the patent" (i. e., a technical prong). If so, please identify and describe the 
evidence in the record that establishes articles protected by the asserted patents. 

2. Discuss the construction of "accessible in parallel" in view of the prosecution 
history of the '623 patent (including the Examiner' s Staten;ient of Reasons for 
Allowance, see Salazar v. Proctor & Gamble Co., 414 F.3d 1342, 1347 (Fed. Cir. 
2005)), and whether the asserted patent claims are infringed and not invalid based 
upon that construction. Invalidity arguments not dependent on that claim 
construction should not be briefed. 

3. Comment on whether the respondents ' invalidity evidence and analysis as to the 
Pro II system, the Uno Mas article, the Kaneshiro patent, and the '928 
Publication, and TPL's evidence and analysis as to the technical prong of the 
domestic industry requirement, were undisputed. Please cite all evidence in the 
record that supports your position. 

4. Discuss whether TPL demonstrated that the products accused of infringing the 
'443, ' 424, and ' 847 patents receive or interface with SD cards that operate in a 
four-bit-bus mode, and if so, whether the accused products infringe the asserted 
claims. 

5. If the Commission were to find that the accused products infringe the ' 443 , '424, 
and '84 7 patents, discuss whether the SD specific<l:tion invalidates the asserted 
claims of those patents. 

Notice (October 24, 2013). The notice also solicited briefing from the public on remedy and 

the public interest. 
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On November 7, 2013, the parties filed opening submissions in response to the 

above-listed questions,4 as well as separate submissions on remedy the public interest, and 

bonding. That same day, non-party Intel Corp. filed comments on remedy and the public 

interest, supportive of the respondents. On November 15, 2013, the parties replied to each 

other's submissions.5 On December 11, 2013, TPL and Acer filed a joint motion to terminate 

the investigation as to Acer on the basis of a settlement agreement, which we granted in our 

notice terminating the investigation. 

II. DISCUSSION 

The respondents' petition for review and their subsequent briefing present a 

substantial domestic industry question, specifically, whether TPL, in alleging the existence of 

a domestic industry under section 337(a)(3)(C), must demonstrate the existence of articles 

practicing the asserted patents. 6 We first address the patent issues in this investigation before 

turning to domestic industry. 

4 Complainant Technology Properties Limited LLC's Response to the Notice of Commission 
Determination to Review in the Entirety a Final Initial Determination Finding a Violation of Section 337 (Nov. 
7, 2013) ("TPL Br."); Respondents' Written Submission Addressing Certain Issues Enumerated in the Notice of 
Commission Determination to Review in the Entirety a Final Initial Determination Finding a Violation of 
Section 337 (Nov. 7, 2013) ("Resp'ts Br."). 

5 Complainant Technology Properties Limited LLC's Reply Submission to the Notice of Commission 
Determination to Review in the Entirety a Final Initial Determination Finding a Violation of Section 337 (Nov. 
15, 2013) ("TPL Reply Br."); Reply of Respondents to the Submission of Complainant on Review of the Final 
Initial Determination (Nov. 15, 2013) ("Resp'ts Reply Br."). 

6 Commissioner Aranoff dissents from the Commission's determination that a complainant is required 
to demonstrate the existence of articles practicing the asserted patents in order to show a domestic industry 
based on licensing under section 337(a)(3)(C). She does not reach the question of whether there is a statutory 
requirement that a complainant demonstrate the existence of articles practicing the asserted patents for 
engineering and research and development industries under section 337(a)(3)(C). She otherwise joins the 
Commission's analysis to the extent that it is not inconsistent with her dissenting views. 
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A. Patent-Related Issues Concerning the '623 Patent 

The '623 patent is directed toward a device into which several types of memory cards 

can be plugged at the same time, the memory cards being "accessible in parallel to transfer 

data from the" first card to the second card. '623 patent claims 1, 9; accord claim 17. The 

accused products, after accounting for respondent Acer's recent termination from the 

investigation, are memory card readers distributed by Kingston and Newegg/Rosewill. ID at 

24-25. TPL asserted independent claims 1, 9, and 17 and dependent claims 2-4, 10-12, and 

18-19. ID at 12. For domestic industry, TPL relied upon claim 1. ID at 137. 

As noted earlier, the ALJ found a violation of section 337 as to the ' 623 patent. The 

principal dispositive issue regarding this patent is whether the patentee' s amendments to the 

claims, and explanations of those amendments, constitute disavowal as to patent scope with 

regard to what is meant by "accessible in parallel." The ALJ concluded that there was no 

disavowal and found that the accused products infringe the claims. The ALJ then found that 

the respondents failed to demonstrate that the asserted claims are invalid. 

1. Claim Construction and Infringement: "Accessible in Parallel" 

The ALJ's finding of infringement was based on his claim construction of"accessible 

in parallel to transfer data" from one type of memory card to another. ' 623 patent claims 1, 

9. Under guiding case law, the words of a claim are usually afforded their "ordinary and 

customary meaning as understood by a person of ordinary skill in the art when read in the 

context of the specification and prosecution history." Thorner v. Sony Computer Entm 't Am. 

LLC, 669 F.3d 1362, 1365 (Fed. Cir. 2012). An exception to this canon of construction 

applies "when the patentee disavows the full scope of a claim term either in the specification 

or during prosecution." Id. Throughout proceedings, the respondents argued that, based 

- 7 -
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upon prosecution history disavowal, "accessible in parallel" requires that the claimed system 

be able to read from one type of memory card while writing to the other. 

a) Recitation of the File History 

Claim 1, which is illustrative, issued from application claim 1, which called, inter 

alia, for "a plurality of memory card interfaces accessible in parallel."7 The patent examiner 

rejected all of the application claims over a prior art patent application to Pua (U.S. 

2002/0178307). Office Action (Aug. 22, 2003). Pua disclosed a memory card reader for 

connecting different types of memory cards to a computer. Pua contains a "memory card 

switching circuit" for controlling which memory card to access at any time. Pua if 32. 

In response to this rejection, the applicants explained (without amendment in this 

regard): 

Claim 1 requires a "memory card interface apparatus 
comprising a plurality of memory card interfaces ... the plurality of 
memory card interfaces accessible in parallel." (emphasis added). In 
contrast, Pua does not teach or suggest that the multiple card adapter 
10 can provide parallel access to the interfaces 30. Rather, Pua merely 
teaches a multiple memory card adapter that provides an interface for 
various types of memory cards. Nowhere does Pua teach or suggest 
that these interfaces are accessible in parallel. 

Amendment at 9 (Dec. 9, 2003) (emphasis in original). 

The examiner rejected the claims again: 

In response to applicant's argument that Pua et al does not 
teach or suggest that the multiple card adapter 10 can provide parallel 
access to the interfaces 30 . .. , in Pua et al the interfaces 30 are 
accessible in parallel in that they are connected to the memory card 
control interface 20 in parallel. The memory card control interface 20 
includes a memory card switching circuit for managing data and . 
command flow to the memory cards, and switches between card 

7 Asserted independent claims 9 and 17 of the ' 623 patent issued from application claims 10 and 19, 
respectively. As claim 17 is no longer at issue, we do not address it further, though throughout the prosecution 
history, the amendments to issued claims I, 9, and 17 were consistent and indistinguishable. 
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interfaces depending on which type of card is being accessed (see 
paragraphs 32, 37, and 38). Since the memory card control interface 
20 is capable of accessing specific interfaces 30, the interfaces 30 are 
connected to the memory card control interface 20 in parallel. If the 
interfaces 30 were connected to the memory card control interface 20 
in serial, the memory card control interface 20 would have to access 
one interface type ... while sending control signals through at least 
one second interface type . ... Thus, it is clear that the interfaces 30 
are connected to the memory card control interface 20 in parallel. 
Therefore, the teachings of Pua et al meet the claimed limitation that 
the interfaces are accessible in parallel. 

Final Office Action at 3 (Mar. 5, 2004). 

In attempting to overcome the rejection, the applicants amended the claims from 

"accessible in parallel" to "being accessible in parallel" (application claims 1 and 10), and 

explained: 

The above-emphasized limitation of claim 1 requires that the 
plurality of memory card interfaces be accessible in parallel. The 
Examiner' s above-quoted argument merely shows that the interface 30 
for each type of memory card is connected to the memory card control 
interface 20 in parallel. However, the fact that the interface 30 for 
each type of memory card is connected in parallel does not mean that 
access to the interfaces 30 occurs in parallel. 

In fact, Pua describes that the memory card control interface 20 
comprises a memory card switching circuit which is switched to one of 
the interfaces 30 under control of a microprocessor. For example, in 
paragraph 32, Pua states, "If, for example, the host reads from or 
writes to a Compact Flash card, the microprocessor will switch this 
circuit to the Compact Flash interface. If, for example, the host reads 
from or to a Smart Media card, the microprocessor will switch this 
circuit to the Smart Media interface." Thus, in other words, depending 
on the type of card being written to or read from, the microprocessor 
switches the memory card switching circuit to the interface that 
supports the card being written to or from. Since the memory card 
switching circuit is switched between interfaces, it follows that no 
more than one interface can be operative at a given point in time. 
Thus, access to the interfaces does not occur in parallel. 

Amendment at 7 (Apr. 29, 2004) (emphasis in original). 
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In his next rejection, instead of relying solely on the Pua application, the examiner 

relied for anticipation on U.S. Patent No. 6,381,513 to Takase.8 Office Action (May 27, 

2004). That patent discloses a computer terminal that accommodates several memory cards 

at once. Takase explains that its "memory card interface 223 can simultaneously accept a 

plurality of memory cards 1 so that it can read, erase and write the data in parallel." Takase 

patent col. 13 lines 9-12. 

In response to this rejection, the applicants amended application claim 1 as follows, 

with similar amendments to application claim 10: 

1. (CurrentJy Amended) A memory card interface apparatlls comprising: 

a plurality of memory card interfaces, with at least a subse of the plurality of memory 

card interfaces eollfiguud being s_electively operable to interface with a p w:atitv of memory 

canb of a first typo. tft&.,plmaiity e._memeff eard-DlterJaees..aeeessiMe in parallel. 

Amendments (June 16, 2004). The applicants explained that the memory card system of 

Takase was "not subject to selection." Id. at 6-7; see Takase patent col. 14 line 34- col. 15 

line 18. The examiner disagreed, and again rejected the claims as anticipated by Takase. 

Office Action 15 (Sept. 2, 2004). 

The applicants amended the claims again, with the amendments to claim 1 shown 

below: 

8 The examiner also found the claims obvious in view of Takase and Pua together. 
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1. (Currently Amended) A memoty card interface apparatus comprising! 

a plurality of memory card interfaces, with aHeasta suhset efdth.e plwalityefmemeiy 

e&rti iftterfaeee &eing seleeth•ely &peR~le te iBterfaee wita aplttreJity efmemery~efds efa first 
~ comprising a first subset to interface with a memo!'.y c.ard of a first type and a sec.and subset 

to interface with.a memon: card of a second twe, wherein the ·memory card of the first type and 

the memorv card of the second !)Jle are accessible in parallel. 

Amendment (Nov. 22, 2004). The applicants explained: 

Takase describes a system in which a plurality of memory 
cards of the same type may be accessed in parallel. For example, see 
columns 15 and 16. However, Takase fails to teach or suggest that a 
memory card of the first type and a memory card of a second type may 
be accessed in parallel. 

Pua (US 2002/0178307) describes a system which provides 
serial access to a number of memory cards of different types (see 
paragraph 37, column 2). However, Pua does not teach or suggest that 
a memory card of a first type and a memory card of a second type may 
be accessible in parallel. 

Thus, the combination of Takase and Pua would provide a 
system in which there would be parallel access for memory cards of 
the same type, and serial access for memory cards of different types. 
The combination of Takase and Pua would still fail to teach or suggest 
that a memory card of the first type and a memory card of the second 
type may be access [sic] in parallel, as recited in claim 1. 

Id. at 5 (emphasis in original). 

Another rejection followed, this time relying on the combination ofTakase and Pua, 

as opposed to each individually. Office Action (Feb. 5, 2005). The examiner argued that a 

person of ordinary skill would have been motivated to combine the two references "in order 

to provide the ability to interface with a plurality of memory cards as desired/required by 

users, thereby increasing the versatility and appeal of the system to a greater number of 

users." Id. at 9. 

In response to this rejection, the applicants amended the claims again: 
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I. (Currently Amended) A memory card interface apparatus. comprising: 

a plurality of memory card interfaces comprising a first subset to interface with a 

memory <i8rd of a first type and a second subset to interface with a memory card of a 

second type, wherein the memory card of the first type and the memory card of the 

second type are accessible in parallel to transfer data~ from the memoey card of the first 

twe to the memory card of the second type. 

Amendments (Apr. 27, 2005). The applicants explained: 

Id at 6-7. 

In contrast [to the newly added limitation] , Takase discloses an 
electronic information distributing terminal for writing electronic 
information (such as text information and corresponding motion image 
information) into a memory card .... Takase's terminal does not teach 
or suggest transfer data [sic] from the memory card of the first type to 
the memory card of the second type. 

Also, Pua discloses a multiple memory card adapter that 
comprises an interface for various types of memory cards, so that only 
one adapter is needed to allow different types of memory cards to be 
read from or written to by a host computer. Pua also does not teach or 
suggest transfer data [sic] from the memory card of the first type to the 
memory card of the second type. 

Thus, Takase and Pua, individually or in combination, do not 
teach or suggest transfer data [sic] from the memory card of the first 
type to the memory card of the second type, as claimed in independent 
claims 1, 10 and 19. 

These amendments overcame the rejection, but the examiner issued a detailed notice 

of allowability explaining the improvements over the prior art, including discussion of U.S. 

Patent No. 6, 010,066 to Itou:9 

Itou et al ... teaches transferring data from a frrst memory card 
to a second memory card (see column 1, lines 57-62, and column 2, 
lines 9-14). However, Itou et al fails to teach or suggest that the frrst 

9 Until this point, the examiner had relied upon Itou in connection with claims 8 and 16 of the '623 
patent (application claims 8 and 17), which call for a text display. 
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memory card and the second memory card are different types or 
accessible in parallel. Since the transfer of data from a first memory 
card to a second memory card necessarily includes reading data from 
the first memory card and then writing the data to the second memory 
card, the examiner believes that this suggests accessing the first and 
second memory cards serially, rather than in parallel. 

It is also noted that applicants have maae a distinction between 
the memory cards being connected in parallel and the memory cards 
being accessible in parallel. As applicants have stated, the fact that 
interfaces are connected in parallel does not mean that access to the 
interfaces occurs in parallel (see page 7 of the amendment filed on 
5/3/2004). 

Therefore, without the benefit of applicant's teachings, there is 
no motivation for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of the prior art in a manner so as to 
create the claimed invention. 

Notice of Allowability at 3 (July 19, 2005). 

b) Prosecution Disavowal Based Upon the File History 

The respondents argued that the effect of this exhaustive file history is to disavow 

switching between two memory cards from the scope of"accessible in parallel," and 

proposed to the ALJ a construction of "accessible in parallel" as "each transmitting or 

receiving data simultaneously at a given point in time." Order No. 23 at 60. TPL argued for 

the plain and ordinary meaning of the term, and as an alternative also argued that "accessible 

in parallel" means "capable of concurrent read/write access." Id. While this appears to be 

the same as the respondents' position, it is based upon a loose usage of "concurrent" in which 

fast switching back and forth between two memory cards is sufficient to practice the patent 

claims. See, e.g., TPL Reply Pet. 11 n.1. 

The ALJ found that the prosecution history does not disavow claim scope whereby 

only one memory card is accessed at a time. To the ALJ, accessible in parallel meant that 

any one of several inserted memory cards could be accessed at a time: "This language does 
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not require that the cards function simultaneously, but rather that it be possible for them to be 

in their respective slots simultaneously, so the operator of the system can access them 

without taking them in and out." Order No. 23 at 61. 

We reverse the ALJ and adopt the respondents' proposed claim construction. We 

find that the above-quoted statement from Order No. 23 fails to take into account the 

applicant's statements in the prosecution history distinguishing Pua, as Pua accommodated 

multiple cards as well. The respondents' petition for review focuses on this point. Resp'ts 

Pet. ~-19. We agree with the respondents that the ALJ's construction reads the "in parallel" 

language out of the claims. Id. at 11-12. We find the applicants' statements in response to 

the second rejection to be especially clear to disavow claim scope. The applicants there 

explained: "that the interface 30 for each type of memory card is connected in parallel does 

not mean that access to the interfaces 30 occurs in parallel." Amendment at 7 (Apr. 29, 

2004) (emphasis in original). The applicants continued (distinguishing Pua): 

Id. 

Pua states, "If, for example, the host reads from or writes to a 
Compact Flash card, the microprocessor will switch this circuit to the 
Compact Flash interface. If, for example, the host reads from or to a 
Smart Media card, the microprocessor will switch this circuit to the 
Smart Media interface." Thus, in other words, dep~nding on the type 
of card being written to or read from, the microprocessor switches the 
memory card switching circuit to the interface that supports the card 
being written to or from. Since the memory card switching circuit is 
switched between interfaces, it follows that no more than one interface 
can be operative at a given point in time. Thus, access to the interfaces 
does not occur in parallel. 

In support of its argument against prosecution disavowal, TPL argues that the speed 

with which the switching occurs constifutes parallel access. TPL Reply Pet. 14-16. This 

argument misapprehends the prosecution history. The prosecution history surrounding the 
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Pua reference does not have to do with slow switching versus fast switching, but rather with 

whether switching is encompassed within the phrase "accessible in parallel." Based on the 

applicants' representations to the PTO, switching back and forth is beyond the scope of 

"accessible in parallel." 

TPL also argues that a finding of disavowal causes construction difficulties with 

claim 17 of the ' 623 patent. TPL Br. 11. That claim, unlike claims 1 and 9, covers a method, 

rather than an apparatus, and includes the step of "selectively operating the first and second 

subsets to provide access to the memory cards of the frrst and second types in parallel to 

transfer data from the memory card of the first type to the memory card of the second type." 

TPL takes the position that "selectively" in this claim means accessing one card at a time. 

TPL Br. 11. TPL asserts that therefore, "the examiner (aware of the applicant' s remarks) 

would not have allowed claim 17" based upon our construction of "accessible in parallel." 

Id. at 11-12. 

In response to TPL' s argument, the respondents assert that claim 17 "is no longer at 

issue." Resp'ts Reply Br. 10. They also observe that the "selectively" language was not at 

issue during prosecution, and that there is no reason to conjecture what the examiner could 

have done if such points had been raised during prosecution. Id. at 10-11. Moreover, they 

argue that "the most natural ... reading of this phrase in view of the claim language is that 

the word ' selectively' denotes that it is the frrst and second interface subsets that are selected 

for operation ... , not that the claim allows for - or requires - operating these interfaces one 

at a time." Id. We agree with the respondents ' arguments . . 

Based upon our claim construction, there is no dispute that the accused products use 

"disclaimed prior art switching circuitry." Resp' ts Pet. 14-18; TPL Reply Pet. 15-16. 
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Accordingly, we find that the accused products do not infringe the asserted claims of the '623 

patent. 10 

The respondents argued on petition that the asserted claims of the '623 patent are 

invalid as anticipated or obvious only under the ALJ's construction of "in parallel." Resp'ts 

Pet. 19-38. Because we reject the ALJ's claim construction, we do not reach the 

respondents' validity arguments based upon that construction. 

B. Patent-Related Issues Concerning the Mapping Patents 
(the '443, '424 and '847 Patents) 

The ' 443 patent was filed on July 26, 2006. It claims priority to a patent application 

filed in 2000. The '424 patent is a continuation of the application that issued as the '443 

patent. In turn, the '847 patent is a continuation of the application that issued as the '424 

patent. The three patents ("the mapping patents"), therefore, share a common specification 

and are directed to "universal" memory card readers or adapters, i.e., devices that are capable 

of interfacing with multiple types of memory cards. I I 

The following claims are asserted: from the '443 patent, independent claims 1 and 9, 

and dependent claims 3, 4, 7, 11, 12, and 14; from the '424 patent, independent claims 25 

and 28, and dependent claims 26 and 29; and from the ' 847 patent independent claim 1, and 

dependent claims 2 and 3. ID at 12-16. 

1. Infringement: "Mapping" 

The asserted claims are substantially similar and the only dispute at the Commission 

is with respect to the "mapping" limitations in each claim: 

10 Prosecution disavowal makes the doctrine of equivalents unavailable to TPL. See, e.g., American 
Ca/car, Inc. v. American Honda Motor Co. ,651 F.3d 1318, 1340 (Fed. Cir. 2011); Southwall Techs., Inc. v. 
Cardinal JG Co., 54 F.3d 1570, 1576 (Fed. Cir. 1995). 

11 Unless otherwise noted, we refer to the '443 specification for convenience. 
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• " a controller chip to map at least a subset of the at least one set of contact 
pins to a set of signal lines or power lines, based on an identified type of a 
memory media card." '443 patent claim 1; accord '443 patent claim 9. 

• "means for mapping power, ground or data signals between said 
interconnection pins and said one or more contact pins depending upon the 
identification of the type of memory card inserted into said port." '424 patent 
claim 25; accord '424 patent claim 28 & '847 patent claim 1. 

The ALJ construed what it means "to map": 

Thus, the ALJ construes "to map at least a subset of the at least one set 
of contact pins to a set of signal lines or power lines, based on an 
identified type of the memory media card" [and the corresponding 
claim from '443 patent claim 9] to have its plain and ordinary meaning 
as outlined above and with the caveat that the mapping must occur 
based on the type of memory card inserted. 

Order No. 23 at 32-33.12 By "outlined above," the ALJ references his explanation that 

"mapping is a logical function and does not require some physical connection be changed in 

the device in order to accomplish it." Id. at 29. No party challenged the ALJ's claim 

construction to the Commission.13 On review by the Commission, then, is whether, based 

upon the ALJ's claim construction, the accused products and domestic industry products 

meet this claim limitation. 

Explained at the simplest level, memory cards have sets of contacts for 

communication. The cards are read from or written to by connecting a pin to each contact (or 

to at least some of the contacts). See, e.g., '443 patent col. 5 lines 22-24. The ' 443 patent 

teaches that notwithstanding that different types of cards have different contacts, an adapter 

can use the same pin for different cards. Figure 4, for instance, is a "table of pin mappings" 

that shows how 21 pins could be used to service a "Smart Media" card, an "MMC/SD" card, 

12 For the means-plus-function limitations, the ALJ found that the recited function is the same as for 
the mapping in the non-means-plus-function claims, and that the corresponding structure is a controller. Id at 
35-37. 

13 The respondents had urged a narrower definition based upon prosecution disclaimer, id at 28-30, but 
they chose not to advance that argument to the Commission. 

- 17 -



PUBLIC VERSION 

or a Memory Stick. Figure 5 is a "table of pin mappings" that shows how 18 pins could be 

used to control an even greater variety of cards. When a pin is shared, it is said in the patent 

to be "multiplexed." The patent specification discusses Figure 5 in greater detail. '443 

patent col. 6 lines 25-47. 

The accused products are memory card readers that are designed to accommodate SD 

cards and MMC cards, and no others. The patent explains that these two types of cards 

"have the same form factor but slightly different pin-out." '443 patent col. 2 lines 1-2. The 

similarities are such that every further reference of these two types of memory cards in the 

asserted patents is conflated as "MMC/SD," including in Figures 4 and 5. 

The respondents argued, and the ALJ found, that the claimed mapping does not occur 

because the operation of MMC and SD cards is substantially the same. ID at 37-48. SD 

cards can operate in one of two manners, with either a one-bit data bus (i.e., reading or 

writing one bit of information at a time) or with a four-bit data bus (i.e. , reading or writing 

four bits in parallel, like a four-lane road instead of a one-lane road). In single-bit data bus 

usage, there is no genuine dispute that the MMC and SD cards operate in essentially the same 

manner. What remains is a theory of infringement reliant upon an SD card utilizing a four-

bit data bus. The only difference is that four-bit-bus operation of an SD card uses three more 

pins than an MMC card (or than one-bit-bus operation of an SD card). ID at 45-46. 

The parties' petitions for review contended that the ALJ's comparison of four-bit 

data-bus SD versus MMC was inconsistent. In particular, the ID states as follows: 

The ALJ finds that Mr. Berg explained that distinguishing 
between an SD and MMC cards does not show evidence of the 
claimed "mapping" because, the evidence only shows that 
[ 
according to the SD specification. (RX-2885C, Q/A 81-92; see also 
id. at Q/A 103-05, 110, 112-13: 119-21 (as to Acer).) Specifically, the 
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ALJ finds that a communication with an MMC card and 
communication with an SD card occurs across a 1-bit wide data bus. 
(Id. at 87.) The ALJ finds that Mr. Buscaino provided no evidence 
that any device ever operates using a data bus wider than 1-bit when 
an SD card is inserted, and Mr. Berg explained that such functionality 
is optional. (Id. at 88, 91-92.) Thus, although the ALJ notes that TPL' s 
arguments regarding mapping were eminently reasonable, the ALJ 
finds that they have not proven that the "mapping" elements found in 
all the asserted claims of the '443 , '424, and ' 847 Patents. 
Accordingly, the ALJ finds that because TPL has failed to prove the 
presence of all of the elements of the asserted claims, TPL has failed to 
prove infringement of the asserted claims of the ' 443 , ' 424, and '847 
Patents. 

ID at 48. But the ALJ also addressed the operation of the accused products in a four-bit bus 

mode. See, e. g., ID at 40-41 ( 

). 

On review, we reverse the ALJ's determination that TPL failed to show that the 

accused products can transfer data to or from SD cards with a four-bit-bus, and we vacate in 

its entirety the paragraph reprinted in the block quotation above. 14 We find that TPL 

demonstrated, by a preponderance of the evidence, operation of the accused products in a 

four-bit-bus mode. 15 TPL Br. 26-31 ; TPL Reply Br. 22-27. As discussed extensively in 

TPL' s briefing, the evidence of record demonstrated the accused products all have 

connectors with pins. for the four bits of data and that the controllers in the accused products 

are designed to process four bits of data. TPL Br. 26-31. We agree with TPL' s 

characterization of the record that "neither Respondents nor Respondents' experts or fact 

witnesses dispute that the accused controllers operate in 4-bit SD mode when an SD card is 

14 We give no weight to the ALJ's statement in the block quotation that certain TPL arguments were 
"eminently reasonable." We do not adopt that statement. 

15 The respondents ' arguments in their briefs to the Commission regarding whether the accused 
products operate in four-bit mode are inconsistent with the evidence ofrecord. 
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inserted and in 1-bit MMC mode when an MMC card is inserted into the card connector." 

TPL Br. 41; see also id. at 31. 

Moreover, we agree with TPL that its substantial showing went well beyond what is 

necessary pursuant to the language of the asserted claims. We find that TPL showed that the 

accused products are at least capable of operating in a four-bit bus mode, and that is all that is 

ordinarily required for apparatus claims. The Commission most recently addressed this issue 

in Certain Semiconductor Chips and Products Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-753, 

Comm'n Op. 37-39 (July 31, 2012). That case presented a factually analogous question. 

The Commission considered the following Federal Circuit authorities in detail: Fantasy 

Sports }'roperties, Inc. v. Sportsline.com, Inc., 287 F.3d 1108, 1118 (Fed. Cir. 2002); Silicon 

Graphics, Inc. v. AT/Technologies., Inc., 607 F.3d 784, 794 (Fed. Cir. 2010); and ACCO 

Brands, Inc. v. ABA Locks Manufacturer Co., 501F.3d1307, 1310 (Fed. Cir. 2007). The 

claim language here is similar to that at issue in Silicon Graphics and Fantasy Sports. 16 

Accordingly, it was not incumbent upon TPL to demonstrate actual use of the accused 

products in four-bit-bus mode. 17 Accordingly, we disagree with the first full paragraph of 

page 48 of the ID, in which the ALJ limits TPL's showing to one-bit-bus operation of the SD 

card, for which reason it has been vacated. We note that this paragraph in the ID was in 

16 In Silicon Graphics, the patent claims called for "arasterization circuit ... that rasterizes the 
primitive according to a rasterization process," and the Federal Circuit found that the claim language merely 
required circuitry with the ability to rasterize. Silicon Graphics, 607 F.3d at 795. Fantasy Sports included 
claim language calling for a computer that included "means for setting up individual football franchises"; and 
other "means" for selecting rosters, trading players, and so forth. The court found that the infringing software 
(apparatus) included these means "regardless whether that means is activated or utilized in any way." Fantasy 

· Sports, 287 F.3d at 1118. The claims in ACCO, on the other hand, called for a computer lock with: "a pin, 
coupled through said housing, for extending into said security slot proximate said slot engaging portion when 
said slot engagement member is in said locked position to thereby inhibit rotation of said slot engagement 
member to said unlocked position." ACCO, 501 F.3d at 1310. The Federal Circuit there found that the lock 
would only infringe after a user inserted the lock into a computer and turned the key to lock it. Id. at 1313-14. 

17 As discussed earlier, in any event, we have also found that TPL demonstrated such operation. 
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conflict with earlier passages of the ID, including from page 45 through the top of page 48, 

which analyzed four-bit-bus SD operation. 

While we vacate one paragraph of the ID, we affirm the remainder of the ALJ's 

analysis of the accused products. In so doing, we affirm the ALJ's determination that a "card 

reader does not need to perform the claimed 'mapping' to accommodate SD and MMC card 

types in the same slot." ID at 46. We disagree with TPL' s contention that the ALJ's 

reasoning was based solely on the SD Specification's initialization processes. TPL Pet. 18-

25, 34-35; see ID at 47-48. Rather, the ALJ explained that the "only difference between" 

SD and MMC "cards is that the data in the SD card is a four bit bus, which requires four pins 

for data, and the MMC card only requires one." ID at 45 (citing RX-2369.0019; RDX-0482). 

The ALJ explained that the "[ 

." Id 

(citing RX-2888C, Q/A 56-60, 160-79; RX-22369.0019-20; JX-0068.0019-20; RDX-0412; 

RDX-0480; RDX-0481). We agree with the ALJ that" 

." Id at 45 (citing CX-354C.18; CX-296C.27). 

As the ALJ extensively and correctly discussed, in order to communicate with the SD and 

MMC cards, no mapping is required. Similarly, the mere use of additional signal lines in 

some circumstances but not others, based upon fixed assignments, does not constitute 

mapping. ID at 45; Resp'ts Br. 45-46 (citing RX-2885C, Q/A 265, 313, 355, 414, 461, 522, 

564; RX-2888C Q/A 589, 634-35 (HP); RX-2888C Q/A 92, 180-88, 926-27; RX-3418C; 

RX3450 (Seiko Epson); RX-2888C Q/A 835-36, 864-65, CX-0322 (Newegg/Rosewill); RX-

2888C, Q/A 256-76, 285-94, 226-47, 250-53 (Canon); RX-2885C, Q/A 75-80 (HP); RX-
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2888C Q/A 761-62 (Kingston); RX-2888C, Q/A 453-64; RX-3481C, Q/A 30-36 (HiTi); Tr. 

538-39). 

2. Invalidity 

On petition for review, the respondents contingently petitioned for review of the 

ALJ' s determination that the asserted patent claims are not invalid as anticipated in view of 

certain prior art references. Resp'ts Pet. 60-73. See Resp'ts Pet. 62 (SD Specification); 

Resp'ts Summary of Pet. VI ("To the extent that the Commission reverses the ALJ's finding 

of non-infringement for the '443, '424, and '847 patents, the Commission should nonetheless 

find no violation because the record evidence clearly shows that these patents are invalid."). 

We have determined to reach two of these arguments. In particular, Question No. 3 

of the Commission notice of review asked the parties to brief whether TPL contested the 

respondents' invalidity arguments regarding Japanese patent publication JP Hl 1-15928 ("the 

'928 Publication") (RX-817). The ALJ found that the '928 Publication is prior art to the 

mapping patents under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b), but found that the respondents' arguments in 

support of invalidity were too cursory to be preserved. ID at 108. Question No. 3 in the 

Commission notice asked whether invalidity in view of the '928 Publication was 

uncontested, in which case the Commission might excuse the lack of detailed briefing as to 

issues for which there was no genuine material dispute. See, e.g., Certain Mobile Devices, 

Associated Software and Components Thereof, Inv. No. 337-TA-744, Comm'n Op. 11-16 

(May 18, 2012). 

The respondents here argued that the '928 Publication anticipates all the asserted 

claims of the mapping patents, by describing the publication in only one paragraph, Resp'ts 

Post-Hearing Br. 153-54, and then asserting anticipation based upon citation to expert 
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testimony, id. at 154. Resp ' ts Post-Hearing Br. 154. We affirm the ALJ's application of his 

ground rules because TPL challenged the respondents ' invalidity argument based upon the 

' 928 Publication. See TPL Post-Hearing Br. 254; CX-1205C at 157-169, Q/A 974-1035; 

TPL Post-Hearing Reply Br. 73-75. We note that the respondents moved to strike some of 

TPL's arguments from TPL's post-hearing reply brief, see Resp'ts Br. 34 & n.16, but they 

did not petition for review of denial of their motion, Resp' ts Pet. 67-69. In view of the ALJ's 

evidentiary determination that TPL' s arguments for the '928 Publication were proper, we 

sustain the ALJ' s application of his ground rules that the respondents ' briefing was too 

cursory to demonstrate invalidity in view of the '928 Publication clearly and convincingly. 

We also affirm the ALJ' s determination that the respondents failed to demonstrate 

that the mapping patents are invalid in view of of European Patent 1 037 159 (RX-985) 

("Lipponen") and its counterpart U.S. Patent No. 6,612,498 (RX-807). Respt' s Pet. 60. 

These patents teach a memory card reader for reading an MMC card as well as a SIM card. 

RX-0895 at 1. The only dispute is whether a SIM card - used inside a mobile telephone - is 

a "memory card" or "memory media card" within the scope of the patent claims. The ALJ 

concluded that the SIM card, which is used principally for subscriber identification as 

opposed to data storage, is not a memory card. ID at 105. We find that the respondents have 

not carried their burden to demonstrate that a person of skill in the art would have understood 

the claimed "memory media card" to encompass a SIM card as used in Lipponen. In 

Lipponen, the SIM card, while acknowledged to have memory on it, is used to enable a 

mobile telephone to access a network. RX-985 at 2 iii! 4-6; see also TPL Reply Pet. 44-46. 

We do not reach the respondents ' other invalidity arguments. 
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C. Patent-Related Issues Concerning the '549 Patent 

There had been a fifth patent asserted before the ALJ. The claims of the '549 patent 

are all directed toward systems and methods in which a "controller chip" determines whether 

the memory card itself has a controller, such that if the memory card does not, the "flash 

adapter" (the memory card reader) uses "firmware" to "manage error correction" in the 

memory card. '549 asserted patent claims 7 and 11; see also unasserted claim 1. The 

accused products were memory card readers that can read "xD" cards in addition to other 

types of cards. See ID at 77-78; TPL Post-Hearing Br. 196-97. xD cards, unlike other 

memory cards, lack an onboard controller. See id. The principal question before the ALJ 

was whether detecting the presence of an xD card is sufficient to detect whether a memory 

card contains a controller. The ALJ concluded that sensing an xD card was not detecting a 

controller, and therefore found that TPL failed to demonstrate infringement. TPL did not 

petition for review of that finding, and the Commission affirms the ALJ's finding of . 

nonin:fringement as to the '549 patent for the reasons set forth in the ALJ's discussion of 

direct infringement on pages 73-81 of the ID. We do not reach, and vacate, the remainder of 

the ALJ's findings regarding the '549 patent, including findings regarding invalidity, as well 

as the ALJ' s interpretation (ID at 69-73) of the Commission opinion from Certain Electronic 

Devices With Image Processing Systems, Components Thereof, and Associated Software, Inv. 

No. 337-TA-724 (Dec. 11, 2011). 

D. The Domestic Industry Requirement 

The principal domestic industry question on review is whether a showing of articles 

protected by the asserted patents is necessary in order for TPL to demonstrate the existence 

of a domestic industry under section 337(a)(3)(C). Question No. 1 of the Commission notice 
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of review sought briefing on this issue from the parties. To address this question, we discuss 

the history of section 337(a)(3) and recent decisions of the Federal Circuit before turning to 

the facts of this investigation. 

1. The 1988 Amendments to Section 337 and 
Commission Practice in Response Thereto 

Under paragraph (a)(2) of section 337, a complainant must show that an industry 

"relating to the articles protected by the patent ... exists or is in the process of being 

established" in the United States. 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(2). Paragraph (a)(3) expands upon 

paragraph (a)(2) as follows: 

(3) For purposes of paragraph (2), an industry in the United States 
shall be considered to exist if there is in the United States, with respect 
to the articles protected by the patent, copyright, trademark, mask 
work, or design concerned-

( A) significant investment in plant and equipment; 
(B) significant employment of labor or capital; or 
(C) substantial investment in its exploitation, including 

engineering, research and development, or licensing. 

19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(3). 

Paragraph 337(a)(3) was added to the Tariff Act as part of the Omnibus Trade and 

Competitiveness Act of 1988, Pub. L. No. 100-418, 102 Stat. 1107 (1988) ("1988 Act"). The 

1988 Act effected significant changes in the requirements for intellectual-property-related 

investigations under section 337, including patent-based investigations, which comprise the 

bulk of section 33 7 investigations. 18 Commission precedent prior to 1988 "customarily 

defmed the domestic industry as consisting of the domestic operations of the patentee 

devoted to the exploitation of the teachings of the patent at issue," with "[e]xploitation of 

18 Paragraph (a)(3) of section 337 applies to patents, registered copyrights, federally registered 
trademarks, registered semiconductor mask works, and certain vessel designs. 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(l)(B)­
(a)(l)(E). 
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patent rights" including "domestic production and manufacture, development and sale of 

patented product[s]." Certain Foam Earplugs, Inv. No. 337-TA-184, Initial Determination, 

0085 WL 1,127,231 at *56 (Nov. 30, 1984), not reviewed, 50 Fed. Reg. 4277 (Jan. 30, 1985). 

The 1988 amendments codified such precedent by adding subparagraphs 337(a)(3)(A) and 

(B) to the statute encompassing "significant investment in plant and equipment," and 

"significant employment of labor or capital." In addition, domestic industry was broadened 
.. 

to include new subparagraph 337(a)(3)(C), for "substantial investment in" the "exploitation" 

of the asserted intellectual-property right. 1988 Act§ 1342(a) (amending 19 U.S.C. § 1337). 

The domestic industry requirement of Section 337, as amended in 1988, has been 

interpreted by the Commission to consist of an "economic prong" and a "technical prong." 

See, e.g. , Alloc, Inc. v. ITC, 342 F.3d 1361 , 1375 (Fed. Cir. 2003). The "economic prong" of 

the domestic industry requirement is satisfied when it is determined that significant or 

substantial economic activities and investments set forth in subsections (A), (B), and/or (C) 

of subsection 337(a)(3) have taken place or are taking place. Certain Variable Speed Wind 

Turbines & Components Thereof, Inv. No. 337-TA-376, USITC Pub. No. 3003, Comm'n Op. 

at 21 (Nov. 1996). "To determine whether an industry relates to the protected articles (the 

' technical prong' of the domestic industry requirement), the Commission examines whether 

the industry produces articles covered by the asserted claims." Alloc, 342 F.3d at 1375. To 

meet the technical prong, at least under section 337(a)(3)(A)-(B), it has been held that the 

complainant must establish that it practices at least one claim of the asserted patent. See 

Certain Microsphere Adhesives, Process for Making Same, and Products Containing Same, 

Including Self-Stick Repositionable Notes, Inv. No. 337-TA-366, Comm'n Op., 1996 WL 

1056095, at *7-8 (Jan. 16, 1996). "The test for satisfying the 'technical prong' of the 
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industry requirement is essentially the same as that for infringement, i.e., a comparison of 

domestic products to the asserted claims." Alloc, 342 F.3d at 1375. Thus, the term 

"technical prong" has been used to refer to a requirement that articles exist that are covered 

by at least one claim of the asserted patent. 

The Commission has established that the "its" in "substantial investment in its 

exploitation" of subparagraph (a)(3)(C) refers to "the patent, copyright, trademark, mask 

work, or design."19 See Certain Microcomputer Memory Controllers, Components Thereof 

and Products Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-331, Order No. 6, 1992 WL 811,299, at *2 

(Jan. 8, 1992), not reviewed, 57 Fed Reg. 5710 (Feb. 12, 1992). This analysis comports with 

the legislative history of the 1988 Act, in which an earlier version of subparagraph (C) called 

for a "substantial investment in exploitation of the intellectual property right, including 

engineering, research and development, or licensing." H.R. Rep. No. 100-576 at 634 (Apr. 

20, 1988) (Conference Report for H.R. 3, "Omnibus Trade and Competitiveness Act of 

1988").20 See also InterDigital Commc 'ns, LLC v. ITC, 707 F.3d 1295, 1297 (Fed. Cir. 

2013) ("The parties agree that the word 'its' in the last clause of paragraph 337(a)(3) refers to 

the intellectual property at issue."). 

Until now, and relying substantially upon the legislative history of the 1988 Act, our 

practice has been not to require a complainant to demonstrate for purposes of a licensing-

19 The effect of such an interpretation of subparagraph (C) is to require the showing of a nexus between 
investment and the asserted intellectual property right. That is to say that the investment must be in "its" 
exploitation, and without the demonstration of such a nexus, the investment would not be cognizable under 
subparagraph (C). The Commission's most extensive analysis of the nexus issue, which collected Commission 
determinations on the matter, is the Commission opinion in Navigation Devices. See Certain Multimedia 
Display and Navigation Devices and Systems, Components Thereof, and Products Containing Same, Inv. No. 
337-TA-694, Comm'n Op. at 7-13 (revised public version). We do not revisit those issues here. 

20 This conference report was expressly incorporated as part of the legislative history of enacted H.R. 
4848. Pub. L. 100-418 § 2 (H.R. 4848) (Aug. 23, 1988). 
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based domestic industry the existence of protected articles practicing the asserted patents.21 

Although there may have been protected articles actually practicing the asserted patents in 

our past investigations, such a showing was not mandatory. The decisions in these cases 

instead focused on whether the complainants' showings oflicensing expenditures were tied 

sufficiently closely to the patents asserted in each investigation. 

2. The Federal Circuit's InterDigital Decisions 

JnterDigital22 is the appeal of the Commission determination in Certain 3G Mobile 

Handsets and Components Thereof, Inv. No. 337-TA-613. In that investigation, although the 

Commission found no violation of section 337, the Commission found the domestic-industry 

requirement to be satisfied, and respondent-intervenors Nokia, Inc. and Nokia Corp. 

(collectively, ''Nokia") challenged that finding on appeal. 

a) Commission Proceedings 

In the course of the 3G Mobile Handsets investigation, the ALJ issued two summary 

IDs regarding domestic industry. In Order No. 26, the ALJ granted complainant InterDigital 

Communications LLC's ("InterDigital") motion for summary determination that it satisfied 

the economic prong of the domestic industry requirement of section 337(a)(3)(C) through 

InterDigital ' s U.S.-based expenditures toward its own SlimChip product family (on which 

21 Certain Semiconductor Chips with Minimized Chip Package Size and Products Containing Same, 
Inv. No. 337-TA-432 ("Minimized Chip Packages"), Order No. 13 at 11-12, not reviewed, Notice, 66 Fed. Reg. 
58424 (Nov. 21, 2001); Certain Digital Processors and Digital Processing Systems, Components Thereof, and 
Products Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA~559 ("Digital Processors"), Initial Determination at 81-92 (May 
11, 2007), not reviewed in relevant part, Notice at 2 (Aug. 6, 2007); Certain Multimedia Display and 
Navigation Devices and Systems, Components Thereof, and Products Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-694, 
Comm'n Op. 6-16 (Aug. 8, 2011) (Corrected Public Version) (portfolio licensing); Certain Liquid Crystal 
Display Devices, Including Monitors, Televisions, and Modules, and Components Thereof, Inv. Nos. 337-TA-
741 & -749, Comm'n Op. 108-15 (June 14, 2012) (portfolio licensing); Certain Semiconductor Chips and 
Products Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-753, Comm'n Op. 44-51(Aug.17, 2012) (Public Version). 

22 lnterDigital Commc'ns, LLC v. ITC, 690 F.3d 1318 (Aug. 1, 2012) ("lnterDigital I"), reh 'g denied, 
707 F.3d 1295 (Jan. 10, 2013) ("lnterDigital If'). 
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InterDigital intended to rely to satisfy the technical prong). Order No. 26 at 2 n.2 (Mar. 26, 

2008) (public version). No petitions for review were filed, and the Commission determined 

not to review the ID. Notice at 2 (May 5, 2008). 

In Order No. 42, the ALJ issued an ID granting complainant InterDigital ' s motion for 

summary determination that its licensing activities satisfied the economic prong of the 

domestic industry requirement of section 337(a)(3)(C). Order No. 42 (March 10, 2009) 

(public version). In that ID, the ALJ relied upon the Minimized Chip Packages and Digital 

Processors investigations we discussed above. Id. at 4-5. He found that InterDigital had 

invested a substantial amount of money in its licensing program and that InterDigital had 

demonstrated a nexus between the asserted patents and its licensing expenditures. Id. at 5-

17. There was no dispute that "Inter Digital licenses its wireless technology and patents to 

significant handset and device manufacturers throughout the world," and that through "its 

ongoing research and development, InterDigital developed proprietary technology that was 

ultimately incorporate~ into the wireless communications standards referred to generally as 

30." Id. at 6. Left unsaid, at least expressly, was that these licensees import and sell such 

handsets in the United States. Nokia filed a petition for review, but we determined not to 

review the ID. Notice at 2 (Apr. 9, 2009). 

In view of Commission precedent that there was no separate technical prong for 

licensing, there was no need for InterDigital to present evidence at the hearing as to its 

licensing activities, the subject of Order No. 42. Consequently, InterDigital did not pursue 

such a showing at the hearing, and its post-hearing brief (unlike its pre-hearing brief) relied 

entirely on licensing. In his final ID, the ALJ found no violation of section 337 because the 

accused Nokia mobile handsets did not infringe the asserted claims. See Notice, 74 Fed. Reg. 
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55068 (Oct. 26, 2009). The ID only devoted one sentence to domestic industry: "The 

domestic industry requirement has been satisfied based upon complainants' licensing 

activities, see Order No. 42 (March 10, 2009) (unreviewed)." Final Initial and 

Recommended Determinations 225 (Aug. 14, 2009). There was no analysis in the ID 

concerning the previous Order No. 26, regarding a domestic industry founded upon, inter 

alia, InterDigital's research and development expenses. 

On review, the Commission clarified certain claim constructions, but terminated the 

investigation with a finding of no violation owing to noninfringement. 74 Fed Reg. 55068. 

InterDigital took an appeal and Nokia intervened to defend the Commission's finding of no 

violation of section 33 7 on the additional basis that Inter Digital failed to demonstrate a 

domestic industry through its licensing. Inter Digital I, 690 F.3d at 1329. 

b) The Federal Circuit's Decision in lnterDigital I 

On appeal, the Federal Circuit reversed certain claim constructions that undergirded 

the finding of noninfringement, remanding the investigation to the Commission. Id at 1320. 

The court rejected Nokia's challenge to the Commission's domestic industry determinations. 

The court agreed with the Commission's finding that "the required United States industry can 

be based on patent licensing alone; it does not require that the articles that are the object of 

'the licensing activities (i.e., the 'articles protected by the patent') be made in this country." 

Id at 1329. The Court noted that the Commission had been consistent in reaching this 

conclusion and that the Commission has not "required that the licensed product be 

manufactured in this country."23 Id at 1330. 

23 The Federal Circuit's focus on "made in this country" was based upon the legislative history of the 
1988 Act. See, e.g., 132 Cong. Rec. 30811(Oct.14, 1986) (subparagraph (C) "does not require actual 

(Footnote continued on the next page) 
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c) The Federal Circuit's Decision in InterDigital II 

Nokia filed a combined petition for rehearing and rehearing en banc.24 Nokia argued 

that the Commission and the court had improperly construed section 337 to read out the 

requirement for "articles" in connection with subpart (C) domestic industries. Nokia argued 

that the statute' s requirement of articles is supported by past Federal Circuit decisions and by 

the 1988 legislative history. Nokia Reh'g Pet. 3-5 (Sept. 17, 2012). According to Nokia, 

"there must be articles protected by the patent actually in the United States." Id. at 9 n.l. 

On January 10, 2013, the Federal Circuit denied rehearing and rehearing en bane, but 

issued a supplemental panel opinion in support of the earlier panel decision. The court 

explained that because "Nokia made a much more detailed argument" on domestic industry 

"on rehearing than it did in its brief on the merits, a response to Nokia's expanded 

submission is appropriate." InterDigital II, 707 F.3d at 1297. In that opinion, the Federal 

Circuit provides a comprehensive discussion of the legislative history of the 1988 

amendments. Id. at 1300-04. 

After endorsing the Commission's longstanding interpretation that the word "its" in 

subparagraph 337(a)(3)(C) refers "to the intellectual property at issue," the Federal Circuit 

explained as follows: 

The Commission and the court construed those phrases to define the 
subject matter that is within the statute's protection. With respect to 
subparagraph (A) of paragraph 337(a)(3), the "significant investment 
in plant or equipment" that is required to show the existence of a 
domestic industry must exist "with respect to the articles protected by 
the patent" in question. That requirement will typically be met ifthe 

production of the article in the United States if it can be demonstrated that significant investment and activities 
of the type enumerated are taking place in the United States") (emphasis added). 

24 Combined Pet. for Panel Reh'g and Reh'g En Banc oflntervenors Nokia Inc. and Nokia 
Corporation, JnterDigital Commc'ns, LLC v. ITC, No. 2010-1093 (Fed. Cir. Sept. 17, 2012) (' 'Nokia Reh'g 
Pet."). 
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investment in plant and equipment is directed at production of articles 
protected by the patent. Similarly, with respect to subparagraph (B) of 
paragraph 337(a)(3), the "significant employment oflabor or capital" 
that is required to show the existence of a domestic industry must exist 
"with respect to the articles protected by the patent." That requirement 
will likewise typically be met by a showing that significant labor or 
capital is being expended in the production of articles protected by the 
patent. Applying the same analysis to subparagraph (C) of paragraph 
337(a)(3) produces a parallel result that is consistent with the 
Commission's and this court's statutory construction: The "substantial 
investment in [the patent's] exploitation, including engineering, 
research and development, or licensing" must be "with respect to the 
articles protected by the patent," which means that the engineering, 
research and development, or licensing activities must pertain to 
products that are covered by the patent that is being asserted. Thus, 
just as the "plant or equipment" referred to in subparagraph (A) must 
exist with respect to articles protected by the patent, such as by 
producing protected goods, the research and development or 
licensing activities referred to in subparagraph (C) must also exist 
with respect to articles protected by ·the patent, such as by licensing 
protected products. This accords with the common description of the 
domestic industry requirement as having two "prongs": the "economic 
prong," which requires that there be an industry in the United States, 
and the "technical prong," which requires that the industry relate to 
articles protected by the patent. [Citing the Commission opinions in 
Stringed Musical Instruments and Variable Speed Wind Turbines.] 

Id. at 1297-98 (emphasis added). 

The highlighted passages in the block quotation expressly hold that there is an 

"articles" requirement for subparagraph (C), in addition to (A) and (B). That interpretation is 

reiterated later in the opinion as well. Id. at 1299 ("The only question is whether the [sic] 

InterDigital's concededly substantial investment in exploitation of its intellectual property is 

'with respect to the articles protected by the patent.'"). We find that the only plausible 

interpretation of the opinion is to impose an "articles" requirement for subparagraph (C) 

domestic industries, including licensing-based domestic industries.25 

25 In view of the record of the underlying investigation in 3G Mobile Handsets, the Commission does 
not find its interpretation of Inter Digital II to conflict with the Court's disposition of the appeal before it. In 

(Footnote continued on the next page) 
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There are several statements in the Court' s opinion that we view as susceptible to 

being misconstrued. The sentence in Inter Digital II that the articles are "found in the 

products that" InterDigital has licensed or "is attempting to exclude," id. at 1299, read out of 

context, might be construed to suggest that a complainant can rely on the accused products to 

satisfy the domestic industry requirement. Such a reading would make the "articles" 

requirement illusory because every investigation is founded upon a respondent's 

"importation into the United States, ... sale for importation, or ... sale within the United 

States after importation," of "articles." 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(l)(B). We reject such an 

interpretation, and conclude that, given the context of the Inter Digital facts, the Court 

recognized merely that the licensed domestic industry products and the accused products 

practiced the same standards and thus practiced the patents, if at all, in the same way. 

Similarly, another sentence that might be taken out of context is: "As long as the 

patent covers the article that is the subject of the exclusion proceeding, and as long as the 

party seeking relief can show that it has a sufficiently substantial investment in the 

exploitation ·ofthe intellectual property to satisfy the domestic industry requirement of the 

statute, that party is entitled to seek relief under section 337." Id. at 1304. We do not view 

that sentence as eliminating or excusing the demonstration of articles protected by the 

asserted patents. The preceding sentence in the Federal Circuit's opinion explains that it "is 

particular, there appears to have been no genuine dispute that InterDigital 's many licensees practice the asserted 
patents in the United States in the same manner that the accused infringers do, see InterDigital II, 707 F.3d at 
1299; 3G Mobile Handsets, Final ID at 85-94 (WCDMA standard requirements); 3G Mobile Handsets, Order 
No. 42 at 6 (incorporation into 3G standards), and therefore specific identification of those products was not 
required in Commission proceedings prior to the Federal Circuit' s review. In addition, although InterDigital did 
not rely upon engineering and research and development investment in Commission proceedings, the Federal 
Circuit does not strictly apply waiver in all appeals, and there appears to have been no genuine dispute about the 
existence oflnterDigital ' s investment. 1nterDigital JI, 707 F.3d at 1299 (finding "substantial investment by 
InterDigital in the research and development that led to the patents in suit"); id. . at 1298-99 ("The evidence 
before the Commission showed that InterDigital is a large, publicly traded company" that "has been engaged in 
research, development, engineering, and licensing of [CDMA] technology in the United States which work later 
transitioned into research, development, engineering, and licensing of [WCDMA]."). 
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not necessary that the party manufacture the product that is protected by the patent, and it is 

not necessary that any other domestic party manufacture the protected article." Id. at 1303-

04. Put differently, the existence of an article practicing the patent is required, but that article 

need not be made in the United States. The Federal Circuit reiterated that point, expressly, in 

the following paragraph: "Congress recognized the development in the United States of 

industries that devoted substantial investment to the exploitation of patent rights through 

engineering, research and development, and licensing, but not entailing domestic production 

of the goods that were protected by those patents." Id. at 1304. 

On May 10, 2013, Nokia filed a petition for a writ of certiorari on, inter alia, the 

domestic industry issue. On October 15, 2013, the Supreme Court denied Nokia' s petition. 

3) The Federal Circuit's Decision in Microsoft 

On October 3, 2013 , the Federal Circuit decided Microsoft Corp. v. ITC, 731 F.3d 

1354 (Fed. Cir. 2013), an appeal from the Commission determination in Certain Mobile 

Devices, Associated Software, and Components Thereof, Inv. No. 337-TA-744. In that 

investigation, complainant Microsoft argued for the existence of a domestic industry based 

upon the existence of "mobile devices allegedly loaded with the Microsoft Windows mobile 

operating system, in which Microsoft had invested substantial resources in the United 

States." Microsoft, 731 F.3d at 1358. 

In Microsoft, the Federal Circuit held that there is an articles requirement for 

subparagraph (C) domestic industries, at least with regard to subparagraph (C) domestic 

industries based upon engineering and research and development. The Federal Circuit held 

as follows: 

To establish a violation of section 337, Microsoft had to show not just 
infringement by Motorola's products but the existence of a domestic 
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industry "relating to the articles protected by the patent." 19 U.S.C. § 
1337(a)(2), (3). The ALJ determined that Microsoft failed to make that 
domestic-industry showing because it did not offer sufficient proof of 
articles that were actually protected by the patent. ... According to the 
ALJ, because Microsoft did not point to evidence that its expert examined 
client applications in fact running on third-party mobile phones or 
confirmed how they operated, Microsoft failed to show that there is a 
domestic industry product that actually practices the '376 patent. The 
Commission affirmed this determination. . .. 

In this appeal, we do not reach Microsoft's challenge to the non­
infringement determination because we find substantial evidence to 
support the Commission's finding of no domestic industry, which suffices 
to support its finding of no violation based on this patent. There is no 
question about the substantiality of Microsoft's investment in its operating 
system or about the importance of that operating system to mobile phones 
on which it runs. But that is not enough under the statute. Section 337, 
though not requiring that an article protected by the patent be produced 
in the United States, unmistakably requires that the domestic company's 
substantial investments relate to actual "articles protected by the 
patent." 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(2), (3). A company seeking section 337 
protection must therefore provide evidence that its substantial domestic 
investment- e. g. , in research and development- relates to an actual 
article that practices the patent, regardless of whether or not that article is 
manufactured domestically or abroad. Inter Digital Commc'ns v. Int'! 
Trade Comm'n, 707 F.3d 1295, 1299, 1304 (Fed.Cir.2013). 

731 F.3d at 1361-62 (emphasis added). 

Thus, Microsoft confirms our reading of Inter Digital II with respect to the articles 

requirement. While Microsoft was decided in the context of engineering and research and 

development, we do not interpret the opinion to provide a special, and more lenient, test for 

licensing-based industries. Rather, the Court discusses "research and development as an 

example, with the general statement that an article is required: "A company seeking section 

337 protection must therefore provide evidence that its substantial domestic investment-

e.g. , in research and development-relates to an actual article that practices the patent, 

regardless of whether or not that article is manufactured domestically or abroad." Id at 

1362. Additionally, special treatment for licensors is inconsistent with Inter Digital II, which 

- 35 -



PUBLIC VERSION 

did not distinguish between licensing and non-licensing activity under subparagraph (C), but 

instead looked at all of the subparagraph (C) activities together. 

4) The Parties' Arguments About the Effect of the Federal Circuit Decisions 

Our notice of review asked the parties to brief the following question: 

Discuss, in light of the statutory language, legislative history, the 
Commission's prior decisions, and relevant court decisions, including 
InterDigital Communications, LLC v. ITC, 690 F.3d 1318 (Fed. Cir. 
2012), 707 F.3d 1295 (Fed. Cir. 2013) and Microsoft Corp. v. ITC, Nos. 
2012-1445 & -1535, 2013 WL 5479876 (Fed. Cir. Oct. 3, 2013), whether 
establishing a domestic industry based on licensing under 19 U.S.C. § 
13 3 7 (a )(3 )( C) requires proof of "articles protected by the patent" (i.e., a 
technical prong). If so, please identify and describe the evidence in the 
record that establishes articles protected by the asserted patents. 

Notice at 3. 

TPL has taken the position that there is no articles requirement for licensing 

industries. TPL Br. 7. TPL's discussion is replete with citations to Inter Digital II regarding 

"the articles protected by the patent," TPL Br. 1, 3,8 and "the product that it has licensed," 

id. at 3, 4, 7, 8, without ever explaining what those "articles" or "products" are in this 

investigation, and if they are not present, why that should be excused. We do not find TPL's 

arguments to be persuasive. 

The respondents' position on review is the same as that which respondent HP alone 

took at the petition stage.26 HP Pet. 3-5. The respondents recognize that accused products 

cannot be the articles protected by the patents. Resp'ts Br. 10-12. But the respondents 

26 Non-party Intel Corp. filed comments ostensibly on remedy and the public interest. Those 
comments make the same points as the respondents' briefing on domestic industry. Comments of Intel 
Corporation Regarding Remedy and the Public Interest in Response to Commission's Notice of Commission · 
Determination to Review Final Initial Determination (Nov. 7, 2013). Non-party Ford Motor Company filed 
comments on public issues as well. . Ford noted that the complainant could not prove that it was making or 
selling products covered by the patents in this investigation. Letter from William J. Coughlin, Assistant 
General Counsel, Intellectual Property, Ford Motor Company, to Hon. Lisa R. Barton, Acting Secretary to the 
Commission (Sept. 6, 2013). 
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would draw a distinction between patent-holders who license their patents to enable the 

production of protected articles and patent-holders who license others who already make 

articles that practice the patent. Id at 9 ("Under this test, a complainant relying on licensing 

would be required to demonstrate both that its licensing investments are production-driven 

and that its licensee is making an effort to put the licensed patent to practical use."). In 

addition, the respondents confuse the test for domestic industry with the test for the process 

of establishing a domestic industry. 

We reject the respondents' invitation to impose a production-driven requirement on 

licensing-based domestic industries. We note that we have expressed a preference - but not a 

requirement - for production-driven licensing, giving more weight to evidence of such 

licensing. See, e.g., Certain Multimedia Display and Navigation Devices and Systems, 

Components Thereof, and Products Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-694, Comm'n Op. 25 

& n.20 (Aug. 8, 2011). 

The respondents base their position on the premise that "article protected by" the 

patent "must be a product that came to market, or is expected to come to market, under the 

protective umbrella of the asserted patent that the product commercializes."27 Resp'ts Br. 7; 

HP Pet. 5. We find that the plain meaning of"protected by" does not support the 

respondents' position. By way of example, a licensee benefits in the marketplace from 

having a license to practice the invention, and thus to make, use, and sell its protected 

products, while unprotected competitors making the saqie or similar products are subject to 

lawsuits and infringement determinations. 

27 A logical consequence ofrespondents' narrow definition of"protected by" would be that a 
manufacturing company that acquires a patent would not be able to rely on its own pre-existing products to 
establish the technical prong of the domestic industry requirement. 
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We also find that the respondents' proffered legislative history of the 1988 Act does 

not support the respondents' proposed requirement. Indeed, prior to the recent Federal 

Circuit decisions, we found that the policies supported by the legislative history of the 1988 

Act point away from, rather than toward, the result sought by the respondents.28 

The respondents' position is also untenable because it is inconsistent with the facts of 

Inter Digital itself. InterDigital asserted its patents against those who already practiced 

certain telecommunications standards, and yet the Federal Circuit credited InterDigital's 

licensing toward its demonstration of a subparagraph (C) domestic industry.29 Moreover, it 

appears that the respondents wish to treat licensing differently, and punitively, from other 

subparagraph (C) investments. Especially in view of the Federal Circuit's treatment of the 

subparagraph (C) activities and investments together, we see no basis for singling out any 

subparagraph (C) activity for special treatment, in conflict with Federal Circuit authority. 

Moreover, even ifthe meaning of"protected by" were as malleable as the 

respondents contend, and thus subject to Commission interpretation under Chevron USA Inc. 

v. Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc., 467 U.S. 837 (1984), the respondents offer no 

sound policy reasons for interpreting the statute in the manner they seek. Specifically, the 

respondents wish to invite an inquiry in every investigation as to the motivations not merely 

of the complainant-licensor, but of its licensees, specifically what they intended to obtain 

28 For discussions of the legislative history, see, e.g., Certain Semiconductor Chips with Minimized 
Chip Package Size and Products Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-432 ("Minimized Chip Packages"), Order 
No. 13 at 11-12, not reviewed, Notice, 66 Fed Reg. 58424 (Nov. 21, 2001); Certain Digital Processors and 
Digital Processing Systems, Components Thereof, and Products Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-559 
("Digital Processors"), Initial Determination at 81-92 (May 11, 2007), not reviewed in relevant part, Notice at 
2 (Aug. 6, 2007). 

29 The respondents attempt to explain away lnterDigital in a footnote, but their explanation fails to 
establish that lnterDigital's licensing efforts were production-oriented. Resp'ts Br. 6-7 n.6; Respt's Reply Br. 
5-6. 
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from their licenses, and what they actually did obtain (i.e., whether the actual effect of the 

license was to bring products to market sooner). Requiring such a showing is needlessly 

burdensome and costly to the complainant, its licensees, and the Commission; unreasonably 

subjective; and unwarranted in view of the statutory language and legislative history. 

Additionally, the respondents would offer no relief to an inventor-complainant in certain 

circumstances, such as when an industry copies her invention - maybe verbatim from the 

published patent - before the complainant has had an opportunity to engage in production­

oriented efforts of her own. Resp'ts Br. 9; id. at 12 ("Unless a licensee entered the license 

prior to researching, engineering and manufacturing its own product, there is no link between 

that previously infringing product and a complainant' s alleged licensing investment."). We 

disagree with the respondents that their construction of the statute is permissible or 

appropriate, either under the plain meaning of the statute or its legislative history. 

The respondents also appear to confuse the domestic industry test with the separate 

test for a complainant in the process of establishing a domestic industry. Resp' ts Br. 8. In 

the respondents ' effort to make production-driven licensing the touchstone, they argue that 

doing so "is analogous to proving that a domestic industry ' is in the process of being 

established."' Resp'ts Br. 9 (quoting 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(2)); see also Resp' ts Reply Br. 5 

& nn. 4-5. Commission precedent- and the legislative history underpinning that precedent­

requires the complainant alleging an industry "in the process of being established" to 

"demonstrate that he is taking the necessary tangible steps to establish such an industry in the 

United States." Certain Stringed Musical Instruments & Components Thereof, Inv. No. 337-

TA-586, Comm'n Op., 2008 WL 2139143, at *10 (May 16, 2008) (quoting H. Rep. 100-40 at 

157); see also Motiva, LLC v. ITC, 716 F.3d 596, 599-601 (Fed. Cir. 2013). The respondents 
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seem to assume that this process-of-establishment test is a production test, but they offer no 

reason why the business in the process of being established cannot instead be a licensing 

business, i.e. , a business in which a patent owner seeks to offer licenses to its intellectual 

property rights. This type of business was at issue in Motiva, LLC v. ITC, 716 F.3d 596, 601 

(Fed. Cir. 2013), for example. Second, the "tangible steps" test is important to avoid 

"process of establishing" from subsuming domestic industry. Process-of-establishing 

necessarily calls for activity that is directed to launching a nascent industry by requiring a 

demonstration of the likelihood that the industry will be established in the future. The 

respondents cite statements meant to reign in abuse of "process of establishing" -Resp'ts 

Reply Br. 5 n. 5 - as though they applied instead to tests for the existence of a domestic 

industry. There is no sound reason- and no legislative intent- for applying this higher 

burden to showing the existence of a domestic industry. 

Based on the Inter Digital and Microsoft decisions, a complainant alleging the 

existence of a domestic industry under 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(3)(C) must show the existence of 

articles.30 As discussed extensively earlier, the substantial investment, once protected articles 

have been shown, is in exploitation of the intellectual-property rights, "including 

engineering, research and development, or licensing." Id. We reject the respondents' 

proposed production-driven requirement, which is in conflict with the plain language of the 

statute and its legislative history. 

30 We note that this investigation involves only TPL's specifically identified articles. We recognize 
that future investigations may present questions regarding the existence of an article, see, e.g., Certain Multiple­
Beam Equalization Systems for Chest Radiography and Components Thereof, Inv. No. 337-TA-326, Order No. 
26, 1991 WL 788679, at *3 (Aug. 20, 1991) (discussing preparation of "a working model of the article 
practicing the patent claims" in connection with the investigation), and we do not reach such issues here. We 
also do not reach issues related to the analysis for industries in the "process of being established," see generally 
Stringed Musical Instruments, Comm'n Op., 2008 WL 2139143, at *10. 
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5) Whether TPL Demonstrated the Existence of Domestic Industry Articles 

Having concluded that TPL must demonstrate the existence of protected articles 

practicing the asserted patents under subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C) of paragraph 337(a)(3), 

we turn to TPL's showings as to articles in this investigation, and we conclude that TPL 

failed to demonstrate the existence of articles practicing the asserted patents. 

TPL attempted to establish the existence of a domestic industry based upon 

subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C) before the ALJ.31 TPL's petition for review, however, raised 

only subparagraph (C), and within subparagraph (C) only licensing-related investment. In 

response to Question No. 1 of the notice ofreview, which asked whether articles are required 

under subparagraph (C), and if so, what they are, TPL maintained that no such showing is 

required, and therefore failed to identify any such articles in connection with its response to 

that question. TPL Br. 1-8. Nonetheless, TPL did attempt to show the existence of articles 

under subparagraphs (A) and (B) before the ALJ. The ALJ rejected TPL's showing in part 

because TPL had failed to brief its arguments adequately, in violation of the ALJ's Ground 

Rules. Question No. 3 in the notice asked whether TPL' s technical-prong showing was 

uncontested, in which case, as discussed earlier, the Commission might excuse the lack of 

detailed briefing as to issues for which there was no genuine material dispute. See, e.g., 

Certain Mobile Devices, Associated Software and Components Thereof, Inv. No. 337-TA-

744, Comm'n Op. 11-16 (May 18, 2012). 

For the '623 patent, for which the ALJ found a violation of section 337, TPL relied 

before the ALJ upon its licensees' memory card readers, specifically the Lenovo H320-4041-

31 TPL did not argue that there is a domestic industry in the process of being established, pursuant to 
19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(2). See TPL Post-Hearing Br. 267-289. 
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lJU and the Belkin PM00525-A. TPL's arguments are undisputed, and identical to the 

infringement dispute presented earlier. See TPL Br. 22; Resp' ts Br. 13. Based upon our 

claim construction of "accessible in parallel," TPL failed to demonstrate that these domestic 

industry products meet the "accessible in parallel" limitation of claim lof the '623 patent. 

Accordingly, we find that TPL failed to demonstrate the existence of protected articles 

practicing the ' 623 patent, as is required for subparagraphs (A)-(C) of the domestic industry 

requirement. 32 

For the mapping patents, TPL relied on certain OnSpec products. In 2006, the 

original patent assignee, OnSpec Electronic, Inc. ("OnSpec"), assigned the asserted patents to 

MCM Portfolio LLC (formerly FMM Portfolio LLC). See CX-939C at Q/A 45-56. The 

complainant TPL received an exclusive license to assert the asserted patents and to collect 

royalties. See, e.g., id OnSpec designed memory controllers, which it had third parties 

produce for OnSpec' s customers. See id at Q. 46. It is undisputed that in 2008, years prior 

to the complaint here, OnSpec ceased to exist, though TPL still sells a small number of 

OnSpec products designed prior to OnSpec' s dissolution. CX-1084C (sales chart); CX-

0941C at Q/A 23, 35, 55; CX-939C at Q/A 47-51 ; RX-2886C at Q/A 35-42, 45-46. 

We affirm the ALJ's determination, and adopt his reasoning, that TPL cannot avail 

itself of OnSpec' s investments (for all asserted patents, and as to all subparagraphs of section 

337(a)(3)). ID at 155-157. Nonetheless, TPL could still have demonstrated the existence of 

a domestic industry by identifying protected articles that practice the mapping patents and by 

32 TPL' s brief to the Commission only references the '549 patent once in passing. TPL Br. 21. We 
affirm the ALJ's determination that TPL' s conclusory statements regarding the technical prong were 
insufficient to meet TPL's burden. ID at 135. We have affirmed the ID' s determination of non-infringement, 
and therefore also affirm the ALJ' s extension of that determination to TPL's domestic industry products, which 
operate in the same way as the accused products. ID at 135. 
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relying on TPL' s own investments in the mappillg patents, specifically TPL' s investments in 

licensing. 

We affirm the ALJ's application of his ground rules to find that TPL failed to 

demonstrate the existence of articles practicing the mapping patents. In their response to 

Question No. 3 in the notice ofreview, the respondents argue that whether TPL' s domestic 

industry products practice the mapping p'atents was materially disputed, Resp'ts Br. 13, 

pointing repeatedly to a portion of their expert's witness statement. Id (citing RX-2888C, 

QIA 984-994). The respondents cited that portion in their post-hearing reply brief, where 

they challenged TPL's proof. Resp'ts Post-Hearing Reply Br. 95-96. TPL' s discussion in its 

opening post-hearing brief was cursory, TPL Post-Hearing Br. 228-233, and we conclude 

that the ALJ did not abuse his discretion to conclude that TPL' s arguments were too scant to 

carry TPL's burden to demonstrate the existence of articles practicing the mapping patents. 

We note that TPL tried to cure this defect in its post-hearing reply brief, TPL Post-Hearing 

Reply Br. 45-49, but agree with the ALJ that this showing was untimely, ID at 137-138. In 

response to the Commission notice, TPL pointed to little to demonstrate that domestic 

industry articles practice the mapping patents beyond the same statements from its reply 

post-hearing briefthat the ALJ found inadequate. TPL Br. 21-23. Because TPL did not 

demonstrate the existence of articles practicing the mapping patents, it cannot demonstrate 

the existence of a domestic industry. 33 

33 We therefore do not reach whether the economic prong would have been met if articles had been 
shown. 
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IV. CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, we find that TPL failed to demonstrate that the accused 

products infringe and that domestic-industry articles practice, the asserted patents. The 

existence of articles is, in view of recent Federal Circuit authority, a requirement for 

demonstrating the existence of a domestic industry. The Commission terminates this 

investigation with a finding of no violation of section 337. 

By order of the Commission. 

Lisa R. Barton 

Acting Secretary to the Commission 

January 9, 2014 
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DISSENTING VIEWS OF COMMISSIONER SHARA L. ARANOFF 

I find that, in an investigation asserting a domestic industry based on licensing under 19 
U.S.C. § 1337(a)(3)(C), the complainant is not required to prove the existence of "articles" 

protected by the relevant patent or other intellectual property right. I believe this interpretation 
of the statute is supported by the language and legislative history of the 1988 amendments to 
section 337, consistent with nearly 25 years of agency practice, and consistent with the Court of 
Appeals for the Federal Circuit's ("Federal Circuit") holdings in Inter Digital I and II. The 

interpretation adopted by the Commission leads to the very same unjust results that led Congress 
to amend section 337's domestic industry requirement in 1988 to add the licensing provision. 
Accordingly, I dissent from the Commission's finding that complainant Technology Properties 
Limited LLC ("TPL") was required to establish the "technical prong" of the domestic industry 

requirement in order to show a domestic industry based on licensing activities under section 
33 7(a)(3)(C).1 

Statutory Language 

The domestic industry requirement is described in section 337(a)(2) and (a)(3). Those 
provisions provide as follows: 

(2) Subparagraphs (B), (C), (D), and (E) of paragraph (1) apply only if an 

industry in the United States, relating to the articles protected by the 
patent, copyright, trademark, mask work, or design concerned, exists or is 
in the process of being established. 

(3) For purposes of paragraph (2), an industry in the United States shall be 
considered to exist if there is in the United States, with respect to the 
articles protected by the patent, copyright, trademark, mask work, or 
design concerned-

(A) significant investment in plant and equipment; 

(B) significant employment of labor or capital; or 

(C) substantial investment in its exploitation, including engineering, 
research and development, or licensing. 

TPL attempts to establish an engineering and research and development domestic industry case under 
section 337(a)(3)(C) by relying on the investments ofOnSpec Electronic, Inc. ("OnSpec"). I agree with the 
Commission that TPL cannot rely on OnSpec' s investments and consequently cannot establish engineering and 
research and development industries. Therefore, I do not reach the question of whether there is a statutory 
requirement that a complainant demonstrate the existence of articles practicing the asserted patents for engineering 
and research and development industries under section 337(a)(3)(C). 
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To properly answer the question of whether the "licensing" language of section 
337(a)(3)(C) requires that a complainant prove the existence of "articles" protected by the 
relevant patent or other intellectual property right in order to establish a licensing-based industry, 

the statutory language must be considered in context of the purpose for which it was adopted. 
See Chapman v. Houston Welfare Rights Org., 441 U.S. 600, 608 (1979) ("As in all cases of 
statutory construction, our task is to interpret the words of these statutes in light of the purposes 
Congress sought to serve."); Candle Corp. of America v. Int 'l Trade Comm 'n, 374 F.3d 1087, 

1093-94 (Fed. Cir. 2004) ("[W]here textual ambiguity exists, we must look beyond the bare text . 
. . to the context in which it was enacted and the purposes it was designed to accomplish."). Any 
understanding of the statutory language must also be guided by Commission precedent. 
Accordingly, I describe the legislative history that gave rise to the licensing provision of section 

337(a)(3)(C) and the Commission precedent that has interpreted the provision. 

The Domestic Industry Requirement and the 1988 Amendments to Section 337 

Section 337 was passed into law by the Tariff Act of 1930, but its origins date back to 

section 316 of the Tariff Act of 1922. Congress saw section 316 as a trade remedy directed at 
"unfair methods of competition and unfair acts in the importation of articles" that were not 
addressed by the newly-minted Anti-Dumping Act of 1916. It was not until 1930 that a divided 

panel of the U.S. Court of Customs and Patent Appeals ruled that section 316 could apply to 
patent infringement. Frischer & Co., Inc. v. Bakelite Corp., 39 F.2d 247 (CCPA 1930). 

Like other trade remedies, Congress intended section 337 to protect American industries 
and American workers. Thus, section 316 provided that: "unfair methods of competition and 

unfair acts in the importation of articles into the United States ... the effect or tendency of which 
is to destroy or substantially injure an industry, efficiently and economically operated, in the 

United States, or to prevent the establishment of such an industry, or to restrain or monopolize 
trade and commerce in the United States, are hereby declared unlawful." Tariff Act of 1922, Pub. 

L. No. 67-318, § 316(a), 42 Stat. 858, 943-44 (1922); see also S. Rep. No. 67-595, 2d Session, at 
3 (1922) ("The provision relating to unfair methods of competition in the importation of goods is 
broad enough to prevent every type and form of unfair practice and is, therefore, a more adequate 
protection to American industry than any antidumping statute the country has ever had."); 
compare with 19 U.S.C. §§ 1677(4), (7) (defining domestic industry and material injury in the 
Title VII context), and 19 U.S.C. § 2252 (section 201). 

While the statutory language has been amended a number of times since 1922, one basic 
premise has remained the same: the imposition of relief under section 337 is contingent upon the 
existence of a domestic industry and not merely upon ownership of a valid and infringed U.S. 
patent or other intellectual property right. See John Mezzalingua Assocs. v. Int 'l Trade Comm 'n, 
660 F.3d 1322, 1327-28 (Fed. Cir. 2011); S. Rep. No. 100-71, at 129 (1987); H.R. Rep. No.100-

40, Pt. 1, at 157 (1987). 

2 
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Prior to 1988, the statute provided that: 

Unfair methods of competition and unfair acts in the importation of 
articles into the United States, or in their sale by the owner, importer, 
consignee, or agent of either, the effect or tendency of which is to destroy 
or substantially injure and industry, efficiently and economically operated, 
in the United States, or to prevent the establishment of such an industry, or 
to restrain or monopolize trade and commerce in the United States, are 
declared unlawful .... 

19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(1982).2 

The Commission interpreted this pre-1988 statutory language to require evidence of 
manufacturing in the United States to satisfy the domestic industry requirement. For example, In 
Certain Miniature, Battery-Operated, All-Terrain, Wheeled Vehicles, Inv. No. 337-TA-122, 
complainants alleged patent infringement and false designation of origin by certain imported toy 
trucks. In that investigation, complainants' own STOMPER toy vehicles were manufactured 
under license by an unrelated company in Hong Kong. Complainant Goldfarb's U.S. activities 
consisted of designing and licensing toy truck designs to toy manufacturers. Complainant 
Schaper' s U.S. activities consisted of further developing Goldfarb's designs into a complete 
engineering model, engineering drawings, and tooling for the manufacture of each toy truck 
design. Upon importation of the toy trucks manufactured, packaged and inspected in Hong 
Kong, Schaper performed some minor packaging and quality control operations in the United 
States, along with promotion, advertising and marketing activities. 

While the ALJ found that complainants' activities established the existence of a domestic 
industry, the Commission reversed. The Commission reasoned that "the essence of Goldfarb's 
business in this case is licensing and the concomitant collection of royalties" and that "[ d]efining 
'industry' as the mere ownership or licensing of patent rights would be contrary to Commission 
precedent, legislative history, and the logical construction of the statute's wording." Opinion of 
Chairman Eckes, Commissioner Stem and Commissioner Haggart at 8 (Oct. 1982). The 
Commission found that Schaper' s U.S. activities were both too minor and too unrelated to 
production to count toward establishment of a domestic industry. Id. at 9-11. On appeal, the 
Federal Circuit affirmed the Commission's finding of no domestic industry, holding that the 
"patent must be exploited by production in the United States". Schaper Mfg. Co. v. Int '/ Trade 
Comm 'n, 717 F.2d 1368, 1371 (Fed. Cir. 1983) ("There is nothing in the statute or its legislative 

The legislative history of the Trade Act of 1974 provides: "In cases involving the claims of U.S. patents, 
the patent must be exploited by production in the United States, and the industry in the United States generally 
consists of the domestic operations of the patent owner, his assignees and licensees devoted to such exploitation of 
the patent." H.R. Rep. No. 93-571, at 78 (1973). 

3 
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history to indicate that such activities, which do not involve either manufacture or production or 
servicing of the patented item, are meant to be protected by section 337.").3 

The Commission reached a similar result in Certain Products with Gremlins Character 

Depictions, Inv. No. 337-TA-201. In that case, complainant Warner Brothers alleged 
infringement of three copyrights by certain souvenir items related to its popular Gremlins feature 
film. Warner Brothers claimed the existence of a domestic industry exploiting the relevant 
copyrights through its marketing, financial, and legal activities related to the licensing of the 
Gremlins copyrights. Warner Brothers' own copyrighted souvenir items were manufactured by 
licensees both inside and outside the United States, but Warner Brothers did not offer evidence 
of its licensees' domestic production activities in support of its domestic industry claim. While 
conceding that Warner Brothers' licensing activities were more substantial in monetary terms 
than those involved in Toy Vehicles, the Commission stated that "[p ]reduction-related activities 
distinguish a domestic industry from an importer or inventor. It is clear from section 337, its 
legislative history, past Commission decisions, and Schaper that section 337 protects domestic 
industries, not importers or inventors." Comm'n Op., 1986 ITC LEXIS 313, at *163 (Mar. 
1986). The Commission concluded: "Because [Warner Brothers'] activities relate solely to the 
servicing of the intellectual property rights in question and are not the type of activities that 
Congress intended to protect by section 337, we reverse the ALJ on this issue." Id. at* 171.4 

It was against this background that intellectual property owners began to lobby Congress 
for changes to section 337's domestic industry requirement that would permit certain non­
manufacturing entities to obtain relief from infringing imports. Congress requested that the 
General Accounting Office prepare a study, which analyzed the extent to which the Commission 
was finding no violation of section 337 based on a complainant's failure to show domestic 
manufacturing. See GAO Report to Selected Congressional Subcommittees, International 

Trade: Strengthening Trade Law Protection of Intellectual Property Rights, NSIAD-86-150 
(Aug. 13, 1986). Industry associations weighed-in in support of expanding the domestic industry 
definition to encompass non-manufacturing activities like licensing and research and 
development. See, e.g., Intellectual Property Rights: Hearings before the Subcomm. on Int '! 

The Federal Circuit made clear that it was not precluding the possibility that a complainant's non­
production (and non-licensing) domestic activities might (unlike Schaper's) be great enough in some future case to 
establish a domestic industry. "As the statute now stands, Congress did not mean to protect American importers 
(like Schaper) who cause the imported item to be produced for them abroad and engage in relatively small 
nonpromotional and non-financing activities in this country." 717 F.2d at 1373. The Federal Circuit also noted that: 
"If, as appellants suggest, present-day 'economic realities' call for a broader definition to protect American interests 

·(apparently including many of today' s importers) it is for Congress, not the courts or the Commission, to legislate 
that policy." Id. 
4 In her dissent, Vice Chairman Liebeler argued that the plain language of section 337 did not require 
evidence of manufacturing to establish a domestic industry, but left room for consideration of any domestic 
economic activity by complainant that adds economic value to an intellectual property right. Chairman Liebeler 
opined that domestic "service" activities, such as licensing, should be sufficient to establish a domestic industry, but 
that non-domestic activities (i.e. foreign manufacturing) should not. See Dissenting Views of Vice Chairman 
Liebeler, 1986 ITC LEXIS 313, at *204-220. 

4 
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Trade of the S. Finance Comm., 99th Cong. 188 (1986) (statement of Richard C. Witte, Vice 
President, Intellectual Property Owners, Inc.). Commission Chairwoman Dr. Paula Stem 
confirmed in statements before Congress that "the mere licensing activities of an intellectual 
property owner do not constitute a domestic industry" in light of the Wheeled Vehicles and 
Gremlins decisions unless the invention is commercialized. See Intellectual Property and Trade: 
Hearings before the Subcomm. on Courts, Civil Liberties, and the Administration of Justice of 
the H Comm. on the Judiciary, 99th Cong. 470-474 (1986). 

The legislative history makes clear that Congress's intent, in amending section 337 in 
1988, was to reverse the Commission' s practice oflimiting section 337 relief to complainants 
that engage in the domestic manufacture of a product practicing the asserted patent or other 
intellectual property right. See H.R. Rep. No. 99-581 , Pt.I , at 112 (1986) (explaining that the 
proposed legislation sought to address the Wheeled Vehicles and Gremlins decisions). Congress 
sought a broader definition of domestic industry, one that would provide access to relief under 
section 337 to entities previously excluded. The 1987 House Report therefore states: 

The Committee is concerned, however, that in some recent decisions the 
Commission has interpreted the domestic industry requirement in an 
inconsistent and unduly narrow manner. In order to clarify the industry 
standard, a definition is included which specifies that an industry exists in 
the United States with respect to a particular article involving an 
intellectual property right if there is, in the United States, --

1. Significant investment in plant and equipment; 
2. Significant employment of labor or capital; or 
3. Substantial investment in the exploitation of the intellectual property 
right including engineering, research and development or licensing. 

The first two factors in this definition have been relied on in some 
Commission decisions finding that an industry does exist in the United 
States. The third factor, however, goes beyond ITC' s recent decisions in 
this area. This definition does not require actual production of the article 
in the United States if it can be demonstrated that significant investment 
and activities of the type enumerated are taking place in the United States. 
Marketing and sales in the United States alone would not, however, be 
sufficient to meet this test. The definition could, however, encompass 

. universi~ies and o.ther intellectm1l pr()perty Owners. who engage in 
extensive licensing of their rights to manufacturers. 

H. R. Rep. No.100-40, Pt. 1, at 157 (emphasis added); see also H. R. Rep. No. 100-576, at 634 
(1988) (Conference Report for the "Omnibus Trade and Competitiveness Act of 1988" also 

5 
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using the language "substantial investment in exploitation of the intellectual property right, 

including engineering, research and development, or licensing"). 

As the highlighted language indicates, Congress was concerned with expanding the 
definition of domestic industry to cover domestic activities other than manufacturing that exploit 
the relevant intellectual property right. While the legislative history does make passing reference 

to the idea that patentees license their rights "to manufacturers," that was likely the only 
licensing model that Congress was aware of at the time. The main point in the passage is not that 
Congress wanted to change from a domestic industry definition premised on domestic production 
to one based on domestic OR foreign production (the latter of which is nowhere mentioned), but 
that it wanted to change from a domestic industry definition premised on domestic production to 

one based on domestic production OR other substantial domestic economic activities that exploit 
the asserted intellectual property right. 

Indeed, in the course of debate over the 1988 amendments, Congress gave serious 
consideration to proposals, including one supported by the Administration, to eliminate any 
domestic industry requirement from section 337. See Intellectual Property Rights: Hearings 
before the Subcomm. on Int '! Trade of the S. Finance Comm., 99th Cong. 11-13 (1986) (Finance 
Committee Trade Staff Memo to Finance Committee Members) ("Finance Committee Memo"). 
Opponents of eliminating the domestic industry requirement argued that such a change would 
turn the Commission into a forum where two foreign companies that import products into the 
United States, one of which owns a U.S. patent but neither of which engages in meaningful 
economic activity in the United States, could adjudicate patent rights. See Intellectual Property 
and Trade: Hearings before the Subcomm. on Courts, Civil Liberties, and the Administration of 
Justice of the H Comm. on the Judiciary, 99th Cong. 70 (1986) (statements of Dr. Paula Stem, 
Chairwoman, Int'l Trade Comm'n) ("We would be the arbiter as to who gets the marketplace 
among the importers."). Ultimately, Congress adopted a "middle ground," explaining that: 

Although the injury test has been eliminated for intellectual property 
rights cases, a complainant must establish that a U.S. industry relating to 
the articles or intellectual property right concerned "exists or is in the 
process of being established." This requirement was maintained in order 
to preclude holders of U.S. intellectual property rights who have no 
contact with the United States other than owning such intellectual property 
rights from utilizing section 337. The purpose of the Commission is to 
adjudicate trade disputes between U.S. industries and those who seek to 
import goods from abroad. Retention of the requirement that the statute 
be utilized on behalf of an industry in the United States retains that 
essential nexus. 

H.R. Rep. No.100-40, Pt. 1, at 156-157 (emphasis added); S. Rep. No. 100-71, at 129; see also 
Finance Committee Memo at 11 ("Those favoring retention of the industry requirement argue 

6 
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that its elimination would in some cases leave the ITC merely protecting one foreign producer 
from another, with no appreciable benefit of U.S. jobs or production capability."). Thus, 
Congress was focused on extending section 337 to protect domestic jobs and economic activity 
associated with IP rights, without proof of manufacturing activities, be they domestic or foreign. 

In passing the 1988 amendments, Congress listed a number of specific types of entities 
that it thought could not meet the domestic industry requirement under pre-1988 Commission 
practice, but should be able to do so under the amended definition. These entities included 
"universities and other intellectual property owners who engage in extensive licensing" (H. R. 
Rep. No.l 00-40, Pt. 1, at 157); inventors (133 Cong. Rec. S. 1795 (Feb. 4, 1987) (statement of 
Sen. Lautenberg) ("the New York inventor of fibre optic waveguide")); "the California movie 

. studio that licenses the Gremlins character" (id.); "a start-up biotech firm" (id.); and "universities 
and small businesses" (132 Cong. Rec. H. 1784 (April 10, 1986) (statement of Rep. 
Kastenmeier)). 

Ultimately, the final language adopted by Congress in 1988 is slightly different than the 
language quoted in the 1987 House Report noted above. Specifically, the statute has since 1988 
provided as follows: 

(3) For purposes of paragraph (2), an industry in the United States shall 
be considered to exist if there is in the United States, with respect to the 
articles protected by the patent, copyright, trademark, mask work, or 
design concerned-

(A) significant investment in plant and equipment; 

(B) significant employment of labor or capital; or 

(C) substantial investment in its exploitation, including engineering, 
research and development, or licensing. 5 

19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(3) (emphasis added). 

Commission Practice Since the 1988 Amendments 

Soon after the enactment of the 1988 amendments, complainants began filing cases 
invoking subparagraph (a)(3)(C). In a series of investigations in the 1990s, Commission ALJs 
issued decisions holding that a complainant asserting a licensing-based domestic industry under 

I have been unable to find any information in the legislative history of the 1988 amendments to section 337 
that explains why the language quoted in the 1987 House Report ("substantial investment in the exploitation of the 
intellectual property right") was changed to "substantial investment in its exploitation" (the key statutory language at 
issue in the present investigation). See H. R. Rep. No. 100-576, at 634. Nonetheless, it would be difficult to 
conclude that, by making this change, Congress intended to change the meaning of the statute in a manner that 
would undermine the purposes for which the new statutory language was being adopted. 
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section 337(a)(3)(C) did not need to show that either it or its licensee practiced the asserted 
patent.6 See Certain Microcomputer Memory Controllers, Components Thereof, and Products 
Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-331, Order No. 6, 1992 WL 811299, at *4 (Jan. 8, 1992), 

not reviewed, 57 Fed. Reg. 5710 (Feb. 12, 1992). ("The word 'its' before the word 'exploitation' 
in (C) must refer to exploitation of the patent (because it is singular) rather than to exploitation of 
'articles protected by the patent' (which are plural)"); Certain Dynamic Sequential Gradient 
Compression Devices and Component Parts Thereof, Inv. No. 337-TA-335, ID, 1992 WL 12 

668881 , at *43 (May 15, 1992), not reviewed in relevant part, 1992 WL 1266888, at *2 (June 
15, 1992) ("non-manufacturing activities such as research and development and engineering (as 
well as licensing) can be sufficient to constitute a domestic industry. Accordingly, a complainant 
in a Section 337 investigation need not manufacture the product covered by the claims of the 

patent in order to establish that a domestic industry exists."); Certain Digital Satellite System 
(DSS) Receivers and Components Thereof, Inv. No. 337-TA-392, ID, 1997 WL 696255, at *8 
(Oct. 20, 1997) ("[I]n view of the language of criterion (C) and its legislative history, supra, 
complainant has satisfied the domestic industry requirement if complainant has invested a 
substantial amount of money to exploit the [asserted] patent. [The ALJ] further finds that the 
statute does not require a complainant to manufacture the patented product nor does it require 
that a complainant show that a product covered by the [asserted] patent is made by complainant' s 
licensees."), taking no position on domestic industry on review where respondents did not 

oppose the ALJ's domestic industry determination, 62 Fed. Reg. 65285 (Dec. 11, 1997). 

In Certain Semiconductor Chips with Minimized Chip Package Size and Products 
Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-432 ("Semiconductor Chips "), the Commission was squarely 
presented with the issue of whether a complainant is required to show that it or one of its 
licensees practices a patent-in-suit in order to find that a domestic industry exists based on 
licensing under section 337. In that investigation, complainant Tessera did not undertake to 
show any specific articles practiced the asserted patents. In fact, respondent Texas Instruments 
had moved for sanctions on the grounds that Tessera allegedly misled the Commission by 

6 During this period the Commission's ALJs, and eventually the Commission itself, first coined the terms 
"economic prong" and "technical prong" with respect to the statutory domestic industry requirement. See, e.g. , 
Certain Integrated Circuit Telecommunications Chips and Products Containing Same, Including Dialing Apparatus, 
Inv. 337-TA-337, Order No. 44, 1992 WL 811431(July22, 1992). The term "economic prong" is loosely used to 
refer to the various "investment" requirements set out in section 337(a)(3), while the term "technical prong" is 
loosely used to refer to the statutory language in both (a)(2) and (a)(3) referring to "articles protected by the patent, 
copyright, trademark, or mask work concerned." The Commission first used these terms in an opinion in 1996. See 
Certain Variable Speed Wind Turbines and Components Thereof, Inv. No. 337-TA-376, Comm'n Op., 1996 WL 
1056330, at* 13-14 (Aug. 30, 1996). Since that time, some decisions have said that there is no technical prong 
requirement with respect to licensing industries, see, e.g., Certain Semiconductor Chips with Minimized Chip 
Package Size and Products Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-432, Order 13 at 11 (June 5, 2002), not reviewed, 
Notice, 66 Fed. Reg. 58424 (Nov. 21, 2001), while others have said that the technical prong is the requirement that 
the licensing activities are actually related to the asserted intellectual property right. See Certain Stringed Musical 
Instruments and Components Thereof, Inv. No. 337-TA-586, Comm'n Op., at 14 (May 16, 2008). Despite the 
frequent use of these shorthand terms by the Commission, its ALJs, and parties before the agency, it is important to 
note that these terms are not statutory and that it is the statutory language setting forth what is required to establish a 
domestic industry that is at issue in this investigation. 
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alleging satisfaction of the technical prong of the domestic industry requirement in its complaint, 

but then never attempted to offer proof of the existence of an actual article during the 
investigation. 

On summary determination, the ALJ held that "as a matter of law, a complainant is not 

required to show that it or one of its licensees practices a patent-in-suit in order to find that a 
domestic industry exists pursuant to 19 U.S.C. § 1337 (a)(3)(C), which pertains to licensing." 
Order 13 at 11 (June 5, 2002). The ALJ's analysis considered both the language of the statute 
and the legislative history. He concluded that the words "its" in section 337(a)(3)(C) "cannot 
refer to the 'articles' protected by the patent." Id at 12. The ALJ reasoned that "[b]ecause of the 
singular nature of the word 'its,' it must refer to the singular noun 'patent' or one of the other 

forms of intellectual property, which are all enumerated in the singular." Id. Although Texas 
Instruments petitioned for review, the Commission determined not to review the initial 
determination. 66 Fed. Reg. 58424 (Nov. 21, 2001). The initial determination therefore became 
the final determination of the agency. Ultimately, the Commission found a violation of section 

337. 

Again, in Certain Digital Processors and Digital Processing Systems, Inv. No. 337-TA-
559 ("Digital Processors"), the Commission rejected the notion of an articles requirement for 
licensing under section 337(a)(3)(C). In that investigation, complainant Biax argued that it 
satisfied the domestic industry requirement based on licensing activities alone. Biax never 
established the existence of any specific articles that practiced the asserted patent. 

The ALJ disposed of the articles issue explaining that, "[w]hen a complainant relies on 
the existence of a licensing program to satisfy subsection (C), the complainant need not show 
that it or one of its licensees practices the patent-in-suit in order for the Commission to find a 
domestic industry." ID at 85 (June 21, 2007). In so doing, the ALJ provided an extensive 
discussion of the legislative history of the 1988 amendments. Id. at 88-95. The ALJ concluded 
that it was clear that the intent of Congress was to allow entities that were actively licensing their 
patents in the United States to be able to avail themselves of the trade remedies offered by 
section 337. On review, the Commission determined not to review the pertinent portions of the 
ID, thus adopting the ALJ's ruling on domestic industry, but ultimately found no violation of 
section 337 on other grounds. Comm'n Notice at 2 (Aug. 6, 2007). 

More recently, in Certain 3G Wideband Code Division Multiple Access (WCDMA) 

Handsets, Inv. 337-TA-601 ("3G Wideband Handsets"), the Commission again reaffirmed its 
understanding of t}ie statute and legislative history. Similar ~o Digital Processors, complainant 
InterDigital did not undertake to show that any specific articles practiced the asserted patents. 
On summary determination, the ALJ found the existence of a domestic industry based purely on 
InterDigital's substantial investments in its licensing program. Order No. 20 (Feb. 20, 2009). 
Relying on Commission precedent, the ALJ rejected Samsung's argument regarding an alleged 

articles requirement. The ALJ explained that the statute for purposes of licensing "does not 
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require a complainant 'to manufacture the patented product nor does it require that a complainant 

show that a product covered by the . .. patent is made by the complainant's licensees."' Id. at 4. 
The Commission determined not to review, and thus adopted, the ALJ's initial determination. 
Comm'n Notice (July 25, 2008). 

The Commission' s longstanding interpretation of section 337(a)(3)(C) with respect to the 

requirements for establishing a domestic industry based on licensing stands in stark contrast with 
its practice under sections 337(a)(3)(A) and (a)(3)(B), where it has always required a 
complainant to prove that it produces "articles" that practice at least one claim of each asserted 
patent (or that are covered by an asserted copyright, trademark, or mask work). See, e.g. , 

Certain Stringed Musical Instruments and Components Thereof, Inv. No. 337-TA-586, Comm'n 

Op., at 13 (May 16, 2008) ("With respect to section 337(a)(3)(A) and (B), the technical prong is 
the requirement that the investments in plant or equipment and employment in labor or capital 
are actually related to ' articles protected by' the intellectual property right which forms the basis 

of the complaint.").7 

In the current investigation, the ALJ' s ID finding that complainant TPL proved it 
satisfied the domestic industry requirement is consistent with the 25 years of Commission 
practice described above. The ALJ found that TPL maintained an extensive licensing program 
with respect to the asserted patents, based on evidence of the activities of 

. ID at 145-147. The ALJ also found that TPL' s licensing 
expenditures were substantial. ID at 155. TPL did not prove and the ALJ did not find that it 
produced or that any of its domestic or foreign licensees produced, any article that practiced at 

least one claim of the asserted patents, consistent with Commission precedent. See ID at 131. I 
agree with the ALJ that this is the correct result. 

The Federal Circuit' s Inter Digital Decisions 

The Federal Circuit has recently addressed the requirements for establishing a domestic 
industry based on licensing under section 337(a)(3)(C) in its decisions in Inter Digital I and 

7 The Commission has never issued an opinion definitively ruling on whether a complainant asserting the 
existence of a domestic industry under section 337(a)(3)(C) based on engineering or research and development 
must, as a matter of law, prove that it produces an article that practices at least one claim of the asserted patent. As a 
practical matter, it is difficult to imagine how a complainant could show that it had made a substantial investment in 
the exploitation of a patent through engineering or research and development other than by showing that it spent 
resources to develop a product using the relevant technology. Thus, it is not surprising that complainants routinely 
offer such proof. Nonetheless, from a purely legal standpoint, one could argue that it is sufficient, but not necessary, 
to prove the existence of "articles" to demonstrate the existence of a domestic industry based on research and 
development or engineering. 
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InterDigital II. InterDigital Commc 'ns, LLCv. lnt'l Trade Comm'n, 690 F.3d 1318 (Fed. Cir. 
2012) ("lnterDigital I"); lnterDigital Commc 'ns, LLCv. lnt 'l Trade Comm'n, 707F.3d1295 
(Fed. Cir. 2013) ("Inter Digital IF'). For the reasons discussed below, I believe my decision in 
this investigation is consistent with the Federal Circuit's holdings in its Inter Digital opinions. 

The Inter Digital decisions arose out of Certain 30 Mobile Handsets and Components 
Thereof, Inv. 337-TA-613 ("Mobile Handsets"). In Mobile Handsets, similar to the current 
investigation, complainant InterDigital alleged a domestic industry based on licensing under 
section 337(a)(3)(C). Before the ALJ, InterDigital moved for summary determination that it 
satisfied the domestic industry requirement based solely on its investment in licensing activities 
in the United States. InterDigital did not undertake to show that any specific articles, including 
any licensee products manufactured abroad, practiced the asserted patents. In response to 
InterDigital's motion, respondent Nokia argued that the motion should be denied because a 
complainant seeking protection under the statute must show the existence of an article protected 
by the patent for licensing-based domestic industries. See Order No. 42 (July 27, 2009). 

The ALJ granted InterDigital ' s motion finding the existence of a domestic industry under 
section 337(a)(3)(C) based purely on InterDigital's substantial investments in licensing. Id. 

Relying on Commission precedent, including Semiconductor Chips and 30 Wideband Handsets, 
the ALJ rejected Nokia' s argument regarding an alleged articles requirement. Id. at 17. The 
ALJ explained that the statute for purposes of licensing "does not require a complainant 'to 
manufacture the patented product nor does it require that a complainant show that a product 
covered by the ... patent is made by the complainant's licensees. "' Id. at 5. The Commission 
determined not to review the ALJ's initial determination, which therefore became the final 
determination of the agency. Comm'n Notice (April 9, 2009). 

On appeal, the Federal Circuit' s initial panel opinion, InterDigital I, affirmed the 
Commission' s domestic industry finding. See InterDigital I, 690 F.3d at 1329 ("The 
administrative law judge held that InterDigital ' s activities satisfied the domestic industry 
requirement, and we agree.") (emphasis added). Citing Digital Processors and 30 Wideband 
Handsets, the Court explained that "the Commission has consistently ruled that a domestic 
industry can be found based on licensing activities alone." Id. at 1330. The Court also noted 
that " [i]f there were any ambiguity as to whether the statute could be applied to a domestic 
industry consisting purely of licensing activities, the Commission' s consistent interpretation of 
the statute to reach such an industry would be entitled to deference under the principles of 
Chevron." Id. Because the Federal Circuit affirmed the Commission, stated that the 
Commission's statutory iriterpretatiOn was entitled to Chevron deference~ and approvingly rioted 
the Commission' s long practice of not requiring proof of the existence of articles, I understand 
Inter Digital I to hold that a domestic industry under section 337(a)(3)(C) can be supported by 
substantial investments in licensing activities alone without proof of the existence of any articles. 
Id. at 1329. 
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In response to Nokia's petition for panel rehearing or rehearing en bane, the Federal 

Circuit subsequently issued a supplemental opinion, Inter Digital II, in support of its decision in 

Inter Digital I. See 707 F.3d 1295 (Fed. Cir. 2013). That opinion, however, contains a number of 

passages that are difficult to reconcile either with each other or with the Court's ultimate 

decision to uphold the Commission's domestic industry determination. Some language suggests 

that the Court intended to impose an "articles" requirement for licensing under section 

337(a)(3)(C), in addition to sections 337(a)(3) (A) and (B). For example, the Court stated: 

The Commission and the court construed those phrases to define the 

subject matter that is within the statute's protection. With respect to 

subparagraph (A) of paragraph 337(a)(3), the "significant investment in 

plant or equipment" that is required to show the existence of a domestic 
industry must exist "with respect to the articles protected by the patent" in 

question. That requirement will typically be met if the investment in plant 

and equipment is directed at production of articles protected by the patent. 

Similarly, with respect to subparagraph (B) of paragraph 337(a)(3), the 

"significant employment oflabor or capital" that is required to show the 

existence of a domestic industry must exist "with respect to the articles 

protected by the patent." That requirement will likewise typically be met 

by a showing that significant labor or capital is being expended in the 

production of articles protected by the patent. Applying the same analysis 

to subparagraph (C) of paragraph 337(a)(3) produces a parallel result that 

is consistent with the Commission's and this court's statutory construction: 

The "substantial investment in [the patent's} exploitation, including 
engineering, research and development, or licensing" must be "with 

respect to the articles protected by the patent, " which means that the 
engineering, research and development, or licensing activities must 

pertain to products that are covered by the patent that is being asserted. 

Thus, just as the "plant or equipment" referred to in subparagraph (A) 

must exist with respect to articles protected by the patent, such as by 
producing protected goods, the research and development or licensing 

activities referred to in subparagraph (CJ must also exist with respect to 

articles protected by the patent, such as by licensing protected products. 
This accords with the common description of the domestic industry 

requirement as having two "prongs": the "economic prong," which 

requires that there be an industry in the United States, and the "technical 

prong," which requires that the industry relate to articles protected by the 

patent. 
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707 F.3d at 1297-98 (emphasis added). 

In a similar manner, the Court also stated the following, which could be interpreted to 
endorse an "articles" requirement for licensing-based industries: 

The only question is whether the [sic] InterDigital's concededly 

substantial investment in exploitation of its intellectual property is "with 
respect to the articles protected by the patent." That requirement is 
satisfied in this case because the patents in suit protect the technology that 
is, according to InterDigital's theory of the case, found in the products that 
it has licensed and that it is attempting to exclude. 

Id. at 1299. 

However, the Court's Inter Digital II opinion also includes language that indicates that the 
Court was actually rejecting an "articles" requirement for a domestic industry premised on 
licensing under section 337(a)(3)(C). Notably, the Federal Circuit explained that, as it had done 
in the initial panel opinion, it was interpreting section 337(a)(3)(C) consistent with Commission 
precedent. 707 F.3d at 1298 ("As noted in the panel opinion in this case, the Commission has 
consistently construed subparagraph (C) in that manner."). In fact, the Court cited Digital 

Processors and Semiconductor Chips as being "consistent" with its ruling. Id. (noting that the 
Federal Circuit was "adopting the same statutory interpretation" as the Commission). As 
described above, those investigations clearly held that there is no "articles" requirement for a 
licensing-based domestic industry. 

Further, when the Court summed-up its view and set forth its holding, the Court stated 
the following, which does not appear to impose an articles requirement: 

It is not necessary that the party manufacture the product that is protected 
by the patent, and it is not necessary that any other domestic party 
manufacture the protected article. As long as the patent covers the article 
that is the subject of the exclusion proceeding, and as long as the party 
seeking relief can show that it has a sufficiently substantial investment in 
the exploitation of the intellectual property to satisfy the domestic industry 
requirement of the statute, that party is entitled to seek relief under section 
337 . . 

Id. at 1303-04. 

Taken together, I find that the language of Inter Digital II is, when viewed as a whole, 

ambiguous on the issue of an "articles" requirement. That being said, in my view the better 
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reading of the InterDigital opinions is that they do not bind the Commission to requiring an 

articles requirement for licensing-based industries under section 337(a)(3)(C). That view is the 
only one that is consistent with the Federal Circuit's ultimate decision to uphold the 

Commission's determination of the existence of a domestic industry where InterDigital did not 
allege, and the Commission never found, any specific articles that practiced the asserted patents. 
It also squares with the fact that the Federal Circuit stated that it was acting consistent with 
Commission precedent, granting the Commission Chevron deference, and citing Commission 

investigations where the Commission held that there was no articles requirement for licensing. 

Further, I believe my view is the better reading given that the Court did not remand the 
issue of domestic industry to the Commission even though it remanded the issue of patent 

infringement after the Court modified the Commission's claim constructions. See Inter Digital L 
690 F.3d at 1330 ("Because the Commission erred in construing the claim terms ' code' and 
'increased power level' and in finding, based on those claim constructions, that Nokia's products 
do not infringe InterDigital ' s patents, we reverse the administrative law judge' s determination of 
non-infringement and remand for further proceedings."). If there were an articles requirement, 
the Federal Circuit should have remanded the question of whether any articles satisfy the Court's 
new claim constructions, as it did with the question of patent infringement. See Alloc, Inc. v. 
Int '! Trade Comm 'n, 342 F.3d 1361, 1375 (Fed. Cir. 2003) ("The test for satisfying the 'technical 

prong' of the industry requirement is essentially the same as that for infringement, i.e., a 
comparison of domestic products to the asserted claims.").8 Instead, the Court affirmed the 
Commission' s domestic industry findings. 

The Federal Circuit's later-issued decisions in Microsoft Corp. v. Int'! Trade Comm 'n, 
731F.3d1354 (Fed. Cir. 2013), andMotiva, LLCv. Int '! Trade Comm 'n, 716 F.3d 596 (Fed. Cir. 
2013), do not change my view. Neither of those cases squarely addressed the technical prong 
requirement for licensing-based industries alleged to exist under section 337(a)(3)(C). Motiva 

addressed the question of whether alleged investments in licensing sufficed to establish that a 
domestic industry was "in the process of being established." See 716 F.3d at 600-01. Microsoft, 
on the other hapd, holds that there is an articles requirement for a research-and-development­
based domestic industry under section 337(a)(3)(C). 731 F.3d at 1361-62. As noted above in 

footnote 7, there are substantial reasons for differential proof requirements for industries based 
on licensing and those premised on investment in research and development. In particular, while 
a license to a particular patent ties expenditures to exploitation of that patent, generally it would 
be difficult to tie engineering or research-and-development efforts to a particular patent (as 
opposed to a general field of technology) without demonstrating that the patent is actually 
·practiced; which, in tangible forin would require the existence of ari ai1:icle. Further, one cannot 

8 To put it another way, the only way to conclude that the JnterDigital opinions on their own impose an 
articles requirement for licensing-based industries is to accept that the Federal Circuit misunderstood Commission 
precedent, misunderstood the facts that were in front of it with respect to Inter Digital ' s asserted domestic industry, 
and assumed that the Commission had found articles protected by the patents, when it had not done so. 
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"exploit" an "article" through licensing. Rather, one "exploits" a "patent," or other intellectual 
property, through licensing. 

Conclusion 

When Congress amended section 337 in 1988 to add section 337(a)(3)(C), it made very 
clear its intent to enable certain specific categories of IP rights holders to pursue claims under the 
statute. These entities included inventors, small businesses, universities, start-ups, and licensing 
service industries. See S. Rep. No. 100-71, at 129; H. R. Rep. No.100-40, Pt.I, at 157; 133 
Cong. Rec. S. 1795 (Feb. 4, 1987) (statement of Sen. Lautenberg); 132 Cong. Rec. H. 1784 

(April 10, 1986) (statement of Rep. Kastenmeier). Today, all of these actors would fall within 
the broad category of "non-practicing entities," a term which, along with "patent assertion 

entity" or "patent troll," was not in usage at the time. Under the statutory interpretation that the 
Commission has consistently followed since 1988 and which I follow in this investigation, all of 
the types of non-practicing entities singled out by Congress as deserving of protection from 
infringing imports under section 337 can, upon an appropriate evidentiary showing, satisfy the 
domestic industry requirement.9 If, however, section 337 is interpreted to impose an "articles" 
requirement on complainants seeking to establish a domestic industry under subsection (C), the 
likely effect is to advantage speedy in:fringers and well-financed patent assertion entities, at the 
expense of inventors, small businesses, and start-ups. 10 

In the "ideal" production-driven licensing model, an inventor receives a patent for his 
innovation. The inventor then needs to either raise funds to develop his patented technology into 
a marketable product or products, or to license his patent to another entity more capable of doing 

so. After appropriate licensing or funding, additional work is needed to develop a product that 
practices the invention and bring that product to market. All of this takes time. During this time, 
which can vary widely depending on the technology and market conditions, the inventor or start­
up has not yet produced an "article" covered by its patent and therefore, under the Commission's 

analysis, cannot satisfy the domestic industry requirement. Meanwhile, a speedy infringer, 
which gets its infringing product to market in the United States before the inventor or start-up 
succeeds in doing the same, can now import with impunity under section 337, making it less 
likely that the inventor's product will ever make it to the market and trigger the right to seek 

relief under the statute. 11 See Intellectual Property Rights: Hearings before the Subcomm. on 

9 A complainant seeking to establish a domestic industry based on its investments in licensing must establish 
that its investments relate to exploitation of the asserted intellectual property right, that its investments relate to 
licensing, and that its investments occurred in the United States. See Certain Multimedia Display and Navigation 
Devices and Systems, Components Thereof, and Products Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-694, Comm'n Op., at 
7-13 (Aug. 8, 2011). 
10 This demonstrates why it is important not to equate the ability to prove the existence of"articles" with a 
production-driven licensing scenario and the absence of such articles with a revenue-driven licensing scenario. 
While that may be the case, it is not always true. 
11 One could argue that the term "article" in section 337 is not necessarily limited to an article in full 
commercial production, but could be interpreted by the Commission in some future hypothetical case to include a 
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Int'/ Trade of the S. Finance Comm. , 99th Cong. 188 (1986) (statement of Richard C. Witte, 
Vice President, Intellectual Property Owners, Inc.) ("Some industries built on new technologies 

may never be established if patent owners cannot fend off foreign free riders."). 

By contrast, a well-financed patent assertion entity with a large portfolio ofrevenue­
driven licenses could meet the domestic industry requirement by relying on the "articles" 
produced by one or more of its licensees either in the United States (under subsection (A)) or 

outside the United States (under subsection (C) coupled with proof of its own substantial 
licensing activities). 

Because I do not believe that Congress intended to leave this gap in section 337's 
availability as a remedy to the very entities the 1988 amendments were designed to help, I 
dissent from the Commission' s finding that TPL was required to establish the "technical prong" 

of the domestic industry requirement in order to show a domestic industry based on licensing 
activities under section 337(a)(3)(C). 

product at some earlier stage in the development process - e.g., a test model, prototype, or computer design. Until 
this question of statutory interpretation has been presented to the Commission for decision and to the Federal Circuit 
for review in some future case, it is speculative to assume that a factual showing of less than commercial production 
could satisfy the asserted "articles" requirement. Moreover, while such a broad interpretation of"articles," if 
adopted, could narrow the window between when an inventor receives a patent and embarks upon a production­
driven licensing course, and when it has proceeded far enough along that course to satisfy the domestic industry 
requirement, it would not eliminate the gap entirely, because even getting to the stage of having a prototype takes 
time and money. 

One could also argue that start-ups or inventors who cannot demonstrate the existence ofa domestic 
industry may nonetheless be able to show an industry "in the process of being established." Such a showing would 
again depend upon both the Commission and its reviewing courts accepting evidence of prototypes or other pre­
production activities as proof that the inventor or his licensee is "actively engaged in steps leading to the 
exploitation of the intellectual property" such that the domestic industry requirement will be satisfied "within a 
reasonable period of time." H. Rep. 100-40, Pt.1 , at 157-158; see also Certain Stringed Musical Instruments and 
Components Thereof, Inv. No. 337-TA-586, Comm'n Op., at 13 (May 16, 2008). Again, even under the 
interpretation most favorable to the inventor, there is likely to be some time period during which the inventor is 
investing in the exploitation of its IP right, but has not yet crossed a threshold that entitles it to the protections of 
section 337. 
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UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
Washington, D.C . 

..•• s.· .. -....: ,,.. ... ,.. J. ·,;.,.... .... 

In the Matter of 

CERTAIN COMPUTER AND COMPUTER 
PERIPHERAL DEVICES, AND COMPONENTS 
THEREOF,ANDPRODUC~SCONTAINING 

SAME 

Investigation No. 337-TA-841 

NOTICE OF COMMISSION DETERMINATION TO REVIEW IN THE ENTIRETY 
A FINAL INITIAL DETERMINATION FINDING A VIOLATION OF 

SECTION 337; SCHEDULE FOR FILING WRITTEN 
SUBMISSIONS ON CERTAIN ISSUES AND ON . 

REMEDY, THE PUBLIC INTEREST, AND BONDING 

AGENCY: U.S. International Trade Commission. 

ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that the U.S. International Trade Commission has 
determined to review in the entirety the final initial determination ("ID") issued by the presiding 
administrative law judge ("ALJ") on August 2, 2013, finding a violation of section 337 of the 
Tariff Act of 1930, 19 U.S.C. § 1337, in this investigation. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Sidney A. Rosenzweig, Office of the General 
Counsel, U.S. International Trade Commission, 500 E Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20436, 
telephone (202) 708-2532. Copies of non-confidential documents filed in connection with this 
investigation are or will be available for inspection during official business hours (8:45 a.m. to 
5:15 p.m.) in the Office of the Secretary, U.S. International Trade Commission, 500 E Street, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20436, telephone (202) 205-2000. General information concerning the 

. Commission may also be obtained by accessing its Internet server athttp://www.usitc.gov. The 
public record for this investigation may be viewed on the Commission's electronic docket (EDIS) 
at http://edis.usitc.gov. Hearing-impaired persons are advised that information on this matter can 
be obtained by contacting the Commission's TDD terminal on (202) 205- i 810. . ,;\, •. 

SUPPLEMENT ARY INFORMATION: The Commission instituted this investigation on May 
2, 2012, based on a complaint filed by Technology Propei:ties Limited, LLC ("TPL") of Cupertino, 
California. 77 Fed. Reg. 26041(May2, 2012). The complaint alleges violations of section 337 
of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, 19 U.S.C. § 133 7, by reason of infringement of certain 

' ...... ~ ' 



claims ofU.S. Patent Nos. 6,976,623 (' 'the ' 623 patent"), 7,162,549 ("the ' 549 patent"), 7,295,443 
("the '443 patent"), 7,522,424 ("the ' 424 patent"), 6,438,638 ("the ' 638 patent"), and 7,719,847 
("the ' 847 patent"). The complaint further alleges the existence of a domestic industry. The 
notice of investigation named twenty-one respondents, some of whom have since settled from the 

.... ,investigation. As a result of thes,y s~j:1,J,~iw;11Js ,t,~~.,~6~§ .P~F.e.JJ,!)§. no longer at issµe , as it has .~wt 
been asserted against the remaining respondents. The remaining respondents are Acer Inc. of 
New Taipei City, Taiwan ("Acer"); Canon Inc. of Toyko, Japan; Hewlett-Packard Company of 
Palo Alto, California ("HP"); HiTi Digital, Inc. of New Taipei City, Taiwan; Kingston Technology 
Company, Inc. of Fountain Valley, California ("Kingston"); Newegg, Inc. and Rosewill Inc., both 
of City of Industry, California ("Newegg/Rosewill"); and Seiko Epson Corporation of Nagano, 
Japan. 

On October 4, 2012, the ALJ issued a Markman order construing disputed claim terms of the 
asserted patents. Order No. 23. On January 7-11 , 2013 , the ALJ conducted a hearing, and on 
August 2, 2013 , the ALJ issued the final ID. The ALJ found that TPL demonstrated the existence 
of a domestic industry, as required by 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(2), through TPL' s licensing investment 
under 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(3)(C). ID at 152-55. The ALJ rejected TPL' s showing based upon 
OnSpec Electronic, Inc.' s research and development, and engineering investments for section 
337(a)(3)(C), as well as subsections (a)(3)(A) and (a)(3)(B). Id. at 155-57. 

The ALJ found that the respondents had not shown that any of the asserted patent claims are 
invalid. However, the ALJ found that TPL demonstrated infringement of the ' 623 patent, and not 
the other patents. With respect to the ' 623 patent, the ALJ found that TPL demonstrated direct 
infringement of the asserted apparatus claims (claims 1-4 and 9-12). Accordingly, the ALJ found 
a violation of section 337 by Acer, Kingston and Newegg/Rosewill (collectively, "the ' 623 
respondents") as to these apparatus claims of the ' 623 patent. 

On August 19, 2013, the parties filed petitions for review. TPL' s petition challenges the ALJ's 
noninfringement determinations for the ' 443, '424, and ' 847 patents. TPL did not petition for 
review of the ALJ's noninfringement determination for the ' 549 patent. The ' 623 respondents 
challenge one of the ALJ's claim constructions, and independently challenge the ALJ's finding 
that the asserted claims of the ' 623 patent are not anticipated by, or obvious in view of, three pieces 
of prior ai:f:. The '623 respondents also challenge the ALJ' s finding that TPL demonstrated the 
existence of a domestic industry, and subscribe to the analysis presented by the respondents 
against whom the '623 patent was not asserted. 

The respondents against whom the ' 623 patent was not asserted contingently challenge TPL' s 
evidence of expenditures, as well as the nexus between those expenditures and the asserted 
patents, for purposes of showing a domestic industry under section 337(a)(3)(C). They also argue 
that "[t]here is no evidence that TPL' s licensees' efforts relate to ' an article protected by' any of 

~ ... ,,,. ' . 

the asserted patents." Resp 'ts ' Pet. 42, 54-56. The respondents against whom the '623 patent 
was not asserted also argue that the four patents asserted against them are invalid as anticipated or 
obvious in view of the prior art. They also make additional non-infringement arguments for the 
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three patents asserted against them for which TPL has petitioned for review (the '443, ' 424 and 
' 84 7 patents). 

Respondent HP filed a short petition for review on its own behalf. HP argues for a narrow 
interpretation of ru:ti~~,Y~ :'.'pr9~~~~d .. .bY:.:,.ap..i;tss.~rt~d patent. HP P~t. 5. 

On August 27, 2013, the parties filed responses to each other' s petitions. 

i 1-', •"-' ~ I 

Having examined the record ofthis investigation, including the ALJ's final ID, the petitions for 
review, and the responses thereto, the Commission has determined to review the ID in its entirety. 

In connection with the Commission' s review, the parties are asked to brief only the issues 
enumerated below. See 19 C.F.R. § 210.43(b)(2). 

(1) Discuss, in light of the statutory language, legislative history, the Commission' s prior 
decisions, and relevant court decisions, including Inter Digital Communications, LLC 
v. ITC, 690 F.3d 1318 (Fed. Cir. 2012), 707 F.3d 1295 (Fed. Cir. 2013) and Microsoft 
Corp. v. ITC, Nos. 2012-1445 & -1535, 2013 WL 5479876 (Fed. Cir. Oct. 3, 2013), 
whether establishing a domestic industry based on licensing under 19 U.S.C. § 
1337(a)(3)(C) requires proof of "articles protected by the patent" (i.e., a technical 
prong). If so, please identify and describe the evidence in the record that establishes 
articles protected by the asserted patents. 

(2) Discuss the construction of"accessible in parallel" in view of the prosecution history of 
the '623 patent (including the Examiner' s Statement of Reasons for Allowance, see 
Salazar v. Proctor & Gamble Co., 414 F.3d 1342, 1347 (Fed. Cir. 2005)), and whether 
the asserted patent claims are infringed and not invalid based upon that construction. 
Invalidity arguments not dependent on that claim construction should not be briefed. 

(3) Comment on whether the respondents ' invalidity evidence and analysis as to the Pro II 
system, the Uno Mas article, the Kaneshiro patent, and the '928 Publication, and TPL' s 
evidence and analysis as to the technical prong of the domestic industry requirement, 
were undisputed. Please cite all evidence in the record that supports your position. 

(4) Discuss whether TPL demonstrated that the products accused of infringing the '443 , 
'424, and ' 847 patents receive or interface with SD cards that operate in a four-bit-bus 
mode, arid if so, whether the accused products infringe the asserted claims. 

(5) If the Commission were to find that the accused products infringe the '443, '424, and 
'847 P9-tents, discuss whether the SD specification invalidates the asserted claims.of 
those patents. 

In connection with the final disposition of this investigation, the Commission may ( 1) issue an 
order that could result in the exclusion of the subject articles from entry into the United States, 

3 



and/or (2) issue one or more cease and desist orders that could result in the respondent(s) being 
required to cease and desist from engaging in unfair acts in the importation and sale of such 
articles. Accordingly, the Commission is interested in receiving written submissions that address 
the form of remedy, if any, that should be ordered. If a party seeks exclusion of an article from 
entry intQ,,~heJJnited Stat~~ f~r purposes other than entry for .consumption, the party should so 
indicate and provide information establishing that activities involving other types of entry either 
are adversely affecting it or likely to do so. For background, see Certain Devices for Connecting 

-Computers via Telephone Lines, Inv. No. 337-TA-360, USITC Pub. No. 2843, Comm'n Op. 
(December 1994 ). 

If the Commission contemplates some form of remedy, it must consider the effects of that remedy 
upon the public interest. The factors the Commission will consider include the effect that an 
exclusion order and/or cease and desist orders would have on (1) the public health and welfare, (2) 
competitive conditions in the U.S. economy, (3) U.S. production of articles that are like or directly 
competitive with those that are subject to investigation, and (4) U.S. consumers. The 
Commission is therefore interested in receiving written submissions that address the 
aforementioned public interest factors in the context of this investigation. 

If the Commission orders some form of remedy, the U.S. Trade Representative, as delegated by the 
Presid~nt, has 60 days to approve or disapprove the Commission's action. See Presidential 
Memorandum of July 21, 2005, 70 Fed. Reg. 43251(July26, 2005). During this period, the 
subject articles would be entitled to enter the United States under bond, in an amount determined 
by the Commission. The Commission is therefore interested in receiving submissions concerning 
the amount of the bond that should be imposed if a remedy is ordered. 

WRITTEN SUBMISSIONS: The parties to the investigation are requested to file written 
· submissions as set forth above. Parties to the investigation, interested government agencies, and 
any other interested parties are encouraged to file written submissions on the issues ofremedy, the 
public interest, and bonding. Such submissions should address the recommended determination 
by the ALJ on remedy and bonding. The complainants are also requested to submit proposed 
remedial orders for the Commission's consideration. · The complainants are also requested to state 
the date that the asserted patents expire and the HTSUS numbers under which the accused products 
are imported. The written submissions and proposed remedial orders must be filed no later than 
close of business on Thursday, November 7, 2013 and responses to the Commission's questions 
should not exceed 75 pages. Reply submissions must be filed no later than the close of business 

·on Friday, November 15, 2013, and such replies should not exceed 50 pages . . No further 
submissions on these issues will be permitted unless otherwise ordered by the Commission. 

Persons filing written submissions must file the original document electronically on or before the 
. q~;adlines stated above and submit 8 true paper copies to the Office of the Secretary by noon the 
next day pursuant to section 210.4(±) of the Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure (19 
C.F.R. 210.4(±)). Submissions should refer to the investigation number ("Inv. No. 337-TA-841 ") 
in a prominent place on the cover page and/or the first page. (See Handbook for Electronic Filing 
Procedures, http://www.usitc.gov/secretary/fed _reg_notices/rules/handbook _on_ electronic_ 
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filing.pd£). Persons with questions regarding filing should contact the Secretary (202-205-2000). 

Any person desiring to submit a document to the Commission in confidence must request 
confidential treatment. All such requests should be directed to the Secretary to the Commission 

.. ·.· .. ,;""";, .. , ,.,..,(,!.n,d.mu$t !ncl1,1Q,e a full statement of the reasons why the GpmII].is~iQn should grant_slfch,)r~atpient. ., ... 
See 19 C.F .R. § 201.6. Documents for which confidential treatment by the Commission is 
properly sought will be treated accordingly. A redacted non-confidential version of the dqcument 
must also be filed simultaneously with the any confidential filing. All non-confidential written 
submissions will be available for public inspection at the Office of the Secretary and on EDIS. 

The authority for the Commission's determination is contained in section 337 of the Tariff Act of 
1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. § 1337), and in sections 210.42-46 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (19 C.F.R. §§ 210.42-46). 

By order of the Commission. 

Lisa R. Barton 
Acting Secretary to the Commission 

Issued: October 24, 2013 
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Pursuant to the Notice of Investigation, 77 Fed. Reg. 26041 (May 2, 2012), this is the 

Initial Determination of the in the matter of Certain Computers, Computer Peripheral Devices, 

and Components Thereof, and Products Containing the Same, United States International Trade 

Commission Investigation No. 337-TA-841. See 19 C.F.R. § 210.42(a). 

It is held that no violation of section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, 19 U.S.C. 

§ 1337, has occurred in the importation into the United States, the sale for importation, or the 

sale within the United States after importation of certain computers and computer peripheral 

devices and components thereof and products containing the same that infringe one or more of 

claims 7, 11, 19, and 21 of U.S. Patent No. 7,162,549; claims 1, 3, 4, 7, 9, 11 , 12, and 14 of the 

U.S. Patent No. 7,295,443 ; claims 25, 26, 28, and 39 of U.S. Patent No. 7,522,424; claims 17-19 

of the U.S. Patent No. 6,976,623; and claims 1-3 of U.S. Patent No. 7,719,847. 

It is held that a violation of section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, 19 U.S.C. 

§ 1337, has occurred in the importation into the United States, the sale for importation, or the 

sale within the United States after importation of certain computers and computer peripheral 

devices and components thereof and products containing the same that infringe one or more of 

claims 1-4 and 9-12 of U.S. Patent No. 6,976,623. 

Ill 
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I. BACKGROUND1 

A. Institution and Procedural History of This Investigation 

By publication of a notice in the Federal Register on May 2, 2012, pursuant to subsection 

(b) of section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, the Commission instituted Investigation 

No. 337-TA-841 with respect to U.S. Patent Nos. 6,976,623 ("the '623 Patent"); 7,162,549 

("the ' 549 Patent"); 7,295,443 ("the '443 Patent"); 7,522,424 ("the '424 Patent"); 6,438,638 

("the '638 Patent"); and 7,719,847 ("the ' 847 Patent") to determine: 

[W]hether there is a violation of subsection (a)(l )(B) of section 337 in the 
importation into the United States, the sale for importation, or the sale 
within the United States after importation of the sale for importation, or 
the sale within the United States after importation of certain computers 
and computer peripheral devices and components thereof and products 
containing the same that infringe one or more of claims 1-4, 9-12, and 17-
19 of the '623 patent; Claims 7, 11 , 19, and 21 of the '549 patent; claims 1, 
3, 4, 7, 9, 11 , 12, and 14 of the '443 patent; claims 25, 26, 28, and 39 of 
the '424 patent; claims 13-18 and 25-27 of the '638 patent; and claims 1-3 
of the ' 84 7 patent, and whether an industry in the United States exists as 
required by subsection (a)(2) of section 337. 

77 Fed. Reg. 26041 (May 2, 2012). 

The complainant is Technology Patent Licensing Company, LLC ("TPL") of Cupertino, 

California. (Id.) The Notice of Investigation named the respondents as Acer Inc. of New Taipei 

City, Taiwan; Brother Industries, Ltd. of Aichi, Japan; Canon Inc. of Tokyo, Japan; Dane-Elec. 

Memory of Bagnolet Cedex, France; Dell Inc. of Round Rock, Texas; Falcon Northwest 

Computer Systems, Inc. of Medford, Oregon; Fujitsu Limited, of Tokyo, Japan; Jasco Products 

1 The ALJ notes, at the outset, that this case has suffered from the parties failing to heed the frequent warning to 
simplify their case as much as possible that I (and other ALJs) have given in the past. TPL has pushed forward 
asserting too many patents and too many claims, against too many parties and too many products. TPL's case would 
have benefitted tremendously by simplifying this case in one of these four dimensions. 

Yet, TPL cannot alone be blamed for the unneeded density in this case. Respondents' briefs reveal their reluctance 
to give up even a single defense or argument, no matter how small or meritless . 
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Company of Oklahoma City, Oklahoma ; Hewlett-Packard Company of Palo Alto, California; 

Hi Ti Digital, Inc. of New Taipei City, Taiwan; Kingston Technology Company, Inc. of Fountain 

Valley, California; Micron Technology Company, Inc. of Boise, Idaho; Lexar Media, Inc. of 

Fremont, California; Microdia Limited, of San Jose, California; Newegg, Inc. of City oflndustry, 

California; Rosewill, Inc. of City of Industry, California; Sabrent of Chatsworth, California; 

Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. of Seoul, Korea; Seiko Epson Corporation of Nagano, Japan; 

Shuttle Inc. of Taipei, Taiwan; and Systemax Inc. of Port Washington, New York. The 

Commission Investigative Staff ("Staff') of the Office of Unfair Import Investigations was also a 

party in this investigation. (Id.) 

On May 22, 2012, the ALJ granted TPL's and Samsung's joint motion to terminate the 

investigation with respect to Samsung. (Order No. 12.) On June 18, 2012, the Commission 

determined not to review the initial determination. (Commission Determination Not to Review 

an Initial Determination Granting Joint Motion to Terminate). 

On June 8, 2012, the ALJ issued an order granting a motion to terminate Jasco Products 

Company on the basis of a settlement agreement. (Order No. 14.) On that same day, the ALJ 

granted a motion to terminate Falcon Northwest Computer Systems, Inc. on the basis of a 

consent order stipulation and consent order. (Order No. 15.) On June 29, 2012, the Commission 

determined not to review either order. (Commission Determination Not to Review an Initial 

Determination Terminating the Investigation With Respect to Respondent Falcon Northwest 

Computer Systems, Inc. Based on a Consent Order Stipulation; Entry of Consent Order and 

Commission Determination Not to Review an Initial Determination Granting a Joint Motion to 

Terminate the Investigation With Respect to Respondent Jasco Products Company, LLC.) 

7 



PUBLIC VERSION 

On June 13, 2012, Staff filed a notice of non-participation. (Commission Investigative 

Staff's Notice of Non-Participation.) 

On August 9, 2012, the ALJ held a Markman hearing. TPL and respondents Dell, Inc., 

Brother Industries, Ltd., Fujitsu Limited, Newegg Inc., Rosewill Inc., Seiko Epson Corporation, 

Acer, Inc., Canon Inc., Micron Technology, Inc., Lexar Media, Inc., Systemax Inc., HiTi Digital 

Inc., Shuttle Inc., Hewlett-Packard Co., and Kingston Technology, Inc. participated in the 

Markman hearing. On October 4, 2012, the ALJ issued the Markman order construing the 

disputed claim terms. (Order No. 23.) 

On October 10, 2012, the ALJ granted a motion to terminate respondent Sabrent on the 

basis of settlement agreement. (Order No. 24.) On November 9, 2012, the Commission 

determined not to review the order. (Commission Determination Not to Review an Initial 

Determination Granting Complainant 's Motion to Terminate the Investigation With Respect to 

Respondent Sabrent.) 

On October 23, 2012, the ALJ issued an initial determination finding respondent 

Microdia Limited in default for failure to respond to the Complaint and Notice of Investigation. 

(Order No. 26.) On November 8, 2012, the Commission determined not to review the order. 

(Commission Determination Not to Review to Initial Determination Finding Respondent 

Microdia Limited in Default.) 

On October 26, 2012, the ALJ issued an initial determination terminating respondent 

Shuttle, Inc. on the basis of consent order. (Order No. 28.) On November 26, 2012, the 

Commission determined not to review the order. (Commission Determination Not to Review an 

Initial Determination Terminating the Investigation With Respect to Respondent Shuttle, Inc. 

Based on a Consent Order Stipulation; Entry of Consent Order.) 
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On November 6, 2012, the ALJ issued an initial determination granting a joint motion to 

terminate respondents Micron Technology, Inc. and Lexar Media, Inc. on the basis of settlement 

agreement. (Order No. 29.) On December 12, 2012, the Commission determined not to review 

the order. (Commission Determination Not to Review an Initial Determination Granting a Joint 

Motion to Terminate the Investigation With Respect to Respondents Micron Technology, Inc. and 

Lexar Media, Inc.) 

On November 27, 2012, the ALJ issued an initial determination granting a joint motion to 

terminate respondent Systemex, Inc. on the basis of settlement agreement. (Order No. 34.) On 

December 20, 2012, the Commission determined not to review the order. (Commission 

Determination Not to Review an Initial Determination Granting a Joint Motion to Terminate the 

Investigation With Respect to Respondent Systemax Inc.) 

On January 8, 2012, the ALJ issued an initial determination granting a joint motion to 

terminate with respect to respondent Fujitsu Limited. (Order No. 44.) On January 29, 2013, the 

Commission determined not to review the order. (Commission Determination Not to Review an 

Initial Determination Granting a Joint Motion to Terminate the Investigation with Respect to 

Respondent Fujitsu Limited.) 

On January 7-11, 2013, the ALJ held an evidentiary hearing. 

On April 22, 2013, TPL filed a notice that it had filed for reorganization under Chapter 

11 of the U.S. Bankruptcy Code in the Bankruptcy Court for Northern District California. (EDIS 

Doc. ID 508078.) 

On June 19, 2013, the ALJ issued an initial determination granting a joint motion to 

terminate with respect to respondent Dell, Inc. (Order No. 46.) On July 16, 2013, the 

Commission determined not to review the order. (Commission Determination Not to Review an 
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Initial Determination Granting Joint Motion to Terminate Investigation with Respect to 

Respondent Dell Inc. Based on a Settlement Agreement.) 

On August 1, 2013, TPL and respondent Brother Industries, Inc. filed a joint motion to 

terminate Brother from the investigation based on settlement agreement. (Motion Docket No. 

841-093.) On this same day, the ALJ granted the motion to terminate. (See Order No. 48.) 

B. The Parties 

1. Technology Properties Limited, LLC 

Complainant Technology Properties Limited, LLC ("TPL") is a California limited 

liability company involved in the licensing of technology with its principal place of business in 

Cupertino, California. TPL is the exclusive licensee of the asserted patents. (CIB at 4.) 

2. Acer, Inc. 

Respondent Acer, Inc. ("Acer") is a Taiwanese corporation involved in the manufacture 

and sale of consumer electronics, including laptops, with a principal place of business in New 

Taipei City, Taiwan. (RIB at 10-11.) 

3. Canon, Inc. 

Respondent Canon, Inc. ("Canon") is a Japanese corporation involved in the manufacture 

and sale of consumer electronics, including printers and copiers, with its principal place of 

business in Tokyo, Japan. (RIB at 10-11.) 

4. Hewlett-Packard Co. 

Respondent Hewlett-Packard Co. ("HP") is a Delaware corporation involved in the 

manufacture and sale of consumer electronics, such as printers, personal computers, and laptops, 

with a principal place of business in Palo Alto, California. (RIB at 10-11.) 
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5. HiTi Digital, Inc. 

Respondent HiTi Digital, Inc. ("HiTi") is a Taiwanese corporation involved in the 

manufacture and sale of consumer electronics with its principal place of business in New Taipei 

City, Taiwan. (RIB at 10-11.) 

6. Kingston Technology Company, Inc. 

Respondent Kingston Technology Company, Inc. ("Kingston") is a California 

corporation with a principal place of business in Fountain Valley, California. (RIB at 10-11.) 

7. Newegg, Inc. and Rosewill Inc. 

Respondent Newegg, Inc. ("Newegg") is a Delaware corporation involved in the sale of 

consumer electronics with a principal place of business in City of Industry, California. 

Respondent Rosewill Inc. is a California corporation that is a subsidiary of Newegg and has its 

principal place of business in City of Industry, California. (RIB at 10-11.) 

8. Seiko Epson Corporation 

Respondent Seiko Epson Corporation ("Seiko Epson") is a Japanese corporation involved 

in the manufacture and sale of printers and other consumer electronics with its principal place of 

business in Nagano, Japan. (RIB at 10-11.) 

C. The Patents at Issue and Overview of the Technology 

The following Table summarizes the patents and claims that are asserted against 

Respondents in this investigation. 
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US'443 us '424 us '847 US'549 us '623 

1 3 4 7 9 11 12 14 25 26 28 29 1 2 3 7 11 19 21 1 2 3 4 9 10 11 12 17 18 19 
Acer x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x 
Canon x x x x x x x x x x x x 

IHP x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x 
Hi Ti x x x x x x 
Kingston x x x x x x x x x x x x x 
NewEgg and Rosewill x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x 
Seiko Epson x x x x x x x x x x x x x x 

Table 1 - Summary of Patents and Claims Asserted by TPL 

1. The '638 Patent 

U.S. Patent No. 6,438,638 ("the '638 Patent"), entitled "Flashtoaster for Reading Several 

Types of Flash-Memory Cards With or Without a PC," was filed on July 6, 2000, and issued on 

August 20, 2002. (See JX-0005). Larry Lawson Jones, Sreenath Mambakkam, and 

Arocklyaswamy Venkidu are the named inventors of the ' 638 Patent. (Id.) The '638 Patent 

generally discloses and claims flash memory readers, particularly for interfacing several types of 

flash-memory cards to a personal computer. (Id. at Abstract.) This patent was originally 

asserted only against respondent Dell. Dell is no longer a party to this investigation. The '638 

Patent was only asserted against respondent Dell. After the hearing and before the issuance of 

this Final ID, Dell was terminated from this investigation based on a settlement agreement. (See 

Order No. 46.) Because the '638 Patent is not asserted against any remaining respondent to this 

investigation, the ALJ finds that there are no active infringement allegations remaining. 

Accordingly, the ALJ finds the infringement allegations with respect to the '638 Patent are 

MOOT. The ALJ also finds any validity or domestic industry allegations MOOT. The ALJ 

includes the '638 Patent here only because it remains an issue because TPL asserts that a number 

of the asserted patents are entitled to claim priority to this patent. 
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2. The '443 Patent 

U.S. Patent No. 7,295,443 ("the '443 Patent"), entitled "SmartConnect Universal Flash 

Media Card Adapters," was filed on July 24, 2006, and issued on November 13, 2007. (See JX-

0003). Larry Lawson Jones, Sreenath Mambakkam, and Arocklyaswamy Venkidu are the 

named inventors of the '443 Patent. (Id.) 

The asserted claims of the '443 Patent are claims 1, 3, 4, 7, 9, 11 , 12, and 14. Claims 1 

and 9 are independent claims and claims 3, 4, and 7 depend on claim 1 and claims 11 , 12, and 14 

depend on claim 9. These claims read as follows (with the disputed claim terms in bold): 

1. A multi-memory media adapter comprising: 

a first planar element having an upper surface and a lower surface, the 
first planar element comprising molded plastic; 

a second planar element having an upper surface and a lower surface, 
the first planar element and the second planar element disposed such 
that a port is formed between the lower surface of the first planar 
element and the upper surface of the second planar element, the port 
capable of receiving a memory media card, the second planar element 
comprising molded plastic; 

at least one set of contact pins protruding from the lower surface of the 
first planar element or the upper surface of the second planar element 
such that the at least one set of contact pins are disposed within the 
port, the at least one set of contact pins capable of contacting a set of 
memory media card contacts, wherein the at least one set of contact 
pins are integrated within the molded plastic of the first planar 
element or the second planar element; and 

a controller chip to map at least a subset of the at least one set of 
contact pins to a set of signal lines or power lines, based on an 
identified type of a memory media card. 

3. The multi-memory media adapter of claim 1 having a system connector 
surface-mounted thereon, the system connector electrically coupled to the at least 
one set of contact pins. 

4. The multi-memory media adapter of claim 3 wherein the system connector is 
selected from the group comprising of a PCMCIA, USB, WiFi, Firewire, IDE, 
serial ATA connector, an IDE, and a CompactFlash connector. 
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7. The multi-memory media adapter of claim 1 having at least 18 contact pins 
configured to accommodate at least one of a group comprising, an xD, MMC/SD, 
Memory Stick, miniSD, RSMMC, and MS Duo. 

9. A system comprising: 

a multi-memory media adapter to read data from a plurality of memory 
media cards, the multi-memory media adapter having at least one port formed 
between an upper portion and a lower portion of the multi-memory media 
adapter, the port to receive a memory media card of the plurality of memory 
media cards; 

a set of contact pins protruding from the upper portion or the lower portion, 
the set of contact pins to contact a set of memory media card contacts, 
wherein the set of contact pins are integrated within molded plastic of the 
upper portion or the lower portion; and 

a controller integrated into the multi-memory media adapter to map at 
least a subset of the set of contact pins to a set of signal lines or power 
lines, based an identified type of the memory media card. 

11. The system of claim 9 further comprising a system connector, the system 
connector electrically coupled to the set of contact pins. 

12. The system of claim 11 wherein the system connector is selected from the 
group comprising of a PCMCIA, USB, WiFi, Firewire, IDE, serial ATA 
connector, an IDE, and a CompactFlash connector. 

14. The system of claim 9 having at least eighteen contact pins configured 
to accommodate at least one of a group comprising, an xD, MMC/SD, 
Memory Stick, miniSD, RSMMC, and MS Duo. 

The '443 Patent is directed to certain aspects of multi-memory flash media adapters that can 

interface with several types of flash media cards. (Id at Abstract.) 

3. The '424 Patent 

U.S. Patent No. 7,522,424 ("the '424 Patent"), entitled "SmartConnect Universal Flash 

Media Card Adapters," was filed on September 19, 2007, and issued on April 21, 2009. (See JX-

0004). Larry Lawson Jones, Sreenath Mambakkam, and Arocklyaswamy Venkidu are the 

named inventors of the '424 Patent. (Id) 
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The asserted claims of the '424 Patent are claims 25, 26, 28, and 29. Claims 25 and 28 

are independent claims and claims 26 and 29 depend on claims 25 and 28 respectively. The 

asserted claims are (with disputed terms in bold): 

25. Apparatus comprising: 

a housing having a port and a surface; 

an interconnection means having a plurality of interconnection 
pins; 

one or more sets of contact pins mounted on said surface at 
locations adapted to interface with the electrical contacts of a 
corresponding one of a plurality of different types of memory 
media cards when inserted into said port; 

a set of signal lines connected to said interconnection pins; 

means for identifying the type of memory card inserted into 
said port; 

means for mapping power, ground or data signals between 
said interconnection pins and said one or more contact pins 
depending upon the identification of the type of memory card 
inserted into said port. 

26. Apparatus according to claim 25 where the means for mappmg 
comprises a controller. 

28. Apparatus comprising: 

a housing having a port and a surface; 

a plurality of sets of contact pins mounted on said surface at 
locations adapted to interface with the electrical contacts of a 
corresponding one of a plurality of different type memory 
media cards when inserted into said port; 

a set of signal lines connected to an interconnection means; 

means for identifying the type of memory card inserted into 
said port; 

means for mapping power, ground or data signals between 
said interconnection means and said one or moire contact pins 
depending upon the identification of the type of memory card 
inserted into said port. 
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29. Apparatus according to claim 28 where said means for mapping 
comprises a controller. 

The '424 Patent is directed to certain aspects of multi-memory flash media adapters that can 

interface with several types of flash media cards. (Id. at Abstract.) 

4. The '847 Patent 

U.S. Patent No. 7,719,847 ("the '847 Patent"), entitled "SmartConnect Universal Flash 

Card Adapter," was filed on August 11, 2008, and issued on May 18, 2010. (See JX-0006). 

Larry Lawson Jones, Sreenath Mambakkam, and Arocklyaswamy Venkidu are the named 

inventors of the '847 Patent. (Id.) 

TPL has asserted Claims 1-3 of the ' 847 patent. Claim 1 is an independent claim and 

claims 2 and 3 depend on claim 1. The asserted claims read as follow (with the disputed terms in 

bold): 

1. Apparatus comprising: 

a housing having a port and a surface; 

a plurality of sets of contact pins mounted on said surface at locations 
adapted to interface with the electrical contacts of a plurality of different 
type memory media cards when inserted into said port; 

a set of signal lines connected to a controller, the number of signal lines being 
fewer than the number of contact pins; 

the signal lines located between the controller and an interconnection means; 

said interconnection means being located between the signal lines and the 
plurality of sets of contact connecting said signal lines to said one or more 
contact pins; and 

means for mapping power, ground or data signals between said signal 
lines and said contact pins depending upon the identification of the type 
of memory card inserted into said port; 

wherein the means for mapping comprises a controller. 

2. Apparatus according to claim 1 where said controller comprises means for 
determining the type of memory card inserted into said port. 

3. Apparatus according to claim 1 wherein said interconnection means is selected 
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from a group consisting of simple wires, flat cables, printed circuit board 
interconnections, or wiring traces. 

The '847 Patent is directed generally towards flash media adapters. (Id. at Abstract.) 

5. The '549 Patent 

U.S. Patent No. 7,162,549 ("the '549 Patent"), entitled "Multimode Controller for 

Intelligent and 'Dumb' Flash Cards," was filed on October 2, 2002, and issued on January 9, 

2007. (See JX-0002). Larry Lawson Jones, Sreenath Mambakkam, Arocklyaswamy Venkidu, 

and Nicholas Antonopoulos are the named inventors of the '549 Patent. (Id.) 

TPL asserted claims 7, 11 , 19 and 21. Claims 7 and 11 are independent claims and 

claims 19 and 21 depend on claims 7 and 11 , respectively. The asserted claims are (with 

disputed terms in bold) : 

7. A method comprising: 

using a controller chip to interface a flash storage system with or without a 
controller to a computing device, the controller chip comprising a flash adapter, 
wherein the flash storage system comprises a flash section and at least a medium 
ID; 

determining whether the flash storage system includes a controller for error 
correction; and 

in an event where the flash storage system does not have a controller for error 
correction, using firmware in the flash adapter to perform operations to manage 
error correction of the flash section, including bad block mapping of the flash 
section in the flash storage system that is coupled to the flash adapter section. 

11. A system comprising: 

a computing device; 

a flash storage system comprising a flash section and at least a portion of a 
medium ID; and 

a controller chip coupled between the computing device and the flash storage 
system to interface the flash storage system to the computing device, the 
controller chip comprising an interface mechanism capable of receiving flash 
storage systems with controller and controllerless flash storage systems, a detector 
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to determine whether the flash storage system includes a controller for error 
correction and a flash adapter which comprises firmware to perform, in an event 
where the flash storage system does not have a controller for error correction, 
operations to manage error correction of the flash section, including bad block 
mapping of the flash section in the flash storage system that is coupled to the 
flash adapter section. 

19. The method of claim 7, wherein the flash adapter further comprises a plurality 
of interfaces for receiving a plurality of flash storage systems. 

21. The system of claim 11 , wherein the flash adapter further comprises a 
plurality of interfaces for receiving a plurality of flash storage systems. 

The '549 Patent is directed to a controller that can interface with memory cards, both with and 

without onboard controllers, and perform error correction including block mapping. (Id. at 

Abstract.) 

6. The '623 Patent 

U.S. Patent No. 6,976,623 ("the ' 623 Patent"), entitled "Flash Juke Box," was filed on 

October 2, 2002, and issued on January 9, 2007. (See JX-0001). Larry Lawson Jones, Sreenath 

Mambakkam, and Arocklyaswamy Venkidu are the named inventors of the '623 Patent. (Id.) 

TPL has asserted Claims 1-4, 9-12 and 17-19 of the '623 Patent. Claims 1, 9, and 17 are 

independent claims. Claims 2-4 depend on claim 1, claims 10-12 depend on claim 9, and 18-19 

depend on claim 17. The asserted claims read as follow (with the disputed terms in bold): 

1. A memory card interface apparatus comprising: 

a plurality of memory card interfaces comprising a first 30 subset to 
interface with a memory card of a first type and a second subset to 
interface with a memory card of a second type, wherein the memory 
card of the first type and the memory card of the second type are 
accessible in parallel to transfer data from the memory card of the first 
type to the memory card of the second type. 

2. The apparatus of claim 1, wherein at least one of the memory card 
interfaces is configured to read a plurality of different memory card 
types. 

3. The apparatus of claim 1, wherein at least one of the memory card 
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interfaces includes an indicator identifying a status of an operation for a 
respective memory reader interface. 

4. The apparatus of claim 1, wherein the indicator includes a light 
indicating data is being written to a card in the respective memory card 
interface. 

9. A system comprising: 

a controller circuit; 

a bus coupled to the controller circuit; 

a plurality of memory card interfaces compnsmg a first subset to 
interface with a memory card of a first type and a second subset to 
interface with a memory card of a second type, wherein the memory 
card of the first type and the memory card of the second type are 
accessible in parallel to transfer data from the memory card of the first 
type to the memory card of the second type. 

10. The system of claim 7, wherein at least one of the memory card 
interfaces is configured to interface with a plurality of different 
memory card types. 

11. The system of claim 7, wherein at least one of the memory card 
interfaces includes an indicator identifying a status of an operation for a 
respective memory card interface. 

12. The system of claim 9, wherein the indicator includes a light 
indicating data is being written to a card in the respective memory card 
interface. 

17. A method comprising: 

providing access to a plurality of memory card interfaces comprising a 
first subset to interface with a memory card of a first type and a second 
subset to interface with a memory card of a second type; 

and selectively operating the frrst and second subsets to provide access 
to the memory cards of the first and second types in parallel to 
transfer data from the memory card of the first type to the memory 
card of the second type. 

18. The method of claim 1 7, wherein at least one of the memory card interfaces is 

configured to interface with a plurality of different memory card types. 

19. The method of claim 17, wherein at least one of the memory card interfaces 
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includes an indicator identifying a status of an operation for a respective memory 

card interface. 

The '623 Patent relates generally to flash memory readers. (Id.) 

D. The Products At Issue 

1. The Accused Products 

The accused products are listed below by respondent in charts. The claims for the patents 

asserted against each product are identified in the charts. If no claims are listed, that patent is not 

asserted against the product for which no claims are listed. 

RESPONDENT ACER 

Model Number '443 '424 '847 '549 '623 

Aspire AX 193S Cl. 9, 11 , 12, 14 Cl. 2S , 26, 28, 29 Cl. 1, 2, 3 Cl. 7, 11 , 19, 
(Rev. A.) 21 

Aspire M3970 Cl. 1-4, 9-12, 17-19 

Aspire AS77SO (Rev. Cl. 9, 14 Cl. 2S , 26, 28, 29 Cl. 1, 2, 3 Cl. 7, 11 , 19, 
B) 21 

Aspire ASS349 (Rev. Cl. 9 Cl. 2S, 26 
A) 
Aspire ASS349 (Rev. Cl. 9 Cl. 2S, 26 
B) 
Aspire SS SS-391 Cl. 9 Cl. 2S, 26 

Aspire VS VS-431 Cl. 9 Cl. 2S, 26 
(Rev. A) 
Aspire VS VS-431 Cl. 9 Cl. 2S, 26 
(Rev. B) 
Chromebook AC700 Cl. 9 Cl. 2S, 26, 28, 29 
(Rev. A) 
Chromebook AC700 Cl. 9 Cl. 2S, 26, 28, 29 
(Rev. B) 
Aspire ASS7SO (Rev. Cl. 9 Cl. 2S , 26, 28, 29 
A) 
Aspire ASS7SO (Rev. Cl. 9 Cl. 2S , 26, 28, 29 
B) 
Aspire AS77SO (Rev. Cl. 9 Cl. 2S , 26, 28, 29 
A) 
Aspire AS89S 1G Cl. 9 Cl. 2S, 26, 28, 29 

Aspire V3 V3-SS l Cl. 9 Cl. 2S, 26, 28, 29 
(Rev. A) 
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RESPONDENT ACER 

Model Number '443 '424 '847 '549 '623 
Aspire V3 V3-55 l Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 
(Rev. B) 
Aspire AZ3 77 1- Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 
UR20P 
Aspire Slimline All- Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 
in-one A5600U 
Aspire All in One Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 
AZ1620 
All in One Z3 Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 
AZ3170 
Veriton Z VZ291 G Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 

ZX4250 Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 

Veriton N281 G Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 

Aspire M3 AM3420 Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 
(Rev. A) 
Aspire M3 AM3420 Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 
(Rev. B) 
Aspire XI AX1935 Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 
(Rev. B) 
SX2370 (Rev. A) Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 

SX2370 (Rev. B) Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26, 

Revo 70 RL70 Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 

RESPONDENT CANON 

Model Number '443 '424 
PIXMA-MG8220 Cl. 1,3,4, 7, 9, II, 12, 14 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 

PIXMA-MG5520 Cl. 1,3,4, 7, 9, 11 , 12, 14 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 

PIXMA-MG6220 Cl. 1,3,4, 7, 9, II, 12, 14 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 

PIXMA-MX712 Cl. 1, 3, 4, 7, 9, II , 12, 14 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 

PIXMA-MG5320 Cl. 1,3,4, 7, 9, 11, 12, 14 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 

Colorimage CLASS Cl. 9 Cl25,26,28,29 
MF9280Cdn 
Colorimage Runner Cl. 9 Cl25,26,28,29 
Cl030 
Colorimage Runner CL 9 Cl25,26,28,29 
Cl030If 
SELPHY CP800 Cl. 9 Cl 25, 26 

SELPHY CP900 Cl. 9 Cl25,26 

Canon Multimedia Cl. 9 Cl25,26,28,29 
reader/writer Al 
3721BOOIAA-Group E 
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RESPONDENT CANON 

Model Number '443 '424 

Canon Multimedia CJ. 9 Cl25,26,28, 29 
reader/writer A 1 
3721B002AA-Group E 

RESPONDENT HEWLETT PACKARD 

Model Number '443 '424 '847 '549 

HP 644491-001 CJ. 9, 11 , 12 14 Cl. 25, 26 Cl. 7, 11 , 19, 
21 

--6inl Media CJ. 9, 11, 12, 14 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 Cl. 1, 3 Cl. 7, 11 , 19, 
Card Reader 21 

HP Slimline S5-1260 Cl. 9, 11 , 12, 14 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 Cl. 1, 3 Cl. 7, 11 , 19, 
21 

HP Pavilion HPE Cl. 9, 11 , 12 14 Cl. 25, 26, - Cl. 7, 11, 19, 
Phoenix h9- l 130 21 

HP Photosmart 5510 CJ. 1, 3, 4, 7, 9, 11, 12, 14 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 

HP Photosmart 5512 Cl. 1, 3,4,7,9, 11 , 12, 14 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 

HP Photosmart 5514 Cl. 1, 3, 4, 7, 9, 11 , 12, 14 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 

HP Photosmart 5 515 Cl. 1, 3, 4, 7, 9, 11 , 12, 14 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 

HP Photosmart 5520 Cl. 1, 3, 4, 7, 9, 11 , 12, 14 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 

HP Photosmart 5522 Cl. 1, 3, 4, 7, 9, 11 , 12, 14 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 

HP Photosmart 5525 Cl. 1, 3, 4, 7,9, 11 , 12, 14 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 

HP 630/631 Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 

HP2000 Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 

HP430/431 Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 

HP435/436 Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 

HP635/636 Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 

Presario CQ57 Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 
(HP2000) 
HP OfficeJet Pro 8600 Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 
e-AlO 
HP OfficeJet Pro 8600 Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 
Plus e-AIO 
HP OfficeJet Pro 8600 Cl. 9 CJ. 25, 26 
Premium e-AlO 
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RESPONDENT HEWLETT PACKARD 

Model Number '443 '424 '847 '549 
Pavilion dv3- Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 

Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 

Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 

Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 

Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 

Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 

Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 

Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 

Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 

Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 

Pavilion g6 Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 

Pavilion g7 CL 9 Cl. 25, 26 

ENVY 15 Cl. 9 CL 25, 26 

Pavilion dml Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 

Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 

Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 

Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 

HP ENVY 14 Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 
SPECTRE 
HP 2000 Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 

HP650 Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 

Cl. 9 CL 25, 26 

Pavilion dm4 Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 

Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 

Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 

Cl. 9 Cl. 25, 26 

ENVY 17 CL 9 Cl. 25, 26 
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RESPONDENT HEWLETT PACKARD 

Model Number '443 '424 '847 '549 
HP450 CL 9 CL 25, 26 

HP455 CL 9 Cl. 25, 26 

Presario CQ58HP 2000 Cl. 9 CL 25, 26 

CL 9 CL 25, 26 

CL 9 CL 25, 26 

CL 9 CL 25, 26 

CL 9 CL 25, 26 

CL 9 CL 25, 26 

CL 9 CL 25, 26 

CL 9 CL 25, 26 

CL 9 CL 25, 26 

Pavilion dv6 CL 9 CL 25, 26 

CL 9 CL 25, 26 

CL 9 CL 25, 26 

CL 9 CL 25, 26 

CL 9 CL 25, 26 

RESPONDENT HITI 
Model Number '443 '424 

PllOS CL 9, 14 CL 25, 26, 28, 29 
P510S/Si CL 9, 14 CL 25, 26, 28, 29 

BS-id400 CL 9, 14 CL 25, 26, 28, 29 
S420 Cl. 9, 14 CL 25, 26, 28, 29 

P510K CL 9 Cl. 25, 26 
T570 CL 9 Cl. 25, 26 
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RESPONDENT KINGSTON 
Model Number '443 '424 '623 

FCR-HS219/l Cl. 9, 11, 12 Cl. 25 , 26, 28, 29 Cl. 1, 2,9, 10, 17, 18 

FCR-HS219/CR Cl. 9, 11, 12 Cl. 25 , 26, 28, 29 Cl. 1,2,9, 10, 17, 18 

FCR-HS219/KR Cl. 9, 11 , 12 Cl. 25 , 26, 28, 29 Cl. 1,2,9, 10, 17, 18 

FCR-HS3 Cl. 9 Cl. 25 , 26, 28, 29 Cl. 1, 9, 17 

FCR-MLG3 CL 9 Cl. 25 , 26, 28, 29 Cl.1,9, 17 

RESPONDENTS NEWEGG/ROSEWILL 
Model Number '443 '424 '549 '623 

RCR-YJ-EX601 CL 9, 11 , 12 CL 25, 26 Cl. 7, 11 , 19, 21 Cl. 1-4, 9-12, 17-19 

RCR-IM5001 CL 9, 11, 12 Cl. 25, 26 Cl. 1-4, 9-12, 17-19 

RCR-IC002 CL 9, 11, 12 Cl. 25, 26 Cl. 7, 11, 19, 21 Cl. 1-4, 9-12, 17-19 

RDCR-11004 CL 9, 11, 12 Cl. 25, 26 Cl. 7, 11, 19, 21 Cl. 1-4, 9-12, 17-19 
RCR-AK-IM5002 CL 9, 11, 12 CL 25, 26 Cl. 1-4, 9-12, 17-19 

RESPONDENT SEIKO EPSON 
Model Number '443 '424 '549 

Seiko Epson Artisan Cl. 1, 3,7, 9, 11 , 14 CL 25, 26, 28, 29 Cl. 7, 11, 19, 21 
730 
Artisan 725 (Arctic Cl. 1, 3, 7, 9, 11 , 14 CL 25, 26, 28, 29 CL 7, 11 , 19, 21 
Edition) 
Artisan 725 CL 1, 3, 7, 9, 11 , 14 CL 25, 26, 28, 29 Cl. 7, 11 , 19, 21 
Artisan 837 Cl. 1, 3, 7, 9, 11 , 14 CL 25, 26, 28, 29 CL 7, 11 , 19, 21 
Stylus NX330 Cl. 1, 9 CL 25, 26, 28, 29 
Stylus NX430 Cl. 1, 9 CL 25, 26, 28, 29 
PM300 CL 1, 9 CL 25, 26, 28, 29 CL 7, 11 , 19,21 
Stylus NX625 Cl. 1, 9 CL 25, 26, 28, 29 CL 7, 11, 19,21 
Workforce 545 CL 1, 9 CL 25, 26, 28, 29 Cl. 7, 11 , 19,21 
Workforce 630 CL 1, 9 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 Cl. 7, 11 , 19,21 
Workforce 635 CL 1, 9 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 Cl. 7, 11, 19, 21 
Workforce 645 Cl. 1, 9 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 Cl. 7, 11 , 19, 21 
Workforce 840 CL 1, 9 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 Cl. 7, 11, 19, 21 
Workforce 845 Cl. 1, 9 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 Cl. 7, 11, 19, 21 
Workforce WF-7510 Cl. 1, 9 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 Cl. 7, 11, 19,21 
Workforce WF-7520 CL 1, 9 Cl. 25, 26, 28, 29 CL 7, 11 , 19, 21 
Stylus NX530 CL 1, 9 CL 25, 26, 28, 29 Cl. 7, 11 , 19,2 1 
XP-400 Cl. 1, 9 CL 25, 26, 28, 29 
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2. Domestic Industry Products 

TPL contends that products incorporating OnSpec chips meets the limitations of all but 

the '623 Patent. TPL contends that those chips were incorporated in Addonics products (among 

others). With respect to the ' 623 Patent, TPL contends that the products of its licensees Lenovo 

and Belkin practice that patent. The technical prong products and the claims that they are 

alleged to practice are listed in the chart below. 

DOMESTIC INDUSTRY PRODUCTS 
Model Number '443 '424 '549 '847 '638 '623 

Addonics Cl. 9 Cl. 25 Cl. 11 
ADPMAF-X 
Addonics Cl. 1 
AEPDDESU-WP 
Addonics Cl. 13 
AEIDDSAU-WP 
Lenovo H320- Cl. 1 
4041-lJU 
Belkin PM00525-A Cl. 1 

II. IMPORTATION OR SALE 

Section 337 of the Tariff Act prohibits the importation into the United States, the sale for 

importation, or the sale within the United States after importation by the owner, importer, or 

consignees of articles that infringe a valid and enforceable United States patent. See 19 U.S.C. § 

1337(a)(l)(B). A complainant "need only prove importation of a single accused product to 

satisfy the importation element." Certain Purple Protective Gloves, 337-TA-500, Order No. 17 

(September 23, 2004). 

TPL has entered into stipulations regarding importation with respondents HP, Dell, and 

Kingston. (See JX-0087, JX-0088, and JX-0089.) Acer, Brother, Newegg-Rosewill, and Seiko 

Epson do not contest TPL's allegations regarding importation. Only Canon and HiTi assert that 

TPL has failed to prove that they meet the importation requirement. (RIB at 253-256.) 
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As for Acer, Brother, Newegg-Rosewill, and Seiko Epson, the ALJ finds that TPL 

presented sufficient evidence to establish that these companies meet the importation requirement 

of Section 337. (CX-0940C at Q/A 6-12; CX-0132C, CX-0136 (Acer); CX-0141C (Brother); 

CX-0224 (Newegg-Rosewill); CX-0234C (Seiko Epson).) Accordingly, the ALJ finds that Acer, 

Brother, Newegg-Rosewill, and Seiko Epson meet the importation requirement of Section 337. 

As for Canon and HiTi, they admit that at least one of all of the accused products have 

been imported into the United States, but they argue that TPL failed to present any evidence that 

the specific entities TPL named-Canon, Inc. and HiTi Digital, Inc.-are responsible for 

importation of products into the United States. (RIB at 253-256.) Canon and HiTi argue that 

while TPL did ask in interrogatories "Identify, by model name and/or number, all Accused 

Products that you sell in the United States ... " and each of them responded to this interrogatory 

identifying products, TPL never asked for clarification of either Canon's or HiTi' s objections. 

(RIB at 256.) 

The ALJ finds Canon and HiTi' s arguments unpersuasive. As an initial matter, TPL 

"need only prove importation of a single accused product to satisfy the importation element." 

Certain Purple Protective Gloves, 337-TA-500, Order No. 17 (September 23, 2004). Here, there 

is no dispute that accused products have been imported into the United States. The presence of a 

single one of those accused products in the United States clearly satisfies the importation 

requirement. Moreover, it does not matter whether HiTi Digital, Inc. or Canon, Inc. themselves 

have imported the products. The statute specifically states "importation into the United States, 

the sale for importation, or the sale within the United States after importation by "the owner, 

importer, or consignee, of articles" is prohibited. 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(l)(B). Neither HiTi 

Digital, Inc. or Canon, Inc. argue that the accused product was not imported by an "owner, 
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importer, or consignee" of the accused product. Moreover, even assuming such an argument 

were to be made, the importation requirement would still be satisfied since the accused product 

itself is in the United States and subject to the Commission's in rem jurisdiction. Sealed Air 

Corp. v. United States Int'! Trade Comm'n, 645 F.2d 976, 985 (C.C.P.A. 1981). Indeed, to 

follow HiTi Digital, Inc. and Canon, Inc. 's arguments to its logical conclusion, the Commission 

could never issue a general exclusion order as it would be necessary for the party "responsible" 

for importation to be named a party to the investigation. 

Beginning with HiTi, the ALJ finds its arguments fall short of the standard that the ALJ 

expects of attorneys appearing before the Commission. To begin with, this defense appears to 

have never been raised or preserved. While HiTi's denies that it has "engaged in any unfair acts, 

including the alleged unlawful importation into the United States, the alleged unlawful sale for 

importation, and/or the alleged unlawful sale within the United States after importation" of the 

accused products in its Answer to the Complainant, its response also admits that it manufactures 

the products at issue that are indisputably being imported into the United States. (HiTi Response 

to the Complaint at if145.) Assuming that the conflicting answers in its Response to the 

Complaint was sufficient to preserve this importation argument, the ALJ still finds that HiTi 

never preserved this defense in its discovery responses or its pre-hearing brief. In response to 

TPL's interrogatory asking HiTi to "Identify ... all of the Accused Products you sell in the 

United States," HiTi identified English language user manuals for various products. (RIB at 256 

n.30.) HiTi claims, however, that because it objected, in the general objections section, that the 

definition of "you" was overly broad, TPL should have known that this response to this 

interrogatory was not an admission that it was importing these products. In a footnote in the 

post-hearing brief, HiTi explains that its response included affiliates over which it has little 
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control and TPL should have understood that. (RIB at 256 n.30.) However, HiTi never made 

such an assertion in its interrogatory response. The ALJ will not allow HiTi to amend its 

interrogatory responses through a footnote in its post-hearing brief. Thus, the ALJ finds that 

HiTi has admitted that it meets the importation requirement in its · response to TPL's 

interrogatories. 

If Hi Ti' s two previous forfeitures of this argument were not enough, Hi Ti' s discussion of 

its importation argument in its pre-hearing statement is equally vague. In that submission, HiTi 

stated in a footnote that it was contesting "personal jurisdiction." (RRB at 105 (citing RPHS at 3 

n.1).) HiTi argues that based on this footnote "HiTi squarely contested importation in its pre­

hearing brief." (RRB at 105.) The ALJ does not agree with HiTi that its reference to personal 

jurisdiction in a footnote "squarely raised" the issue of importation. Moreover, there is no 

mention of importation in the pre-hearing brief, only this footnote in the pre-hearing statement. 

If such vague allusions were allowed to preserve arguments, Section 337 investigations would 

descend (further) into a morass of gamesmanship and sandbagging. If HiTi believed it had a 

legitimate argument regarding importation, it must maintain that argument clearly and 

unambiguously. (Ground Rule 8.1.) 

With HiTi ' s efforts to rewrite its discovery responses cast aside, the ALJ finds that TPL 

has presented evidence that HiTi meets the importation requirement. TPL presented 

interrogatory responses where HiTi identified the accused products it was selling in the United 

States. (CX-0202.003.) Also, TPL presented evidence that TPL purchased the accused HiTi 

products in the United States. (CX-0940C at Q&A 6-12.) Accordingly, the ALJ finds that TPL 

has presented sufficient evidence to demonstrate that Hi Ti meets the importation requirement. 
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Canon presents a more difficult case. It is beyond dispute that the accused Canon 

products are imported into the United States. The question is whether Canon, Inc. is responsible 

for that importation or sale after importation. However, some cases have stated that "[w]ith 

regard to sale for importation, the requisite nexus exists when a respondent that sold infringing . . 

articles knew or should have known that those articles would be subsequently exported to the 

United States." See Certain Inlqet Ink Cartridges with Printheads & Components Thereof, Inv. 

No. 337-TA-723, Final Initial Determination, at 8 (January 28, 2011). Under this standard, the 

ALJ finds that TPL has proved that the requisite nexus exists between Canon, Inc. and the 

importation. There is no dispute that the accused products were imported into the United States 

and that this importation was done by Canon's subsidiaries and affiliates. (See CX-0152C, 

Canon's First Supplemental Response to TPL's First Set of Interrogatories at Supplemental 

Response to No. 1; CX-0940C at Q&A 6-12; CX-151; RRB at 104.) Thus, the ALJ finds that 

TPL has proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Canon meets the importation 

requirement. 

III. JURISDICTION 

In order to have the power to decide a case, a court or agency must have both subject 

matter jurisdiction and jurisdiction over either the parties or the property involved. See Certain 

Steel Rod Treating Apparatus and Components Thereof, Inv. No. 337-TA-97, Commission 

Memorandum Opinion, 215 U.S.P.Q. 229, 231 (1981). For the reasons discussed below, the ALJ 

finds the Commission has jurisdiction over this investigation. 

Section 337 declares unlawful the importation, the sale for importation, or the sale after 

importation into the United States of articles that infringe a valid and enforceable United States 

patent by the owner, importer, or consignee of the articles, if an industry relating to the articles 
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protected by the patent exists or is in the process of being established in the United States. See 

19 U.S.C. §§ 1337(a)(l)(B)(I) and (a)(2). Pursuant to Section 337, the Commission shall 

investigate alleged violations of the Section and hear and decide actions involving those alleged 

violations. 

As set forth supra in Section II, TPL has met the importation requirement. Furthermore, 

Respondents do not dispute that the Commission has in personam and in rem jurisdiction. (RIB 

at 16.) The Respondents have appeared at the hearing. Accordingly, the ALJ finds that 

Respondents have submitted to the jurisdiction of the Commission. See Certain Miniature 

Hacksaws, Inv. No. 337-TA-237, Pub. No. 1948, Initial Determination at 4, 1986 WL 379287 

(U.S.l.T.C., October 15, 1986) (unreviewed by Commission in relevant part). 

IV. CLAIM CONSTRUCTION 

On October 4, 2012, the ALJ issued Order No. 23: Construing the Terms of the Asserted 

Claims of the Patent at Issue. Order No. 23 is incorporated herein in its entirety. 

V. INFRINGEMENT DETERMINATION 

A. Applicable Law 

In a Section 337 investigation, the complainant bears the burden of proving infringement 

of the asserted patent claims by a preponderance of the evidence. Certain Flooring Products, 

Inv. No. 337-TA-443, Commission Notice of Final Determination of No Violation of Section 

337, 2002 WL 448690 at 59, (March 22, 2002); Enercon GmbHv. lnt 'l Trade Comm 'n, 151 F.3d 

1376 (Fed. Cir. 1998). 

Each patent claim element or limitation is considered material and essential. London v. 

Carson Pirie Scott & Co., 946 F.2d 1534, 1538 (Fed. Cir. 1991). Literal infringement of a claim 

occurs when every limitation recited in the claim appears in the accused device, i.e., when the 
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properly construed claim reads on the accused device exactly. Amhil Enters., Ltd. v. Wawa, Inc., 

81 F.3d 1554, 1562 (Fed. Cir. 1996); Southwall Tech. v. Cardinal JG Co., 54 F.3d 1570, 1575 

(Fed Cir. 1995). 

If the accused product does not literally infringe the patent claim, infringement might be 

found under the doctrine of equivalents. The Supreme Court has described the essential inquiry 

of the doctrine of equivalents analysis in terms of whether the accused product or process 

contains elements identical or equivalent to each claimed element of the patented invention. 

Warner-Jenkinson Co., Inc. v. Hilton Davis Chemical Co. , 520 U.S. 17, 40 (1997). 

Under the doctrine of equivalents, infringement may be found if the accused product or 

process performs substantially the same function in substantially the same way to obtain 

substantially the same result. Valmont Indus. , Inc. v. Reinke Mfg. Co., 983 F.2d 1039, 1043 (Fed. 

Cir. 1993). The doctrine of equivalents does not allow claim limitations to be ignored. Evidence 

must be presented on a limitation-by-limitation basis, and not for the invention as a whole. 

Warner-Jenkinson, 520 U.S. at 29; Hughes Aircraft Co. v. US. , 86 F.3d 1566 (Fed. Cir. 1996). 

Thus, if an element is missing or not satisfied, infringement cannot be found under the doctrine 

of equivalents as a matter of law. See, e.g., Wright Medical, 122 F.3d 1440, 1444 (Fed. Cir. 

1997); Dolly, Inc. v. Spalding & Evenjlo Cos. , Inc. , 16 F.3d 394, 398 (Fed. Cir. 1994); London v. 

Carson Pirie Scott & Co., 946 F.2d 1534, 1538-39 (Fed. Cir. 1991); Becton Dickinson and Co. v. 

C.R. Bard, Inc., 922 F.2d 792, 798 (Fed. Cir. 1990). 

The concept of equivalency cannot embrace a structure that is specifically excluded from 

the scope of the claims. Athletic Alternatives v. Prince Mfg. , Inc., 73 F.3d 1573, 1581 (Fed. Cir. 

1996). In applying the doctrine of equivalents, the Commission must be informed by the 

fundamental principle that a patent's claims define the limits of its protection. See Charles 
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Greiner & Co. v. Mari-Med. Mfg. , Inc. , 92 F.2d 1031 , 1036 (Fed. Cir. 1992). As the Supreme 

Court has affirmed: 

Each element contained in a patent claim is deemed material to defining the scope 
of the patented invention, and thus the doctrine of equivalents must be applied to 
individual elements of the claim, not to the invention as a whole. It is important 
to ensure that the application of the doctrine, even as to an individual element, is 
not allowed such broad play as to effectively eliminate that element in its entirety. 

Warner-Jenkinson, 520 U.S. at 29. 

The Federal Circuit has recently clarified the vitiation limitation on the doctrine of 

equivalents in Deere & Co. v. Bush Hog, LLC, 703 F.3d 1349 (Fed. Cir. 2012): 

"Vitiation" is not an exception to the doctrine of equivalents, but instead a legal 
determination that "the evidence is such that no reasonable jury could determine 
two elements to be equivalent." The proper inquiry for the court is to apply the 
doctrine of equivalents, asking whether an asserted equivalent represents an 
"insubstantial difference" from the claimed element, or "whether the substitute 
element matches the function, way, and result of the claimed element." If no 
reasonable jury could find equivalence, then the court must grant summary 
judgment of no infringement under the doctrine of equivalents. 

Id. at 1356 (citations omitted). The vitiation concept has its clearest application "where the 

accused device contain[s] the antithesis of the claimed structure." Planet Bingo, LLC v. 

GameTech Int'!, Inc., 472 F.3d 1338, 1345 (Fed. Cir. 2006). As the Federal Circuit explained in 

Deere, "[c]ourts should be cautious not to shortcut this inquiry by identifying a 'binary' choice in 

which an element is either present or 'not present. ' Stated otherwise, the vitiation test cannot be 

satisfied by simply noting that an element is missing from the claimed structure or process 

because the doctrine of equivalents, by definition, recognizes that an element is missing that 

must be supplied by the equivalent substitute." Deere, 703 F.3d at 1356-57. The Federal Circuit 

has further clarified that: 

The vitiation test cannot be satisfied merely by noting that the equivalent 
substitute is outside the claimed limitation's literal scope. Rather, vitiation applies 
when one of skill in the art would understand that the literal and substitute 
limitations are not interchangeable, not insubstantially different, and when they do 
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not perform substantially the same function in substantially the same way, to 
accomplish substantially the same result. In short, saying that a claim element 
would be vitiated is akin to saying that there is no equivalent to the claim element 
in the accused device based on the well-established "function-way-result" or 
"insubstantial differences" tests. 

Brilliant Instruments, Inc. v. GuideTech, LLC, 707 F.3d 1342, 1347 (Fed. Cir. 2013). 

Prosecution history estoppel may bar the patentee from asserting equivalents if the scope 

of the claims has been narrowed by amendment during prosecution. A narrowing amendment 

may occur when either a preexisting claim limitation is narrowed by amendment, or a new claim 

limitation is added by amendment. These decisions make no distinction between the narrowing 

of a preexisting limitation and the addition of a new limitation. Either amendment will give rise 

to a presumptive estoppel if made for a reason related to patentability. Honeywell Int 'l Inc. v. 

Hamilton Sundstrand Corp. , 370 F.3d 1131 , 1139-41 (Fed. Cir. 2004), cert. denied, 545 U.S . 

1127 (2005)(citing Warner-Jenkinson, 520 U.S. at 22, 33-34; and Festo Corp. v. Shoketsu 

Kinzoku Kogyo Kabushiki Co., 535 U.S. 722, 733-34, 741 (2002)). The presumption of estoppel 

may be rebutted if the patentee can demonstrate that: (1) the alleged equivalent would have been 

unforeseeable at the time the narrowing amendment was made; (2) the rationale underlying the 

narrowing amendment bore no more than a tangential relation to the equivalent at issue; or (3) 

there was some other reason suggesting that the patentee could not reasonably have ·been 

expected to have described the alleged equivalent. Honeywell, 370 F.3d at 1140 (citing, inter 

alia, Festo Corp. v. Shoketsu Kinzoku Kogyo Kabushiki Co. , 344 F.3d 1359 (Fed. Cir. 2003)(en 

bane)) . "Generalized testimony as to the overall similarity between the claims and the accused 

infringer's product or process will not suffice [to prove infringement under the doctrine of 

equivalents]." Tex. Instruments, Inc. v. Cypress Semiconductor Corp., 90 F.3d 1558, 1567 (Fed. 

Cir. 1996). 
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To prove direct infringement, TPL must prove by a preponderance of the evidence that 

each of the accused products either literally infringe or infringe under the doctrine of equivalents 

the asserted claims of the asserted patents. Advanced Cardiovascular Sys., Inc. v. Scimed Life 

Sys., Inc., 261F.3d1329, 1336 (Fed. Cir. 2001). 

A party can also indirectly infringe a patent. To prevail on a claim for indirect 

infringement, a patentee must first demonstrate direct infringement, and then establish that the 

"defendant possessed the requisite knowledge or intent to be held vicariously liable." Dynacore 

Holdings Corp. v. US. Philips Corp., 363 F.3d 1263, 1272- 73 (Fed. Cir. 2004). The knowledge 

requirement must be met by a showing of either actual knowledge or willful blindness. Global­

Tech Appliances, Inc. v. SEES.A., -U.S.--, 131 S. Ct. 2060, 2068 (2011). 

Under 35 U.S.C. § 271(b), "[w]hoever actively induces infringement of a patent shall be 

liable as an infringer." "To prove induced infringement, the patentee must show direct 

infringement, and that the alleged infringer knowingly induced infringement and possessed 

specific intent to encourage another's infringement." Toshiba Corp. v. Imation Corp., 681 F.3d 

1358, 1363 (Fed. Cir. 2012) (internal quotations omitted). 

The Supreme Court has held that "induced infringement under § 271(b) reqmres 

knowledge that the induced acts constitute patent infringement." Global-Tech, 131 S. Ct. at 

2070. In so holding, the Supreme Court rejected the Federal Circuit's "deliberate indifference" 

to a "known risk" test. Id. at 2071. It explained that the "knowledge" required under § 271(b) 

could be satisfied by a showing of actual knowledge or "willful blindness." Id. at 2068-71. The 

Supreme Court explained that a defendant acts with willful blindness if she "subjectively 

believe[ s] that there is a high probability that a fact exists" and "take[ s] deliberate actions to 

avoid learning of the fact." Id. at 2070, 2070 n.9. In contrast, a defendant who "merely knows 
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of a substantial and unjustified risk of [ ] wrongdoing" acts recklessly, and a defendant who 

"should have known of a similar risk, but in fact, did not" acts negligently. Id. at 2071. 

"Inducement requires evidence of culpable conduct, directed to encouraging another's 

infringement, not merely that the inducer had knowledge of the direct infringer's activities." 

DSU Med. Corp. v. JMS Co., 471F.3d1293, 1306 (Fed. Cir. 2006) (en bane). 

Under 35 U.S.C. § 271(c), "[w]hoever offers to sell or sells within the United States or 

imports into the Unites States a component of a patented machine, manufacture, combination, or 

composition, or a material or apparatus for use in practicing a patented process, constituting a 

material part of the invention, knowing the same to be specifically made to or specially adapted 

for use in the infringement of the patent, and not a staple article or commodity suitable for 

substantial non-infringing use, shall be liable as a contributory infringer." "Contributory 

infringement imposes liability on one who embodies in a non-staple device the heart of a 

patented process and supplies the device to others to complete the process and appropriate the 

benefit of the patented invention." Vita-Mix Corp. v. Basic Holding, Inc., 581F.3d1317, 1327 

(Fed. Cir. 2009). To state a claim for contributory infringement, an infringer must sell, offer to 

sell or import into the United States a component of an infringing product "knowing [the 

component] to be especially made or especially adapted for use in an infringement of such patent, 

and not a staple article or commodity of commerce suitable for substantial non infringing use." 

35 U.S.C. § 271(c); see Lucent Techs. v. Gateway, Inc., 580 F.3d 1301, 1320 (Fed. Cir. 2009). 

As with induced infringement, a claim for contributory infringement must also contain 

allegations of the requisite knowledge of the patent-in-suit at the time of infringement. Global­

Tech, 131 S. Ct. at 2068. In addition, the patentee bears the burden of proving that the accused 

36 



PUBLIC VERSION 

products have no substantial non-infringing uses. See Golden Blount, Inc. v. Robert H Peterson 

Co., 438 F.3d 1354, 1363 (Fed. Cir. 2006). 

A seller of a component of an infringing product can also be held liable for contributory 

infringement if: (1) there is an act of direct infringement by another person; (2) the accused 

contributory infringer knows its component is included in a combination that is both patented 

and infringing; and (3) there are no substantial non-infringing uses for the accused component, 

i.e., the component is not a staple article of commerce. Carborundum Co. v. Molten Equip. 

Innovations, Inc., 72 F.3d 872, 876 (Fed. Cir. 1995). 

B. The '443, '424, and '847 Patents 

1. Respondents Products Do Not Practice "Mapping" as Claimed 

Respondents argue that their products do not have a "controller to map" or a "means for 

mapping ... " as identified in the claims. (RIB at 62.) Respondents note that all of the asserted 

claims of the ' 443 , ' 424, and ' 847 Patents contain a mapping requirement. The elements in 

dispute as: 

• a controller chip to map at least a subset of the at least one set of contact pins to a 
set of signal lines or power lines, based on an identified type of a memory media 
card. ('443 Patent at Claims 1, 3, 4, 7.) 

• "a controller integrated into the multi-memory media adapter to map at least a 
subset of the set of contact pins to a set of signal lines or power lines, based an 
identified type of the memory media card" ('443 Patent at Claims 9, 11 , 12, 14.) 

• "means for mapping power, ground or data signals between said interconnection 
pins and said one or more contact pins depending upon the identification of the 
type of memory card inserted into said port" (' 424 Patent at Claims 25, 26, 28, 
29.) 

• "means for mapping power, ground or data signals between said signal lines and 
said contact pins depending upon the identification of the type of memory card 
inserted into said port; wherein the means for mapping comprises a controller" 
('847 Patent at Claim 1-3.) 
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TPL asserts that these elements because Respondents products contain a controller that according 

to TPL maps at least one of contact pins to a set of signal lines or power lines based on whether 

the identified type of memory card is SD or MMC. (See, e.g., CIB at 67.) Some background on 

the products will help make the parties' arguments comprehensible. 

It is undisputed that the controllers in the accused SD/MMC readers have signal lines that 

connect the controller to the "contact pins"2 on the SD/MMC readers. For the sake of this 

discussion, the ALJ refers to the accused HP Photosmart 55100 printer. The HP Photosmart 

55100 has a memory card reader that can read SD and MMC cards. This memory card reader 

includes a memory card connector into which the user inserts the memory card, an ASIC, and 

signal lines that connect the ASIC to the memory card connector. Shown below for 

representative purposes is a schematic of the ASIC and connector. The ASIC controller' s pins 

(CIB at 67 (citing CX-320C.l; CX-944C at Q/A1022-1023.) 

2 For purposes ofthis discussion the ALJ is not finding that these are "contact pins" or "interconnection means" 
within the meaning of the patent. The ALJ is simply using this terminology to discuss the alleged mapping. 
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(CX-354C.18; CX-944C at QA1022-1023.) 

It is further undisputed between the parties about how the products operate and for 

purposes of the discussion of this element at this level of generality, that they operate in 

relatively a similar way. For example, in the HP Photosmart, TPL explains that: 

[W]hen an SD card is utilized, contact pins 7, 8, 9 and 1 are assocaited with 
signals DATO, DAT 1, DAT2, and DAT3 (for 4-bit data transfer). When an MMC 
card is inserted, contact pin 7 is associated with a DAT signal (for I-bit data 
transfer) and contact pins 8, 9, and 1 are not utilzied. This is because SD cards 
operating in SD Mode operate in 4-bit mode and MMC cards operate in 1-bit 
mode. Taking the above evidence, the following tables summarize how at least a 
subset of the set of contact pins are mapped to a set of signal lines based on 
whether the identifed type of memory card is SD or MMC. 
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(CIB at 69-70.) 

Thus, TPL argues that the controller in the accused products maps contact pins 7, 8, 9, 1, 

2, and 5 to signal lines 

respectively, if the identifed type of card is SD (for 4-bit data 

mode). However, only contact pins 7, 1, 2, and 5 are mapped to signal lines 

respectively, if the identifed type of card is 

MMC (for 1-bit data mode). (CIB at 70.) 

Respondents argue that this is simply not "mapping" within the meaning of claims. First, 

Respondents argue that the claims require that "'mapping' must occur between between between 

disparate physical structures--contact pins at one two physical elements-the interconnection 

pins/means or signal/power lines at the other end." (RIB at 62.) Second, Respondents argue that 

"mapping" cannot simply mean a pre-selected, fixed assignment of contact pins to signal/power 

lines or interconnection pins/means because a fixed assignment of contact pins is contrary to the 

plain language of the claims. (RIB at 62-63.) Respondents argue that the ability of a card reader 
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to accommodate and distinguish between SD cards and MMC cards is nothing more than a fixed 

assignment of pins. (RIB at 63 .) The ALJ considers each in turn. 

TPL argues that mapping signals does not require the controller physically fix and un-fix 

different contact pins to different signals or interconnction pins/means. TPL asserts that this 

theory would require the controller be somehow located between the contact pins and signal lines 

which TPL contends makes no sense in the context of the these patents. 

The ALJ agrees that the accused products do not perform "mapping" within the meaning 

of the claim elements of the ' 443, '424, and '847 Patents, but not for all the reasons that 

Respondents provide. The ALJ would first like to finally lay to rest Respondents' "physically 

between" arguments. Respondents have built an edifice of various convuluted arguments on a 

brief discussion in the ALJ's claim construction, while ignoring any other contrary discussion in 

the same claim construction order. The discussion in question is from the ALJ's construction of 

the terms "contact pins" and "interrconnection means": 

The claim language in both the '424 Patent and the ' 847 Patent also support such 
a construction. Claims 25 and 28 clearly indicate that the "interconnection means" 
is a "separate and distinct" structure from the connection pin. Claims 25 and 28 
require a "means for mapping" between "interconnection pins/means" and contact 
pins. ('424 Patent claim 25 and 28.) Thus, in order to map signals between 
"interconnection pins/means" and contact pins, "interconnection pins/means" and 
contact pins must be separate and distinct structures. Similarly, claim 1 of the 
' 84 7 Patent claims an "interconnection means" that "connect[ s] said signal lines 
to one or more contact pins." 

Order No. 23 at 20. 

In this discussion, the ALJ was attempting to decide the parties' claim construction 

dispute about whether the "contact pins" and "interconnection means" had to be separate 

structures or could be the same structure. (See Order No. 23 at 18-20 (laying out the dispute 

between the parties). This discussion was not directed at whether mapping requires connecting 
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or creating paths between different physical structures or not. Indeed, this claim construction 

dispute has matured into the lengthy infringement dispute between the parties as to whether 

structures that TPL has identified as the "contact pins" and "interconnection means" are separate 

structures or not. (See RIB at 53-63.) The ALJ was not seeking to resolve anything more than 

that claim construction dispute. The ALJ was simply noting that the claim language describes 

these two things - the contact pins and interconnection means - as distinct things, which 

supported the argument that the contact pins and interconnection means were could not be the 

same thing as TPL was arguing, without rendering the claim language superfluous. 

The ALJ was not deciding through that brief paragraph whether the claim imposes any 

physical requirements on mapping. Indeed, the ALJ dealt (and thought he had resolved) the 

parties' disputes regarding whether mapping required altering physical connections in another 

part of Order No. 23: 

Respondents appear to concede that the mapping is a logical function and does 
not require some physical connection be changed in the device in order to 
accomplish it. Thus, TPL's concerns that the phrase "selectively connecting" will 
be used by Respondents to argue that the controller must physically connect the 
contact pins to different signal lines is also without foundation. 

Order No. 23 at 29. 

Now, Respondents seek impose a requirement that "[m]apping' as disclosed and claimed 

in the '443, '424, and '847 Patents, involves establishing a physical or logical connection 

between physical point 'A' (i.e., 'contact pins') and physical point 'B' (i.e., interconnection 

pins/means' or 'signal/power lines')." (RIB at 63.) The ALJ notes that by including the words 

"logical connection'', Respondents appear to be an attempt to harmonize this argument with their 

concession at the Markman stage that they wouldn't require a physical connection be changed 

for mapping to occur. However, the ALJ has no idea how one creates a logical connection or 

path between two physical points for a signal (which is another physical thing) to travel. The 
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testimony of Mr. McAlexander that Respondents offer (RIB at 63) on this point 1s 

incomprehensible. It seems to use logical path and physical path the same way: 

And so you have separate, distinct, identifiable, separated isolated structures, in 
this case at least one set of contact pins on one side and a set of signal lines or 
power lines on the other. And "to map" means to interconnect, to create a map 
between these two sets of disparate or different sets of structures, such as the 
contact pins and the power lines. So "to map" is to create the path. It's to identify 
the path. Now, that path can be physical, it can be logical. But there has to be a 
connectivity, has to be a path that's established. And that' s what mapping is. 

(Tr. 1471 :18-1427:7.) 

What does make sense to the ALJ is making a logical connection between physical points 

and some other data. For example, a logical connection can be made between a fixed electrical 

path and the identity of the signal that travels along that path. This is what is shown in Figures 4 

and 5 of the patent. Thus, as those figures demonstrate, if an xD card is inserted, the controller 

knows that signal on contact pin 10 is the DO signal and can map or logically associate the 

identity of that signal to that contact pin. 

The ALJ finds, however, that this logical pathway leads to a point that TPL conceded: 

there cannot be fixed logical assignments of signals. (Order No. 23 at 29.) And on this point, 

Respondents raise an excellent and coherent argument: that the accused products cannot infringe 

because the logical assignments for the various contact pins is never mapped and is fixed. (RIB 

at 72-79.) The ALJ agrees. 

Respondents argue that SD and MMC cards have compatible pin configurations, and the 

SD Specifications were drafted such that a single set of contact pins can accept both card types 

without the need to perform the "mapping" required for incompatible pin configurations. (RIB at 

72.) Respondents assert that the ability of a card reader to distinguish between SD cards and 

MMC cards 
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and thus neither of these processes can constitute the claimed "mapping" of 

the '443, '424, or ' 847 Patents. 

The ALJ finds that as can be seen above in the Figures 

.. (CX-354C.18; CX-296C.27.) 

(Id.; RX-2888C at Q/A 82, 164; RX-2885C at Q/A 59, RX-

2369.0019; JX-0068.0019.) The only difference between the cards is that the data in the SD card 

is four bit bus, which requires four pins for data, and the MMC card only requires one. (RX-

2369.0019; RDX-0482.) 

(RX-2888C, Q/A 56-60, 

160-79; RX-22369.0019-20; JX-0068.0019-20; RDX-0412; RDX-0480; RDX-0481.) 

SUBJECT TO PROTECTIVE ORDER 
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As Dr. Mercer explained, when the SD card is inserted the compatibility between the SD 

and MMC cards allows the controller to begin communication with the inserted card, performing 

card initialization (i.e., hand shaking) and data transfer without the need for "mapping." (RX-

2888C at Q/A 172; RDX-0484 through RDX-0488.) Therefore, the ALJ finds that a card reader . . 

does not need to perform the claimed mapping" to accommodate SD and MMC card types in the 

same slot. (RX-2888C, Q/A 56-60; RDX-0412.) 

(Host) 

c::I::!!I 
When "Mapping" Is Not Needed 

GIL-~---::::li:~===i 
~l--~~~'~i!.----:::l~ 
.I!! 
-=·~=~ 
t; 
~.--~~--"1~r.-----~tC: 

1 No need for "Mapping" 

}-- A. Host is desicned to accommodate multiple types of urds 

}> Their pin conficurations are compatible 
}- No need to differentiate pin confi,urations 

);;> No need: for "Mappinc" 

~ The asserted· claims are not used and not infrinced 

Figure 19 (RDX-0412) 

The SD and MMC card types are designed to have compatible pin configurations, and 

they are treated exactly the same in the '443, ' 424, and '847 Patents. (See, e.g., Figs. 4 and 5 of 

JX-0003, JX-0004, and JX-0006.) Therefore, the ALJ finds that a card reader does not need to 

perform the claimed "mapping" to accommodate SD and MMC card types in the same slot. (RX-

2888C, Q/A 56-60; RDX-0412.) 

The SD Specifications describe the initialization process as follows: 
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(Buscaino, Tr. 538: 16-539:4.) 

The ALJ finds that Mr. Berg explained that distinguishing between an SD and MMC 

cards does not show evidence of the claimed "mapping" because, the evidence only shows that 

(RX-2885C, Q/A 81-92; see also id. at Q/A 103-05, 110, 112-13, 119-21 (as to Acer).) 

Specifically, the ALJ finds that a communication with an MMC card and communication with an 

SD card occurs across a 1-bit wide data bus. (Id. at 87.) The ALJ finds that Mr. Buscaino 

provided no evidence that any device ever operates using a data bus wider than 1-bit when an SD 

card is inserted, and Mr. Berg explained that such functionality is optional. (Id. at 88, 91-92.) 

Thus, although the ALJ notes that TPL' s arguments regarding mapping were eminently 

reasonable, the ALJ finds that they have not proven that the "mapping" elements found in all the 

asserted claims of the '443, '424, and '847 Patents. Accordingly, the ALJ finds that because 

TPL has failed to prove the presence of all of the elements of the asserted claims, TPL has failed 

to prove infringement of the asserted claims of the '443 , '424, and ' 847 Patents. 

2. Respondents' Products Which Support Only One Memory Card Type Do 
Not Infringe 

Respondents contend that under the ALJ's claim construction, the "mapping limitations 

of the asserted claims of the '443, '424, and '847 Patents require that "at least some of the 

contact pins must be shared by different memory card types." (RIB at 83 (quoting Order No. 23 

at 31 ). ) Respondents argue that certain Respondents have 'modified products in this investigation 

or added new products that do not read from or write to MMC memory cards. (RIB at 83.) 

Thus, the memory card adapters of these new and modified products only support one card type 
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and do not infringe the asserted claims of the '443, '424, and '847 Patents. TPL does not dispute 

this point in its post hearing briefs. 

The ALJ agrees with Respondents although other aspects of "mapping" are hotly disputed 

between the parties, it is essentially undisputed that card readers that can only support one type 

of memory card cannot infringe the asserted claims of the '443, '424, and '847 Patents. Indeed, 

Mr. Buscaino, conceded at the hearing that a product that reads SD only would not infringe the 

asserted claims of the '443, '424, and '847 Patents. (Tr. 574:14-22.) Accordingly, the ALJ finds 

that Respondents' products that include a memory card reader adapter that does not support 

MMC cards and only support SD cards, do not infringe the asserted claims. 

C. The '623 Patent 

1. Claim 1 

TPL alleges that respondents Acer, Kingston, and Newegg/Rosewill infringe claim 1 of 

the '623 Patent. The three accused products include the Acer M3970, the Kingston FCR-

HS219/1, and the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 (collectively, "the Accused Products). 

a) "a plurality of memory card interfaces comprising a first subset to 
interface with a memory card of a first type and a second subset to 
interface with a memory card of a second type" 

TPL asserts that the presence of "a plurality of memory card interfaces comprising a first 

subset to interface with a memory card of a frrst type and a second subset to interface with a 

memory card of a second type," in the Acer M3970 is undisputed. (CIB at 175.) The Acer 

M3970 includes a plurality of memory card interfaces, which include a first subset to interface 

with a memory card of a first type, e.g., a subset to interface with a CompactFlash ("CF") card, 
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and a second subset to interface with a Secure Digital ("SD") or MultiMediaCard ("MMC") type 

card. (Id) 

TPL also asserts that the Kingston FCR-HS219/1 includes the claimed plurality of 

memory card interfaces. (Id at 182.) The interfaces of the Kingston FCR-HS219/1 include a 

first subset, which interfaces with a memory card of a first type, e.g. , a subset to interface with a 

CF card. (Id) The Kingston FCR-HS219/1 also includes a second subset of interfaces, which 

interface with a SD or MMC type card. (Id) 

In addition, TPL argues that the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 includes the claimed plurality 

of memory card interfaces. (Id at 185-86.) The Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 includes a first subset 

of interfaces for memory cards of a first type, e.g. , an xD card, and a second subset of interfaces 

for memory cards of a second type, e.g. , SD or MMC cards. (Id) 

Respondents do not dispute the presence of "a plurality of memory card interfaces with a 

memory card of a first type and a second subset to interface with a memory card of a second 

type," in the Accused Products. (See generally RIB at 220-26.) The evidence shows that the 

Accused Products include a first subset that interfaces with one type of memory card and a 

second subset that interfaces with a second type. (CX-0944C at Q&A 457-58, 1381-82, 1479-

80.) 

b) "wherein the memory card of the first type and the memory card 
of the second type are accessible in parallel to transfer data from the 
memory card of the first type to the memory card of the second type" 

The only limitation in claim 1 of the '623 Patent that TPL and Respondents dispute is 

whether the Accused Products include "wherein the memory card of the first type and the 

memory card of the second type are accessible in parallel to transfer data from the memory card 

of the first type to the memory card of the second type." (CIB at 175.) In the claim construction 

50 



PUBLIC VERSION 

order issued on October 4, 2012, the ALJ found that the plain and ordinary meanmg of 

"accessible in parallel" should apply. (Order No. 23 at 63.) In the order, the ALJ rejected 

Respondents' proposal to interpret "accessible in parallel" as "each transmitting or receiving data 

simultaneously at a given point in time." (Id. at 61.) The order also held that "to transfer from 

the memory card of the first type to the memory card of the second type" should be given its 

plain and ordinary meaning. (Id. at 69.) 

TPL states that the Acer M3970 includes the claimed configuration of memory cards of a 

first and second type. (CIB at 175.) In the Acer M3970, when the CF and SD cards are inserted 

into the ports, the cards are accessible in parallel and data can be concurrently read from the CF 

memory card and written to the SD memory card in parallel. (Id.) 

TPL also asserts that the Kingston FCR-HS219/1 includes the claimed configuration of 

memory cards of a first and second type. (Id. at 183.) When CF and SD cards are inserted into 

ports of the Kingston FCR-HS2 l 9/l, both the CF and SD cards are accessible in parallel and data 

can be concurrently read from a CF memory card and written to an SD memory card in parallel. 

(Id.) 

In addition, TPL argues that the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 includes the claimed 

configuration of memory cards of a first and second type. (Id. at 186.) When xD and SD cards 

are inserted into ports of the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601, both the xD and SD cards are accessible 

in parallel and data can be concurrently read from the xD memory card and written to the SD 

memory card. (Id.) 

In response, Respondents believe the plain and ordinary meaning of "accessible in 

parallel" requires that the first and second memory cards can be accessed at the same time or 

during overlapping times. (RIB at 220.) This interpretation takes into account TPL's expert's 
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statement that accessible and parallel data can be concurrently read from one type of card and 

written to another type of card. (Id.) 

Respondents argue that TPL' s expert, Mr. Buscaino, testified that the limitation is 

satisfied if the reading and writing of the cards "appears to be at the same time to the user," even . . 

if the cards cannot actually be accessed in parallel. (Id. at 221.) Respondents disagree that the 

claims can be interpreted this way because it defies the plain meaning of the claim limitation and 

conflicts with Respondents ' expert, Dr. Wolfe, who testified that parallel requires doing two or 

more things at the exact same time. (Id. at 221-22.) 

Respondents base their interpretation of "accessible in parallel" on a prior art reference 

raised during prosecution of the ' 623 Patent. (Id. at 222.) In the prosecution history, the '623 

Patent was distinguished from U.S. Publication No. 2002/0178307 to Pua ("Pua"). (Id.) Pua 

does not teach or suggest that the memory cards may be accessible in parallel, but does teach 

memory cards accessed in sequence. (Id.) Therefore, claim 1 of the '623 Patent must require 

memory cards of a first and second type that can be accessed concurrently because this limitation 

was used to overcome the prior art reference Pua. (Id. at 223.) 

Based on Respondents ' interpretation of "accessible in parallel," Respondents believe the 

memory cards in the Accused Products cannot be accessed in parallel. (Id.) The first and second 

memory cards in the Accused Products use a controller chip that includes one or more switches. 

(Id. at 224.) Because of the switches, the card readers in the Accused Products can only be 

accessed one at a time. (Id.) Dr. Wolfe tracked and logged all disk and memory card activity 

during the file transfer operation using a Microsoft diagnostic tool. (Id. at 225.) According to 

the data gathered by Dr. Wolfe, the Accused Products were only accessed in sequence, i.e., one 

at a time, rather than in parallel. (Id. at 223.) 
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Respondents assert that the evidence presented by Mr. Buscaino is insufficient to show 

that the Accused Products are "accessible in parallel." (RIB at 226.) Mr. Buscaino concluded 

that the memory cards were "accessible in parallel" because a file can be copied from one 

memory card to the other. (Id.) Respondents are unconvinced that the memory cards are 

"accessible in parallel" merely because data can be transferred from one memory card to another. 

(Id.) Mr. Buscaino's evidence that memory cards are assigned a drive letter by Microsoft 

Windows is also unpersuasive because the assignment of drive letters only indicates the host 

computer is aware of the presence of each memory card, not that the memory cards are accessed 

"in parallel." (Id.) 

TPL responds by focusing on the ALJ's claim construction. (See CRB at 86.) TPL 

explicitly cites from the claim construction order: 

The '623 Patent contains no requirement that each memory card in 
the invention will be transmitting or receiving data simultaneously 
at a given point in time ... This language does not require that the 
cards function simultaneously, but rather that it be possible for 
them to be in their respective slots simultaneously, so the operator 
of the system can access them without taking them in and out. 

(Id.; see Order No. 23 at 61.) In other words, the invention encompassed in the patent involves 

multiple memory cards in memory card interfaces simultaneously. (Id.) In addition, TPL states 

Respondents' proposed construction requiring simultaneous access was expressly rejected by the 

ALJ. (Id.) TPL asserts that the evidence shows the Accused Products meet the "accessible in 

parallel" limitation. (Id. at 87.) 

Respondents reply by arguing neither TPL nor Mr. Buscaino provide any evidence in that 

Respondents' products practicing the parallel accessibility of the '623 Patent. (RRB at 43.) TPL 

urges that the first and second memory cards are accessible in parallel in the Accused Products 
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because data can be "concurrently" read from the frrst card and written to a second card, but TPL 

does not provide any evidence to support the assertion. (Id.) 

The ALJ finds, memory cards in the Accused Products are capable of being accessed in 

parallel based on his construction set forth in the Markman Order. (See CX-0944C at Q&A 460, 

1384, 1482.) For each of the Accused Products, TPL provides a screen shot and explanation 

describing how each product is accessed in parallel. (Id. at Q&A 460, 1384, 1482.) Specifically, 

the screen shot shows files being transferred from the CF memory card in one memory port to an 

SD memory card in the second memory port: 

Data can be Cbncurrenfly read froni tb.e CF memory card (LUNO) and 
written to the to the SD memory card (LUN2). Both 1l:ie CF anCf SD 
memory cards are accessible in para1lel. 

As 3hown above, files /Tom the CF memory card are copied to the SD 
memory card. Both the CF and SD memory cards are accessible in 
parallel and are capable of concurrenl read vrite access. See, e.g., CX-
0472C (TPLl 038499), (Photo from examination at TPL on October 1st, 
2012, TJ>L200012). 

Therefore, a preponderance of the evidence shows the memory cards in the Accused Products 

can be accessed in parallel. (Id.) 
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Many of Respondents' arguments focus on whether memory cards in the Accused 

Products are accessed in parallel. (e.g. , RIB at 220.) However, as the ALJ explained in the 

Markman order, TPL only needs to show memory cards in the Accused Products are capable of 

being accessed in parallel. (Order at 62.) In addition, Respondents' evidence shows that 

memory cards in the Accused Products are accessed in sequence, but that does not necessarily 

mean that the memory cards are incapable of being accessed in parallel. (See RX-2891 at Q&A 

137-38, 156-57, 179-80.) Respondents' argument regarding Pua was already addressed and 

dismissed in the claim construction order. (Order at 61-62.) The claim construction order 

explained that the patent applicants indicated that the memory cards claimed in the '623 Patent 

"can be operated at a given point in time," not that they must be operated at the same time. (Id. 

at 62.) 

Respondents argue that Mr. Buscaino testimony does not employ the plain and ordinary 

meaning of "in parallel." (Tr. 716:6-8 ("What I mean by 'concurrently' is that concurrent 

appears to be happening at the same time to the user, for example .... '[C]oncurrently' means 

that it's occurring at the same time and it's perceived to be happening at the same time.").) 

Based on the general description of "in parallel" in the '623 Patent, the ALJ finds Mr. Buscaino's 

interpretation captures the plain and ordinary meaning. (See JX-0001.0007.) The specification 

of the '623 Patent describes prior art requiring serial downloading of images from a digital 

camera to flash memory. (Id.) The specification also discloses an improvement over serial 

downloading involving a jukebox with interfaces for different memory card types, which can be 

accessed "on demand" or simultaneously. (Id.) Based on this intrinsic evidence, the memory 

cards must be able to be reached at the same time. (Id.) In the Accused Products, multiple 

55 



PUBLIC VERSION 

memory cards can be inserted into memory card interfaces and, therefore, are accessible in 

parallel and capable of concurrently reading and writing. (CX-0944C at Q&A 460, 1384, 1482.) 

Therefore, the ALJ finds that the Accused Products meet each and every limitation of 

claim 1. 

2. Claim 2 

Claim 2 of the '623 Patent includes the additional limitation "at least one of the memory 

card interfaces is configured to read a plurality of different memory card types." The parties do 

not dispute that the Accused Products include the claimed memory card interfaces. (CIB at 275, 

183, 186; see generally RIB at 226.) TPL states that at least one of the memory card interfaces 

in the Acer M3970 is configured to read a plurality of different memory card types. (CIB at 175.) 

TPL also states that at least one of the memory card interfaces in the Kingston FCR-HS219/1 

memory card interfaces is configured to read a plurality of different memory card types. (Id at 

183.) In addition, TPL asserts that at least one of the memory card interfaces in the Rosewill 

RCR-YJ-EX601 is configured to read a plurality of different memory card types, namely SD and 

MMC card types. (Id at 186.) 

The ALJ finds that the Accused Products meet the limitation of claim 2. (CX-0944C at 

Q&A 461-62, 1385-86, 1483-84.) Text adjacent to a memory card interface in each of the 

Accused Products indicates different types of memory cards can be used in that interface. (Id at 

Q&A 461 ("SD MMC"), 1386 ("miniSD SD/MMC"), 1484 ("SD/SDHC/MMC/RSMMC").) 

Based on this text, the Accused Products include "at least one of the memory card 

interfaces is configured to read a plurality of different memory card types." (CX-0944C at Q&A 

462, 1386, 1484.) 
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3. Claim 3 

Claim 3 of the '623 Patent includes the additional limitation "at least one of the memory 

card interfaces includes an indicator identifying a status of an operation for a respective memory 

reader." TPL and Respondents disagree about whether the Acer M3970 and the Rosewill RCR­

YJ-EX601 include the claimed indicator of claim 3. (See CIB at 175, 186; RIB at 227.) 

TPL argues that at least one of the memory card interfaces in the Acer M3970 includes an 

indicator identifying a status of operating for a respective memory card interface. (CIB at 175.) 

In addition, TPL states at least one of the memory card interfaces in the Rosewill RCR-YJ­

EX601 includes an indicator identifying a status of operation for a respective memory card 

interface. (Id. at 186.) Both products include a light that flashes when data is being written onto 

a card. (Id. at 176, 186.) 

Respondents counter that TPL has not provided any evidence showing that a single light 

on the Acer M3970 and the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 identifies the status of an operation for a 

particular memory card interface or what the light indicates. (RIB at 227.) TPL replies by 

indicating Mr. Buscaino provided evidence that the Acer M3970 and the Rosewill RCR-YJ­

EX601 include the indicator element per his witness statement. (CRB at 87.) Respondents argue 

that the evidence does not show a single light on the Acer M3970 and the Rosewill RCR-YJ­

EX601 that identifies the status of operation for a particular interface or what the light indicates 

when lit. (RRB at 45-46.) 

The ALJ finds that the Acer M3970 and the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 include the 

claimed "at least one of the memory card interfaces includes an indicator identifying a status of 

an operation for a respective memory reader interface." (See CX-0944C at Q&A 463, 1485.) 
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The evidence shows a light on both the Acer M3970 and the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 and 

explains that a flashing light indicates data is being written onto a card. (Id. at Q&A 464-65, 

1485-86; CX-0559C.) 

Respondents argue that TPL did not proffer evidence showing a light identifies the status . . 

of an operation of a particular memory card interface or what the light indicates on the Acer 

M3970 and the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601. (RIB at 227; RRB at 45-46.) However, the evidence 

shows the lights indicating that data is written onto a memory card for the Acer M3970 and the 

Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601. (CX-0944C at Q&A 466, 1488; CX-0559.) The light corresponds to 

the claimed indicator and a flashing light identifies the status of operation, in this case writing 

onto a memory card. (Id.) 

Respondents also argue that a light is not provided for each slot; however, the claim 

language does not require an indicator for each memory card interface. (See RIB at 227; JX-

0001.0009 (stating "at least one of the memory card interfaces includes an indicator" (emphasis 

added)).) Respondents also argue that there is no evidence that a single light identifies the status 

of an operation for a particular memory card interface. (RIB at 227.) Contrary to Respondents' 

assertion, the claim language does not require that the indicator only identifies the status of a 

single interface. (See JX-0001.0009.) Respondents read additional limitations into the claim by 

requiring that the indicator only shows the status of operation for a single interface. (See id. 

(" [T]he memory card interface[] includes an indicator . ... ").) In addition, the evidence shows a 

light flashes when data is being written to a memory card. (CX-0944C at Q&A 466, 1488.) In 

other words, a light flashes to indicate a status of an operation where data is being written to a 

memory card. (Id. at Q&A 466, 1488.) For these reasons, Respondents arguments that the Acer 

M3970 and the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 do not include the indicator of claim 3 are 
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unpersuasive. Therefore, the ALJ finds that the Acer M3970 and the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 

meet the limitations of claim 3. 

4. Claim 4 

Claim 4 of the '623 Patent includes the additional limitation "the indicator includes a 

light indicating data is being written to a card in the respective memory card interface." This 

limitation is similar to that of claim 3. (Id.) TPL's and Respondents' arguments for claim 4 are 

nearly identical to those for claim 3. 

Consequently, the ALJ's finding regarding the "indicator" element in claim 4 are 

consistent with the findings for claim 3. The ALJ finds that the Acer M3970 and the Rosewill 

RCR-YJ-EX601 include the claimed "the indicator includes a light indicating data is being 

written to a card in the respective memory card interface." (CX-0944C at Q&A 466, 1487-88.) 

The evidence shows lights on the Acer M3970 and the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 and explains 

that a flashing light indicates data is being written onto a card. (Id. at Q&A 465-66, 1487-88; 

CX-0559C.) The ALJ also finds Respondents' arguments unpersuasive for the same reasons set 

forth for claim 3. 

Therefore, the ALJ finds that the Acer M3970 and the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 meet the 

limitations of claim 4. 

5. Claim 9 
Claim 9 is similar to claim 1, but adds "a control circuit" and "a bus coupled to the 

control circuit." (CIB at 176.) 

TPL's and Respondents' arguments regarding "accessible in parallel" in claim 1 also 

apply to claim 9. (Id. at 175, 183, 186; RIB at 220.) For claim 9, TPL provides evidence of the 

additional limitations "a control circuit" and "a bus coupled to the control circuit" in the Accused 
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Products. (CIB at 176.) Respondents do not challenge TPL's evidence showing the Accused 

Products meet the limitations "a control circuit" and "a bus coupled to the control circuit." (See 

generally RIB at 220-26.) 

TPL states that the Acer M3970 includes a universal serial bus ("USB") connector 

connected to a BCM and a Realtek RTS5181 controller. (CIB at 176.) The Realtek RTS5181 

controller corresponds to the claimed control circuit. (Id.) The USB connector corresponds to 

the claimed bus. (Id.) In addition, TPL states that the Kingston FCR-HS219/1 has a USB type A 

connector, or bus, that is connected to an ATech AFT655486JJ controller, or control circuit. (Id. 

at 183.) TPL also asserts that the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 includes a USB type mini-B 

connector, or bus, connected to a Realtek RTS5130 controller, or control circuit. (Id. at 187.) 

The ALJ finds that the evidence shows that the Accused Products include "a control 

circuit" and "a bus coupled to the control circuit." (CX-0944C at Q&A 467-70, 1387-90, 1489-

92.) The evidence shows controllers mounted to the PCBs of the respective Accused Products. 

(Id. at Q&A 468, 1388, 1490.) The evidence also shows a bus coupled to said controller. (Id. at 

Q&A 470,1390,1491 ; CX-0473C; CX-0549C; CX-0557C.) Regarding the remaining limitations 

of claim 9, the ALJ' s findings are the same as those for claim 1. 

6. Claim 10 

Claim 10 of the ' 623 Patent includes the additional limitation "at least one of the memory 

card interfaces with a memory card of a first type and a second subset to interface with a memory 

card of a second type." This limitation of claim 10 is similar to that of claim 2. (JX-0001.0009.) 

As with claim 2, Respondents do not dispute that the Accused Product infringe claim 10. (See 

generally RIB at 226.) 
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The ALJ finds that the Acer M3970 meets the limitations of claim 10 for the same 

reasons they meet the limitations of claim 2. (See CX-0944C at Q&A 461-62, 475-76.) 

Similarly, the ALJ finds the Kingston FCR-HS219/1 meets the limitations of claim 10 for the 

same reasons set forth for claim 2. (See id. at Q&A 1385-86, 1395-96.) In addition, for the same 

reasons the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 meets the limitations of claim 2, the Rosewill RCR-YJ­

EX601 also meets the limitations of claim 10. (See id. at Q&A 1483-84, 1497-98.) In summary, 

the ALJ finds that the Accused Products meet the limitations of claim 10. 

7. Claim 11 

Claim 11 of the '623 Patent includes the additional limitation "at least one of the memory 

card interfaces includes an indicator identifying a status of an operation for a respective memory 

card interface." This additional limitation of claim 11 is similar to the additional limitation of 

claim 3. (JX-0001.0009.) TPL's and Respondents' arguments regarding the "indicator" element 

for claim 11 are similar to those for claim 3. 

· The ALJ' s findings regarding the "indicator" element in claim 3 also apply to claim 11. 

The ALJ finds that the Acer M3970 and the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 include the claimed "at 

least one of the memory card interfaces includes an indicator identifying a status of an operation 

for a respective memory card interface." (CX-0944C at Q&A 477-78, 1499-1500.) The 

evidence shows a light on both the Acer M3970 and the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 and explains 

that a flashing light indicates data is being written onto a card. (Id. at Q&A 477-78, 1499-1500.) 

The ALJ also finds Respondents ' arguments unpersuasive for the same reasons set forth for 

claim 3. 

Therefore, the ALJ finds that the Acer M3970 and the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 meet the 

limitations of claim 11. 
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8. Claim 12 

Claim 12 of the '623 Patent includes the additional limitation "the indicator includes a 

light indicating data is being written to a card in the respective memory card interface." (JX-

0001.0009.) This limitation of claim 12 is identical to that of claim 4. (Id.) TPL's and 

Respondents' arguments regarding claim 3, which also apply to claim 4, apply to claim 12. (See 

RIB at 226-27.) TPL states that the Acer M3970 infringes claim 12 because it infringes claim 4. 

(CIB at 176.) The Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 also infringes claim 12 because it infringes claim 4. 

(Id. at 188.) Respondents do not agree that the Accused Products infringe claim 12. (RIB at 

226.) 

The ALJ's findings regarding the "indicator" element in claim 3 also apply to claim 12. 

Therefore, the ALJ finds that the Acer M3970 and the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 include the 

claimed "the indicator includes a light indicating data is being written to a card in the respective 

memory card interface." (CX-0944C at Q&A 479-80, 1501-02.) The evidence shows a light on 

both the Acer M3970 and the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 and explains that a flashing light 

indicates data is being written onto a card. (Id. at Q&A 479-80, 1501-02.) 

Therefore, the ALJ finds that the Acer M3970 and the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 meet the 

limitations of claim 12. 

9. Claim 17 

Unlike independent claims 1 and 9, independent claim 17 requires "selectively operating 

the first and second subsets." (Id.) 

TPL's and Respondents' arguments regarding "accessible in parallel" in claim 1 also 

apply to claim 17. (CIB at 176, 184, 188; RIB at 220.) For claim 17, TPL provides evidence of 

the additional limitation "selectively operating the first and second subset" in the Accused 
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Products. (CRB at 86.) Respondents challenge TPL' s evidence showing the Accused Products 

meet the limitation "selectively operating the first and second subset." (RRB at 44.) 

TPL asserts that the claimed "selectively operating the first and second subsets to provide 

access . .. in parallel" requires that the first subset be selectively operated to read or write data, 

and then the second subset be selectively operated to write or read data. (CRB at 86.) Based on 

the TPL' s interpretation, simultaneous read and write access to the memory cards would directly 

contradict the phrase "selectively operating." (Id at 86-87.) 

Respondents are not persuaded by TPL's interpretation of "selectively operating." (RRB 

at 44.) Respondents identify two issues with TPL' s interpretation of "selectively operating." 

(Id.) First, the interpretation directly contradicts the plain language of claim 17. (Id.) The claim 

language requires that the memory cards of the first and second types are accessed in parallel, 

which is the opposite of sequential. (Id.) Second, Mr. Buscaino testified that the accessible in 

parallel limitation requires data to be concurrently read from the first card and written on the 

second card. (Id. at 44-45.) Because data cannot be concurrently read from the first card and 

written to a second card in the Accused Products, none of Respondents' Accused Products 

infringe the asserted claims of the '623 Patent. (Id. at 45 .) 

The ALJ finds the Accused Products meet the limitation "selectively operating" because 

the Accused Products selectively operate multiple memory cards. The evidence shows that the 

Accused products selectively provide access to the two different types of memory cards. (CX-

0944C at Q&A 483-84, 1399-1400, 1503-05.) The evidence further shows that memory cards in 

the Accused Products are capable of being accessed in parallel. (See id. at Q&A 483-4, 1399-

1400, 1505.) As with claim 1, the evidence includes a screen shot that shows files being 

transferred from one memory port to the second memory port. (Id. at Q&A 484, 1399, 1505.) 
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Therefore, a preponderance of the evidence shows the memory cards in the Accused Products 

can be accessed in parallel. (Id.) 

TPL also argues that Respondents induce infringement of claim 17. (CIB at 176, 184, 

188.) TPL states that Acer instructs end users to use the Acer M3970 in accordance with the 

claim 17 and, therefore, induces infringement by the users. (Id. at 176.) Because the Acer 

M3 970 includes the structure of claim 17, as shown in claim 1, The product practices each 

element of claim 17. (Id.) 

Similarly, TPL asserts that Kingston induces users to infringe claim 17 through use of the 

Kingston FCR-HS219/l. (Id. at 184.) The Kingston FCR-HS219/1 provides access to a 

plurality of memory card interfaces comprising a first subset to interface with a memory card of 

a fust type and a second subset interface with a memory card of a second type. (Id.) Kingston 

induces end users to insert a first type of memory card into one interface, e.g., CF interface, and 

a second type of interface, e.g., MMC and SD interface, as evidence by the ports available with 

card indications instructing end users where to insert different card types. (Id.) The Kingston 

FCR-HS219/1 selectively operates the first and second subsets, e.g., CF, SD, and MMC, to 

provide access to the memory cards of the first and second types in parallel to transfer data from 

the memory card of the first type to the memory card of the second type. (Id. at 185.) 

In addition, TPL states Rosewill induces users to infringe claim 17. (Id. at 188.) TPL 

argues that Rosewill induces users to insert a first type of memory card into one interface, e.g. , 

xD interface, and a second type into another interface, e.g., MMC and SD interface, as evidenced 

by the ports that Rosewill makes available on the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601. (Id.) The 

Rosewill also induces users of the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 to practice the limitation 

"selectively operating the first and second subset to provide access to the memory cards of the 
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first and second types in parallel to transfer data from the memory card of the first type to the 

memory card of the second type," JX-0001.0009. (Id.) Specifically, Rosewill induces users to 

use the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 in which at least one of the memory card interfaces is 

configured to interface with a plurality of different memory card types. (Id. at 189.) 

In response to TPL' s claim that the Respondents induce infringement of claim 17 through 

its users, Respondents argue that TPL failed to present evidence that an entity practiced the 

method recited in claim 17. (RIB at 227.) To prove induced infringement, TPL must show that 

a witness, other than the experts involved in the investigation, used an accused product to 

practice the claimed method. (Id.) Respondents further argue that TPL has waived any 

arguments relating to induced infringement because TPL did not raise it in its Pre-Hearing Brief. 

(RRB at 46-4 7.) 

As an initial matter, the ALJ finds that TPL has waived any argument of induced 

infringement. Ground Rule 8.l(f) states, in relevant part: 

A statement of the issues to be considered at the hearing that sets forth with 
particularity a party's contentions on each of the proposed issues, including 
citations to legal authorities in support thereof. Any contentions not set forth in 
detail as required herein shall be deemed abandoned, or withdrawn, except for 
contentions of which a party is not aware and could not be aware in the exercise 
of reasonable diligence at the time of filing the pre-hearing statements. 

There is nothing in TPL's pre-hearing brief that discusses induced infringement of the '623 

Patent. Thus, pursuant to Ground Rule 8.l(f), the ALJ finds that TPL has waived that argument. 

Moreover, even if the ALJ were to consider induced infringement, the ALJ finds that 

TPL has failed to present any "evidence of culpable conduct, directed to encouraging another's 

infringement, not merely that the inducer had knowledge of the direct infringer's activities." (See 

DSU Med. Corp. v. JMS Co., 471 F.3d 1293, 1306 (Fed. Cir. 2006) (en bane); CX-0944C at 

Q&A 481-82, 1379-80, 1401-08, 1507-08 (lacking proof of Respondents' intent and knowledge).) 
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Consequently, the ALJ finds that TPL has failed to show that Respondents induce infringement 

of claim 17. As discussed, infra Section V.D.1 , TPL has failed to satisfy the requirements for 

Certain Electronic Devices with Image Processing Systems, Components Thereof, and 

Associated Software, Inv. No. 337-TA-724, Commission Op. (December 21, 2011), for this 

method claim, because it has failed to show induced infringement at the time of importation. 

10. Claim 18 

Claim 18 of the '623 Patent includes the additional limitation "at least one of the memory 

card interfaces is configured to interface with a plurality of different memory card types." This 

limitation is similar to that in claims 2 and 10. (Id.) Like claim 2, Respondents do not appear to 

dispute that the Accused Products include the additional limitation of claim 18. (RIB at 226-27.) 

The ALJ finds that the Accused Products meet the limitation of claim 18. (CX-0944C at 

Q&A 485-86, 1401-02, 1507-8.) Text adjacent to a memory card interface in each of the 

Accused Products indicates different types of memory cards can be used in that interface. (Id. at 

Q&A 486, 1402, 1508.) Based on this text, the Accused Products include "at least one of the 

memory card interfaces is configured to read a plurality of different memory card types." (CX-

0944C at Q&A 486, 1402, 1508.) 

TPL states that Acer induces end users to use the Acer M3970 wherein at least one of the 

memory card interfaces is configured to interface with a plurality of different memory card 

types-one interface for CF or MD and one for SD or MMC. (CIB at 177.) TPL also states the 

Kingston FCR-HS219/1 includes at least one memory card interface configured to interface a 

plurality of different memory card types. (Id. at 185.) In addition, TPL asserts Rosewill induces 
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users to use the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601, at least one of the memory card interfaces 1s 

configured to interface with a plurality of different memory card types. (Id. at 189.) 

As set forth supra, the ALJ finds that TPL has waived any arguments relating to induced 

infringement. Nevertheless, the ALJ further finds that TPL failed to prove the knowledge and 

intent required for induced infringement. (Id. at Q&A 485-86, 1401-02, 1507-8 (lacking proof 

of Respondents ' intent and knowledge).) Consequently, the ALJ finds that TPL has failed to 

show that Respondents induce infringement of claim 18. As discussed, infra Section V.D.1, TPL 

has failed to satisfy the requirements for Certain Electronic Devices with Image Processing 

Systems, Components Thereof, and Associated Software, Inv. No. 337-TA-724, Commission Op. 

(December 21, 2011), for this method claim, because it has failed to show induced infringement 

at the time of importation. 

11. Claim 19 

Claim 19 of the '623 Patent includes the additional limitation "at least one of the memory 

card interfaces includes an indicator identifying a status of an operation for a respective memory 

card interface." This limitation is identical to claims 3 and 11. (Id.) Respondents disagree that 

the Acer M3970 and the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601infringe claim 19. (RIB at 226.) TPL's and 

Respondents' arguments regarding the "indicator" of claim 3 also apply to claim 19. 

The ALJ's findings regarding the "indicator" element in claim 3 also apply to claim 19. 

Therefore, the ALJ finds that the Acer M3970 and the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 include the 

claimed "at least one of the memory card interfaces includes an indicator identifying a status of 

an operation for a respective memory card interface." (CX-0944C at Q&A 487-88, 1509-10.) 

The evidence shows a light on both the Acer M3970 and the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 and 

explains that a flashing light indicates data is being written onto a card. (Id. at Q&A 487-88, 

67 



PUBLIC VERSION 

1509-10.) The ALJ also finds Respondents' arguments unpersuasive for the same reasons set 

forth for claim 3. 

TPL states Acer induces users to use the Acer M3970 wherein at least one of the memory 

card interfaces includes an indicator identifying a status of an operation for a respective memory 

card interface as shown for claim 11. (CIB at 177 .) TPL also asserts that Rosewill induces users 

to use the Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 in a manner that infringes claim 18. (Id at 189.) In the 

Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601, at least one of the memory card interfaces includes an indicator 

identifying status of an operation for a respective memory card interface. (Id at 188-89 .) 

As set forth supra, the ALJ finds that TPL has waived any arguments relating to induced 

infringement. Nevertheless, TPL failed to prove the knowledge and intent required for induced 

infringement. (See id at Q&A 487-88, 1509-10 (lacking proof of Respondents' intent and 

knowledge).) Consequently, the ALJ finds that TPL has failed to show that Respondents induce 

infringement of claim 19. As discussed, infra Section V.D.1, TPL has failed to satisfy the 

requirements for Certain Electronic Devices with Image Processing Systems, Components 

Thereof, and Associated Software, Inv. No. 337-TA-724, Commission Op. (December 21, 2011), 

for this method claim, because it has failed to show induced infringement at the time of 

importation. 

12. Conclusion 

As set forth supra, the ALJ finds that the Accused Products meet the limitations of claims 

1-4, 9-12 and 17-19. However, the ALJ finds that TPL has waived any arguments that 

Respondents induce infringement of claims 17-19. The ALJ further finds that TPL has failed to 

satisfy the requirements for Certain Electronic Devices with Image Processing Systems, 

Components Thereof, and Associated Software, Inv. No. 337-TA-724, Commission Op. 
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(December 21, 2011 ), for this method claim, because it has failed to show induced infringement 

at the time of importation for claims 17-19. 

D. The '549 Patent 

1. The Commission's Decision in Electronic Devices Does Not Prevent a Finding 
of Importation 

Respondents initial argument regarding the '549 Patent is that there can be no violation of 

Section 337 under the Commission's recent opinion in Certain Electronic Devices with Image 

Processing Systems, Components Thereof, and Associated Software, Inv. No. 337-TA-724, 

Commission Op. (December 21, 2011) ("Electronic Devices"), because there is no proof of any 

infringement of the '549 Patent at the time of importation. (RIB at 166-171.) To understand this 

argument, the ALJ must explain the holding of the recent Commission decision in Electronic 

Devices. 

The Commission Opinion in Electronic Devices begins its analysis by looking at the 

language of Section 337. See Electronic Devices, Comm'n Op. at 12-13. The Commission 

explained that "[t]he plain language of the statute identifies three specific acts that may form the 

basis of a violation of section 337: importation, selling for importation, and selling after 

importation.'; Id. at 13. The Commission explained that the statute then specifies in list form the 

categories of articles that must be involved in the proscribed acts. Id. At issue in Electronic 

Devices (and in this investigation) is the first category in that list-"articles that - infringe" a 

U.S. Patent. Id. (quoting 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(l)(B)(i)). The Commission explained that 

"[b ]ecause the statute specifies that the articles in question must 'infringe,' an importation 

analysis that ignores the question of infringement would be incomplete." (Id. (footnote omitted).) 

The Commission then looked to the definition of "infringe" found in 35 U.S.C. § 271. (Id.) 
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Based on that section of the patent statute, the Commission held that Section 337(a)(l)(B), the 

Commission held that "articles that - infringe" refers to articles that directly or indirectly 

infringe. (Id.) The Commission then further held that the "infringement, direct or indirect, must 

be based on the articles as imported to satisfy the requirements of Section 337." (Id. at 13) 

(emphasis added). 

For the apparatus claims (claims 11 and 21), Respondents are correct that at importation 

the accused devices do not include, at the very least, a "flash storage system.3" Indeed, TPL 

does not dispute that the products at importation lack at least this element. Thus, TPL concedes 

that the accused products do not directly infringe claims 11 and 21 at importation. (CIB at 217-

219.) Instead, TPL contends that Respondents indirectly infringe claims 11 and 21 at 

importation because TPL contends that Respondents induce infringement of claims 11 and 21. 

TPL bases its claims of inducement on an allegation that the accused devices are intended to be 

combined with "flash storage system" and a "computing device" for the products that also lack 

that element. This contention presents an interesting question not fully explored in Electronic 

Devices-whether an imported component can induce infringement of system claims at 

importation, where the allegedly infringing system is assembled after importation. In order to 

begin to understand the answer to that question, we must look at the Commission's discussion of 

method claims in Electronic Devices. 

With respect to method claims, the Commission further held in Electronic Devices that 

the practice of an asserted method claim within the United States after importation cannot serve 

as the basis for an exclusion order. Electronic Devices, Comm'n Op. at 17. This holding arises 

because an article, standing alone, c~ot directly infringe a method claim. Id.; see also Cardiac 

3 Respondents are also correct that some of the products also lack a "computing device" as required by the claims, 
but for the same reasons as discussed above for flash storage system that is not significant. 
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Pacemakers, Inc. v. St. Jude Medical, Inc., 576 F.3d 1348, 1364 (Fed. Cir. 2009). A method 

claim is infringed only where someone performs all of the claimed method steps. See NTP v. 

Research in Motion, Ltd., 418 F.3d 1282, 1318 (Fed. Cir. 2005) ("[T]he use of a [claimed] 

process necessarily involves doing or performing each of the steps recited."); Joy Techs., Inc. v. 

Flakt, Inc., 6 F.3d 770, 775 (Fed. Cir. 1993) ("A method claim is directly infringed only by one 

practicing the patented method"). 

The Commission ruled that complainant did not have a legally cognizable claim that 

respondent violated the statute by using articles within the United States when infringement 

allegedly occurred by virtue of that use. Electronic Devices, Comm'n Op. at 19 ("domestic use 

of such a method, without more, is not a sufficient basis for a violation of Section 

337(a)(l)(B)(i)"). Nevertheless, the Commission stated that the complainant "might have proved 

a violation of section 337 if it had proved indirect infringement" of the method claim. Id. The 

Commission cited, as an example, Certain Chemiluminescent Compositions, and Components 

Thereof and Methods of Using, and Products Incorporating the Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-285, 

USITC Pub. 2370, Order No. 25 (Initial Determination) at 38 n. 12 (March 1991), in which "the 

ALJ found that the 'importation and sale' of the accused articles constituted contributory and 

induced infringement of the method claim at issue in that investigation." Electronic Devices, 

Comm'n Op. at 18 n. 11. 

Thus, TPL can, at the very least, meet the importation requirement for its method claims 

(claims 7 and 9) if it can show that the importation and sale of the accused articles constitutes 

contributory or induced infringement of the method claims. Furthermore, the ALJ extends the 

reasoning of Electronic Devices to conclude that if TPL can show the importation and sale of the 

accused articles constitutes contributory or induced infringement of the apparatus claims (claims 
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11 and 21 ), then TPL can also meet the importation requirement for those claims as well. The 

ALJ notes that there is some internal tension in reasoning of Electronic Devices. For instance, 

while Electronic Devices holds the domestic use of a method cannot serve the basis for meeting 

the importation requirement, proof of induced infringement will likely rest on proof of domestic 

use of the method (i.e. , domestic direct infringement). See Mirror Worlds, LLC v. Apple, Inc., 

692 F.3d 1351 (Fed. Cir. 2012) ("Inducement of infringement requires that there be a showing of 

an underlying act of direct infringement."). 

Moreover, the ALJ further notes that the facts in this case differ from Chemiluminescent 

Compositions, which was cited by the Commission as an example of the application of indirect 

infringement to meet the importation requirement. In Chemiluminescent Compositions, the 

accused device (glow-in-the-dark necklace) as imported was a product that need not be 

combined with any other product in order to be used in an infringing manner. Chemiluminescent 

Compositions, Order No. 25 (Initial Determination) at 7-8. The present investigation more 

closely resembles the ALJ's recent decision in Certain Gaming and Entertainment Consoles, 

Related Software, and Components Thereof, Inv. 337-TA-752, Final Initial Remand 

Determination (March 25, 2012) ("Gaming and Entertainment Consoles) (unreviewed). In the 

present in investigation and in Gaming and Entertainment Consoles, to practice the asserted 

method claims, the accused devices must be used in conjunction with a separate device. In 

Gaming and Entertainment Devices, the accused device, Microsoft's Xbox 360 system, was 

accused of infringing the asserted method claims when it was used with a wireless accessory, 

such as a wireless controller. (Gaming and Entertainment Consoles, Final IRD, at 13.) This is 

similar to the asserted method claims in this investigation where the accused devices must be 

used in conjunction with a flash memory card in order to infringe. 
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However, the ALJ believes that neither the tension m Electronic Devices nor the 

differences between this investigation and Chemiluminescent Compositions alters the conclusion 

that TPL can meet the importation requirement if it can prove that the importation and sale 

induces infringement or is contributory infringement of the asserted apparatus and method claims 

of the '549 Patent. TPL does not allege that Respondents have committed contributory 

infringement, so the sole question is whether the Respondents induce infringement of the 

apparatus and method claims through their importation and sale of the accused devices. 

2. Induced Infringement 
As was explained above, the Patent Act provides that a party who "actively induces 

infringement of a patent shall be liable as an infringer." 35 U.S.C. § 271(b). Inducement of 

infringement requires that there be a showing of an underlying act of direct infringement. See 

Linear Tech. Corp. v. Impala Linear Corp. , 379 F.3d 1311, 1326 (Fed. Cir. 2004). "[I]nduced 

infringement under § 271 (b) [also] requires knowledge that the induced acts constitute patent 

infringement." Global-Tech, 131 S. Ct. at 2068. The ALJ finds that TPL fails to show that the 

accused products directly infringe the asserted claims for at least two reasons. Thus, TPL has 

failed to show Respondents induce infringement of the asserted claims. 

a. Direct Infringement 

(1) Disputed Claim Elements 

Beginning with direct infringement, Respondents argue that the following limitations of 

independent claims 7 and 11 are not met by the accused products: 

Claim 7: 

Claim 11: 

"determining whether the flash storage system includes a controller for 
error correction." (JX-0002, 30:30-31.) 

"a detector to determine whether the flash storage system includes a 
controller for error correction." (Id. at 30:57-59.) 

73 



Claim 7: 

Claim 11: 

PUBLIC VERSION 

"in an event where the flash storage system does not have a controller for 
error correction, using firmware in the flash adapter to perform operations 
to manage error correction of the flash section, including bad block 
mapping of the flash section in the flash storage system that is coupled to 
the flash adapter section." (Id. at 30:32-37.) 

"a flash adapter which comprises firmware to perform, in an event where 
the flash storage system does not have a controller for error correction, 
operations to manage error correction of the flash section, including bad 
block mapping of the flash section in the flash storage system that is 
coupled to the flash adapter section." (Id. at 30:59-65.) 

These four limitations fall into two groups. The first group consists of the "determining" 

and "detector" limitations of claims 7 and 11 , respectively. The second group consists of the 

"using firmware" and "firmware" limitations of claims 7 and 11 , respectively. 

Respondents argue that the "plain language" of claims 7 and 11 require the affirmative 

step of determining whether the flash memory has a controller for error correction. (RIB at 171.) 

Respondents assert that this requires more than simply detecting or determined the type of 

memory card inserted. (RIB at 172.) Respondents argue that the accused products neither 

determine whether there is a controller nor contain a detector to determine whether there is a 

controller. (RIB at 172-174.) Instead, Respondents contend that their products merely utilize 

third-party controllers that detect the insertion of a card, identify the type of card inserted, and 

interface with the asserted card pursuant to the appropriate flash memory card standard. (RIB at 

173-174.) Respondents assert that "[a]t no point do the third-party controllers-or any other 

component in the Respondents ' accused products-determine whether the inserted card has a 

controller as required by claims 7 and 11 , as no such determination is necessary." (RIB at 174.) 

Respondents further assert that TPL' s expert conceded this. (RRB at 37 (citing Tr. 743:24-45:7).) 

Respondents contend that their expert testified that the controllers in the accused products have 

many sections and interfaces, and that depending on the detection of the type of card inserted or 
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the slot into which the card is inserted, the controller will use the appropriate controller 

subsection to interface with the card. (RRB at 38.) Respondents argue that this confirms that the 

accused products to not meet the determining/detector limitations because the accused products 

do not need to determine whether the inserted card has a controller for error correction. (RRB at 

38.) 

TPL responds that these arguments have no merit. TPL contends that nothing in the 

claims requires that the controller chip must physically detect the presence of a controller for 

error correction in an inserted flash memory card. (CIB at 216.) TPL further argues that the 

claims only require that the controller chip determine whether inserted card has a controller for 

error correction. (CRB at 76.) TPL asserts that the claims are open ended and do not preclude 

the controller chip from making this determination by identifying the type of card and knowing 

that that card type does or does not have a controller for error correction. (CRB at 76.) TPL 

responds that to the extent that the controller needs to detect the physical presence of a controller 

within the xD flash storage system to meet this element, there would still be infringement under 

the doctrine of equivalents. (CIB at 217.) 

The ALJ agrees with Respondents that the accused products do not meet this limitation. 

The ALJ finds that this result is compelled by the language of the claims. Claim 7 requires 

"determining whether the flash storage system includes a controller for error correction." There 

is no dispute between the parties that the products do not explicitly determine if the flash storage 

system contains a controller or not. (Tr. 743:24-745:7; see also CX-0944C, Q&A 764-65, 774-

75, 787-88, 797-98 (Dell); 1595, 1605 (Epson).) Instead, the accused products all simply 

determine what type of memory card has been inserted into the slot. (See, e.g., Buscaino Tr. 

555:4-561:1, 743:24-745:7; CX-0944C at Q/A 764-65, 774-75, 787-88, 797-98 (Dell), RX-
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2884C, Q/A 543 (Brother); 1205-06, 1231-32 (HP), 1456-57, 1466-67 (as to Newegg/Rosewill); 

CX-0944C, Q/A 1594-95, 1604-05 (Seiko Epson); 81-88j, 102-1 (as to Acer).) The ALJ agrees 

with Respondents that because there is no actual determination of whether a controller exists, 

then the accused products cannot meet the literal language of the claims. (Brother: RX-2884C, 

QIA 146-52, 154-74; 186-202; RX-1341C.0007; RX-2386; RX-2376C; RX-0587C; RDX-0270C; 

Banerjee, Tr. 1421 :21-1422:6, 1422:17-1423:13; Dell: RX-2884C, Q/A 242-63, 278-95, 311-35, 

351-68; RDX-277C, RDX-281C; RX-3192.0001-20; RX-3162C.9-11; RX-3167C.0004-8; RX-

3168C.0001-2; CX-0944C, Q/A 765, 775, 788, 798; Seiko Epson: RX-2884C, Q/A 621-38, 648-

49, 653-70, 680-81; RX-3419C.0006, RX-3426C.0005, .0009, RDX-0290C; RDX-0291C; CX-

0944C, Q/A 1595, 1605; Acer: RX-2884C, Q/A 81-88, 102-13; HP: RX-2884C, Q/A 489; 

Newegg/Rosewill: RX-2884C, Q/A 536-43, 564-72; CX-0322.0007.0009; RDX-0285; CX-

0944C, Q/A 1457, 1467.) 

The ALJ finds that this same argument applies with even greater force to Claim 11. The 

ALJ finds that the plain language of Claim 11 requires that the accused products contain "a 

detector to determine whether the flash storage system includes a controller for error correction." 

(See RX-2884C, Q/A 38-46.) There is simply no such "detector" in the accused products. Thus, 

they do not infringe Claim 11. (Brother: RX-2884C, Q/A 146-52, 154-74; 186-202; RX-

1341C.0007; RX-2386; RX-2376C; RX-0587C; RDX-0270C; Banerjee, Tr. 1421:21-1422:6, 

1422:17-1423:13; Dell: RX-2884C, Q/A 242-63 , 278-95, 311-35, 351-68; RDX-277C, RDX-

281C; RX-3192.0001-20; RX-3162C.9-11; RX-3167C.0004-8; RX-3168C.0001-2; CX-0944C, 

QIA 765, 775, 788, 798; Seiko Epson: RX-2884C, Q/A 621-38, 648-49, 653-70, 680-81; RX-

3419C.0006, RX-3426C.0005, .0009, RDX-0290C; RDX-0291C; CX-0944C, Q/A 1595, 1605; 
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Acer: RX-2884C, Q/A 81-88, 102-13; HP: RX-2884C, Q/A 489; Newegg/Rosewill: RX-2884C, 

Q/A 536-43, 564-72; CX-0322.0007.0009; RDX-0285; CX-0944C, QIA 1457, 1467.) 

At bottom, TPL's infringement argument for this element is a doctrine of equivalents 

argument, not a literal infringement argument. TPL is arguing that detecting or determining the 

type of the card effectively detects or determines whether there is a controller or not. However, 

the ALJ cannot ignore the explicit claim language for literal infringement. See Key Mfg. Group, 

Inc. v. Microdot, Inc., 925 F.2d 1444 (Fed. Cir. 1991). Thus, because the literal claim language 

requires a "detector" or "determining" whether or not there is a controller and the products do 

not do this, there can be no literal infringement. 

As for TPL' s doctrine of equivalent arguments, the ALJ finds that they are waived. 

These arguments were not presented in TPL' s expert' s direct witness statement or in its pre­

hearing brief. See Ground Rule 8. Thus, the ALJ declines to find that this claim element is met 

by the doctrine of equivalents. 

The other disputed limitation of the ' 549 Patent relates to whether the accused products 

have "firmware" for "error correction" such as "bad block mapping." (RIB at 174-177.) 

Respondents argue that TPL has failed to show that the accused products meet this requirement, 

which is found in all of the asserted claims. This dispute is narrow. It is undisputed (or at least 

not seriously disputed) that "error correction," such as bad block mapping, is an essential 

function of any memory system using the memory cards that are at issue here (xD). It also 

appears to be undisputed that any error correction must be performed in the accused product 

(because the accused readers involve xD cards that lack a controller within the card). The 

dispute, as the ALJ understands it, is whether TPL has proven that Respondents' products use 

firmware to accomplish this. Respondents note that Mr. Buscaino testified that he did not look at 
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any firmware in the Respondents ' accused products or do any testing on any of the Respondents' 

accused products to determine if the accused products had firmware to perform the required error 

correction and bad block mapping functions. (RIB at 175.) Rather, Respondents argue that the 

documents Mr. Buscaino does rely upon do no~ support his opinion that the Respondents ' 

accused p~oducts use frrmware to accomplish the error correction. (RIB at 175.) Respondents 

assert that these documents relating to third-party controller chips utilized in the accused 

products make no reference to firmware that performs error correction or bad block mapping, 

and they provide no explanation as to how any such operation would be or are allegedly 

performed. (RIB at 175.) Respondents contend that these documents indicate that card-specific 

interface operations are performed by card-specific hardware interfaces within the host controller, 

not by the general microprocessor to which Mr. Buscaino points. (RIB at 175-176.) 

Respondents assert that to the extent the documents for certain third party controllers disclose 

performance of error correction, they do so by stating error correction is performed by hardware 

without any mention of firmware. (RIB at 176.) 

Respondents argue that the evidence shows that using firmware in the flash adapter is not 

the only way to accomplish error correction and bad block mapping for xD cards, and TPL' s 

reliance on the xD standard to demonstrate that Respondents' products allegedly meet the 

"firmware" limitation is insufficient. (RIB at 176.) Respondents assert that there is no mention 

of frrmware for error correction or bad block mapping in these documents. (RIB at 177.) 

Respondents further argue that some documents regarding components used in the accused 

products indicate that those products do not use firmware to accomplish error correction or bad 

block mapping. (RRB at 39.) Respondents contend that because the standard "does not provide 

the level of specificity required to establish that practicing that standard would always result in 
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infringement" or the standard is optional or can be implemented in different ways, reliance on 

that standard is insufficient as a matter of law. (RRB at 40 (quoting Fujitsu Ltd. v. LG Elecs., 

Inc. , 620 F.3d 1321, 1327-28 (Fed. Cir. 2010)).) 

TPL argues that in light of all the other evidence it submitted and Mr. Buscaino reviewed, 

there was no need for Mr. Buscaino to review the firmware code of the accused products. (CRB 

at 77.) TPL points to evidence including the datasheets for the microprocessor controller, the xD 

memory card specification, testimony by its expert, and testimony by Respondents' expert that 

software or firmware would have to perform the error correction and bad block mapping. (See, 

e.g., CIB at 197, 200-201, 206-207, 211-212, 214-215; CRB at 77-78.) TPL argues that this is 

more than sufficient to show that the accused products meet this claim limitation. 

While it is a close call and there is a reasonable likelihood that the accused products use 

firmware, the ALJ finds that TPL has failed to show that the accused products meet this claim 

limitation by a preponderance of the evidence. The ALJ finds that the xD specification says 

nothing about firmware or how the bad block mapping and error correction are done. (CX-

359C.22-25.) Thus, the xD specification cannot, by itself, prove that firmware is used. The 

same problem exists for the various controller chip specifications for the controller chips used in 

the accused products that TPL cites. While those controller chip specifications do contain block 

diagrams showing that the controller chips have a CPU and ROM, none of the specifications 

cited by TPL discuss firmware or by themselves prove that the bad block mapping is performed 

by firmware. Mr. Buscaino's testimony is similarly inadequate. Mr. Buscaino simply testifies 

that "firmware executed" by each controller performs the bad block mapping. (See, e.g. , CX-

0944C at Q/A 403.) But he fails to explain how he reaches the conclusion that firmware is used 

to perform these functions. He only cites to the xD specification and the various controller chip 
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specifications, but as discussed above, those specifications do not establish that firmware is used 

to perform these functions. The ALJ finds that without some reasoning, explanation, or specific 

evidence to support his conclusion that firmware is performing these functions, Mr. Buscaino's 

conclusory testimony that firmware performs these functions is inadequate. Finally, TPL points 

to testimony by Dr. Banerjee where TPL contends that Dr. Banerjee "confirmed" that the 

accused products meet this limitation. (CIB at 197; see also CRB at 77 (citing Tr. 1375:19-

1403:16).) The ALJ has reviewed this testimony and while Dr. Banerjee admitted that bad block 

mapping would require either firmware or software, he did not admit that this must be performed 

by firmware. If one reviews the entire testimony, he makes clear that it could be performed by 

software saved elsewhere and not necessarily by firmware, which he defined as software 

permanently saved to the ROM. (Tr. 1375:19-1403:16.) Thus, even this testimony does not 

establish by a preponderance of the evidence that firmware is performing these functions. 

The ALJ notes that if Mr. Buscaino provided additional reasoning for why he reached the 

conclusion he did, the ALJ would be able to give more weight to his testimony. However, 

without any explanation for how he reached his conclusion and given the uncertainty about 

whether firmware, software, or even hardware are used to perform error correction and bad block 

mapping, the ALJ cannot find that TPL met its burden of proof regarding this element. 

TPL failed to show that the "determining/detector" and "bad block/firmware" limitations 

were met. Therefore, there is no direct infringement of the independent claims. 

(2) Dependent Claims 19 and 21 

Claims 19 and 21 depend on independent claims 7 and 11 respectively. Inasmuch as 

each claim limitation must be present in an accused device in order for infringement to be 

found (either literally or under the doctrine of equivalents), a device cannot infringe a 
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dependent claim if it does not practice every limitation of the independent claim from which it 

depends. See Warner-Jenkinson Co., 520 U.S. at 40; Monsanto Co. v. Syngenta Seeds, Inc. , 

503 F.3d 1352, 1359 (Fed. Cir. 2007). Furthermore, the Federal Circuit explained that: 

One may infringe an independent claim and not infringe a claim 
dependent on that claim. The reverse is not true. One who does 
not infringe an independent claim cannot infringe a claim 
dependent on (and thus containing all the limitations of) that claim. 

Wahpelton Canvas Co. , Inc. v. Frontier, Inc., 870 F.2d 1546, 1552 (Fed. Cir. 1989). 

Accordingly, the ALJ finds that TPL has failed to prove infringement of claims 19 and 21 as well. 

b) Induced Infringement 

Because induced infringement requires a showing of direct infringement and TPL has 

failed to show direct infringement of the asserted claims of the '549 Patent, TPL's assertions that 

Respondents induce infringement of the asserted claims also fails. See Mirror Worlds, LLC v. 

Apple, Inc., 692 F.3d 1351 , 1359-60 (Fed. Cir. 2012) (finding no inducement where acts 

constituting direct infringement had not been found). 

E. TPL's Failure of Proof 

Respondents argue that TPL failed to provide any analysis or evidence that each 

limitation of any asserted claim is present and, consequently, has failed to prove infringement of 

any of the asserted patents. (RIB at 248.) Respondents argue that TPL only provided conclusory 

statements of its expert without any analysis, which is insufficient to meet its burden. (RIB at 

248-249.) Respondents argue that TPL provided a claim-by-claim, limitation-by-limitation 

analysis for only a couple of products, but that the remainder of the accused products ("the 

Uncharted Products") were only set forth in a table that identified the controller and connector 

combinations and included conclusory statements from TPL' s experts that the controllers and 
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connectors perform certain functions related to the asserted claims. (RIB at 249.) TPL's experts 

failed to provide additional infringement allegations on these additional controller and connector 

assembly combinations. (RIB at 249.) Rather, the experts simply "hypothesize" that these 

controller and connector assemblies have certain attributes or perform certain functions. (RIB at 

249-250.) Respondents argue that for the listed Uncharted Products, the ALJ should find that 

TPL failed to provide sufficient evidence to show infringement. (RIB at 250-253.) 

Respondents further assert that for the Seiko Epson products that TPL did provide a 

limitation by limitation analysis, TPL failed to show that the necessary signal/power lines or card 

detect signal lines that connect the controller to the card connector. (RIB at 253.) 

TPL argues that it provided sufficient evidence to prove infringement even for those 

products for which Mr. Buscaino did not provide claim charts. (CRB at 89.) TPL argues that 

Respondents ' expert and Mr. Buscaino agree on how the products operate. (CRB at 89.) TPL 

notes that Respondents do not challenge the accuracy of the infringement charts that form the 

basis for his opinion on the Uncharted Products, the accuracy of the information reflected in 

those charts, nor do they disagree with Mr. Buscaino on how the products operate, yet 

Respondents still failed to stipulate to representative products. (CRB at 89.) TPL explains, in 

further detail, how the Seiko Epson WorkForce 545, the Canon Color ImageCLASS Mf9280Cdn, 

HP Pavilion dv7 Notebook Computer, and Brother MFC-J5910DW infringe the asserted claims. 

(CIB at 89-101.) 

The ALJ finds Respondents' arguments puzzling. It is not clear, what, exactly, 

Respondents are attempting to argue. At best, it appears that Respondents argue that TPL should 

not have used representative products, but do not go so far as to dispute that the products 

included in the infringement claim charts are not, in fact, representative. Indeed, it is not quite 
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clear what the significance of Mr. Buscaino' s failure, according to Respondents, to "analyze any 

of the controllers or assemblies by name" actually is. Respondents do not assert that the 

controller and connector assemblies actually perform the certain functions differently or have 

different attributes nor do they present any evidence to that effect. Respondents also do not 

assert that the information set forth in the tables is inaccurate. Rather, Respondents argue that 

the controllers and connector assemblies are manufactured differently, have different 

configurations and specifications, schematics, design considerations, etc. but do not explain or 

cite to any evidence as to how these differences would affect the assumption that the 

representative products are accurate representations of the accused products for purposes of 

infringement analysis. There is no evidence before the ALJ that these different controllers and 

connector assemblies are so different as to make the representative product an inadequate means 

of showing how these controllers or connector assemblies work. 

In sum, it appears to the ALJ that Respondents argue that TPL should not have used 

representative products and should have performed an analysis on each and every single accused 

product, but fail to present any evidence that the representative products relied upon by TPL are 

inaccurate representations of the Uncharted Products. According to Respondents, TPL should 

have charted every accused product in this investigation. Absent some showing by Respondents 

that the representative products relied upon are not, in fact, representative of all of the accust?d 

products, the ALJ will not make such an onerous requirement. Infringement analyses of 

accused products based on analyses of representative products is not a novel concept before this 

ALJ and the Commission and, given the size of Section 337 investigations and the number of 

accused products, it is a fairly common practice for complainants to use representative products 

in proving infringement. While Respondents are, of course, not required to stipulate to 
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representative products, a failure to do so, especially in cases such as this one where there is no 

genuine dispute as to whether the representative product is an accurate representation of the 

accused products, smacks of petty of gamesmanship. The purpose and focus of a Section 337 

investigation as it relates to infringement is to determine whether the accused products infringe 

the asserted patent and any means of making such a determination more streamlined and focused 

should be the goal of all parties participating in the investigation. Consequently, to the extent 

that Respondents argument appears to be that TPL has failed to prove infringement because it 

failed to chart each and every accused product, the ALJ finds such a requirement unnecessary 

given that there is no evidence before the ALJ that the representative products are inaccurate. 

VI.VALIDITY 

A. Background 

One cannot be held liable for practicing an invalid patent claim. See Pandrol USA, LP v. 

Air Boss Railway Prods., Inc., 320 F.3d 1354, 1365 (Fed. Cir. 2003). However, the claims of a 

patent are presumed to be valid. 35 U.S.C. § 282; DMI Inc. v. Deere & Co., 802 F.2d 421 (Fed. 

Cir. 1986). Although a complainant has the burden of proving a violation of section 337, it can 

rely on this presumption of validity. 

Respondents have the burden of proving invalidity of the patent. This "burden is 

constant and never changes and is to convince the court of invalidity by clear evidence." i4i v. 

Microsoft Corp, 131 S. Ct. 2338, 2243 (2010) (citing Judge Rich in American Hoist & Derrick 

Co. v. Sowa & Sons, Inc., 725 F. 2d 1350, 1360 (CA Fed. 1984)). Respondents' burden of 

persuasion never shifts. Id. The risk of "decisional uncertainty" remains on the respondent. 

Technology Licensing Corp. v. Videotek, Inc. , 545 F.3d 1316, 1327 (Fed. Cir. 2008); see also 

PowerOasis, Inc. v. T-Mobile USA, Inc. , 522 F.3d 1299, 1303, 1305 (Fed. Cir. 2008); Pfizer, Inc. 
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v. Apotex, Inc., 480 F.3d 1348, 1360 (Fed. Cir. 2007). Thus, it is Respondent's burden to prove 

by clear and convincing evidence that any of the alleged prior art references anticipate or render 

obvious the asserted claims of the patents in suit. Failure to do so means that Respondents lose 

on this point. Id. (stating, "[I]f the fact trier of the issue is left uncertain, the party with the 

burden [of persuasion] loses."). 

Respondents also bear the burden of going forward with evidence, i.e., the burden of 

production. Id. This is "a shifting burden the allocation of which depends on where in the 

process of a trial the issue arises." Id. However, this burden does not shift until a respondent 

presents "evidence that might lead to a conclusion of invalidity." Pfizer, 480 F.3d at 1360. Once 

a respondent "has presented a prima facie case of invalidity, the patentee has the burden of going 

forward with rebuttal evidence." Id. 

B. Priority Date 

The parties do not dispute that the priority dates for the '549 Patent and '623 Patent are 

June 4, 2002 and November 18, 2002, respectively. (CIB at 14-15; RIB at 181, 217.) The 

parties do dispute the priority date to which the '443, '424, and '847 Patents are entitled. 

TPL contends that the '443, '424, and '847 Patents are entitled to an effective filing date 

of July 6, 2000, which is the filing date for the '638 patent, and that they have an invention 

priority date of no later than February 18, 2000. (CIB at 233-240.) TPL only cursorily presses its 

claim that the '443, '424, and '847 Patents are entitled to an invention date of February 18, 2000. 

(See CIB at 234.) The ALJ finds that this single sentence is insufficient to prove this earlier date 
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of invention and, in any event, it is irrelevant, because only the effective filing date appears to 

have any significance to the parties' arguments in this case.4 (CIB at 233-240.) 

Respondents argue that the patents are not entitled to an effective filing date of July 6, 

2000 because the '638 patent fails to provide an adequate written description of the asserted 

claims of the '424, '443 and '847 patents. (RIB at 86-87.) Specifically, Respondents argue that 

the ' 63 8 patent fails to disclose the following limitations: 

'443 Patent, all asserted claims: 

• a controller I controller chip to map at least a subset of the at least one set of 
contact pins to a set of signal lines or power lines, based on an identified type of a 
memory media card. 

• a set of contact pins protruding from an upper or lower surface /portion of an 
adapter, wherein the set of contact pins are integrated within molded plastic 
(embedded). 

'424 and '847 Patents, all asserted claims: 

• means for mapping power, ground or data signals between said interconnection 
pins I interconnection means I signal lines and said one or more contact pins 
depending upon the identification of the type of memory card inserted into said 
port (structure: a controller). 

• a plurality of sets of contact pins mounted on said surface at locations adapted to 
interface with the electrical contacts of a corresponding one of a plurality of 
different type memory media cards when inserted into said port 

'424 Patent, all asserted claims: 

• means for identifying the type of memory card inserted into said port 

' 847 Patent, all asserted claims: 

4 The parties also disputed the date of invention for the claims that were asserted in the '63 8 Patent, but as discussed 
earlier, the '638 Patent was only asserted against Dell, which has been terminated from this investigation. Because 
this dispute was only relevant to the asserted claims of the ' 638 Patent and no other patent, the ALJ finds that this 
dispute is now MOOT and will not consider any claims of prior invention dates for the asserted claims of the '638 
Patent. 
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• a set of signal lines connected to a controller, the number of signal lines being 
fewer than the number of contact pins 

(RIB at 87-88.) 

Typically, the priority date, or effective filing date, of a patent is the date of the filing of 

the first patent application. The right to claim priority is codified in 25 U.S.C. § 120, which 

states, in pertinent part: 

An application for patent for an invention disclosed in the manner provided by the 
first paragraph of section 112 of this title in an application previously filed in the 
United States, or as provided by section 363 of this title, which is filed by an 
inventor or inventors named in the previously filed application shall have the 
same effect, as to such invention, as though filed on the date of the prior 
application, if filed before the patenting or abandonment of or termination of 
proceedings on the first application or on an application similarly entitled to the 
benefit of the filing data of the first application and if it contains or is amended to 
contain a specific reference to the earlier filed application 

Thus, to claim benefit to an earlier patent application the patentee must satisfy the 

substantive requirements of 35 U.S.C. § 112 (i.e., does the parent application "reasonably convey 

to the artisan that the inventor had possession at the time of the later claimed subject matter") 

and the procedural requirements of 35 U.S.C. § 120. See Lockwood v. Am. Airlines, Inc. , 107 

F.3d 1565, 1572 (Fed. Cir. 1997) ("a prior application itself must describe an invention, and do 

so in sufficient detail that one skilled in the art can clearly conclude that the inventor invented 

the claimed invention as of the filing date sought") (citations omitted); see also Amgen Inc. v. 

Hoechst Marion Rousell, Inc., 314 F.3d 1313, 1330 (Fed. Cir. 2003) ("Satisfaction of this 

requirement is measured by the understanding of the ordinarily skilled artisan.") (citation 

omitted). A party challenging priority date must demonstrate by clear and convincing evidence 

that the parent application does not disclose the invention at issue as of the relevant filing date. 

Certain A4justable Keyboard Support Systems and Components Thereof, Inv. No. 337-TA-670, 

Final Initial Determination at p. 77 (November 2011). 
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The ALJ finds that Respondents have failed to show by clear and convincing evidence 

that the '638 patent fails to disclose the inventions claimed in the asserted claims of the '424, 

'442. and the '847 patents. 

1. "controller/controller chip" and "means for mapping" limitations 

Respondents argue that the '638 Patent fails to disclose a controller because (1) the '638 

patent fails to disclose an "all-in-one design" that is utilized by the '424, '443 and '847 patents 

and (2) the '638 patent touts the use of passive adapters while the '424, '443 and '847 patents 

disclose and claim active adapters. (RIB at 88-90.) Specifically, Respondents note that the '638 

patent discloses the use of separate adapters and separate connectors to accommodate different 

card formats while the '424, '443 and the '847 patents discloses multiple sets of contact pins 

mounted on a single surface to interface with different card formats. (RIB at 88.) Furthermore, 

the '638 patent's disclosure of separate adapters means that an onboard controller located on the 

adapters to map contact pins to interconnection pins was not necessary. (RIB at 89-90.) 

TPL argues that the '638 Patent discloses these elements. (CIB at 239; CRB at 54-56.) 

TPL cites to specific parts of the '638 patent that it asserts discloses these elements. (CRB at 54 

(citing '63 8 Patent, figures 3B,4A-E, 5, 6, 7, 9, 10; 3: 13-48; 4:35-56; 7: 35-49,62-64; 8:5-21; 

30-42;11:6-34, 44--49; 4: 35-38; 7-35-8:12; 8:38-48; 9:4-17; 9:58- 10:1; 11:6-15; 11:38-52.) 

TPL asserts that based on these disclosures, one of ordinary skill in the art would understand 

from the specification that the inventors were in possession of a controller that maps contact pins 

to signal lines and data signals between interconnection pins/means or signal lines and contact 

pins depending on the identified type of card. (CRB at 55-56.) 

TPL further disputes Respondents' arguments that the '638 Patent negates the later­

claimed inventions of the '424, '443, and '847 Patents because the inventors, according to 
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Respondents, recognized there was no need to have an onboard controller. (CRB at 56.) As 

shown in the examples above, the inventors' disclosure explicitly calls for a single on-board 

controller I converter chip read data and identify card type. And, as evidenced by the examples 

discussed above, the on-board controller that is disclosed necessarily maps data signals 

depending on card type because 1-bit MMC and 4-bit SD share the same set of contact pins, per 

the '638 Patent's disclosure. 

The ALJ finds that Respondents have failed to show by clear and convincing evidence 

that TPL is not entitled to claim the earlier priority date based on Respondents' contention that 

the "means for mapping ... " elements are not disclosed in the '638 Patent. For example, the ALJ 

finds that the ' 638 Patent contains the following disclosures that support this element: 

• A converter chip I controller chip "that is programmed to read and write I/O pins 
that are connected to flash-memory-card connectors and USB interface. Several 
different controller and transfer routines are written and programmed .... CPU 
92 then executes these routines. A high-level scanning routine can sense when a 
flash-memory card is inserted. CPU 92 can then begins execution of another 
routine specific to that type of flash memory card. Transfer and handshake sub­
routes can then be called." '638 Patent at 10:42-53. 

• "Shifter 98 is connected to the data and clock signals from connectors ... When 
data is read from the flash-memory card, a clock is pulsed to synchronize the data 
transfer. Shifter 98 clocks in one bit (serial) or word (parallel) of data for each 
clock pulse." '638 Patent at 11 :6-13. 

• In addition, Figure 10 shows that the shifter 98 1s part of the controller or 
converter chip. '638 Patent at Fig. 10 

Accordingly, the ALJ finds that Respondents have failed to prove by clear and 

convincing that this element is not present in the '638 Patent. 

2. "Contact Pins Mounted On Said Surfac_e," "Contact Pins Integrated Within 
the Molded Plastic," and "Contact Pins Protruding From the Upper Surface" or 
"Lower Surface"/"Upper Portion or Lower Portion" 
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Respondents next argue that the ' 638 Patent does not teach the structural features of the 

contact pins that Respondents assert the '443 , '424, and '847 Patents identify as novel features of 

their later-filed applications. (RIB at 90.) Specifically, Respondents contend that the '638 

Patent does not refer to adapters that are made of molded plastic, to embedding contact pins in 

the molded plastic, or to contact pins that protrude from upper or lower surfaces of the molded 

plastic. (RIB at 90-91.) Respondents argue that the '638 Patent's disclosure of a "connector" is 

insufficient because "connector" can include plastic and non-plastic connectors and Respondents 

assert that plastic connectors were identified as an improvement in the ' 443 Patent. (RIB at 91.) 

Moreover, Respondents argue that TPL distinguished the '443 Patent over the prior art because it 

used molded plastic. (RIB at 91.) Respondents also argue that the '638 Patent does not disclose 

multiple sets of contact pins mounted to a housing surfaces at a location adapted to interface with 

different cards. (RIB at 91 .) 

TPL argues that while the ' 638 Patent does not use the word "molded plastic," it does 

disclose "connectors" and a person of ordinary skill would have understood that to include 

connectors made of molded plastic. (CIB at 235-236; CRB at 56-58.) TPL also makes similar 

arguments with respect to whether the contacts should protrude from the connector. (CIB at 236-

237.) 

The ALJ agrees with TPL that Respondents have not shown that the ' 443, '424, and ' 847 

Patents are not entitled to the effective filing date of the ' 638 Patent because they do not disclose 

the connectors and contact pins claims in those patents. As TPL has shown, the '638 Patent does 

disclose connectors. ('638 Patent at Figure 3B, 2:38-50, 3:29-35, 4:21-24, 7:45-59, 7:62-8:32, 

8:30-35, 8:67-9:3, 12:34-41 , 19:19-26.) Moreover, as TPL has further shown, a person of 

ordinary skill would have understood this disclose to include the claimed connectors and contact 
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pms. (CX-0944C at Q/A 134, 135A, 136, 138; Tr. 397:22-287:8, 401:9-402:7, 610:7-25.) 

Accordingly, the ALJ fmds that Respondents' arguments fail to carry their burden of proof and 

are rejected. 

3. Means for Identifying a Type of Card 

Respondents also argue that the '638 Patent fails to disclose a means for identifying a 

type of card as recited in the asserted claims of the '424 Patent. Respondents argue that Order 

No. 23 identifies card detect lines and the binary state of data lines as part of the structure 

corresponding to this means element. (RIB at 92.) Respondents contend that the '638 Patent has 

no disclosure of the structure that corresponds to the use of card detect lines multiplexed with 

data lines of another card format. Thus, Respondents argue that the '638 Patent does not disclose 

the full scope of the means for identifying. (RIB at 92.) 

TPL responds that associated structure for the "means for identifying ... " is a controller 

and that it is undisputed that the '638 Patent discloses a controller. (CRB at 59.) Moreover, TPL 

argues that the '63 8 Patent teaches using a controller to identify the type of card inserted into the 

port. (CRB at 59 (citing CX-0944C at Q/A 168-169; '638 Patent, Figs 4A-E, 5 (pins 25, 26), 

4:60-7:32, 8:14-21 , 10:42-53, and 11:44-57).) Moreover, TPL notes that the '638 Patent states 

"Converter chip 40 detects when a flash-memory card has been inserted into one of the 

connectors." (CRB at 59 (quoting '638 Patent, 8:38-42).) Thus, TPL argues a person of ordinary 

skill would understand that the inventors were in possession of a controller for identifying the 

type of memory card inserted into said port at the time of filing. 

The ALJ agrees with TPL that the specification contains adequate disclosure of the 

means for identifying a type of card. (See CX-0944C at Q&A 168-169; '638 Patent, Figs 4A-E, 
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5 (pins 25, 26), 4:60-7:32, 8:14-21, 8:38-42, 10:42-53, and 11:44-57.) Accordingly, the ALJ 

finds that Respondents have not shown that this element is not disclosed in the '638 Patent. 

4. Fewer Signal Lines Than Contact Pins 

Respondents contend that the '638 Patent also fails to disclose the '847 Patent's 

limitation that the number of signal lines in the adapter be fewer than the number of contact pins 

provided within the housing. (RIB at 92.) Respondents argue that TPL's expert "acknowledged 

that the elements that he identified from the '638 Patents [sic.] as allegedly teaching this feature 

- a double arrow connecting a converter chip 40 to a connector 44 in FIG. 3B and a connection 

between USB chip 40 and connector 64 in FIG. 6 - do not disclose a structure that provides 

fewer signal lines for contact pins provided in a housing." (RIB at 92.) Respondents assert that 

"[w]ith respect to the FIG. 3B configuration, Mr. Buscaino testified there are 50 signal lines for a 

50 pin CompactFlash connector 44." (RIB at 92 (citing Tr. 649:23-650:8).) Respondents further 

assert that " [f]or the FIG. 6 configuration, [Mr. Buscaino] testified there are 9 signal lines for a 9 

pin MMC/SD connector." (RIB at 92 (citing Tr. 651:4-20).) Respondents argue that this 

demonstrates that there are an equal number of signal lines as contact pins, not fewer as the ' 84 7 

Patent's claims require. (RIB at 92-93.) Respondents further dispute TPL's contention that the 

number of pins in connector 44 is fewer than the number of pins on the controller 40. (RRB at 

54.) Respondents argue that this still does not provide support the priority date because TPL 

does not discuss "signal lines" or "contact pins" in its argument. Respondents argue that TPL 

"confusingly compares pins on a controller to pins on a connector 44 that receives adapters and 

not memory cards." (RRB at 54.) Respondents assert that controller 40 is not a housing having 

a port and surface with pins adapted to interface with the electrical contacts of memory cards and 

thus its pins are not contact pins. 
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TPL responds by arguing that Mr. Buscaino testified that this element is disclosed by 

Figure 3B (double arrow), 6, 7, and 9 (line connection 40 and 64). (CIB at 240 (citing CX-

0944C at Q/A 187-188).) TPL argues that Mr. Buscaino explained that signal lines are the 

electrical paths between the interconnection pins and the pins on the controller chip and are 

usually traces on the PCB on which the chips and connectors are mounted. (CIB at 240.) TPL 

argues that as shown in Figure 3B of the ' 638 Patent, the number of pins in the connector 44 are 

fewer in number than the pins on controller 40. (CIB at 240.) 

The ALJ agrees with TPL that Respondents have failed to show that this element is not 

met. As an initial matter, the ALJ notes that the only evidence cited by Respondents are snippets 

of testimony by Mr. Buscaino on cross examination. They point to no testimony by their own 

expert. As TPL explained, the number of connections on the controller are fewer than the 

number of connections at the connector. Contrary to what Respondents claim, this is not 

irrelevant. This demonstrates that while each connection in the connector has electrical 

connection connected to it, some of those connections are in fact the same signal line. Moreover, 

TPL offered evidence, namely the testimony of Mr. Buscaino, that this element is disclosed in 

the '638 Patent. While the ALJ believes that the evidence offered by both sides leaves much to 

be desired, the ALJ cannot say that Respondents have demonstrated by clear and convincing 

evidence that claim 1 is not entitled to claim priority to the '847 Patent. See Certain Adjustable 

Keyboard Support Systems and Components Thereof, Inv. No. 337-TA-670, Final Initial 

Determination at p. 77, 93. 

5. Other Elements 

Respondents also raise in their Post-Hearing Reply Brief a number new elements that 

they claim are not contained in the '638 Patent that were not contained in their Opening Post 
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Hearing Brief. The ALJ declines to consider these new arguments raised for the first time in their 

reply brief. Respondents bear the burden of showing that TPL' s patents are not entitled to claim 

priority to the parent application disclosed on their face. Respondents failed to raise these 

arguments in their opening brief. Moreover, Respondents' reply brief contains only the barest 

amount of argument (a single paragraph) and cites no evidence to support their clear and 

convincing evidence burden. Arguments that are not supported, particularly for arguments on 

which a party bears the burden of proof by clear and convincing evidence, will not be considered. 

While TPL did provide some argument in its opening brief on these points because they were 

contained in Respondents pre-hearing briefs, the ALJ will not allow Respondents to raise new 

arguments on which they bear the burden of proof in their reply brief. Accordingly, the ALJ 

finds that Respondents ' arguments that the ' 638 Patent does not disclose xD cards or Wi-Fi is 

waived. 

C. The Prior Art Devices 

Respondents have put forward three prior art devices that they contend (in various 

combinations) anticipate or render obvious the asserted claims of the asserted patents. Because 

these three references all raise common threshold issues of public availability and clear and 

convincing proof of their content, the ALJ considers those issues separately here. These devices 

are the Atech Pro II, the Dazzle 6-in-1 DM-8400, and the MultiFlash Device. 

1. Atech Pro II 

Respondents contend that the asserted claims of the '623 Patent and the '549 Patent are 

invalid under 35 U.S.C. §§ 102 (a) and (b) based on the Pro II that was allegedly sold by Atech 

Flash Technology, Inc. ("Atech"). (RIB at 230.) Respondents argue that the Pro II sold 

beginning in October 2001. (RIB at 230.) Respondents assert that the Pro II was manufactured 
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by a company called 

(RIB at 230.) Respondents further claim that on 

November 15, 2001 , the Pro II device was publicly displayed at an electronics show in Las 

Vegas, Nevada. (RIB at 230.) Respondents also point to a review allegedly published on 

November 15, 2001 and some U.S. sales that allegedly occurred in February 22, 2002. (RIB at 

230.) 

Respondents argue that TPL' s examination of Mr. Eric Liu, who Respondents contend 

"designed and oversaw the production of the Pro II in 2001 , and sold the Pro II in 2001 , 2002, 

and beyond," did not establish that "any of Mr. Liu' s documents or testimony are unreliable." 

(RIB at 231.) Respondents argue that Mr. McAlexander's opinion is "based on many different 

kinds of evidence, each of which buttresses the reliability of the evidence as a whole." (RIB at 

231.) 

TPL argues that Respondents have failed to prove that the Pro II device functioned the 

way they claim or that it existed when they claim. (CIB at 247.) TPL notes that Respondents 

principal witness regarding the Pro II device, Mr. Eric Liu, provided and testified documents that 

he obtained from web searches after he received a subpoena in this investigation. (CIB at 247.) 

TPL argues that the only proof Respondents have of the functionality of the Pro II device is 

based on a model that may have been manufactured in 2003. (CIB at 248.) TPL asserts that 

there is no corroboration of documentation regarding the functionality of the Pro II device in 

2002 or before. (CIB at 248.) For example, TPL contends that RX-346, an internet review of 

the Pro II, contains no details about how the device functions and notes that the author had not 

received a device yet. (CIB at 248.) As for RX-0354C, TPL asserts that Mr. Liu obtained the 

document from the internet after he could not confirm that the document corresponded to the 
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controller that was used in the Pro II device sold before the critical date. (CIB at 248-49.) In fact, 

TPL argues that Mr. Liu based his belief that RX-0354C related to the correct controller.based 

on some information that - told Atech, which - based on information that was 

allegedly provided by the chip maker. (CIB at 249.) TPL argues that this fails to meet clear and 

convincing evidence. 

The ALJ agrees with TPL that Respondents have not proved that the Atech Pro II device, 

as analyzed by Mr. McAlexander, was available before the priority date for the '632 and '549 

Patents. While the ALJ agrees that Respondents offered evidence that devices that are possibly 

similar to the Pro II that Mr. McAlexander analyzed may have been available and sold before the 

critical date, Respondents failed to establish by clear and convincing evidence how those devices 

functioned at that time. Indeed, the testimony of Mr. Liu falls far short of clear and convincing 

evidence. While Mr. Liu offered some testimony as to the functionality, the documents he 

offered to corroborate his testimony and confirm the functionality of the device were all obtained 

from internet searches long after the fact and many of them were only obtained after TPL sent a 

demand letter asserting patent infringement to his company. For example, Mr. Liu admitted that 

RX-346 contained no technical details about how the device operated. (Tr. 125:12-25.) The 

ALJ further finds that Respondents contentions are undermined by their reliance on RX-0354C, a 

-
specification sheet for the controller Mr. Liu believes was used in the Pro II. 

However, Mr. Liu admitted on the stand that he never had seen the document before he 

"Googled it" when he was searching for documents in response to the subpoena in this 

investigation that was served on him in 2012. (Tr. 132:22-133:17.) Mr. Liu further stated that 

he "assumed" that this was correct document, but did not know for certain. (Tr. 131:16-19.) 

Moreover, he admitted that there may be different version of the spec sheet. (Tr. 131 :3-8, 131 :9-
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15.) Indeed, Mr. Liu testified that he only learned that this may be the controller from 

discussions he allegedly had with a manufacturer of the device and from testing documents that 

were not submitted into evidence. This does not meet a clear and convincing evidence standard. 

Thus, the ALJ finds this evidence to be insufficient to establish by clear and convincing evidence 

that the Pro II analyzed by Respondents was available before the priority dates for the '623 

and ' 549 Patents. 

2. Dazzle 6-in-1 DM-8400 

Respondents contend that the Dazzle 6-in-1 DM-8400 is prior art to the '623, '443,'424, 

and ' 84 7 Patents because Respondents allege that it was on sale and was first made available to 

the public as of October 24, 2001. (RIB at 236.) The ALJ has already determined that 

the '443,'424, and '847 Patents are entitled to a priority date before October 24, 2001 , so the 

Dazzle 6-in-1 DM-8400 is not prior art for those patents. The only remaining issue is whether 

the Dazzle 6-in-1 DM-8400 is prior art for the '623 Patent. 

The Respondents argue that they have proven that the Dazzle 6-in-1 DM-8400 ("Dazzle 

Reader") is prior art. (RIB at 236.) Respondents contend that TPL only "complains that witness' 

memories might be incorrect" or that documents produced by corporate and individuals may be 

facially incorrect. (RRB at 64.) Respondents argue that at the hearing they supported their 

invalidity challenges with reference to numerous evidentiary sources that demonstrate the prior 

art documents and products were published or publicly available prior to the effective filing dates 

of TPL's patents. (RRB at 64-68.) In response, Respondents complain that TPL attempts to 

attack the credibility or authenticity of certain isolated pieces of this evidence, ignoring the 

plethora of evidence that contradicts its theory. (RRB at 64-68.) Respondents argue that they 

have submitted evidence regarding the prior art products that is "self-corroborative," and as a 
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whole shows that the prior art products are in fact prior art and invalidate the asserted claims of 

the Asserted Patents. (RRB at 64-68.) 

The ALJ agrees with TPL that Respondents have failed to prove by clear and convincing 

evidence that the Dazzle Reader is prior art to the '623 Patent. Respondents arguments that they 

have met their burden in proving that the Dazzle Reader is prior art fall wide from the mark for a 

number of reasons. First, Respondents mistake not only who bears the burden of proving the 

reference is prior art, but also what their burden is. TPL is free to challenge the evidence that 

Respondents submitted because Respondents bear the burden of showing that the Dazzle Reader 

is prior art by clear and convincing evidence. 

Second, Respondents failed to even present any evidence, besides a cursory assertion that 

the Dazzle Reader was prior art in their opening brief. This alone would be sufficient to warrant 

finding that they have failed to carry their burden. 

Third, TPL is correct about many of their complaints about the "evidence" that 

Respondents have submitted. For example, the ALJ agrees with TPL and finds that the 

testimony and evidence submitted by Mr. Balasubramanian is entitled to almost no weight. 

While Respondents are correct that Mr. Balasubramanian did testify that he created his summary 

document that Respondents rely on (RX-0182C) "as part of [his] way of getting familiar with all 

the products ... to increase my knowledge of it ... ", the ALJ does not find it to be entitled to much 

weight for a number of reasons. First, the document was prepared years after the events it 

allegedly documents happened. (RX-0177C at 194:21-195:23, 196:13-197:4). Second, involve 

events in which Mr. Balasubramanian was not involved. (RX-0177C at 194:21-195:23, 196:13-

197:4). Third, Mr. Balasubramanian's reasons for producing such a document were not very 

clear nor was it clear that it was meant to be an accurate record of the actual dates when these 
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events occurred. Indeed, the very nature of the document and its emphasis on dates is not the 

sort of document an engineer prepares to get himself familiar with products. Given that the 

timing of this document coincides with the beginning of TPL's licensing campaign (see infra 

Section VII.C), the ALJ suspects that this document may have been motivated at least in part by 

the possibility of litigation with TPL. Such documents are "dripping with motivations to 

misrepresent." Hoffman v. Palmer, 129 F.2d 976, 991 (2d Cir.1942) ( Frank, J.) (documents 

prepared for litigation are "dripping with motivations to misrepresent"), affd, 318 U.S. 109. In 

sum, the ALJ finds that these circumstances make this document extremely suspect and leads the 

ALJ to question Mr. Balasubramian's assertions. 

In addition, Mr. Balasubramanian' s testimony is further suspect because he does not 

know who first sold the Dazzle 6-in-l. (RX-0177C at 206:14-21). He does not know how many 

versions of the Dazzle 6-in-1 were offered for sale because he "didn't handle that product." 

(RX-0177C at 240:3-7.) When was asked when the Dazzle 6-in-1 was first sold, he testified: 

"I'm not aware of that one. The sales -- the sales detail, I'm not aware of it." (RX-0177C at 

149:19-23.) Because press releases "usually [] comes when there is already a customer 

commitment," he "assum[ed]" it was sold in late 2001, but further testified "I don't know that." 

(RX-0177C at 149:19-150:9.) 

Mr. Balasubramanian had no knowledge of some of the exhibits Respondents seek to 

introduce to support their date. For example, Respondents' counsel brought to his deposition 

document IDEN-ITC-0000034, which was marked as Exhibit 17 (now RX-0637). Mr. 

Balasubramanian testified that Exhibit 17 "wouldn't have come from me. I don't recall printing 

this." (RX-0177C at 142:5-9). Despite being Bates-stamped with his company's name, Identive, 

he could not testify to ever having seen Exhibit 17. He is merely "assuming" Exhibit 17 is the 
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same as the article he "chanced upon" in 2007. (RX-0177C, 141 :22-142:3). Mr. 

Balasubramanian was then shown Exhibit 29 (now, RX-0203), which has a different URL than 

Exhibit 17 and has a Hewlett-Packard Bates label, not an Identive label. In his deposition, he 

believed that Exhibit 29 was the basis for the "2001" introduction date entry on RX-0182C, but, 

as TPL points out, Exhibit 29 was produced by HP in this investigation and did not come from 

Identive or Mr. Balasubramanian. Compare RX-0203 (HP059512) with RX-0637 (IDEN­

ITC0000034); (RX-0177C at 177:1-11). The ALJ further notes that Mr. Balasubramanian was 

not even able to distinguish between a Dazzle 6-in-1 and a Dazzle 8-in-l. (RX-0177C at 179:9-

18). 

Respondents also rely on Mr. Warner's testimony. However, as TPL points out, Mr. 

Warner was also shown Balasubramanian Exhibit 17 (RX-0637). He did not recall r.eading the 

document before his deposition, was not sure where it came from, and believed the content came 

from SCM "[b]ecause it says so." (Tr. 1446:14-1447:14). Mr. Warner testified on cross­

examination that SCM made different Dazzle 6-in-1 ' sand that different Dazzle 6-in-1 's operated 

differently depending on when they were made, but he did not know how or in what manner the 

different Dazzle 6-in-1 's would operate differently. (Tr. 1447:15-1448:6). 

TPL also notes .that Mr. McAlexander relies on an engineering report from Techlnsights 

for the Dazzle 6-in-1 DM-8400. TPL argues that that particular product in the report was 

manufactured in the seventh week of 2002 as indicated by the "0207" in the serial number. (Tr. 

1519:7-25). The product could not have been sold in the U.S. until after it was made in China in 

2002 and then shipped. (Tr. 1520: 1-11 ). 

Mr. McAlexander never reviewed the controller specifications for the Dazzle 6-in-1 DM-

8400. (Tr. 1521:15-19). The test run by Techlnsights on the Dazzle 6-in-1 DM-8400 was 
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"corrupted." (Tr. 1530: 14-25). Mr. McAlexander testified that either the product or the card 

"wasn't operating correctly." (Tr. 1531:1-17). Later, he believed it was the card that was not 

operating correctly. (Tr. 1532:16-1533:3). He also had Techlnsights tear down and test another 

Dazzle product manufactured in 2003. (Tr. 1533:4-1534:6, 1534:15-25). That testing showed 

the later manufactured Dazzle product could read SD cards in 4 bit mode. (Tr.1535:9-19). 

The ALJ finds that the evidence presented by Respondents simply does not permit the 

ALJ to find that the Dazzle Reader was available in November 2001. The ALJ reviewed Mr. 

Balasubramanian's testimony and found that it was not credible and, further, he lacked firsthand 

knowledge of when these devices were available. The testimony of Mr. Warner provided little 

insight into the date that the products were available. Finally, the devices tested by Mr. 

McAlexander do not confirm that the products functioned the way Respondents claim before the 

priority date. Accordingly, the ALJ finds that Respondents have failed to meet the clear and 

convincing standard of proof regarding the Dazzle Reader. 

3. MultiFlash Product 

Respondents contend the AcomData MultiFlash product is prior art to the '443, '424, 

and '84 7, and '549 Patents with an April 2001 sale date. The ALJ has found that the priority 

date or the '443, '424, and '847 Patents is before April 2001 , and therefore the MultiFlash 

Product is not prior art for those patents. As for the '549 Patent, Respondents contend that it 

was available before the date of the invention of June 4, 2002. The ALJ finds that Respondents 

have failed to show by clear and convincing evidence that the MultiFlash was available by that 

date for several reasons. Respondents argue that MultiFlash was on sale by April 2001 and they 

further contend that it was available by July 2001. (RIB at 195.) Respondents fail to argue for 

any other date, but evidence does not support either of those dates and there is no evidence in the 
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record that supports a finding by clear and convincing evidence that it was available even by 

the '549 Patent date of invention. 

First, the controller chip used in the MultiFLASH product 

shown, however, has a date of "0139." (RX-0846C at 9). TPL presented "0139" means the chip 

was manufactured on the thirty-ninth week of 2001. (Tr 1522:7-1523:13). While the chip might 

have been available by that point, there is no evidence to support when the product was actually 

made available. At best, it shows that Respondents' assertion that the product was available in 

April 2001 does not match the evidence because the controller chip was not even manufactured 

until months after the date on which Respondents claim the finished product was sold. 

Respondents offer no alternative evidence that would support a finding by clear and convincing 

evidence about when it was available. 

Second, Respondents cite to RX-0288C.0004-7 and argue the MultiFlash product 

appeared on Steve's Digicams website on July 18, 2001. Id. However, the ALJ finds that RX-

0288C.4-7 is a document for the Iomega Click! Drive and does not support a finding by clear and 

convincing evidence that this particular device was available on that date. Respondents also cite 

to RX-1001.0004 to argue the MultiFlash product was on sale by April 6, 2001. (RIB at 126.) 

The ALJ finds, however, that although RX-1001.0004 may have been the AcomData website at 

some point in time, this page does not contain a product called the "AcomData MultiFlash." 

Rather, it refers to a "Flash! USB Memory Card Reader" and a "Multi-Format Memory Card 

Reader." The document does not indicate any product is on sale, much less the exact 

"MultiFlash product" Respondents contend is prior art. (RX-1001.0004.) Respondents have no 

evidence that the product pictured is the same or similar to the physical product claimed to be 
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prior art. (RPX-0002.) Further, the document is undated other than the archive address at the 

bottom of the page. (RX-1001.0004.) 

Third, Respondents submitted no evidence to date the image on any website. In fact, RX-

0288 discussing the Dazzle 6-in-1 and the Multi~lash is one of the examples that shows why the 

Internet Archive's Affidavit is correct that images may have been placed on a page later than the 

dated HTML file. RX-288.34 places a time stamp of February 11 , 2002 for the HTML file 

according to the URL text. ("http://web.archive.org/web/20020211185459/http://www.steves­

digicams.com/2002_reviews/dazzle_6inl.html.") However, the date of the image relied on by 

Respondents is dated August 7, 2006-1 ,638 days after the HTML purportedly was present. 

RX-0288.35 discusses the MultiFlash and places a date of July 30, 2001 for the HTML file 

according to the URL text. ("http://web.archive.org/web/20010730070740/http://www.steves­

digicams.com/2001_reviews/multiflash.html.") However, the image relied on by Respondents is 

dated August 6, 2003-737 days after the text. 

("http://web.archive.org/web/20030806082527im _ /http://www.steves­

digicams.com/images4/multiflash _ drives.jpg") 

Finally, Respondents' expert, Mr. McAlexander, relies on Steve' s Digicam website 

review of a MultiFlash product in an attempt to establish how the product operated in April 2001 . 

(Tr.1504:18-1505:20.) However, Mr. McAlexander relies on an engineering report showing the 

"0139" date for the controller chip, and inexplicably concludes that the tested product functioned 

the same as the MultiFLASH product shown in the Steve' s Digicams July 18, 2001 review and 

could read SD and MMC cards. (RX-0288 at 34-37); (Tr.1504:18-1505:20). He relies on this 

information despite the fact that the Digicams review states "I have no Secure Digital or 

MultiMediaCard cards here so I could not try them .... " (Tr. 1505:21-1506:10). Further, the 
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Steve' s Digicams document was produced as part of the Internet Archive' s Affidavit that says 

"images that appear on a page may not have been archived on the same date as the HTML file. " 

(RX-0288 at 1). The website states that MMC or SD cards were not tested; however, the picture 

on the website shows an MMC card. (Tr. 1505:21-1506:10); (RX-0288 at 34, 36). Respondents 

submitted no evidence to date the image on any website. Thus, the ALJ finds that Respondents' 

evidence fails to meet the clear and evidence standard of proof. 

D. The '443, '424, and '847 Patents 

Respondents offer at least 10 different invalidity defenses against these three related 

patents. As in other areas of their brief, Respondents ' arguments suffer from their efforts to 

retain as many arguments as possible. The ALJ now proceeds through the bog of arguments 

Respondents raise to attempt to find those potentially meritorious defenses. 

1. The Lipponen Patents 

Respondents argue that the assert claims of the '443, '424, and '847 Patents are rendered 

invalid by U.S. Patent No. 6,612,498 ("the '498 Patent") (RX-0807) and EP 1 037 159 ("the 

EP ' 159 Patent"), which Respondents group together and call the Lipponen Patents. (RIB at 97-

111.) The ALJ declines to consider these references together. Either the '498 Patent or the 

EP '159 Patent anticipates, not an amalgamation of both. While the two Lipponen references are 

certainly related-they have similar specifications and claim priority to the same Finnish patent 

application, the law of anticipation requires a single prior art reference that includes all the 

elements of the claim in the four comers of the document. See Net Money In, Inc. v. Verisign, 

Inc. , 545 F.3d 1359, 1369 (Fed. Cir. 2008) ("[T]he proponent [of anticipation] must show that 

the four comers of a single, prior art document describe every element of the claimed invention. 

(quotation marks omitted).). The ALJ further notes that "differences between the prior art 

104 



PUBLIC VERSION 

reference and a claimed invention, however slight, invoke the question of obviousness, not 

anticipation." Id. at 1371. Respondents do not cite to these separate references separately, but 

instead merge them together into one reference obscuring one from the other, which creates the 

potential for finding anticipation in a situation where the element is not found in both references. 

It appears that the bulk of Respondents' pinpoint citations are to the EP ' 159 Patent, so the ALJ 

will only consider that patent in his invalidity analysis. The ALJ will not risk confusing the 

matter by taking Respondents ' approach of inexplicably combining references together. 

The ALJ finds that the EP '159 Patent published on September 20, 2000. (RX-0985.) 

Thus, the ALJ finds that the EP ' 159 Patent is prior art under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a). 

The ALJ finds that Respondents have failed to prove that the EP ' 159 Patent discloses a 

"multi-memory media adapter" and therefore cannot anticipate the asserted claims the '443, '424, 

and ' 84 7 Patents. The ALJ finds that while Respondents have shown that the invention disclosed 

in the EP ' 159 Patent supports two types of cards, there is only one memory media card 

disclosed. (RX-0985 at if 0002.) The ALJ finds that Respondents have not shown by clear and 

convincing evidence that SIM cards or "Subscriber Identification Module" cards, the other type 

of card disclosed, are memory cards. (Id.) TPL provided evidence that SIM cards are embedded 

integrated circuits used primarily for identification purposes in mobile telephone devices. (Id.) 

Accordingly, the ALJ finds that Respondents have failed to show that the EP ' 159 anticipates the 

asserted claims of the '443, '424, and '847 Patents. (See CX-1205C at Q/A 440-465.) 

As for obviousness, Respondents offer barely half a page of analysis of why the 

Lipponen Patents would render the asserted claims of the '443, '424, and ' 847 Patents obvious. 

They offer the same boilerplate motivation to combine: "The combination of references would 

have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art because the references are in the same 
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field, the references show housing for similar memory cards, any combination would be a trivial 

modification capable of being implemented as a mere workshop improvement, and any such 

combination would yield predictable and expected results." (RIB at 105-106.) This same 

reasoning is repeated elsewhere Respondents brief. (RIB at 122, 214.) 

A little more than one page of analysis is simply insufficient to overcome the 

presumption of validity and to meet the clear and convincing standard of proof for invalidity of 

three patent claims. See Certain Mobile Devices, Associated Software and Components Thereof, 

Inv. No. 337-TA-744, Final Initial Determination, at 117 (December 20, 2011) (unreviewed in 

relevant part). 

2. The SD Specification 

Respondents ' arguments regarding invalidity based on the SD Specification are based 

TPL' s infringement assertions against the accused products for the "mapping" elements of the 

asserted claims. (RIB at 114-118.) The ALJ rejected TPL' s infringement arguments for 

"mapping." (See supra Section V.B.1.) In light of that determination, the ALJ finds that 

Respondents have failed to show by clear and convincing evidence that that the SD Specification 

meets the "mapping" limitation of the asserted claims of '443, '424, and ' 847 Patents. 

Accordingly, the ALJ finds that Respondents have not shown by clear and convincing evidence 

that the asserted claims of the '443, '424, and ' 847 Patents are rendered invalid by the SD 

Specification. 

3. MultiFLASH Product 

As the ALJ found above, Respondents failed to prove by clear and convincing evidence 

that MultiFLASH is not prior art to the '443 , '424, and ' 847 Patents. (See supra Section VI.C.3.) 
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Accordingly, the ALJ finds that Respondents have not proven that the MultiFLASH product 

renders the asserted claims of the '443 , ' 424, and ' 847 Patents invalid. 

4. Dazzle 6-in-1 DM-8400 Reader 

As discussed above, the Respondents have failed to show that the Dazzle 6-in-1 DM-

8400 Reader is prior art to the '443 , '424, and ' 847 Patents. (See supra SectionVI.C.2.) In 

addition to those general reasons stated above, the ALJ finds two additional reasons why the 

Dazzle 6-in-1 DM-8400 Reader fails to render the asserted claims of the '443 and '424 Patents 

invalid. First, because the ALJ has found that the ' 443 and '424 Patents have a priority date of 

July 6, 2000, even ifthe Respondents proved the October 2001 date, the Dazzle 6-in-1 DM-8400 

would still not be prior art. Second, the Respondents base their invalidity allegations on the fact 

that they allege that the Dazzle reader, as with the accused products, has a SD/MMC slot. Thus, 

Respondents contend that if the accused products infringe and the ALJ found that the shared 

SD/MMC slot constituted "mapping," then the Dazzle reader would also invalidate those claims. 

However, the ALJ found that the shared SD/MMC slot to not practice mapping as claimed in 

the ' 443 and '424, so the Dazzle reader would also not invalidate the asserted claims. 

5. The Sun References 

Respondents argue that the asserted claims of the '443, '424, and ' 847 Patents are 

invalidated by two related prior art references, Japanese patent publication JP2001-184462 

("the '462 Publication") (RX-0821) and U.S. Patent No. 6,663,007 ("the '007 Patent") (RX-

0819), which Respondents refer collectively to as the Sun References.5 The '462 Publication 

published on July 6, 2001 and therefore is not prior art to the '443, '424, and '847 Patents under 

5 The ALJ notes that once again Respondents confusingly collect several related, but separate, prior art publications 
and confusingly refer to them as a single reference. 
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the effective filing date of July 6, 2000. (RX-0821.) The ' 007 Patent was filed on November 13, 

2000 and issued on December 13, 2003 and is therefore also not prior art to the '443, '424, 

and ' 847 Patents under the effective filing date of July 6, 2000. (RX-0819.) Accordingly, the 

ALJ finds that Respondents have not shown that the Sun References invalidate the asserted 

claims of the '443, ' 424, and ' 847 Patents because they are not prior art. 

6. The '928 Publication 

Respondents assert that Japanese patent publication JP Hll-15928 ("the ' 928 

Publication") invalidates the asserted claims of the '443 , '424, and ' 847 Patents. (RIB at 153-

154.) The ALJ finds that the '928 Publication, which published on January 22, 1999, is prior art 

to the '443, '424, and ' 847 Patents under 35 U.S.C. 102(b). (RX-0817.) 

The ALJ begins by noting that Respondents contend that the '928 Publication renders 

obvious all of the asserted claims of the '443, '424, and ' 847 Patents. However, its analysis is 

limited only to "[t]hose claims are rendered obvious by the ' 928 Publication." Even if these 

conflicting statements could somehow be reconciled,This is grossly inadequate. Thus, the ALJ 

finds that Respondents have failed to prove the asserted claims of the '443 , '424, and ' 847 

Patents are rendered obvious by the '928 Publication. 

As for Respondents ' anticipation analysis, it is only very slightly better, but the ALJ finds 

that it is still inadequate. There is no element-by-element analysis as required by the ALJ's 

Ground Rules. There is one paragraph of discussion of some generic elements of the '443, '424, 

and '847 Patents that Respondents appear to apply to all of the patents. (RIB at 153-154.) The 

only specific discussion of the '443, '424, and '847 Patents with respect to the ' 928 Publication 

is a single sentence for each patent: "The '928 publication discloses all of the limitations of the 

asserted claims [list of asserted claims] of the ['443, '424, or ' 847 Patent] and, therefore the '928 
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publication anticipates the asserted claims." (RIB at 154.) The ALJ finds that this is inadequate 

to carry Respondents' burden to prove invalidity by clear and convincing evidence. Accordingly, 

the ALJ finds that Respondents have failed to prove invalidity under the '928 Publication by 

clear and convincing evidence. 

7. Toshiba Prior Art 

Respondents argue that the asserted claims of the '443, '424, and '847 Patents are invalid 

as obvious over what they designated the "Toshiba Prior Art": (1) the TC6375AF Controller chip 

(RX-0862); and (2) the "Saito" patents (RX-0883; RX-2383.) Respondents contend that the 

datasheet for the TC6375AF constitutes a prior art publication because it bears a publication date 

of February 15, 2002 and identifies other version of the datasheet that were issued March 7, 2001 

(revision 0.94) and May 18, 2001 (revision 1.00). (RX-0862.125.) Setting aside that 

Respondents presented no evidence regarding the public availability of this datasheet or 

confirming the date it was available, the ALJ finds that the TC6375AF is not prior art because 

even if Respondents' contentions are correct it was available after the priority date for 

the '443, '424, and '847 Patents. (RX-0862.125.) 

As for the Saito Patents, the ALJ finds that they are also not prior art. The Japanese 

application JP 2001-223044 (RX-2383) published on August 17, 2001, which is after the priority 

date for the '443, '424, and '847 Patents. (RX-2383.) Accordingly, the ALJ finds that it is not 

prior art. Respondents assert that the U.S. counterpart of the Sato patents (RX-0883) has a 

priority date of August 18, 2002. (RIB at 155.) The ALJ finds that the U.S. counterpart of the 

Sato patents is not prior art to the '443, '424, and '847 Patents. (RX-0883.) 

Moreover, even assuming that the TC6375AF data sheet and the Saito Patents are prior 

art, Respondents provided no motivation to combine these two references. (RIB at 154-158.) 
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Accordingly, because Respondents have not shown that the Toshiba Prior Art is prior art, 

the ALJ finds that the Toshiba Prior Art does not render the asserted claims of the '443, '424, 

and '84 7 Patents obvious. 

8. Indefiniteness 

Respondents contend that the asserted claims of the '424 and '847 Patents, which each 

recite the claim element "a means for mapping power ground or data signals between said 

[interconnection pins/interconnection means/signal lines] and said one or more contact pins 

depending upon the identification of the type of memory card inserted into said port," are invalid 

because they are indefinite under 35 U.S.C. § 112(f) for failing to disclose an adequate algorithm. 

Respondents argue that while the corresponding structure is a controller, there is no disclosure of 

the algorithm to perform mapping for that controller. Respondents assert that without an 

algorithm or any other limiting structure the asserted claims of the '424 and '847 Patents are 

invalid as a matter of law. The ALJ finds that the testimony of Mr. Buscaino persuasive and the 

ALJ finds the citations therein sufficiently disclose an algorithm for mapping. (See Tr. 830:1-24; 

CX-1205C at Q/A 1166-1184.) Accordingly, the ALJ finds that Respondents have failed to 

prove by clear and convincing evidence that the asserted claims of the '424 and '847 Patents are 

invalid as indefinite under 35 U.S.C. § 112(f). 

9. New Matter 

Respondents argue that the asserted claims of the '424 Patent are invalid under 35 U.S.C. 

§ 112(a) because they rely on new matter. (RIB at 161-162.) Specifically, Respondents contend 

that the "means for identifying the type of card inserted into said port" element does not find 

support in the original '424 Patent specification. (RIB at 161.) Respondents point to the 

structure identified for this element ('424 Patent at 6:36-53), and claim that part of this section is 
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new matter that was added by amendment when the '424 Patent was pending at the USPTO. 

(RJB at 162.) Respondents assert that when TPL added this material, it argued that the added 

material was present in the ' 638 Patent, but Respondents argue that it was not. (RJB at 162.) 

Respondents content that "[t]he description as it appears in the '638 Patent, described card detect 

lines that appeared in three separate, format-specific passive adapters 30, 32, 34 of Figure 3B." 

(RJB at 162 (citing JX-0005 at 5:60-7:32).) Respondents argue that when it added this matter 

TPL transformed this disclosure. (RJB at 162.) 

"[I]n the context of a validity challenge based on new matter, the fact that the [PTO] has 

allowed an amendment without objection is entitled to [an] especially weighty presumption of 

correctness in a subsequent validity challenge based on the alleged introduction of new matter." 

Commonwealth Scientific and Indus. Research Organisation v. Buffalo Tech. (USA), Inc., 542 

F.3d 1363, 1381 (Fed. Cir. 2008) (quotation omitted). Whether an amendment' s additions 

constitute "new matter" is a factual inquiry, and Respondents must present clear and convincing 

evidence demonstrating that the claims at issue injected new matter. Id. at 1380; Brooktree Corp. 

v. Advanced Micro Devices, Inc., 977 F.2d 1555, 1574 (Fed. Cir. 1992). The ALJ finds that 

Respondents new matter defense must fail. Respondents came forward with only attorney 

argument to support their interpretation of what the '638 Patent disclosed and whether that 

disclosure supported the additions to the '424 Patent, which the USPTO had allowed and found 

were supported by the ' 638 Patent. Accordingly, the ALJ finds that Respondents have failed to 

carry their clear and convincing burden of proof that the asserted claims of the '424 Patent are 

invalid for new matter. 
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10. Written Description 

Respondents contend that claim 1-3 of the '847 Patents are invalid for lack written 

description. (RIB at 162-163.) Respondents argue that this claim "refers to two controllers at 

two different locations within an adapter." (RIB at 163.) Respondents assert that "[t]he second 

controller is between the signal lines and contact pins." (RIB at 163.) Respondents further assert 

that "[t]he first controller is provided on one side of the contact pins, away from an 

interconnection means which is recited as being on another side of the signal lines connecting 

those signal lines to the contact pins." (RIB at 163.) Respondents conclude that "[t]hus, the two 

controllers are recited as being in separate locations from each other." (RIB at 163.) 

Respondents argue that there is no written description of a "dual-controller" system. (RIB at 

163.) 

The ALJ rejects Respondents' argument. It is based on their strained and unnatural 

reading of the claims and appears to reprise an argument that the ALJ has repeatedly rejected. 

(See Order No. 40.) In the motion for summary determination of non-infringement ruled upon in 

Order No. 40, Respondents first floated this argument that the controller must be located between 

the signal lines and the contact pins. They based it on a strained reading of the claims. The ALJ 

lays out a little extra reasoning to help prevent this argument from rising from the grave a third 

time. 

states: 

Respondents' argument is based on the final element of claim 1 of the '847 Patent, which 

Means for mapping power ground and data signals between said lines and said 
contact pins depending upon the identification of the type of memory card 
inserted into said port; wherein the means for mapping comprises a controller. 
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Respondents ' underlying "logic" (which is laid out fully in their summary determination motion) 

is that in Order No. 23, the ALJ construed this element (and the other similar elements in the 

other '443, 424, and ' 847 Patents) as a "controller." Respondents then performed what can best 

be described as a "mad lib" exercise substituting "controller" in for this element. However, 

where their reasoning went wildly off track is that they limited the element to only the phrase 

"means for mapping," despite the Markman Order' s clear explanation that the construction was 

for the entire element (not just the phrase "means for mapping"). (See Order No. 23 at 33-39.) 

Thus, the element, in their understanding, came to read "[controller for mapping power ground 

and data signals] between said lines and said contact pins depending upon the identification of 

the type of memory card inserted into said port; wherein the means for mapping comprises a 

controller." Based on this substitution, they reasoned that the "controller" must be located 

between the contact pins and signal lines. 

This reading is absurd -the element is not limited to the phrase "means for mapping." As 

the parties agreed at the Markman hearing, the function for the element is not just "mapping," it 

is "mapping power, ground, and data signals between said lines and said contact pins depending 

on the type of memory card inserted into said port." (See EDIS Doc. No. 486171 , Respondents 

Responsive Markman Br. at 20 (showing both parties proposed functions and claim element for 

this term).) Thus, this is all functional and not structural language. The language "between said 

lines and said contact pins" does not describe the physical location of the controller- it is 

attempting to describe the function of the controller. In other words, the function of the 

controller is to take a signal at a certain contact pin, e.g., the power signal, and map it to a 

particular signal line, e.g. , line 1, based on the type of card inserted into the controller. While the 

ALJ freely admits that the claim element was poorly drafted, the ALJ's claim construction, when 
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correctly followed, reads more naturally since the controller maps the identity of the signal that 

comes in at the contact pin to a particular signal line. Under this reading the controller connected 

to the signal lines in the first element of the claim is the controller that does the mapping in the 

last element of the claim. Thus, the ALJ finds that there is no "dual-controller" requirement of 

the claims and no written description problem. 

E. '549 Patent 

1. The AwYong Thesis 

The Respondents contend that the asserted claims of the ' 549 Patent are anticipated and 

rendered obvious by a thesis authored by Chee-Kong AwYong entitled "An Integrated Control 

System Design of Portable Computer Storage Peripherals" that states that it was submitted to the 

Department of Electrical and Control Engineering at the National Chiao-Tung University in 

Taiwan (the "AwYong Thesis"). (RX-0456). Respondents claim that the AwYong Thesis was 

publically available as of December 22, 2000. (RIB at 185.) In support of this contention, 

Respondents submit the testimony of Dr. Robert Ellett, a librarian Respondents hired to testify. 

Respondents contend that "Dr. Ellett explained the MARC (Machine Readable Cataloging) 

system and his inspection of the MARC record for the AwYong Thesis[,] which he obtained the 

National Chiao-Tung University (NCTU) Library in Hsinchu, Taiwan." (RIB at 185.) 

Respondents further contend that "[Dr. Ellett] testified about the process by which the Aw Yong 

Thesis was indexed, cataloged, shelved, ru:;id publicly searchable." (RIB at 186.) Respondents 

argue that "[a]s explained by Dr. Ellett, the thesis was submitted in June 2000 (as indicated on 

the cover of the thesis); approved by the thesis advisor on June 9, 2000 (as indicated on page 2 of 

the thesis); and indexed, cataloged, shelved, and publicly accessible as of December 22, 2000 (as 

indicated on the back cover of the thesis)." (RIB at 186.) Respondents continue that "[a]s Dr. 
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Ellett explained, NCTU is a public university whose resources are available to the general public, 

and thus a member of the public would be able to search for the [AwYong] Thesis as of 

December 22, 2000." (RIB at 186.) Respondents emphasize Dr. Ellett' s expertise in library 

science. (RRB at 72.) Respondents further argue that Dr. Ellett' s testimony is not based on "his 

conversation with the Taiwanese library, but rather from documents." (RRB at 73 .) 

Respondents argue that Dr. Ellett is simply a fact witness on the MARC system and that the 

conversation with Taiwanese librarian "simply confirmed his understanding of the documents 

and that the university library followed the standard practice of using the MARC system to 

indicate the availability of a publication." (RRB at 73.) Based on this testimony, Respondents 

assert that the AwYong Thesis is prior art under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b). 

TPL argues that Respondents have failed to present competent evidence that establishes 

that the AwYong Thesis is prior art to the ' 549 Patent. TPL argues that Dr. Ellett is a hired 

witness who Respondents paid to call a Taiwanese librarian to discuss a document he had no 

personal knowledge of, and then Dr. Ellett testified about what he hear from the Taiwanese 

librarian. (CRB at 83.) 

The ALJ agrees with TPL that Respondents have failed to prove that the AwYong Thesis 

is prior art to the ' 549 Patent. The ALJ begins by noting that Respondents efforts to prove that 

Aw Yong Thesis was prior art are inappropriate. While the ALJ has explained that the 

Administrative Procedure Act permits the ALJ to receive hearsay evidence and give it 

appropriate weight, this does not amount to a free pass. Respondents attempt to use the 

flexibility of the AP A to enable them to, in effect, manufacture fact witnesses for hearings. This 
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is simply improper. Indeed, the infirmities of Dr. Ellett's "fact" testimony are manifest.6 First, 

Dr. Ellett had no personal knowledge of the Aw Yong Thesis or of the particulars of the N CTU 

Library System before he was retained to testify in this investigation. He is an expert in general 

library science; not a person knowledgeable about the particular facts of this case, the Aw Yong 

Thesis or the NCTU library in Taiwan. 

Second, much of the testimony he attempts to offer appears to be expert testimony, not 

fact testimony. Respondents offer these opinions (or as he calls them in his witness statement 

"observations") without providing a proper expert report or identifying him as an expert. In 

particular; his interpretation of the MARC record and his opinion that based on the MARC 

record and "standard library practice," (RRB at 73), the AwYong Thesis would be publicly 

available are really expert opinions masquerading as fact testimony. While he is certainly 

permitted to come and testify about the MARC system generally and how it works, it goes 

beyond the bounds of fact testimony for him to examine records from the Taiwanese library and 

then offer an opinion based on those documents and his expertise in the MARC system as to 

when the AwYong Thesis was publicly available. Thus, this improper opinion testimony is 

entitled to no weight. 

Third, nearly all of his non-expert (i.e., non-MARC) testimony is simply him loosely 

recounting an off-the-record interview with a Taiwanese librarian arranged by the Respondents' 

attorneys and testimony on documents that the librarian provided to either him or to Respondents' 

attorneys (it is unclear when and to whom the documents were provided). (RX-0454 at Q&A 

22-31; Tr. 1332:17-1339:3.) While the APA permits hearsay, hearsay arranged by counsel for a 

6 The ALJ notes that he does not believe Dr. Ellett did anything improper. Instead, the ALJ believes that 
Respondents' counsel acted improperly by offering this evidence in this way. 
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paid, non-party fact witness to testify about at the hearing, in lieu of the declarant, does not strike 

the ALJ as persuasive. 

Finally, the ALJ notes that Dr. Ellett was paid $250 per hour for his testimony. While 

this is normally only a minor consideration for expert witnesses or witnesses with actual personal . . 

knowledge, the ALJ notes that paying a third-party fact witness to "gain knowledge" just to 

testify. In the end, Dr. Ellett is really testifying in the place of the Taiwanese librarian who 

Respondents chose not to depose or bring to testify at the hearing. The ALJ notes that parties 

frequently take discovery in Taiwan or obtain such discovery through the Hague Convention. As 

such, it was entirely possible for Respondents to obtain this information in a conventional way. 

Without some exceptional circumstances, the ALJ declines to give any weight to Dr. Ellett' s 

testimony regarding information he obtained from his off-the-record, counsel-arranged 

conversation with the Taiwanese librarian, especially since Respondents should have obtained 

such testimony directly from said librarian. 

The ALJ further notes that Respondents could avoided many of these problems by 

properly disclosing Dr. Ellett as expert witness and providing an expert report with his opinions 

regarding the public availability of the Aw Yong Thesis and the evidence he believed supported 

those opinions (such as the conversation with the Taiwanese librarian). However, Respondents 

chose a different route. 

Setting aside the improper expert testimony and channeled testimony of the absent 

Taiwanese librarian, the only evidence that Respondents offered are the markings on the 

AwYong Thesis, a "Thesis Publication Certification" from National Chiao Tung University that 

"this degree thesis was on public display at the National Chiao Tung University on December 22, 
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2000," and a MARC record from the library. While this evidence is hearsay, the ALJ will allow 

this evidence. 

While this evidence indicates that it is possible that the AwYong Thesis was publicly 

available, the ALJ finds that, without testimony regarding the specific library procedures in place 

at the NCTU library, this evidence cannot establish by clear and convincing evidence that the 

thesis was publicly available within the meaning of U.S. patent law. See SRI Int'/ Inc. v. Internet 

Security Sys. , Inc., 511 F.3d 1186, 1188 (Fed. Cir. 2008). The ALJ notes that even if he gave 

weight to Dr. Ellett's testimony, it would be insufficient without more particulars about the 

availability of the thesis to say that the thesis was prior art under a clear and convincing evidence 

standard. 

Accordingly, the ALJ finds that the Respondents have not shown that the AwYong 

Thesis anticipates or renders obvious the asserted claims of the '549 Patent. 

2. MultiFlash Product 

As discussed above, the ALJ finds that Respondents have failed to prove by clear and 

convincing evidence that the MultiFlash Product is prior art to the '549 Patent. (See supra 

Section VI.C.3.) In addition, the ALJ finds Respondents failed to set forth a sufficiently detailed 

analysis to establish invalidity by clear and convincing evidence. The ALJ finds that a little 

more than two pages of analysis is simply insufficient to overcome the presumption of validity 

and to meet the clear and convincing standard of proof for invalidity of three patent claims. See 

Certain Mobile Devices, Associated Software and Components Thereof, Inv. No. 337-TA-744, 

Final Initial Determination, at 117 (December 20, 2011) (unreviewed in relevant part). It is clear 

to the ALJ that Respondents had more than sufficient pages to perform a proper analysis, but 

chose instead to perform inadequate cursory summations of an exceedingly large amount of prior 
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art references rather than perform a proper analysis on a few number of references. Accordingly, 

the ALJ declines Respondents' invitation to find the asserted claims of the '549 Patent invalid as 

anticipated by the MultiFlash Product. 

3. U.S. Patent No. 6,987,927 

Respondents argue that U.S. Patent No. 6,987,927 ("the '927 Patent") anticipates and 

renders obvious the asserted claims of the '549 Patent. (RIB 205-207.) The '927 Patent was 

filed on July 13, 2000 and issued on January 17, 2006. (RX-0732; RX-0420C at Q/A 360-364.) 

The '927 claims priority to U.S. Provisional Application No. 60/200,470, which was filed on 

April 28, 2000. (RX-0732; RX-0420C at Q/A 360-364.) The ALJ finds that the '927 Patent is 

prior art under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). 

The ALJ finds that Respondents have not shown that the ' 927 Patent anticipates or 

renders obvious the asserted claims of the '549 Patent. The ALJ finds that Respondents have 

failed to show that the ' 927 Patent discloses the determining/detector limitation of the 

independent claims. Specifically, claim 7 requires the step of "determining whether the flash 

storage system includes a controller for error correction" and claim 11 requires a "detector to 

determine whether the flash storage system includes a controller for error correction." 

Respondents' invalidity reading is based on TPL's infringement contention that determining the 

type of card or having a detector that determines the type of card is sufficient to meet this 

limitation. As was held above with respect to infringement, the claim requires more than merely 

determining the type of card or a detector to determine the type of card. Instead, the claim 

requires that whether the card has a controller or not be "determined" or "a detector to determine" 

whether there is a controller or not. Thus, the ALJ finds that this reference does not anticipate 

the asserted claims of the ' 549 Patent. 
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As for Respondents' obviousness, the ALJ finds that they are insufficient to demonstrate 

the patent would be obvious by clear and convincing evidence. Respondents raise three possible 

combinations that would meet this limitation: (1) the AwYong Thesis; (2) U.S. Patent No. 

6,199,122, and (3) U.S. Patent No. 6,754,765. Respondents' obviousness arguments are that "a 

person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the alleged invention would have known to 

implement the step of determining whether the flash storage system includes a controller for 

error correction," because the '927 Patent "teaches compatibility with both controllerless cards 

and cards having a controller for error correction." (RIB at 199-200.) Respondents further argue 

that a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been motivated to 

"seek already available methods and detectors for doing so, as disclosed in a number of prior art 

references .... " (RIB at 200.) Respondents also argue that the combination of the '927 Patent 

and any of the three references would have been "merely the product of ordinary skill and 

common sense." (RIB at 200.) 

The ALJ finds that this is insufficient to prove obviousness by clear and convincing 

evidence for several reasons. First, the AwYong Thesis has not been shown to be prior art. 

Second, the ALJ finds that merely claiming that "common sense" would lead to the invention is 

not sufficient where Respondents have failed to show why it would be common sense to modify 

a system that determines the type of card into one that actually detects whether there is a 

controller or not. See Mintz v. Dietz & Watson, Inc., 679 F.3d 1372, 1377 (Fed. Cir. 2012) ("The 

mere recitation of the words ' common sense' without any support adds nothing to the 

obviousness equation. Within the statutory test to determine if a claimed invention has advanced 

its technical art field enough to warrant an exclusive right, 'common sense' is a shorthand label 

for knowledge so basic that it certainly lies within the skill set of an ordinary artisan. With little 
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more than an invocation of the words 'common sense' (without any record support showing that 

this knowledge would reside in the ordinarily skilled artisan), the district court overreached in its 

determination of obviousness.") TriMed, Inc. v. Stryker, Inc., 608 F.3d 1333, 1343 (Fed. Cir. 

2010) ("Merely saying that an invention is a logical, commonsense solution to a known problem 

does not make it so."). Finally, while the '927 Patent does teach the use of controller and 

controllerless cards, that is not sufficient to establish that a person of ordinary skill would be 

motivated to modify a system that detects or determines the type of card to one that detects or 

determines specifically whether or not a controller is present. Because Respondents provide 

insufficient discussion of why a person of ordinary skill would be so motivated, the ALJ finds 

that Respondents have failed to show the patent obvious by clear and convincing evidence. 

4. The Kokai Publication, Japanese Patent Application No. 2001-75745 

Respondents also assert that the asserted claims of the '549 Patent are invalid over 

Japanese Patent Application No. 2001-75745 to Kokai ("the Kokai Application"). (RIB at 205-

207.) The Kokai Application was published by the Japan Patent Office on March 23, 2001 and 

is prior art under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b). (RX-1198.0002; RX-0420C at Q/A 241-247.) 

The ALJ finds that Respondents have failed to show that the '549 Patent is invalid in 

light of the Koaki Application for several reasons. First, the ALJ finds that Respondents' 

cursory discussion (a little under two pages) is insufficient to establish by clear and convincing 

evidence that the asserted claims of the '549 Patent. Second, the ALJ finds that the Kokai 

Application fails to disclose at least the "firmware" limitations of the asserted claims of the '549 

Patent. As Respondents' brief makes clear, their analysis is premised TPL's infringement 

analysis that the use of bad block mapping ''per se discloses that firmware performs this error 

correction and bad block mapping." (RIB at 206-207.) The ALJ found this argument failed to 
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establish that TPL proved infringement by a preponderance of the evidence, so it necessarily also 

fails to establish invalidity under the higher evidentiary standard of clear and convincing 

evidence. Finally, to the extent that Respondents contend that the Kokai Application renders the 

asserted claims of the '549 Patent obvious, the ALJ finds that there is absolutely no argument ,. 

contained in its briefs to support that argument, so the ALJ finds that it is waived. 

5. Atech Pro II 

As discussed above, Respondents have not shown by clear and convincing evidence that 

the Atech Pro II was available before the priority date for the '549 Patent. Accordingly, the ALJ 

finds that they have not overcome the presumption of validity and proved that the asserted claims 

of the ' 549 Patent are invalid in light of the Atech Pro II. (See supra Section VI.C.l.) 

6. "Secondary References" 
Not content with the phalanx of references cited above, Respondents also include a 

lengthy discussion of so-called "Secondary References." (RIB at 211-217.) While it is not 

entirely clear whether these references constitute their own obviousness combination, it appears 

to the ALJ that they are not meant as their own discussion, but instead are intended to 

supplement the obviousness analysis for each of the individual references. There is no element-

by-element discussion of the references, merely a general description of what Respondents 

contend is disclosed in the "Secondary References." Nothing is done to put these references in 

the context of any of the particular combinations. As best as the ALJ can discern, this section is 

intended as a "reservoir of obviousness" to be drawn upon at will. Indeed, Respondents explain 

in the subsection entitled "Motivation to Combine" that "[a] person of ordinary skill would have 

been motivated to combine the references as discussed above because the references are all in the 

same field of art, and the references are directed to interfacing, and disclose compatibility, with 
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multiple types of memory cards." (RIB at 214.) Respondents continue that "such combinations 

would be trivial modifications capable of being implemented as a mere workshop improvement, 

and such combinations would yield extremely predictable and expected results." In support of 

these conclusions, Respondents cite 21 questions and answers from Mr. McAlexander's witness . . 

statement. (RIB at 214.) Yet no other explanation is provided. Moreover, the information is not 

placed in context of any particular reference. These conclusory, out-of-context statements add 

nothing to what was already said regarding obviousness of the '549 Patent and none of this 

discussion alters the ALJ's conclusions regarding the non-obviousness of the '549 Patent. Thus, 

the ALJ finds that the Secondary References alone or combined with any of the other references 

do not even establish a prima facie case obviousness. 

Moreover, it is not clear as to what is the exact the scope and content of the prior art that 

Respondents are asserting. See Smiths Indus. Med. Sys., Inc., 183 F.3d at 1354 (Fed. Cir. 1999) 

("[t]he second step in an obviousness inquiry is to determine whether the claimed invention 

would have been obvious as a legal matter, based on underlying factual inquiries including: (1) 

the scope and content of the prior art . .. ") (emphasis added). The ALJ is left to guess which 

elements of the prior art references Respondents seek to combine, or, rather, if Respondents 

argue that it is the prior art reference in its entirety that renders the '549Patent obvious. There is 

not even a cursory attempt at analyses with the references that were already previously discussed 

in prior sections. (See Ground Rule 8(h).) The ALJ will not guess at which prior art 

combinations Respondents would have put forth in its post-hearing briefs or how those prior art 

references render the claims of the '549 patent obvious (or which claims it renders obvious). 

(See Ground Rule 11.1 (stating, in relevant part, that the post-hearing brief shall "discuss the 

issues and evidence tried").) 
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7. Written Description 

Respondents also contend that the asserted claims are invalid under the written 

description requirement of 35 U.S.C. § 112(a) for failing to disclose the "determining" limitation 

of claims 7 and 19 and the "detector to determine" limitations of claims 11 and 21 . Respondents' 

entire argument consists of a single paragraph and the actual analysis consists of only a single 

sentence. (See RIB at 217.) This is insufficient to establish invalidity by clear and convincing 

evidence. Accordingly, the ALJ finds that Respondents have failed to prove by clear and 

convincing evidence that the asserted claims of the '549 Patent are invalid for failure to comply 

with the written description requirement. 

F. '623 Patent 

1. Pro II Device 

As discussed above, Respondents have not shown by clear and convincing evidence that 

the Atech Pro II was available before the priority date for the '623 Patent. Accordingly, the ALJ 

finds that they have not overcome the presumption of validity and proved that the asserted claims 

of the '623 Patent are invalid in light of the A tech Pro II. (See supra Section VI. C. l.) 

2. Dazzle 6-inl DM-8400 Device 

As discussed above, the ALJ has found that the Dazzle reader was proved to be prior art 

to the '623 Patent. Thus, the ALJ finds that Respondents have not shown that the Dazzle reader 

renders the asserted claims of the '623 Patent invalid. (See supra Section VI.C.2.) 

3. The Uno Mas Article 

Respondents contend that the Uno Mas article (RX-1148) anticipates the asserted claims 

of the '623 Patent. The ALJ finds that a little more than one page of analysis is simply 

insufficient to overcome the presumption of validity and to meet the clear and convincing 
124 



PUBLIC VERSION 

standard of proof for invalidity of three patent claims. See Certain Mobile Devices, Associated 

Software and Components Thereof, Inv. No. 337-TA-744, Final Initial Determination, at 117 

(December 20, 2011) (unreviewed in relevant part). It is clear to the ALJ from his review of 

Respondents' brief, that they had more than sufficient pages to perform a proper analysis. 

Accordingly, the ALJ declines Respondents ' invitation to find the asserted claims of the '623 

Patent invalid as anticipated by the Uno Mas article. 

4. Kaneshiro Patents: WO 01/80171 (RX-0800 and RX-0801) and U.S. Patent 
No. 6,808,424 (RX-0932) 

Respondents argue that independent claims 1, 9, and 17 of the '623 Patent are anticipated 

by each of the PCT International Publication No. WO 01/80171 (RX-0800; RX-0801) ("the 

Kaneshiro PCT Publication") and U.S. Patent No. 6,808,424 (RX-0932) ("the Kaneshiro Patent"). 

The Kaneshiro PCT Publication published on October 25, 2001 , and is prior art to the '623 

Patent under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b). (RX-0800; RX-0801.) The Kaneshiro Patent issued on 

October 26, 2004, and claims priority to PCT filing on April 9, 2001 for a PCT application that 

published on October 25, 2001. (RX-0932.) There is no dispute that the Kaneshiro Patent is 

prior art under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). 

Respondents had ample room in their briefs but spend only a little more than one page 

total on the Kaneshiro PCT Publication and Kaneshiro Patent-a prior art reference that TPL 

allegedly concedes anticipates the three asserted independent claims of the '632 Patent. 7 A little 

more than one page of analysis is simply insufficient to overcome the presumption of validity 

and to meet the clear and convincing standard of proof for invalidity of three patent claims. See 

Certain Mobile Devices, Associated Software and Components Thereof, Inv. No. 337-TA-744, 

7 Even ifTPL "conceded" or did not dispute that the Kaneshiro Patents anticipate the independent claims 1, 9, and 
17, Respondents still carry the burden of showing by clear and convincing evidence that the prior art references do, 
in fact, anticipate the claims and requires a thorough analysis and not cursory and conclusory statements. 
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Final Initial Determination, at 117 (December 20, 2011) (unreviewed in relevant part). 

Moreover, Respondents' brief does not contain a single citation in its "invalidity analysis" of the 

Kaneshiro PCT Publication. Accordingly, the ALJ finds that Respondents have not shown that 

the Kaneshiro Patents anticipate the asserted claims of the '623 Patent. 

5. Kaneshiro Patents In View of the '369 Patent, the Dell Inspiron 3000 Manual 
and/or the Dell lnpiron 7000 Manual 

Respond_ents argue that the claims 2, · 10, and 18 are invalid in light of the combination of 

Kaneshiro Patents in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,859,369 (RX-0812) ("the '369 Patent"), the Dell 

Inspiron 3000 Service Manual (RX-1006), or the Dell Inspiron 7000 Service Manual (RX-1007). 

(RIB at 245-247.) The ALJ finds that the '369 Patent is prior art under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) 

because it was filed on September 4, 2002. (RX-0812.) The ALJ finds that the Dell Inspiron 

3000 Service Manual and the Dell Inspiron 7000 Service Manual are both prior art under 35 

U.S .C. § 102(b) because they were publicly available printed publications in July and August 

1998, respectively. (RX-1006; RX-1007.) 

Respondents offer no element by element analysis of how the three or four reference 

combinations of the Kaneshiro Patents, the '369 Patent, the Dell Inspiron 3000 Service Manual, 

or Dell Inspiron Service Manual renders the asserted claims obvious. In fact, they appear to rely 

on their inadequate anticipation analysis as the basis for their obviousness analysis on these 

dependent claims. The ALJ found that analysis inadequate for anticipation and further finds that 

it is inadequate as a basis for obviousness. Furthermore, the ALJ finds Respondents' analysis of 

the motivation to combine these three or four references together to be inadequate to meet the 

clear convincing standard. Respondents ' entire motivation to combine these references is "[a] 

person of ordinary skill would have been motivated to combine these references at least because 

the references are in the same field and combination would achieve predictable results such as 
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reduced size and/or lower cost, thereby supporting the SD specification's requirement for 

backward compatibility with MMC cards." (RIB at 246.) The ALJ finds this analysis 

conclusory, unsupported and insufficient to meet the clear and convincing standard. Accordingly, 

the ALJ finds that Respondents have not proven by clear and convincing evidence that claims 2, 

10, and 18 of the '623 Patent are invalid as obvious in light of these references. 

VII. DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

A. Applicable Law 

In patent based proceedings under section 337, a complainant must establish that an 

industry "relating to the articles protected by the patent ... exists or is in the process of being 

established" in the United States. 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(2). Under Commission precedent, the 

domestic industry requirement of Section 337 consists of a "technical prong" and an "economic 

prong." Certain Data Storage Systems and Components Thereof, Inv. No. 337-TA-471, Initial 

Determination Granting EMC's Motion No. 471-8 Relating to the Domestic Industry 

Requirement's Economic Prong (unreviewed) at 3 (Public Version, October 25, 2002) The 

"economic prong" of the domestic industry requirement is satisfied when the economic activities 

set forth in subsections (A), (B), and/or (C) of subsection 337(a)(3) have taken place or are 

taking place with respect to the protected articles. Certain Printing and Imaging Devices and 

Components Thereof, Inv. No. 337-TA-690, Commission Op. at 25 (February 17, 2011) 

("Printing and Imaging Devices"). With respect to the "economic prong," 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(2) 

and (3) provide, in full: 

(2) Subparagraphs (B), (C), (D), and (E) of paragraph (1) apply 
only if an industry in the United States, relating to the articles 
protected by the patent, copyright, trademark, mask work, or design 
concerned, exists or is in the process of being established. 
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(3) For purposes of paragraph (2), an industry in the United States 
shall be considered to exist if there is in the United States, with 
respect to the articles protected by the patent, copyright, trademark, 
mask work, or design concerned-

Id. 

(A) significant investment in plant and equipment; 

(B) significant employment oflabor or capital; or 

(C) substantial investment in its exploitation, including 
engineering, research and development, or licensing. 

Given that these criteria are in the disjunctive, satisfaction of any one of them will be sufficient 

to meet the domestic industry requirement. Certain Integrated Circuit Chipsets and Products 

Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-428, Order No 10 at 3, Initial Determination (Unreviewed) 

(May 4, 2000), citing Certain Variable Speed Wind Turbines and Components Thereof, Inv. No. 

337-TA-376, Commission Op. at 15, USITC Pub. 3003 (Nov. 1996). The Commission has 

embraced a flexible, market-oriented approach to domestic industry, favoring case-by-case 

determination "in light of the realities of the marketplace" that encompass "not only the 

manufacturing operations" but may also include "distribution, research and development and 

sales." Certain Dynamic Random Access Memories, Inv. No. 337-TA-242, USITC Pub. 2034, 

Commission Op. at 62 (Nov. 1987) ("DRAMs"). 

To meet the technical prong, the complainant must establish that it practices at least one 

claim of the asserted patent. Certain Point of Sale Terminals and Components Thereof, Inv. No. 

337-TA-524, Order No. 40 (April 11, 2005). The test for claim coverage for the purposes of the 

technical prong of the domestic industry requirement is the same as that for infringement. Alloc, 

Inc. v. Int'! Trade Comm 'n, 342 F.3d 1361, 1375 (Fed. Cir. 2003); see also Certain Doxorubicin 

and Preparations Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-300, Initial Determination at 109 

(U.S.I.T.C., May 21, 1990) ("Certain Doxorubicin"), aff'd, Views of the Commission at 22 
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(October 31, 1990). "First, the claims of the patent are construed. Second, the complainant's 

article or process is examined to determine whether it falls within the scope of the claims." (Id.) 

As with infringement, the first step of claim construction is a question of law, whereas the 

second step of comparing the article to the claims is a factual determination. Markman, 52 F .3d 

at 976. The technical prong of the domestic industry can be satisfied either literally or under the 

doctrine of equivalents. Certain Excimer Laser Systems for Vision Correction Surgery and 

Components Thereof and Methods for Performing Such Surgery, Inv. No. 337-TA-419, Order 

No. 43 (July 30, 1999). The patentee must establish by a preponderance of the evidence that the 

domestic product practices one or more claims of the patent. See Bayer, 212 F.3d at 1247. 

TPL argues that it meets the domestic industry requirement based on three categories of 

activities: (1) substantial investments in TPL's licensing activities under Section 337(a)(3)(C); (2) 

substantial investments by TPL and its predecessor OnSpec in engineering and research and 

development activities under Section 337(a)(3)(C); and (3) significant investments in domestic 

plant, equipment, labor, and capital by TPL and its predecessor, OnSpec under Section 

337(a)(3)(A) and (B). 

Congress enacted 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(3) in 1988 as part of the Omnibus Trade and 

Competitiveness Act. See Certain Plastic Encapsulated Integrated Circuits, Inv. No. 337-TA-

315, USITC Pub. No. 2574 (Nov. 1992), Initial Determination at 89 (October 16, 1991) 

(unreviewed in relevant part). The first two sub-paragraphs codified existing Commission 

practice. See id. at 89; see also Certain Male Prophylactic Devices, Inv. No. 337-TA-546, 

Commission Op. at 39 (June 29, 2007). Under Commission precedent, these requirements could 

be met by manufacturing the articles in the United States, see, e.g., DRAMs, Commission Op. at 

61, or other related activities, see Schaper Mfg. Co. v. US. Int'! Trade Comm 'n, 717 F.2d 1368, 
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1373 (Fed. Cir. 1983) ("[I]n proper cases, 'industry' may encompass more than the 

manufacturing of the patented item .... "). 

In addition to subsections (A) and (B), there is also subsection (C). "In amending section 

337 in 1988 to include subsection (C), Congress intended to liberalize the domestic industry 

requirement so that it could be satisfied by all 'holders of U.S. intellectual property rights who 

are engaged in activities genuinely designed to exploit their intellectual property' in the United 

States." Certain Multimedia Display and Navigation Devices and Systems and Components 

Thereof and Products Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-694, Commission Op. at 7 (August 8, 

2011) (quoting Certain Digital Processors and Digital Processing Systems, Components Thereof, 

and Products Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-559, Final Initial Determination at 93 

(unreviewed in relevant part) (May 11, 2007). Thus, "[u]nlike sub-parts (A) and (B), sub-part (C) 

of section 337(a)(3) 'does not require actual production of the article in the United States if it can 

be demonstrated that substantial investment and activities of the type enumerated are taking 

place in the United States."' Certain Personal Data and Mobile Communications Devices and 

Related Softwares, No. 337-TA-710, Order 102: ID on Economic Prong at 4 (April 6, 2011) 

(unreviewed in relevant part) ("Personal Data and Mobile Communications Devices") (quoting 

H.R. Rep. No. 100-40, pt. 1, at 157 (1987)). 

In Printing and Imaging Devices, the Commission held that "under the statute, whether 

the complainant's investment and/or employment activities are 'significant' is not measured in 

the abstract or absolute sense, but rather is assessed with respect to the nature of the activities 

and how they are 'significant' to the articles protected by the intellectual property right." 

Printing and Imaging Devices, Commission Op. at 26. The Commission further stated that: 

the magnitude of the investment cannot be assessed without 
consideration of the nature and importance of the 
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complainant's activities to the patented products in the 
context of the marketplace or industry in question . . . . 
whether an investment is 'substantial' or 'significant' is 
context dependent. (Id. at 31 .) 

Indeed, the Commission has emphasized that "there is no minimum monetary expenditure that a 

complainant must demonstrate to qualify as a domestic industry under the 'substantial 

investment' requirement" of section 337(a)(3)(C). Certain Stringed Musical Instruments and 

Components Thereof, Inv. No. 337-TA-586, Commission Op. at 25 (May 16, 2008). Moreover, 

the Commission has stated that the complainant need not "define or quantify the industry itself in 

absolute mathematical terms." Id. at 26. 

Section 337(a)(3)(C) provides for domestic industry based on "substantial investment" in 

the enumerated activities, including licensing of a patent. See Certain Digital Processors and 

Digital Processing Systems, Components Thereof, and Products Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-

TA-559, Initial Determination at 88 (May · 11 , 2007) ("Certain Digital Processors"). Mere 

ownership of the patent is insufficient to satisfy the domestic industry requirement. Certain 

Digital Processors at 93 . (citing the Senate and House Reports on the Omnibus Trade and 

Competitiveness Act of 1988, S.Rep. No. 71). However, entities that are actively engaged in 

licensing their patents in the United States can meet the domestic industry requirement. Certain 

Digital Processors at 93. In establishing a domestic industry under Section 337(a)(3)(C), the 

complainant does not need to show that it or one of its licensees is practicing a patent-in-suit. 

See Certain Semiconductor Chips with Minimized Chip Package Size and Products Containing 

Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-432, Order No. 13, at 11, (January 24, 2001) ("Certain Semiconductor 

Chips"). The complainant must, however, receive revenue, e.g. royalty payments, from its 

licensing activities. Certain Digital Processors, at 93-95 ("Commission decisions also reflect 

the fact that a complainant's receipt ofroyalties is an important factor in determining whether the 
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domestic industry requirement is satisfied ... [t]here is no Commission precedent for the 

establishment of a domestic industry based on licensing in which a complainant did not receive 

any revenue from alleged licensing activities. In fact, in previous investigations in which a 

complainant successfully relied solely on licensing activities to satisfy section 337(a)(3), the 

complainant had licenses yielding royalty payments.") (citations omitted). See also Certain 

Video Graphics Display Controllers and Products Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-412, 

Initial Determination at 13 (May 14, 1999) ("Certain Video Graphics Display Controllers"); 

Certain Integrated Circuit Telecommunication Chips and Products Containing Same Including 

Dialing Apparatus, Inv. No. 337-TA-337, U.S.I.T.C. Pub. No. 2670, Initial Determination at 98 

(March 3, 1993) ( "Certain Integrated Circuit Telecommunication Chips "); Certain Zero­

Mercury-Added Alkaline Batteries, Parts Thereof and Products Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-

TA-493, Initial Determination at 142 (June 2, 2004) ( "Certain Zero-Mercury-Added Alkaline 

Batteries "); Certain Semiconductor Chips, Order No. 13 at 6 (January 24, 2001); Certain Digital 

Satellite System DSS Receivers and Components Thereof, Inv. No. 337-TA-392, Initial and 

Recommended Determinations at 11 (December 4, 1997) ("Certain Digital Satellite System DSS 

Receivers "). 

In Certain Multimedia Display & Navigation Devices & Systems, Components Thereof, 

& Products Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-694, Comm'n Op. (Aug. 8, 2011) ("Navigation 

Devices"), the Commission stated that a complainant seeking to rely on licensing activities must 

satisfy three requirements: (1) the investment must be "an investment in the exploitation of the 

asserted patent;" (2) the investment must relate to licensing; and (3) the investment "must be 

domestic, i.e., it must occur in the United States." Id. at 7-8. The Commission stated that 

"[o]nly after determining the extent to which the complainant's investments fall within these 
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statutory parameters can we evaluate whether complainant's qualifying investments are 

'substantial,' as required by the statute." Id at 8. 

Under the first of the three requirements, the complainant must show a nexus between the 

licensing activity and the asserted patent. Id at 9. When the asserted patent is part of a patent 

portfolio, and the licensing activities relate to the portfolio as a whole, the Commission requires 

that the facts be examined to determine the strength of the nexus between the asserted patent and 

the licensing activities. Id The Commission provided a non-exhaustive list of factors to 

consider, such as (1) whether the licensee's efforts relate to "an article protected by" the asserted 

patent under Section 337 (a)(2)-(3); (2) the number of patents in the portfolio; (3) the relative 

value contributed by the asserted patent to the portfolio; (4) the prominence of the asserted patent 

in licensing discussions, negotiations, and any resulting licensing agreement; and (5) the scope of 

technology covered by the portfolio compared to the scope of the asserted patent. Id at 9-10. 

The Commission explained that the asserted patent may be shown to be particularly important or 

valuable within the portfolio where there is evidence that: (1) it was discussed during licensing 

negotiations; (2) it has been successfully litigated before by the complainant; (3) it is related to a 

technology industry standard; (4) it is a base patent or pioneering patent; (5) it is infringed or 

practiced in the United States; or (6) the market recognizes the patent's value in some other way. 

Id at 10-11. 

Once a complainant's investment in licensing the asserted patent in the United States has 

been assessed in the manner described above, the next inquiry is whether the investment is 

"substantial." 19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(3)(C). The Commission takes "a flexible approach whereby 

a complainant whose showing on one or more of the three section 337(a)(3)(C) requirements is 

relatively weak may nevertheless establish that its investment is 'substantial ' by demonstrating 
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that its activities and/or expenses are of a large magnitude." Multimedia Display and Navigation 

Devices, Comm'n Op. at 15. The Commission has indicated that whether an investment is 

"substantial" may depend on: 

(1) the nature of the industry and the resources of the complainant; 

(2) the existence of other types of "exploitation" activities; 

(3) the existence oflicense-related "ancillary" activities; 

(4) whether complainant's licensing activities are continuing; and 

(5) whether complainant's licensing activities are the type of activities that are referenced 
favorably in the legislative history of section 337(a)(3)(C). 

Id. at 15-16. The complainant's return on its licensing investment (or lack thereof) may also be 

circumstantial evidence of substantiality. Id. at 16. In addition, litigation expenses may be 

evidence of the complainant's investment, but "should not automatically be considered a 

'substantial investment in ... licensing,' even if the lawsuit happens to culminate in a license." 

John Mezzalingua Assocs., Inc. v. Int'l Trade Comm 'n, 660 F.3d 1322 (Fed. Cir. 2011). 

B. Technical Prong 

1. '549 Patent 

TPL contends that "[n]umerous products incorporating OnSpec chips meet each element 

of at least one claim of the '549 patent." (CIB at 230.) Specifically, TPL refers to the Addonics 

ADPMAF-X as meeting each element of claim 11 when used with a computing device and 

memory card as intended. (CIB at 230.) TPL also asserts the AEPDDESU-WP also meets the 

limitations of claim 11. (CRB at 79-83.) Both products use the OnSpec xSil45 controller. (CRB 

at 80.) 
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Respondents argue that TPL has failed to establish that any of the products on which it 

relies for the technical prong of the domestic industry requirement practice any claim of the '549 

Patent. (RIB at 178.) Respondents assert that "[t]he only evidence that TPL proffered in support 

of the technical prong of the domestic industry requirement-Mr. Buscaino's conclusory 

statements that certain products claim 11 of the '549 Patent-is insufficient for TPL to satisfy its 

burden." (RIB at 178.) Respondents complain that Mr. Buscaino simply references a table (CX-

0053) that only consists of citations to other documents and references five exhibits from TPL's 

complaint that compare five products to the claims of the '549 Patent. (RIB at 179.) 

Respondents further argue that TPL has failed to establish that any of the domestic industry 

products meet the same "detector" and "firmware" limitations that Respondents also contend are 

lacking from the accused products. (RIB at 179.) 

Setting aside the problems with the barebones expert testimony and paltry evidence that 

TPL has offered, the ALJ finds that TPL has failed to show that this evidence establishes that the 

domestic industry products meet the "detector" and "firmware" limitations of claim 11. As 

discussed above in the infringement section, supra Section V.D, claim 11 requires that the 

accused device include "a detector to determine whether the flash storage system includes a 

controller for error correction." TPL has failed to show that any such "detector" exists in the 

domestic industry products. As with the accused products, TPL's theory that the domestic 

industry products meet this claim limitation rests on the determination of the type of card that is 

asserted. TPL does not contend that any "detector" in the domestic industry products determines 

whether the card has a controller or not. However, the ALJ finds that the plain language of the 

claims requires that there be a detector that determines whether or not the inserted card includes 

a controller or not. Merely determining the type of card that is inserted cannot meet this plain 
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language. This might be equivalent to specifically determining if the card contains a controller 

or not, but TPL makes no arguments that the domestic industry products meet this limitation 

under the doctrine of equivalents. Thus, for similar reasons that the accused products do not 

meet this limitation, the ALJ finds that the domestic industry products do not meet this limitation 

either. 

In addition, the ALJ further finds that TPL has not shown that the domestic industry 

products meet the "firmware" limitation of claim 11. As discussed above in greater detail with 

regard to the accused products, TPL has failed to show that the domestic industry products use 

firmware for the error correction and bad block mapping. TPL cites three documents in its briet8 

to support its contention that the domestic industry products use firmware in their error 

correction and bad block mapping: CX-0677C, CX-0358C, and CX-0359C. None of these 

documents disclose that the onSpec products use firmware. CX-0358C and CX-0359C are 

specifications for the xD memory card standard. As discussed in the infringement section, these 

documents 

CX-0677C is OnSpec xSil 145 controller 

chip specification. 

(CX-0677C.) The ALJ notes that 

this evidentiary deficiency could have been easily corrected because a number of the OnSpec 

employees involved in the design and development of these products were available to testify. 

Thus, the lack of evidence to establish that this element is met is inexcusable. Accordingly, the 

ALJ finds that TPL has not established that its domestic industry products practice the '549 

Patent. 

8 Oddly, TPL's reply brief omits this element in its element-by-element analysis of the AEPDDESU-WP. (See CRB 
at 82-83.) Thus, the ALJ will only consider the evidence cited in its opening brief. 
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2. '623 Patent 

TPL contends that the Lenovo H320-4041-1JU and the Belkin PM00525-A meet each 

element of claim 1 of the '623 Patent. (CIB at 232-3.) In its opening brief, TPL provides only 

an extremely cursory element-by-element analysis for the Lenovo H320-4041-1JU and the 

Belkin PM00525-A. (CIB at 232-3.) Specifically, TPL only recites the element and contends 

that the Lenovo H320-4041-1JU and the Belkin PM00525-A contain the elements. TPL's reply 

brief contains a more fulsome analysis, but cites primarily to a demonstrative exhibit that is not 

evidence. (CRB at 87-88.) As such, the ALJ finds that TPL has not met its burden in proving 

that Lenovo H320-4041-1JU and the Belkin PM00525-A meet the elements of claim 1 of 

the ' 623 Patent. Accordingly, the ALJ finds that TPL has not proven that it meets the technical 

prong of domestic industry requirement for the ' 623 Patent. 

3. '424 Patent 

TPL contends that the Addonics ADPMAF-X, which incorporates OnSpec chips meets 

each element of claim 25 of the '424 Patent. (CIB at 228.) In its opening brief, TPL provides 

only an extremely cursory element-by-element analysis for the Addonics ADPMAF-X. (CIB at 

228-229.) Specifically, TPL only recites the element and contends that the ADPMAF-X 

contains the element. TPL reply brief contains a more fulsome analysis, but cites primarily to a 

demonstrative exhibit that is not evidence. (CRB at 45-48 .) As such, the ALJ finds that TPL has 

not met its burden in proving that the Addonics ADPMAF-X meets the elements of claim 25 of 

the '424 Patent. Accordingly, the ALJ finds that TPL has not proven that it meets the technical 

prong of domestic industry requirement for the '4 24 Patent. 
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4. '443 Patent 

TPL contends that the Addonics ADPMAF-X, which incorporates OnSpec chips meets 

each element of claim 9 of the '443 Patent. (CIB at 229.) In its opening brief, TPL provides 

only an extremely cursory element-by-element analysis for the Addonics ADPMAF-X. (CIB at 

229.) Specifically, TPL only recites the element and contends that the ADPMAF-X contains the 

element. TPL's reply brief contains a more fulsome analysis, but cites primarily to a 

demonstrative exhibit that is not evidence. (CRB at 43-45.) As such, the ALJ finds that TPL has 

not met its burden in proving that the Addonics ADPMAF-X meets the elements of claim 9 of 

the '443 Patent. Accordingly, the ALJ finds that TPL has not proven that it meets the technical 

prong of domestic industry requirement for the '443 Patent. 

5. '847 Patent 

TPL contends that the Addonics AEPDDESU-WP, which incorporates the OnSpec 

xSil145 controller chip meets at each element of claim 1 of the '847 Patent. (CIB at 228.) In its 

opening brief, TPL provides only an extremely cursory element-by-element analysis for the 

Addonics AEPDDESU-WP. (CIB at 228-229.) Specifically, TPL only recites the element and 

contends that the Addonics AEPDDESU-WP contains the element. TPL reply brief contains a 

more fulsome analysis, but cites primarily to a demonstrative exhibit that is not evidence. (CRB 

at 48-51.) As such, the ALJ finds that TPL has not met its burden in proving that the Addonics 

AEPDDESU-WP meets the elements of claim 1 of the '847 Patent. Accordingly, the ALJ finds 

that TPL has not proven that it meets the technical prong of domestic industry requirement for 

the ' 84 7 Patent. 
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C. Economic Prong 

TPL argues that it satisfied the economic prong under Section (C) based on its own 

licensing activities as well as its own substantial investments in engineering and research and 

development. (CIB at 267-282.) TPL also asserts that the activities of OnSpec, a company that 

it acquired in 2006, also satisfy the economic prong of the domestic industry requirement under 

Section (C). (CIB at 281-282.) Finally, TPL asserts that it has satisfied the economic prong of 

the domestic industry requirement under Sections (A) and (B). 

As to TPL' s licensing investments, TPL argues that its CFO, Mr. Dwayne Hannah, 

presented detailed evidence of domestic investments in licensing for the CORE Flash portfolio. 

(CIB at 268.) TPL asserts that its licensing investments through the filing of the complaint 

exceed - are domestic investments made in California, and are tied directly and wholly 

to the exploitation of the CORE Flash portfolio, which include the asserted patents. (CIB at 268.) 

Specifically, TPL argues, and explains in detail, that it has made and continues to make 

substantial investments in licensing and that such investments are domestic. (CIB at 271-276.) 

TPL further argues that it has established a nexus between its licensing activities and the asserted 

patents (CIB 276-281.) 

TPL also relies on the activities of OnSpec, Electronics, Inc. to satisfy the economic 

prong. (CIB at 281-282.) Specifically, TPL argues that OnSpec has made substantial 

investments in engineering and research and development. (Id.) OnSpec also made significant 

investments in plant, equipment, labor and capital. (CIB at 282-284.) 

Respondents argue that TPL has failed to satisfy the economic prong because TPL' s 

analysis is summary and conclusory and fails to allocate the expenses to the Asserted Patents or 

articles protected by those patents. (RIB at 257.) Specifically, Respondents argue that TPL fails 

to satisfy Section (C) because it has failed to allocate non-domestic industry related expenses 
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from the licensing expenses and has failed to demonstrate a nexus between the alleged 

investments and licensing. (RIB at 261-268.) Respondents further argue that TPL's allocation 

method is not credible because TPL failed to present any documentary evidence or uninterested 

witness testimony. (RIB at 268-269.) Respondents further argue that TPL failed to establish a . . 

nexus between the licensing investments and Asserted Patents. (RIB at 269-275.) Respondents 

finally argue that TPL has failed to show that its investment is substantial. (RIB at 275-278.) 

Respondents assert that TPL' s reliance on OnSpec's activities to establish a domestic 

industry cannot succeed because OnSpec was dissolved over four years ago and TPL merely 

continued to sell the OnSpec controller chips. (RIB at 278.) Respondents argue that OnSpec's 

activities are too remote to be considered in the domestic industry analysis and TPL failed to 

provide necessary detail relating to OnSpec' s investments. (RIB at 279-280.) Respondents 

further argue that TPL' s reliance on OnSpec is misplaced because OnSpec was never owned by 

TPL and it was never a TPL licensee. (RIB at 279-280.) 

1. TPL's Activities 
TPL argues that it meets all three factors articulated by the Commission in Certain 

Multimedia Display and Navigation Devices & Systems, Components Thereof, and Products 

Containing the Same ("Navigation Devices"), Inv. No. 337-TA-694, Commission Op. (July 22, 

2011) and that its activities and expenses are of a large magnitude and exceed the standard for 

proving domestic industry. (CIB at 276.) TPL contends that the requisite "nexus" exists 

between its licensing expenditures on the CORE Flash Portfolio and the asserted patents. (CIB 

at 277-281.) 

a) Nexus between licensing activities and the asserted patents 

The evidence shows that the CORE Flash licenses state that 

140 



PUBLIC VERSION 

(e.g. , CX-0800C, at Section 4.3). The evidence shows that 

licenses explicitly list approximately. products that are licensed by the CORE 

Flash Portfolio. (CX-081 OC/JX-0038C (TPL388481-388482); CX-0811 C/JX-0039C 

(TPL388506); CX-0812C/JX-0040C (TPL388525); CX-0813C/JX-0041C (TPL388544); CX-

0814C/JX-0042C (TPL388565-388569); CX-0815C/JX-0043C (TPL388589-388590); CX-

0816C/JX-0044C (TPL388609); CX-0821C/JX-0049C (TPL388704); CX-0824C/JX-0052C 

(TPL388765); CX-0829C/JX-0057C (TPL388863); CX-0830C (TPL388883-388884); CPX-

0831C/JX-0058C (TPL388903); CX-0833C/JX-0060C (TPL388951); CPX-0834C/JX-0061C 

(TPL388969); CX-0836C/JX-0063C (TPL389006).) The evidence also includes claim charts 

demonstrating that TPL' s licensees' products practice the Asserted Patents. (CX-0688C at 27-50; 

CX-0729 through CX-0752; CX-0944C, Q&A 1667-1676; CX-0941C, Q&A 46-47.) 

The evidence shows that the CORE Flash Portfolio covers a specific technology: flash 

memory card readers. The patents in the portfolio are highly interrelated and do not span "a 

wide variety of technologies" and the patents in the CORE Flash Portfolio deal in the same 

focused technological area. (CX-0941C, Q&A 13-15.) The scope of the technology covered by 

the portfolio is quite similar to the scope of the Asserted Patents, which collectively cover flash 

memory technology. (Id; CX-0943C, Q&A 14-89; CX-0939C, Q&A 20-21; JX-0001-JX-0006.) 

The evidence also shows that the Asserted Patents have often been mentioned during 

licensing negotiations and are often attached in correspondence by TPL. (CX-0941C, Q&A 48-

53 ; CX-0782C; CX-0781C; CX-0785C through CX-0797C; CX-0838C through CX-0845C.) 

The Asserted Patents have often been substantively discussed in depth with prospective licensees, 

some of whom became licensees. (Id.) 
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Further, the evidence shows that the '638 Patent is a base patent as each of the '443, the 

'424 and the '847 Patents are continuations or continuation-in-parts of the application that issued 

as the '638 Patent. (JX-0005, JX-0004, JX-0003, JX-0006; see also Section VI.B.) 

The evidence shows that the market has recognized the pioneering nature of the CORE 

Flash Technology since electronic devices that must interface with multiple flash formats have 

adopted the CORE Flash technology. (CX-0939C, Q&A 45-46; CX-1207C, Q&A 6-18.) In 

addition, the evidence further shows that four of the six patents were successfully litigated in 

Investigation 337-TA-807. (Compl., Doc. No. 475846, at if 201.) The '638, '443, '549, and 

'623 patents have been successfully litigated in Federal Court. (Id. at iii! 198-202.) 

Thus, the evidence shows that there is a nexus between TPL's licensing activities and the 

Asserted Patents. 

Respondents argue that TPL failed to demonstrate the requisite nexus between its 

licensing activities and the Asserted Patents because (1) TPL failed to show that its CORE Flash 

Portfolio investments related to an article protected by the Asserted Patents; (2) the Asserted 

Patents comprise a small part of the CORE Flash Portfolio and TPL failed to show their value or 

prominence relative to the rest of the portfolio; (3) TPL failed to establish that the Asserted 

patents relate to an industry standard or are base or pioneering patents; ( 4) TPL failed to show 

that the CORE Flash Portfolio and the Asserted Patents cover the same scope of technology; (5) 

the Asserted Patents have not been successfully litigated; and (6) TPL failed to establish that the 

market has recognized the value of the Asserted Patents in some other way. (RIB at 269-274.) 

The ALJ finds Respondents arguments unpersuasive. First, Respondents make 

conclusory and generalized statements regarding TPL's evidence and arguments. In light of 

TPL's extensive and detailed explanation of its evidence, such cursory statements do not 
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adequately rebut or raise any doubts as to the credibility of certain of TPL's witnesses. In many 

instances, Respondents simply make one sentence statements regarding the general inadequacy 

of evidence. For example, Respondents summarily dismiss TPL's evidence that the CORE Flash 

Portfolio and the Asserted Patents cover the same scope of technology as "unsupported and 

conclusory statements" of certain witnesses. (RIB at 273.) However, Respondents failed to cite 

to any successful impeachment of TPL's witnesses and, instead, simply state that 

"[t]hese statements fall short of establishing that the scope of the Asserted Patents is the same as 

the scope of the technology of the Portfolio." (Id.) In another instance, Respondents state "the 

charts are TPL's own documents, uncorroborated by any evidence originating from, e.g. TPL's 

licensees." (RIB at 270.) Indeed, the ALJ finds that the only argument that Respondents set 

forth in sufficient detail relates to the relative value of the Asserted Patents to the Flash CORE 

Portfolio. For the remaining arguments, Respondents fail to adequately develop their arguments 

and, instead, simply provide conclusory statements or, at best, cursory arguments. To the extent 

that Respondents did not adequately develop their arguments, the ALJ will not simply guess or 

attempt to extrapolate what, exactly, Respondents intended to argue. The ALJ finds, quite 

simply, that Respondents have failed to make any persuasive argument against TPL's assertions 

that there is a nexus between investments in the Flash CORE portfolio and the Asserted Patents. 

As for Respondents argument that the Asserted Patents comprise only a small part of the 

Flash CORE Portfolio and that there is no evidence of the value or prominence of the Asserted 

Patents to the rest of the portfolio, the ALJ finds that the evidence shows otherwise. Specifically, 

the evidence shows that the Asserted Patents are discussed in detail and asserted in licensing 

communications, including claim charts and extensive, detailed memoranda on the technical 

aspects of the Asserted Patents. The evidence includes a representative sample of such 
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communications and memoranda and include responses discussing the '443, '424, '623, '549, 

' 638 patents in technical detail to licensees - (CX-0781C.0250), - (CX-

0781C.0103, .0243), - (CX-0781C.0586), .. (CX-0781C.0149, .0175, .0254), 

- (CX-0781C.0003, .0006), (CX-07~1C.0140), .. (CX-0781C.0116), 

- (CX-0781C.0300, .0312, .0316, .0472), .. (CX-0781C.0534) , - (CX-

0781C.0142, .0179), - (CX-0781C.0001 , .0004), - (CX-0781C.0109, .0176), 

- (CX-0781C.0021, .0153, .0177), .. (CX-0781C.0429), .. (.0111), -

(CX-0781C.0076, .0122, .0170), - (CX-0781C.0249) and (CX-

0781C.0275.) The evidence also includes communications, which include technical discussions 

of the ' 847, '424, '443 , ' 549, ' 638, and ' 623 patents, to potential licensees • (CX-

0781C.0535), Brother (CX-0781C.0343), .. (CX-0781C.0210, .0252, .0264), -

(CX-0781C.0138), Dell (CX-0781C.0465, .0509, .0515), (CX-0781C.0236), 

- (CX-0781C.0009, .0160, .0214, .0259, .0279, .0446), (CX-

0781C.0087), - (CX-0781C.0031 , .0090, .0119, .0542), • (CX-0781C.0081 , .0124, 

.0237), - (CX-0781C.0039, .0104, .0164, .0240), - (CX-0781C.0026), -

(CX-0781C.0028, .0121 , .0181 ,.0268, .0306, .0640, .0436), - (CX-0781C.0284), 

- (CX-0781C.0132), Seiko Epson (CX-0781C.0245, .0346, .0463, .0481 , .0518), 

- (CX-0781C.0588), .. (CX-0781C.0095, .0244, .0290, .0415, and .0462) and 

- (CX-0781C.0017.) The evidence also includes claim charts comparing the Asserted 

Patents to potential licensees' products. (Tr., 1265:9-1266:2; CX-0781C.0543-0551; CX-

0781C.0552-0567; CX-0781C.0574-0585 (charts for the 

Patent, the '549 Patent and the '638 Patent). 
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The evidence also shows numerous instances of the Asserted Patents being discussed in 

depth by TPL and potential licensees. (See, e.g., CX-0781C .0009-0016 

CX-0781C .0039-0042 

CX-0781C .0076-0078 

CX-0781C .0268-0273-

and CX-0781C .0328-0331 

Thus, the ALJ finds that TPL has adequately shown that there is a nexus between the 

Flash CORE Portfolio and the Asserted Patents. 

b) Licensing Activities 

TPL argues that since 2007, it has maintained an extensive licensing program with 

respect to the Asserted Patents. (CIB at 271.) TPL notes that it is the exclusive licensee to the 

Asserted Patents and licenses the Asserted Patents, which are part of TPL's CORE Flash 

portfolio. (CIB at 271.) TPL argues that there are • licensees to the CORE Flash portfolio, 

each of which chose to license all six Asserted Patents. (CIB at 271.) TPL explains in extensive 

detail the investments the nature of its licensing program as well as the extent of its investments 

in that program. (CIB at 271-276.) 

The evidence shows that TPL's licensing program works in the following manner: In 

mid-2011, approximately. different TPL and Alliacense employees performed work relevant 

to TPL's licensing activities for the CORE Flash Portfolio. (CX-0941C (Q&A 73).) TPL and 

Alliacense employees 
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(CX-

0941 C, Q&A 62-73.) TPL asserts that it has underreported resources spent on the portfolio 

because 

(Tr. 258:3-25.) 
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Based on the foregoing description of TPL's licensing program, TPL argues that it has 

made the following investments: 

62-64; JX-0072C; CX-0753C.) 

(CX-0941C.0013, Q&A 72-73; CX-
0878C; CX-0753C.0002-3.) 

• TPL's licensing activities are based in and directed from its facility in Cupertino, 
California. (CX-0939C.0005, Q&A 19.) 
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• (CX-0941C, 

• 

• 

Q&A 43-44; JX-0035 through JX-0064, CX-0799C through CX-0804C, CX-0806C, CX-
0809C, and CX-0830C; CX-0939C, Q&A 37-38.) 

(CX-094~C.0010, Q&A 56-57; CX-1115C.) 

(CX-0941C, Q&A 57; CX-0939C, Q&A 36; CX-0754C.) 

(CX-0799C; 
Terminate with Respect to Fujitsu (EDIS Doc. ID 500162.) 

• (JX-0035 through 
JX-0064, CX-0799C through CX-0804C, CX-0806C, CX-0809C, and CX-0830C.) 

Respondents argue that TPL' s purported expenses include investments that bear no 

relationship to licensing. (RIB at 261.) Specifically, Respondents argue that TPL has 

improperly included litigation expenses, patent prosecution and procurement expenses, foreign 

licensing expenses, marketing and promotion expenses, post-complaint expenses, leasing and 

facilities expenses, and product purchase expenses in its licensing expenses. (RIB at 261-267.) 

The ALJ finds certain of Respondents' arguments, i.e., arguments relating to marketing 

and promotion expenses, post-complaint expenses, leasing and facilities expenses and product 

purchase expenses, unpersuasive for the same reasons set forth supra in Section VII.C.1.a. 

Respondents make conclusory and generalized statements regarding TPL's evidence and 

arguments. In light of TPL's extensive and detailed explanation of its evidence, such cursory 

statements do not adequately rebut or raise any doubts as to the credibility of certain of TPL's 

witnesses. In many instances, Respondents simply make one sentence statements regarding the 

general inadequacy of evidence. For example, Respondents simply state that "TPL overstates its 

alleged licensing investments by including post-complaint activities and expenses." (RIB at 266.) 
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Respondents failed to adequately develop their arguments and, instead, simply provide 

conclusory statements or, at best, cursory arguments. 

Furthermore, certain of these arguments the ALJ finds unpersuasive on substantive 

grounds. First, the ALJ finds that TPL' s investments in "marketing and promotion expenses" do 

relate to TPL's licensing portfolio. The evidence shows that the marketing and promotion 

expenses are related to licensing and are not merely "general" marketing and promotion 

expenses. Mr. Hannah explained what, exactly, he meant by "marketing and promotion": 

(RX-0259C.0093 at 93:10-21; CX0877C) Mr. Hannah went on to state 

- (RX-0259C.0094 at 94:7-12.) Despite Respondents' attempts otherwise, the 

evidence shows that these expenses that "market and promote" the portfolio are related to TPL's 

attempts at licensing. (Tr., 224:16-225:16; 227:25-228:17; CX-0941C at Q&A 61-90.) 

Second, as for Respondents argument that TPL's product purchase expenses should not 

be considered, the ALJ also finds those unpersuasive on substantive grounds. As set forth above, 

TPL explains 

(See supra; CX-0941C and Q&A 76.) The evidence shows that TPL's 

(CX-0941C at Q&A 78; JX-0075C.) 
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Respondents remammg arguments, i.e., failure to allocate domestic versus foreign 

products, whether products are covered by more than one patent in the portfolio, etc., go to what 

portion of sue~ expenses TPL can rely upon - they do not go to whether such expenses can be 

relied upon. Given their clear role in TPL's comprehensive licensing program, the ALJ finds 

that these expenses can be included. Similarly, the leasing and facilities expenses can also be 

included as they relate to TPL's licensing activities and Respondents' arguments are directed 

more to how much of those expenses should be properly allocated to the Asserted Patents. 

As for those expenses related to litigation expenses,9 patent prosecution and procurement 

expenses, and TPL's post-complaint expenses, TPL has agreed to withdraw those expenses from 

consideration. (CRB at 103-105; 109-110.) 

Respondents further argue that TPL improperly included "foreign licensing" expenses, 

which are expenses related to "licensing foreign patents." (RlB at 264.) Respondents argue that 

this "foreign" component was "clearly" a motivator in some foreign-based entities' decisions to 

enter into license agreements. (RIB at 264-265.) Respondents note that TPL did not allocate 

expenses relating to these foreign patent from its overall licensing expenses. (RIB at 265-266.) 

In support of their arguments, Respondents cite the Commission's Opinion in Certain Integrated 

Circuits, Inv. No. 337-TA-786, as support their contention that the alleged inability to discern 

9 Willie TPL has agreed to withdraw these expenses from consideration, the ALJ notes that such expenses are not 
per se excluded from consideration in the economic prong analysis. See Certain Coaxial Cable Connectors and 
Components Thereof and Products Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-650, Comm'n Op. at 50 (March 31, 2010) 
("A complainant must also show that licensing activities pertain to the particular patent(s) at issue. Depending on 
the circumstances, such activities may include, among other things, drafting and sending cease and desist letters, 
filing and conducting a patent infringement litigation, conducting settlement negotiations, and negotiating, drafting 
and executing a license.") (emphasis added); see also Motiva, LLC v. Int'! Trade Comm 'n, 716 F.3d 596, 600 (Fed. 
Cir. 2013) (Fed. Cir. 2013) ("Motiva's investment in the litigation against Nintendo could indeed satisfy the 
economic prong of the domestic industry requirement if it was substantial and directed toward a licensing program 
that would encourage adoption and development of articles that incorporated Motiva's patented technology.") 
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how much of TPL' s alleged licensing investment in attributable to the foreign patents "precludes 

a finding of domestic industry based on licensing." (RIB at 264.) 

The ALJ finds Respondents ' arguments unpersuasive. First, the ALJ finds that 

Integrated Circuits does not support Respondents ' argument. The Commission's issue with the 

complainant's evidence in that investigation had more to do with the inability to allocate 

domestic-licensing expenses from foreign-licensing expenses. Certain Integrated Circuits, Inv. 

No. 337-TA-786, Comm'n Op. at 32 (Public Version) (September 19, 2012). Second, even 

assuming that "foreign licenses" cannot be considered, the evidence shows that TPL did not 

include such expenses in its evidence. The evidence consists of evidence limited to the portfolio 

at issue and is based on 

(CX-0941C at Q&A 67.) The evidence shows that. 

(CX-0799C.0016-.0017; CX-0800C.0015-.0016; CX-0801C.0016-.0017; 

CX-0802C.0015-.0016; CX-0803C.0014-.0015; CX-0804C.0014-.0015; CX-0806C.0016-.0017; 

CX-0809C.0016-.0017; CX-0830C.0014-.0016; JX-0035C.0015-.0016; JX-0036C.0016-.0017; 

JX-0037C.0014-.0015; JX-0038C.0015-.0016; JX-0039C.0014-.0015; JX-0040C.0014-

.0015; JX-0041C.0015-.0016; JX-0042C.0014-.0015; JX-0043C.0015-.0016; JX-0044C.0014-

.0015; JX-0045C.0013-.0014; JX-0046C.001 l-.0013; JX-0047C.0013-.0014; JX-0048C.0013-

.0015; JX-0049C.0011; JX-OOSOC.0014-.0015; JX-0051C.0013-.0015; JX-0052C.0014-.0015; 

JX-0053C.0012-.0015 ; JX-0054C.0013-.0015; JX-0055C.0014-.0016; JX-0056C.0013-.0014; 

JX-0057C.0015-.0016; JX-0058C.0014-.0015; JX-0059C.0016-.0017; JX-0060C.0015-.0016; 

JX-0061 C.0013-.0014; JX-0062C.0015-.0016; JX-0063C.0014-.0015; JX-0064C.0015-.0016.) 
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Therefore, as set forth above, the ALJ finds that TPL's investments, except those that 

TPL has explicitly agreed to withdraw, relate to licensing activities. 

c) Investments occurred in the United States 

The parties do not dispute that TPL's licensing activities occurred in the United States. 

(see generally CIB at 267-284; RIB at 256-282.) The evidence shows that TPL is headquartered 

in Cupertino, California. (CX-0939C at Q&A 7.) TPL conducts all CORE Flash licensing 

activities from Cupertino. (CX-0939C, Q&A 19; CX-0905C at 34:4-22; CX-0688C at 24.) 

d) Whether investments are substantial 

Using the "flexible approach" advocated by the Commission, the ALJ finds that the 

evidence, while an extremely close call, shows that TPL's investments are substantial. 

Multimedia Display and Navigation Devices, Comm'n Op. at 15. As set forth above, TPL's 

licensing program is fairly comprehensive and involves several steps from market research to 

reverse engineering to licensing negotiations. See supra Section VII.C. l .b. As will be set forth 

in greater detail below, the evidence shows that TPL's allocated costs presented in this 

investigation are limited to the CORE Flash Portfolio and not the entirety of TPL's general 

licensing program and, further, that the allocation of expenses is based on 

and not a calculation or estimate. The ALJ finds that this 

direct method of allocating expenditures to be extremely reliable. 

Respondents argue that TPL's investments are not substantial because (1) TPL's 

licensing activities are not among those referenced favorably in the legislative history of Section 

337(A)(3); (2) TPL's investment is trivial compared to the size of its resources and industry; (3) 

TPL does not otherwise exploit the Asserted Patents through research and development; (4) TPL 

does not engage in ancillary licensing activities such as research and development or any training 

152 



PUBLIC VERSION 

or technical support; and (5) TPL did not present any evidence of return on licensing investment 

related to the Asserted Patents. (RIB at 275-278.) 

With regard to Respondents' arguments relating to a distinction between revenue-driven 

licensing and production-driven licensing, the ALJ finds that such a distinction is no longer the 

seminal factor to be considered in light of the Federal Circuit's opinion in Inter Digital Cmmc 'ns 

v. Int'! Trade Comm 'n, 707 F.3d 1295, 1303-4 where it stated 

It is not necessary that the party manufacture the product that is protected by the 
patent, and it is not necessary that any other domestic party manufacture the 
protected article. As long as the patent covers the article that is the subject of the 
exclusion proceeding, and as long as the party seeking relief can show that it has a 
sufficiently substantial investment in the exploitation of the intellectual property 
to satisfy the domestic industry requirement of the statute, that party is entitled to 
seek relief under section 337. 

Thus, the Federal Circuit has explicitly stated that the manufacture of a product that practices 

the patent is no longer necessary. The implication of such a holding means that the focus is on a 

complainant's licensing efforts, generally, and not what "type" of licensing it is, i.e., production-

driven or revenue-driven. 

The ALJ also finds Respondents' arguments that TPL's investments are trivial relative to 

the size of its resources and the industry to be unpersuasive. Respondents argue that the CORE 

Flash Portfolio revenue 

- (RIB at 277.) However, the in licensing revenue is what TPL has 

generated since it was established in the late 1980s. (CX-0939C at Q&A 31.) TPL did not 

acquire the Asserted Patents until 2006 so Respondents' comparison with over 20 years of 

licensing revenue is improper. In a similar vein, Respondents cite to the revenue generated in the 

entire flash memory industry for the United States in an attempt to shows that TPL's licensing 

investments are insubstantial. (RIB at 277; RX-2886C at Q&A 154.) The ALJ finds such an 
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analysis is not an adequate means of determining whether TPL's investments are substantial 

relative to the industry because the comparison is too broad. The "flash memory industry" 

revenue cited by Dr. Leonard is what is generated by the entire industry and not by a single 

entity similar to TPL in the flash memory industry. Indeed, in general, any comparison of any 

individual entity to an entirety of a large industry made will always lead to the conclusion that 

the individual entity is insignificant compared to an entire industry. Such an analysis provides 

little to no value in determining the significance of the investment. 

Respondents further argue that TPL's evidence is unreliable because TPL failed to offer 

any documentary evidence or "uninterested witness testimony." (RIB at 268-269.) The 

evidence shows that 

- (JX-0072C, CX-0753C, and CX-0877C; CX-0941C at Q&A 67; RX-0259C, 56:14-

57:17.) 

Given the limited size and resources of TPL, the evidence shows that TPL has made 

investments that are "large" in magnitude. The evidence relating to TPL's litigation expenses and 

prosecution history expenses ("IP Legal") were withdrawn by TPL and the ALJ is excluding all 

2012 expenditures in his analysis. 10 The evidence still shows that TPL still expended nearly. 

10 The ALJ does not include any expenses from 2012 because TPL included expenses incurred after the date of filing 
the complaint and there was no means of allocating pre-complaint revenue from post-complaint revenue in 2012. 
(See JX-0753C) Motiva, LLC, 716 F.3d at 601 n. 6 ("We also affmn the Commission's use of the date of the filing 
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- in expenses relating to licensing the CORE Flash Portfolio. 11 (CX-0753C.) TPL's 

CORE Flash Portfolio generated in licensing revenue from 2007 to December 31, 

2011. (CX-0941 at Q&A 56-57; JX-0017C.) 12 TPL' s Cupertino, California facilities where it 

conducts all CORE Flash licensing activities costs (CX-0941C at Q&A 91 ; 

CX-0783C; CX-0784C.) Thus, the evidence shows that TPL' s investments are substantial 

relative to its size, resources and industry. 

2. OnSpec's Activities 

As set forth supra, TPL seeks to rely on the activities of OnSpec, Inc., a company which 

TPL asserts it "participated in the acquisition" of in 2006. (CRB at 126.) The undisputed facts 

are as follows: OnSpec was founded in 1989 and focused its business on the development and 

sale of System-On-Chip semiconductor products. (CIB at 126.) 

(CX-0939C at Q&A 48.) OnSpec' s Patent Portfolio, which 

included the CORE Flash Portfolio was acquired by an entity named MCM Portfolio LLC, who 

in turn, granted TPL an exclusive license and assignment to the OnSpec Patent Portfolio. (Id) 

(CX-0939C at Q&A 48-51.) 

OnSpec was eventually dissolved in 2008, but TPL continues to sell products with the OnSpec 

brand name. (CX-0939C at Q&A 51.) 

ofMotiva's complaint in this case as the relevant date at which to determine if the domestic industry requirement of 
Section 337 was satisfied."). 
11 The total ex enditures for 2007 throu 2011 

(CX-0753C) 
The ALJ does not include any revenue generated in 2012 because TPL included revenue generated after the date 

of filing the complaint and there was no means of allocating pre-complaint revenue from post-complaint revenue in 
2012. (See JX-0071C) Motiva, LLC, 716 F.3d at 601 n. 6. 
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The ALJ finds that the relationship between OnSpec and TPL does not allow for TPL to 

rely on OnSpec' s expenditure for purposes of satisfying the domestic industry requirement. The 

ALJ does not dispute that the companies are related or that TPL continues to sell OnSpec 

branded products. However, it is not clear what, specifically, is meant by the fact that OnSpec 

"merged" into TPL ~ indeed, MR. Leckrone testified that 

At best, that merely shows that OnSpec and 

TPL were sister corporations where one corporation sold the goods branded with the name of its 

sister corporation. The ALJ finds that none of these facts are sufficient to inure any benefit of 

OnSpec's expenditures to TPL. Indeed, it appears that the companies were separate entities, 

despite common ownership, and maintained separate identities for the remainder of OnSpec' s 

corporate existence. Moreover, 

The ALJ finds that the 

relationship between OnSpec and TPL has not been sufficiently established to allow TPL to 

inure any benefit of OnSpec' s expenditures. Consequently, to the extent that TPL seeks to rely 

on OnSpec' s expenditures to satisfy the economic prong, the ALJ declines to allow them to do so. 

TPL argues that the fact that it sells On Spec' s products that generated revenue of nearly 

- in sales should suffice to create a relationship between the two entities such that 

OnSpec's expenditures can be considered for the economic prong analysis. (CRB at 126.) 

Respondents argue that the sales revenue cannot establish a domestic industry because sales 

alone cannot prove that a domestic industry exists, and further, TPL did not continue to invest in 

research and development of the OnSpec products. (RIB at 281-282.) Moreover, Respondents 

note that the sales reflect the sales of existing inventory and do not reflect any new investments 

in the OnSpec products by TPL. (RIB at 281-282.) The ALJ agrees with Respondents that sales 
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alone are insufficient to establish a domestic industry. Commission precedent has long held that 

"marketing and sales" alone are insufficient to establish a domestic industry. Certain Integrated 

Circuits, Processes for Making Same, and Products Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-450, 

Comm'n Op., 2003 ITC LEXIS 510, at *442 ("Furthermore, the mere marketing and sale of 

products in the United States is insufficient to constitute a domestic industry.") (citing, inter alia, 

S. Rep. No. 71 , 100th Cong. 1st Sess., at 129 (1987); H.R. Rep. No. 40, 100th Cong., 1st Sess. , 

pt. 1, at 157 (1987).) Therefore, TPL' s sale of OnSpec products alone are insufficient to satisfy 

the economic prong. 
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VIIl. CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

1. The Commission has personal jurisdiction over the parties and subject-matter and in 

rem jurisdiction over the accused products. 

2. The importation or sale requirement of section 337 is satisfied. 

3. The Accused Products do not infringe the '443, '424, '847, and '549 Patents. 

4. The Accused Products infringe the asserted claims of the ' 623 Patent. 

5. TPL has failed to prove that Respondents induced infringement of the '623 Patent. 

6. The '443, ' 424, ' 847,'549, and ' 623 Patents are not invalid under 35 USC § 102 for 

anticipation. 

7. The '443, '424, ' 847,'549, and '623 Patents are not invalid under 35 USC § 103 for 

obviousness. 

8. The '424 and ' 847 Patents are not invalid under 35 USC§ 112 for indefiniteness. 

9. The '424 Patent is not invalid under 35 USC§ 112 for new matter. 

10. The '847 and ' 549 Patents are not invalid under 35 USC § 112 for lack of written 

description. 

11. The technical prong of the domestic industry requirement has not been satisfied. 

12. The economic prong of the domestic industry requirement under 19 U.S.C. § 

13 3 7 (a )(3 )( C) has been satisfied. 

13. It has not been established that a violation exists of section 337 for the asserted claims 

of the '443 , '424, '847, and '549 Patents. 

14. It has been established that a violation exists of section 337 for claims 1-4 and 9-12 

of the '623 Patent. 
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IX. INITIAL DETERMINATION AND ORDER 

Based on the foregoing, it is the INITIAL DETERMINATION of this ALJ that no 

violation of section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, 19 U.S.C. § 1337, has occurred in 

the importation into the United States, the sale for importation, or the sale within the United 

States after importation of certain computers and computer peripheral devices and components 

thereof and products containing the same that infringe one or more of claims 7, 11 , 19, and 21 of 

U.S. Patent No. 7,162,549; claims 1, 3, 4, 7, 9, 11, 12, and 14 of the U.S. Patent No. 7,295,443; 

claims 25, 26, 28, and 39 of U.S. Patent No. 7,522,424; claims 17-19 of the U.S. Patent No. 

6,976,623; and claims 1-3 of U.S. Patent No. 7,719,847. 

It is the INITIAL DETERMINATION of this ALJ that a violation of section 337 of the 

Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, 19 U.S.C. § 1337, has occurred in the importation into the 

United States, the sale for importation, or the sale within the United States after importation of 

certain computers and computer peripheral devices and components thereof and products 

containing the same that infringe one or more of claims 1-4 and 9-12 of U.S. Patent No. 

6,976,623. 

Further, this Initial Determination, together with the record of the hearing in this 

investigation consisting of: 

(1) the transcript of the hearing, with appropriate corrections as may hereafter be 
ordered, and 

(2) the exhibits received into evidence in this investigation, as listed in the attached 
exhibit lists in Appendix A, 

are CERTIFIED to the Commission. In accordance with 19 C.F.R. § 210.39(c), all material 

found to be confidential by the undersigned under 19 C.F.R. § 210.5 is to be given in camera 

treatment. 
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The Secretary shall serve a public version of this ID upon all parties of record and the 

confidential version upon counsel who are signatories to the Protective Order (Order No. 1.) 

issued in this investigation. 
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RECOMMENDED DETERMINATION ON REMEDY AND BOND 

I. Remedy and Bonding 

The Commission's Rules provide that subsequent to an initial determination on the 

question of violation of section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, 19 U.S.C. § 1337, the 

administrative law judge shall issue a recommended determination containing findings of fact 

and recommendations concerning: (1) the appropriate remedy in the event that the Commission 

finds a violation of section 337, and (2) the amount of bond to be posted by respondents during 

Presidential review of Commission action under section 337G). See 19 C.F.R. § 210.42(a)(l)(ii). 

A. Limited Exclusion Order 

Under Section 337(d), the Commission may issue either a limited or a general exclusion 

order. A limited exclusion order directed to respondents' infringing products is among the 

remedies that the Commission may impose, as is a general exclusion order that would apply to 

all infringing products, regardless of their manufacturer. See 19 U.S.C. § 1337(d). 

TPL seeks a limited exclusion order that bar from entry into the United States "infringing 

computers and computer peripheral devices and components thereof and products containing the 

same." (CIB at 284.) TPL argues that the accused products fall within the scope of the 

investigation and that they should not be considered downstream products such that an EPROMs 

analysis is triggered. (CIB at 284-285.) TPL argues, nevertheless, that to the extent the 

EPROMs factors should be considered, those factors weigh in favor of issuing an exclusion order 

that extends to these "downstream" products. (CRB at 127-129.) TPL further argues that an 

LEO is in the public interest. (CIB at 287.) 

Respondents argue that the scope of the LEO should not include Respondents' 

downstream products that contain the accused card readers. (RIB at 283.) In support of their 
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arguments, Respondents rely on the EP RO Ms factors arguing that consideration of these factors 

weighs against issuing any LEO that would include Respondents' downstream products. (RIB at 

283-289.) Respondents further argue that any LEO should include an adjustment period "to 

alleviate any harm to U.S. consumers and legitimate commerce caused by disruption to the 

supply of downstream products" as well as a certification provision so that Respondents may 

certify to CBP that certain imported products do not infringe and do not fall within the scope of 

this investigation. (RIB at 289-290.) 

Should the Commission find a violation, the ALJ recommends that the limited exclusion 

order should apply to any downstream products that contain the accused chip readers. The ALJ 

disagrees with Respondents' assertion that an EPROMs analysis is warranted. Respondents 

provide no basis for arguing that the EP RO Ms analysis is necessary in light of Kyocera and 

Certain Semiconductor Chips,337-TA-661 (Commission issued LEO excluding downstream 

products without EPROMs analysis). Respondents cite to the Recommended Determination in 

Certain Light-Emitting Diodes and Products Containing Same, 337-TA-784, where the ALJ 

performed an EPROMs. (RRB at 101.) However, that investigation was terminated based on 

settlement agreement before the Commission issued an opinion on whether an EPROMs analysis 

was necessary. Consequently, the only Commission decision on the matter stems from Certain 

Semiconductor Chips, 337-TA-661 , wherein the Commission determined that the limited 

exclusion order included downstream products without performing an EPROMs analysis. Based 

on the foregoing, the ALJ finds that the Commission no longer finds an EPROMs analysis 

necessary to include downstream products within the scope of any limited exclusion order. 

The ALJ also declines to recommend that any issued LEO include an adjustment period. 

Respondents' basis for seeking the adjustment period is to limit TPL's ability to "hold up" 
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Respondents. (RIB at 289.) Respondents cite to no evidence of any "harm" to U.S. consumers 

and legitimate commerce, but rather simply cite to the impact on their own bottom line. (RIB at 

289-290.) As such, the ALJ declines to recommend an adjustment period. 

As for Respondents' request for a certification provision, TPL did not oppose such a 

request and the ALJ finds no basis for not permitting Respondents to certify to CBP that certain 

imported products are outside the scope ofthis investigation. (CRB at 129-130.) 

B. Cease and Desist Order 

Section 337 provides that in addition to, or in lieu of, the issuance of an exclusion order, 

the Commission may issue a cease and desist order as a remedy for violation of section 337. See 

19 U.S.C. § 1337(f)(l). The Commission generally issues a cease and desist order directed to a 

domestic respondent when there is a "commercially significant" amount of infringing, imported 

product in the United States that could be sold so as to undercut the remedy provided by an 

exclusion order. See Certain Crystalline Cefadroxil Monohydrate, Inv. No. 337-TA-293, USITC 

Pub. 2391, Comm'n Op. on Remedy, the Public Interest and Bonding at 37-42 (June 1991); 

Certain Condensers, Parts Thereof and Products Containing Same, Including Air Conditioners 

for Automobiles, Inv. No. 337-TA-334, Comm'n Op. at 26-28 (Aug. 27, 1997). 

TPL seeks a cease and desist order against all respondents HP, Kingston and 

Newegg/Rosewill. (CIB at 286.) Specifically, TPL argues that the evidence shows that these 

respondents maintain "commercially significant" inventories of the accused products in the 

United States and provides specific amounts of inventories retained by each of these respondents. 

(CIB at 286-287.) TPL seeks a cease and desist order that prohibits these respondents, their 

subsidiaries and related companies from engaging in "importation, sale for importation, 
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manufacture, assembly, marketing and/or advertising, distribution, offer for sale, sale, or other 

transfer within the United States" of the accused products. (CIB at 287.) 

Respondents argue that TPL has failed to show that any of these respondents maintain 

commercially significant inventories in the United States. (RRB at 103.) Respondents argue that 

the evidence shows that any inventory it retains "is minimal 

(RRB at 103.) 

The ALJ finds that the evidence shows that respondents HP, Kingston and 

Newegg/Rosewill currently maintain significant inventories of accused products in the United 

States. (CX-0190C at Resp. to Interrogatory 10; CX0217C at Resp. to Interrogatory No. 10; CX-

224 at Resp. Interrog. No. 10.) The ALJ finds HP's arguments that its inventory is not 

"commercially significant" to be irrelevant. The focus 

is not on HP's own activities, but rather on the relief that can be afforded to the complainant. 

Certain Hardware Logic Emulation Systems and Components Thereof, 337-TA-383, U.S.l.T.C. 

Pub. No. 3089 at 25, note 121 ("The Commission's purpose in issuing cease and desist orders in 

patent-based cases has been to afford complete relief to complainants where infringing goods are 

already present in the United States, and thus cannot be reached by issuance of an exclusion 

order.") Therefore, cease and desist orders are appropriate as to these Respondents. 

C. Bond During Presidential Review Period 

The Administrative Law Judge and the Commission must determine the amount of bond 

to be required of a respondent, pursuant to section 337G)(3), during the 60-day Presidential 

review period following the issuance of permanent relief, in the event that the Commission 

determines to issue a remedy. The purpose of the bond is to protect the complainant from any 

mJury. 19 C.F.R. § 210.42(a)(l)(ii), § 210.50(a)(3). 
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When reliable price information is available, the Commission has often set the bond by 

eliminating the differential between the domestic product and the imported, infringing product. 

See Certain Microsphere Adhesives, Processes for Making Same, and Products Containing Same, 

Including Self-Stick Repositionable Notes, Inv. No. 337-TA-366, Comm'n Op. a 24 (1995). In 

other cases, the Commission has turned to alternative approaches, especially when the level of a 

reasonable royalty rate could be ascertained. See, e.g., Certain Integrated Circuit 

Telecommunication Chips and Products Containing Same, Including Dialing Apparatus, Inv. No. 

337-TA-337, Comm'n Op. at 41 (1995). A 100 percent bond has been required when no 

effective alternative existed. See, e.g. , Certain Flash Memory Circuits and Products Containing 

Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-382, USITC Pub. No. 3046, Comm'n Op. at 26-27 (July 1997)(a 100% 

bond imposed when price comparison was not practical because the parties sold products at 

different levels of commerce, and the proposed royalty rate appeared to be de minimis and 

without adequate support in the record). 

TPL argues that the bond should be set at 100% of the entered value. (CIB at 288-289.) 

TPL argues that, in the alternative, a bond may be set at a reasonable royalty rate, which is .. 

(CIB at 289.) 

Respondents argue that no bond should be required since TPL failed to show the need for 

any bond and ignored any evidence from which an appropriate bond could be calculated. (RRB 

at 103.) Respondents further argue that TPL's request for. a reasonable royalty rate based on its 

portfolio license agreement is unwarranted because it incorporates "hold-up" value and 

Respondents' own license agreements with standards bodies are a more reasonable bases for 

determining a royalty rate. (RRB at 103-104.) 
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The ALJ recommends that the Commission set a bond at a reasonable royalty rate of the 

entered value of the accused products based on TPL's portfolio license agreement. Respondents' 

argument that the bond rate should be based on its own license agreements fails to adequately 

protect TPL from any injury, but rather minimizes the effect on Respondents. 

II. Conclusion 

In accordance with the discussion of the issues contained herein, it is the 

RECOMMENDED DETERMINATION ("RD") of the ALJ should the Commission find a 

violation, then it should issue a limited exclusion order against Respondents including 

downstream products and contains a certification provision. The ALJ recommends that the 

Commission should also issue cease and desist orders directed at respondents HP, Kingston and 

Newegg/Rosewill. Furthermore, Respondents should be required to post a bond based on royalty 

rates contained in TPL' s license agreements during the Presidential review period. 

Within seven days of the date of this document, each party shall submit to the office of 

the Administrative Law Judge a statement as to whether or not it seeks to have any portion of 

this document deleted from the public version. The parties' submissions must be made by hard 

copy by the aforementioned date. 
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Any party seeking to have any portion of this document deleted from the public version 

thereof must submit to this office (1) a copy of this document with red brackets indicating any 

portion asserted to contain confidential business information by the aforementioned date and (2) 

a list specifying where said redactions are located. The parties' submission concerning the public 

version ofthis document need not be filed with the Commission Secretary. 

SO ORDERED. 

~ __<'/' ce=-:> 
~~"""::::::..x ____ (z---::::>""""::....--

Administrative Law Judge 
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lnvalidity; Domestic Industry; Lack of 

Domestic Industry 

Infringement; Noninfringemcnt; Vlllidity; 
Invalidity-, Domestic Industry; Lack of 

Domestic Industry 

Ownership; Standing; Lack of Standing; 
Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 

Industry: Invalidity 

Withdrawn 

Infringement; N oninfringemcnt 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Jan 7/9 

Jan 7 

Jan7 

Jan 7 

Jan 7/9 

Jan 7 

Jan 7/9 

Withdmwn 

1/10/13-Moved to Joint 
Demonstrative Exhibit 

List as JDX-0007 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

l'llool ul• 



Lin o!Joint Doeurncntasy &hibits R.~c:dftd lnto Eftdence (Carn.preht"'l•e) 
lnY. No. 337.TA.-841 

. : .. ~~: :··· .·. 

,:'JXNo; 
. .: .. ~ 

. · .... : 
CXNo 

6o~r,.'.~.-. ~'.~ , ._,<~/ ":-:'_ :~ ::~ . ,~"..:_;:2·: .. ·.~.:: -~;'.~~~: \~.:~: _.:;· t · ·. :,.~f.~~<L:.:<~;~~~:. :-:~-s ... ~:· ->/ .". ·. · .:: ; ·: ·, ~.:; ·~ "1 ·: :·. ;~<~·.? .. ~;.:::<: .:_: .:·.:_ ··:::.: 
. · ': . ·. :':. ':~· .,;:-., .. · , . . .. Desc!"'ption .. ·. -;..': . .. . , .. _.:;. 11.at~N~mlier::. : .. :' '.°; ·:\ · ;.. Sp~ns?rmg "\11'.ttness ' ,; . : . · .. •. .'.. · .. (::~;; Pu~ose . .- .(: .. , 
. ·:.: · .. ·=-: • .-.; ·. •.:. :-~· · :.-: · · .. : :-.. ·:· : :::· :· :-:: --~·.: . ".: ~- ; · . . ~: .:.·~· ;· ~-..::: .-.. ;<.· ·~.--:·~ · . .[:.~:)'~:--.:> » ,. .... .. . . :·:.' ~:··· ;~·~::~·:: :.:·:~-~i :,:;. .. "::-..:: .. ~··.;;.::"· ..... 

RX No. 

JX--0012 
ex. 
0034 RX-0009 

'I ex- I JX--001.> 0035 RX-2687 I - I 

--
JX--0014 I ~~ I RX--0008 I - 1 

--
ex-

JX--0015 I 0047 I RX-0010 I - I 

-

JX-0016 I ~; I RX-0012 I - I 

-
JX--0011 I ~; I RX-1815 I c I 

-

CX-
JX.QOl8 I 0245 RX-1837 -

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn I 

Withdrawn I 

Withdrawn I 

Withdrawn I 

Withdrawn I 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn I Withdrawn I Withdrawn 

Withdrawn I Withdrawn I Withdrawn 

Withdrawn I Withdrawn I Withdrawn 

Withdrawn I Withdrawn I Withdrawn 

Withdrawn I Wilhdrawn I Wilhdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Domestic Industty; Secondary 

· .: · .. . . :··:·:"{_.· .. ·. 
·.; i>ate Received Into . 
· .:;>".:.i"~vidence: :, . 

~ t'. .. .. ... ·· 

Withdrawn 

I Withdrawn 

I Withdrawn 

I Withdrawn 

I Withdrawn 

I Withdrawn 

I Withdrawn 

CX-
JX-OOl9 I 0662 RX-0156 - Intel Desktop Boards Hannacroix Concept PC TPL036807-TPL036808 Antonopoulos Considerations: Lack ofDomestic Jndustry: I lnl2013 (as CX-0662) 

fnvnlidity 

.IX--0020 I ~~; I RX--01581 - lrntclDeslctopPlatfonnsLectaConceptPlatform ITPL036809-TPL0368121 
Domestic Industty; Secondary 

.Antonopo11los I Considerations; Lack of Domestic Industry: I 1n12013 (ax CX-0663) 
Invalidity 

CX-
. . Domestic lndwtry; Secondary 

ix-0021 I 0665 RX-0712 - Windows Platform Design Notes; WinHEC Reference PC TPL036818-TPL036820 Antonopou:::iusca:o; Banel)ee; Considerations: Lack ofDomeS1ic lndustty; I Jan 10 
· c exan er Invalidity 

ex-

l JX-0022 I 0687 RX--0023 - Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

....... ,, 



List oCJoiftt J)oCummlolJ' Exhibits Reeei.ed ln10 Eridonc• (Comprdlenrivo) 
h>v. No. 337·TA·84l 

· .~:~!;~q CXNo 
. .. ' • 

... .. .... 
:-.:· 

Co~ ·. · ·~.~:::·._:,·:.~·:~;\;·\~.'~;:/~i.:\·\f -~~;~·t·})&~· -~·!:; ;\i~f/i!:}- r•16>:.+: :c ~\0, l7::--: , ;~''> : .• -' - -- .:·,- •-
RJCNo. I··· ·:.· :.·. '·,_1.-: ...... '. Dncrlptloii' .. · 'c- · .-: ·. · ' · Bates"N11in.ber- · .. .• t:h ,, . • , :"Spo11soringWitness - .,~. · · >: - ~--,, . :;· pui-ppse ,.- >.''.: 

. :~: ·.: ,. ,·. ·.... :'.<' ·:'.· ·.> .". :·: ~~) .: .. ~··.:,.: ~ ~· .· ~ ·. :: ·.;c. ·'~:-.-;...·:.t·.'.; : .·.:·· <{,:·;::/:..;. ·:: :·:·: .. '·:·- .". ." '.::(.'~ . :::_~- \:;~. :···:~: · .. · ·:- .. . ':. . ',,·, .. 

1 
ex-

JX-0023 0688 

ex-
JX..()024 I 0690; ex. 

JX-0025 

0910 

CX-
0691 

RX..()040 

RX..0035 

RX-0165 

TPL Complaint Eich. l 05 • Declaration of Dwayne c Hannah 

c TPL Complaint Exh. I 05-2 - Sample License Agreement 

c Withdrawn 

JX-0026 I ~~; I ~!~'(2; I C ITPL ComplaintExh. 105-4 - OnSpec Chip Sales 

TPL1042838-
TPL1042850 

TPL102304 l-
TPLI023060 

Withdrawn 

ITPL\042851· 
TPL1042855 

JX-00271 CX- I RX.0022 1- ITPLComplaintExh. 105-9AddonicsintemalSATNUSBITPLI023!52-
0697 DigiDriveAEIDDSAU /WP Practices the '443 Patent TPL!023162 

JX-0028 ! CX- I RX-0364 1 _ ITPL Comp!aintExh. 105-11 Addonics lntemal 
0699 SATNUSB DigiDriveAEIDDSAU /WP 

ITPL 1023182-
TPL1023201 

JX-0029 I CX- I RX-1328 1 _ 1~~ CornplaintExh. 105-13 Addonics PCMCIAFlash 
0701 D1giAdap1er Emcme ADPMAF-X 

ITPLI023214-
TPL1023234 

JX-0030 I CX- I RX-1330 I _ ITPL Complaint.E~h. .105-17 Addonics Pocket 
0705 eSAT NUSB D1g1Dnve AEPDDESU I WP 

ITPL1023306-
TPLI023325 

ex- I I ITPL Complaint Exh. 105-28 CornpuApps OrnniFlash 
JX-003l l 0716 RX-133 t - eSATAKioslcFlashMediaCardReaderxSil145-G-ESl 

ITPLl023542-
TPL1023560 

-0032 I ex- I RX 13321 ITPL Complaint Exh. 105-32 CompuApps OmniFlash IDE ITPL!023608-
JX 0720 - - Kiosk Flash Memory Card RenderxSil146-G TPLI023626 

JX.oo33 I CX- I RX-0025 [ C ITPL Complaint E.xh. 105-39 - A List of the Companies 
0727 Offered Licenses to the CORE Flash Portfolio 

ITPL1042856-
TPLI042861 

Domestic Indusby; Luck of Domestic Hannah; Leonard; Vander Veen 
Indusby 

Hannah; D. Leckrone; Leonard; Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
VanderVeen Industry 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

I 
Hannah; Antonopolous; M. I Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 

Lcckrone; D. Lcckrone; Leonard Industry 

I Buscaino; Han~: McAlcxandcr; I Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
Industry; Invalidity 

I Buscaino; Hannah; McAlexander; I Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
Lum Jndustry; Invalidity 

I I Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
Buscaino; Hannah; Banerjee 

Industry; Noninfringement 

I I Domestic Industry; Lael: o(Domestic 
Buscaino; Hannah; Banerjee 

Industry; Noninfringement 

I I Domestic Industry; Lael: of Domestic 
Busaino; Hannah; Banerjee Industry; Noninfringcment 

Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
Buscaino; Hannah; Banerjee 

Iodustty; Noninfringement 

D. Leckrone; Hannah; M. Leckrone 
Domestic Industry; Lacie: of Domestic 

Industry 

:"·.=;(:~ ~:: : .; 

: Date Received Into 
·~_;- ~~-. Evidence .·. ·.: 

.· . ... . -. 

Jan25 

Jan 7/9 

Withdrawn 

Jan 10 

Jan 7 (Moved to Joint 
Demonstrative Exhibit 

List as JDX-000 I) 

-

1 

Jan 7 (Moved to Joint 
Demonstrative Exhibit 

List as JDX-0002) 

-

1 

Jan 7 (Moved to Joint 
Demonstrative Exhibit 

List as JDX-0003) 

-

1 

Jan 7 (Moved to Joint 
Demonstrative fachibit 

List as JDX-0004) 

-

1 

Jan 7 (Moved 10 Joint 
Demonstrative Exhibit 

List as JDX-0005) 

-
Jan 7 (Moved to Joint 
Demonstrative Exhibit 

List as JDX-0006) 

Jan 7 

l':!geJJ!I 



Li•r ot Joint Docmnentary &.hibhs Jtecd~d Into Ilridcnce (ComprcheNfYC) 
lnv. No. J:n:rA..S.Cl 

>···:~ .. : 

.... 
1~i~tt~il\~l&.J~~~~J:~~~lltJ~~l1it ~~;t~~:i~~i~}~~%~J~~~~ifr: ·~N"ci: ,.: 1 CX.No 

·#;_.\ .• i-.;> 

CX- RX-0167; Antonopoulos; Hannah; M. Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
JX-0034 I 07SS c OnSpec Asset Information TPL041253-TPL0412S8 I Jan 7 RX-0265 Leckrone; lndustTy 

I CX- RX-0554 TPrJ 
TPL!040288- D. Leckrone; Hannah; Vander Veen; Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 

JX-0035 080S c . J License Agreement I Jan 7 TPL1040313 Leonard Indus tty --

CX- TPL1040348- Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
JX.{)036 I 0807 RX-2738 c TPL License Agreement D. Leckrone; Hannah; Vander Veen I Jan 7 - TPLI040370 Industry 

JX.{)037 I ;8~; I RX-27471 c ITPIJ 1 ·_Agreement ITPL104037l- ID. Leckronc; Hannah; Vander Veen; Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic I TPL1040388 Leonard Industry 
Jan 7 

---

JX.{)038 I ~~~ I RX-2749 I c ITPL, 
' Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
License Agreement TPL388464-TPL388489 D. Leckrone; Hannah; Vander Veen Industry I Jan7 

CX- I I ITP~ License 
TPL3 88490· TPL388508 

Domestic Industry: Lack of Domestic 
JX-0039 I 0811 RX-2750 C Agreement D. Leckrone; Hannah; Vandcr Veen Industry I Jan7 

JX-0040 I ~; I RX-2751 I c ITPr.: 
-- ·---- Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 

Agreement TPL388509-TPL388526 D. Leckrone; Hannah; Vander Veen Industry I .Tan 7 

CX- c TPJ..l 1License Agreement 
Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic I JX-0041 I 0813 RX-2752 TPL388527·TPL388548 D. Leckrone; Hannah; Vander Veen Industry 

Jan 7 

ex. 
RX-2753 c TPLI 1 License Agreement TPL388549-TPL388571 D. Leck:rone; Hannah: Vander Veen 

Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic I JX-0042 I 0814 . . . Industry 
Jan7 

I CX- RX-27S4 c TPL. License Agreement TPL3 88572-TPI.3 88592 D. Leckrone; Hannah: Vander Veen 
Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic I J:m 7 

JX-0043 0815 Industry 

I CX- RX-2755 c TPL{ j License Agreement 
Domestic Industry; LRck ofDomestic 

rx.0044 0816 TPL388S93-TPL388609 D. Leclcrone; Hannah; Vandcr Veen Industry 

I 
Jan 7 

r,.ci4 oU 

I 



U.t of)oiot l>ocumeatary &hlbits Rec:d•ed l•to llTidc.cc (Comptthensi"") 
In" No. 337·TA-841 

..... 
. JxNct:I CXNo .... ,~f i;;~~~l~~rt~¥~,·~~1::JJ~i~irk:;,t~, CJ ;~~f~~~~t~\,J~,:~' 0·'~,~~~i;~~,,],f < Ft~0r 
JX-0045 I ;:i; I RX-2756 I C ITPL I License Ai:reement 

-

JX-0046 I ~; I RX-2757 I c ITPI-4 !) License Agreement 

-
JX-0047 I ~~ I RX-2758 I c ITPL~· Agreement 

-

JX-0048 I ~;~ I RX-2759 I C ITPL License Ai:rccment 

JX..0049 I ~;; I RX-2760 I c ITPi..l __J License Ai:rccment 

-

JX-0050 I ~~ I RX-2761 I c ITPI-1 1License Agreement 

-

JX--0051 I ~~3 J RX-2762 J C JTPtL.._jLicenseAgreement 

-
JX--0052 I ~; I RX-2763 I C JTPL 1__;.icense Agreement 

-
JX.OOs3 I ;;;; I RX-2764 I c lrn-4 _J..icense Agreement 

-

JX-0054 I ~~ J RX-2765 I c ITP4 . . ~License Agreement 

-

JX--0055 I :; I RX-2766 I c ]TPI-i License Agreement 

TPL3886!0-TPL388633I D. Lcckrone; Hannah; Vanderveen 

TPL388634-TPL3886S21 D. Leckrone; Hannah; Vandcr Veen 

TPL388653-TPL3886741 D. Lcckronc; Hannah; Vandcr Veen 

TPL388675-TPL3886921 D. Leckrone; Hannah; Vander Veen 

TPL388693-TPL3887G71 D. Leckronio; Hannah; Vander Veen 

TPL38870B-TPL3887261 D. Lcckrone; Hannah; Vander Veen 

TPL38S727-TPL38S7471 D. Leckrone; Hannah; Vender Veen 

TPL38S748-TPL388768I D. Leckrone: Hannah; Vandcr Veen 

TPL3SS769-TPL3867S41 D. Leclcrone; Hannah; Vandcr Veen 

TPL3S8785-TPL388803I D. Leckrone: Han'!ah; VanderVeen 

TPL388804-TPL38824 ID. Leckrone; Hannah; Vanderveen 

I 

Domestic Industiy; Lack of Domestic 
Industry 

Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
Industry 

Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
Industry 

Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
Industry 

Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
Industry 

Domestic Industry; L:ick of Domestic 
Industry 

Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
Industry 

Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
Industry 

Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
Industry 

Domestic Industry; Lack ofDomestic 
Indus!Iy 

Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
Industry 

Jan 7 

Jan7 

Jan7 

Jan7 

Jan7 

Jan 7 

Jan7 

Jan7 

Jan 7 

Jan 7 

Jan7 

Piis11Saf9 



Usr or Joint Documenrary Hxhi.bitl Riteeived Iota Eridcnce (CamprehendYe) 
Inv, No. 337-TA.-841 

··<·. : ~ . 

JiN~. I CXNo R..XNo. ·~. ·r~~~:f~~JJ·l ~~~i ;f R;>;.·~;Lt ~~~f ,g~. '1:;'.~li~~~~~~~,, :: .· i:;;';;. ~~. . >:.:····· 

JX..()056 CX-
0828 

RX-2767 e ITPL. . - License AgreementlTPL.388825-TPL388844l D. Leckrone; Hannah; Vander Veen 

ex-
JX-0os1 I 

0829 
RX-2768 e TPr.f a License Agreement TPL3 8884 5-TPL3 88865 D. Leclcrone; Hannah; Vander Veen 

I ex-
JX-0058 0831 RX-2770 e TPIJ =- -x"•!fY'.jlLicense Agreemeni TPL388886-TPL388907 D. Leckrone; Hannah; Vander Veen 

I CX-
JX.-0059 0832 RX-2nl e TI'Lf--yLicense Agreement TPL388908-TPL3 88932 D. Leckr"· ~ Hannah; Vander Veen 

1 
ex-

JX..0060 0833 RX-2m e TPL.f d)License Agreement TPL388933-TPL388952 D. LecJcrone; Hannah; Vander Veen 

I ex-
JX-0061 0834 RX-2773 e TPrJi .. - ... ·n J License Agreement TPL388953·TPL388969 D. LecJcrone; Hannah; Vandcr Veen 

I ex-
JX-0°62 0 835 RX-2774 e TPre:== J License Agreement TPL388970-TPL388988 D. Lcckrone; Hannah; Vander Veen 

JX-0063 I ~~~ I RX-2775 I c ITPUII ~icense Agreement 111'L388989-TI'L3890061 D. Lcckrone; Harinah; Vander Veen I 

JX..0064 I ~;; I RX-27761 C ITPLl__JILicenseAgreement 111'L389007-TI'L3890261 D. Leckrone; Hannah; Vander Veen I 

JX.-0065 I CX- I RX-0303 I e I Agreement and Plan of Merger dated April 3, 2006, (D. ITPL041313-TPL0414301 
D. Leckrone; M . Leckrone; 

I 0852 Lcckrone Oep. Exh. 4) Venkidu; Leonard 

ex- I RX-0335· 1 IOnSpeclncome Statement-RollingTen Year2001 Hannah; M. Leckrone; Buscaino; 
JX-0066 I 0879 RX..0

27
4 e through September 30, 2010, Deposition ofDwayne TPL036785 Banerjee; McAlexander; V 11J1der 

· Hannah, Eich. 1 S Veen 

Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
Industry 

Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
Industry 

Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
Industry 

Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
Industry 

Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
Industry 

Domestic Industry: Lack of Domestic 
Industry 

Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
Industry 

Domestic Jndustiy; Lack of Domestic 
lndustry 

DDmestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
Industry 

Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
Industry; Invalidity; Remedy 

Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
Industry 

ri~~ R.~~~ hri~' . 
.. EVidence 

···~ . 

Jan 7 

Jan 7 

Jan 7/9 

Jan7 

Jan? 

Jan 7 

Jan7 

Jan 7 

Jan7 

I Jan 7/10 

I Jan 7 

Pcie6 uf!I 



Litt otJoin.t Documentary Es.hiblrs Received. Iftto l?.ridet1.ce (Comiwchcnslw::) 
Inv. No. 337-TMl4l 

. :··: :~:· 
. JX:Noi I ex No 

·. ~: ·.~).~'.~:/~~:. ~ 
RX No. t~\\~~~~f ~ZW~;~~-~t~;,{:k-i~_, ~-t;rk;(fof :~il~f~~~.ti;t;:'\:IL i:'L: ·0::b~±; ···_ ···· ··· -l'~~';;'t-· 

JX..0067 
CX-
0860 

RX-0275 Office Lease Stevens Creek Office Center Dated July 23, ITPL041265-TPL041298 
C 

12010, Deposition ofDwayn~ Hannah, Exh. 16 
Hannah; D. Leckrone 

Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
Industry 

JX-0068 
CX-
0904 

RX..0709 
C 1sD Memory Card Specifications, Part 1, Deposition of 

Larry Jones, Exh. 17 
TPL 125919-TPL126035I Buscaino; Banerjee; McAlexander I Infringement; Noninfringemcnt; Invalidity 

JX-0069 I Withdra I Withdrawn 
wn 

Withdrawn 

JX-007o I CX- I RX..0325 1 _ [Document titled 'CORE Flash Please' (M. Leckrone Dep. 
0908 Exh. II) 

JX-0071 I ex- I RX..03261 c I Summary ofCoreFlash Revenue 2007 YTD (M. Leckronc 
0909 ,Dep. Exh. 12) 

I 
ex- I RX-0329· 1 I JX-0072 I 0911 RX-IOIS C EmployeeSpreadshcet(M.LeckroneDep. Exh. 15) 

JX-0073 I ~~; I RX-0330 I C ITPLProjectDetailbyYear(M.LeckroneDep. Exh.16) 

JX-0074 I CX- I RX..0332 I C ITPIJintellisys Product Group, Product Sales Revenue by 
0913 Year (M. Lee krone Dcp, Exh. 18) 

ex-
JX-0075 I 0914 RX-0333 c TdReport Spreadsheet (M. Leckrone Dep. Exh. 20) 

l CX-
JX-0076 1114 RX-0717 c Sales of OnSpec Chip Products 2006-2011 

JX-0077 I w:drn1Withdrawnl I Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

TPL 1045464-
D. Leclcrone; Hannah; M. Leckrone 

Domestic Cndustry; Lack of Domestic 
TPL1045465 Industry 

TPL389797 
D. Leclcrone; Hannah; M. Leckrone, Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 

Leonard Indus by 

Domestic lndus!Ty, Lack of Domestic 
TPL036784 Hannah; M. Leckrone 

Industry 

ITPLI038185- I Hannah; M. Leckrone I Domestic lndumy; Lack of Domestic 
TPLI038187 Jndumy 

TPL036766 Hannah; Antonopoulos; M Leckrone 
Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 

Industry 

TI'L036774-TPL0367BO M. Leckrone; Hannah 
Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 

Industry 

TPL038069-TPL038072 
Antonopoulos; Buscaino; Banerjee; Domestic lndus!Ty, Lack of Domestic 

McAlexander Industry; Invalidity 

I 
Withdrawn L Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Jen 7/9 

Jan 10 

Withdrawn 

I Jan25 

I Jan 7 

I Jan 7/9 

I Jan 7/9 

I Jan 7/9 

I Jan 719 

Jan 7110 

Admitted as RX-0177C 
Jan28 

P.e;o-7o(9 



Lilt oC Joint Dacumenu.ry Exhibita 'Rcccind Imo Eridence (Comprehenst,-c) 
Inv. No. 337.'J'A,.341 

., .. ...... . ff ~l ';t~c'."'.l i~"~~~·;~,;;;j· 'm n ·£;t~·:r.:. \t[{"'~·.·~·i~:#~=~:ri.itt···~ ;; · ·"·"·~ ·:· 
···.. .. : 

'">"--·.>"I'' '. J>ateReceWed into :',· · ._-.. : '-> : Evidence " 
; . .lXNo: J ex No RX No. 

JX-0078 I Withdra I Withdrawn 
wn 

JX-0079 I WithdralWithdrawn 
wn 

JX-0080 I Withdra lWithdrawn 
wn 

JX-0081 NIA RX-1123 

JX-0082 NIA RX-2897 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

c Nicholas Antonopoulos Deposition Designations, Inv. No. 
337-TA-807 

c Dwayne Hannah Deposition Designations 

JX-0083 I NIA I RX-1009 I c !Dwayne Hannah Deposition Designations. Inv. No. 337-
TA-807 

JX-0084 I Withdra I Wiihdrawn 
wn 

JX-0085 I Withdra I Withdrawn 
wn 

JX-0086 I NIA NIA 

JX-0087 I NIA NIA 

JX-0088 I NIA NIA 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Stioulation Remmlinl! Kinl!Ston New Design Products 

C !Stipulation Regarding Hewlett Packard Importation 

Stipulation Regarding Dell Importation 

NIA 

NIA 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

NIA Antonopoulos 

NIA Hannah 

NIA Hannah 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

NIA NIA 

NIA 

NIA 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Validity; Invalidity; Domestic Industry; 
Lack of Domestic Industry 

Domestic Industry; Lack of Domestic 
Industry 

Domestic Industty; Lack of Domestic 
Industry 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Related to Accused Products 

lmportlltion 

Importation 

Withdrawn 

Admitted as RX..0411 
Jan28 

Withdrawn 

Jan 25 

Jan 25 

Jan 25 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Jan 10 

Jan 2& 

Jan 28 

J'o6clof9 



. •. 

. ·JXNo:: .:I CXNo 
··:..:. 

JX-0089 NIA 

RX No. 

NIA 

Llsr orJolnt Documetttaty Exblbirs R.ecciwd ln10 Etidcnce (Comptchenti't't) 
1 .... No. "7·TA..841 

#~~1·~-JF~~:Xf~.~.~i~;'.Ti~:'fr::~:'.,-:;::i":ij\:~:·.:~;~i/(::~~--. :::: :.: :-.-.·::\> . 'L:~~>: •;A:-:%·::.~E~:_:r~::::·:<;'.)it:I~~::'.: ._::·i_::.:.-.;;-:>.: .~?.::~.:f· - :::~_::_:_;:_ •. _ .:}~l :':. ·· : ._ .. /:'·· 
. : ., ...... . :.:-.. ·:· ... ; .. , .. .. ,._, ...... ..,. Del!.enptilin.<'-"· .. · '~".>· · ,.! . .. - '•.· .. : .. : Biltec~umber" ...... -~ :-· ·'' :···~· SpoosoriDgWitJJess.:~,.·: . ... :'."·",.. 1 . , •. • ,., _, .. farpose ... , ..... ,; · ... . ,.., ·. " :QliteReceiyed Into . 

>?:.:.. :.;:~ , .. : >~-:~::.:~>~~"'.: ::=:·f: e! .. ':r:.~y: .. {{~·~:P'N~;:{_ >f .. ~ }.:~~~~-~~:;~:;:~~_:,~;: -:.:~c:.:,~}0.}'·:. ;-.:\:~:<~:.- ::::::::-::;~~~ :_\::~·~; ::.-.:: f< :·Y·:,;, ;_:_:=:<:;::"': ''.'.:<~!~~ .. :;·;>5: · ·:~d~~ :'\ ... 

Stipulation Regarding Kings10n Importation NIA NIA lmpDrtation Jan28 

r.ce•ol9 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 

Title/Description 
Desig. 

RX-0001 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-0002 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-0003 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-0004 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-0005 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-0006 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-0007 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-0008 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-0009 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-0010 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-0011 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-0012 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-0013 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-0014 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-0015 xxx withdrawn 

RX-0016 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-0017 xxx withdrawn 

RX-0018 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-0019 xxx withdrawn 

RX-0020 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-0021 xxx withdrawn 

RX-0022 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-0023 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-0024 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

XXXlOOOOOCX xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

1194 

Rec'd Into Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Evidence 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

lOOOOOOOOCX xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

XXXXlOOOCXX lOOOOOOOOOC NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-0025 xxx 

RX-0026 xxx 

RX-0027 xxx 

RX-0028 
- xxx 

RX-0030 

RX-0031 -

RX-0032 xx:x 

RX-0033 xxx 

RX-0034 xxx 

RX-0035 xxx 

RX-0036 

- xxx 
RX-0039 

RX-0040 xxx 

RX-0041 xxx 

RX-0042 )()()( 

RX-0043 -

RX-0044 xxx 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn XXlOOOOOCXX xxxxxxxxxx 

not assigned xxxxxxxxxx XXlOOOOOCXX 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx .xxxxxxxxxx 

Complaint Exh. 45 - Claim Chart applying U.S. Patent No. 
Invalidity; Lack of McAlexander; 

6,976,623 to accused Falcon Northwest Computer 
Systems, Inc. product 

Domestic Industry Leonard 

withdrawn xxxx.xxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxx.xxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

not assigned xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Mambakkam Iyer; 
Venkldu; Jones; 

File History of U.S. Patent No. 6,976,623 (Complaint App. 
Banerjee; Berg; 

Invalidity McAlexander; 
A) Mercer; 

Mroczkowski; 
Wolfe; Buscaino 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

2194 

Rec'd Into 
Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 

Evidence 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

XXlOOOOOCXX xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxx:xxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 



Conf. 
Exh. No. 

Des lg. 

RX-0045 -

RX-0046 -

RX-0047 -

RX-0048 -

RX-0049 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring Title/Description Purpose 
Witness 

Mambakkam Iyer; 
Venkidu; Jones; 
Antonopoulos; 

File History of U.S. Patent No. 7, 162,549 (Complaint App. 
Invalidity Banerjee; Berg; 

C) McAtexander; 
Mercer; 

Mroczkowski; 
Wolfe; Buscaino 

Mambakkam Iyer; 
Venkidu; Jones; 
Antonopoulos; 

Copies of each reference mentioned in the file history for 
Invalidity Banerjee; Berg; 

U.S. Patent No. 7, 162,549 (Complaint App. D) McAlexander; 
Mercer; 

Mroczkowski ; 
Wolfe; Buscaino 

Mambakkam Iyer; 
Venkidu; Jones; 

File History of U.S. Patent No. 7,295,443 (Complaint App. Invalidity; Banerjee; Berg; 
McAlexander; E) Noninfringement 

Mercer; 
Mroczkowski; 

Wolfe; Buscaino 

Mambakkam Iyer; 
Venkidu; Jones; 

Copies of each reference mentioned in the file history for Banerjee; Berg; 
Invalidity McAlexander; U.S. Patent No. 7,295,443 (Complaint App. F) 

Mercer; 
Mroczkowski; 

Wolfe; Buscaino 

Mambakkam Iyer; 
Venkidu; Jones; 

File History of U.S. Patent No. 7,522,424 (Complaint App. Banerjee; Berg; 
Invalidity McAlexander; G) 

Mercer; 
Mroczkowski; 

Wolfe; Buscaino 

3/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

TPL1000802 TPL1001102 Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

TPL1002199 TPL 1002436 Jan 8 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

TPL 1004133 TPL1004489 Jan 10 



Conf. 
Exh. No. 

Desig. 

RX-0050 -

RX-0051 -

RX-0052 -

RX-0053 -

RX-0054 -

RX-0055 xxx 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring Title/Description Purpose 
Witness 

Mambakkam Iyer, 
Venkidu; Jones; 

Copies of each reference mentioned in the file history for Banerjee; Berg; 
Invalidity MCAiexander; U.S. Patent No. 7,522,424 (Complaint App. H) 

Mercer; 
Mroczkowski; 

Wolfe; Buscaino 

Mambakkam Iyer; 
Venkidu; Jones; 

File History of U.S. Patent No. 6,438,638 (Complaint App. 
Banerjee; Berg; 

Invalidity McAlexander; 
I) 

Mercer; 
Mroczkowski; 

Buscaino 

Mambakkam Iyer; 
Venkidu; Jones; 

Copies of ead1 reference mentioned in the file history for 
Banerjee; Berg; 

Invalidity McAlexander, 
U.S. Patent No. 6,438,638 (Complaint App. J) 

Mercer; 
Mroczkowski; 

Buscaino 

Mambakkam Iyer; 
Venkidu; Jones; 

File History of U.S. Patent No. 7,719,847 (Complaint App. 
Banerjee; Berg; 

Invalidity McAlexander; 
K) Mercer; 

Mroczkowski; 
Wolfe; Buscaino 

Mambakkam Iyer; 
Venkidu; Jones; 

Copies of each reference mentioned in the file history for 
Banerjee; Berg; 

Invalidity McAlexander; 
U.S. Patent No. 7,719,847 (Complaint App. L) 

Mercer; 
Mroczkowski; 

Wolfe; Buscaino 

not assigned xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

4/94 

•I 

End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 

Beg Bates No. 
Evidence 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

TPL1006295 TPL1006364 Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

TPL1006725 TPL1007149 Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-0056 -

RX-0057 
- xxx 

RX-0060 

RX-0061 -

RX-0062 xxx 

RX-0063 

- xxx 
RX-0088 

RX-0089 c 

RX-0090 
- xxx 

RX-0094 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Mambakkam Iyer; 
Venkidu; Jones; 

Respondents' Opening Claim Construction Brief dated Invalidity; Banerjee; Berg; 

07/23/2012 Noninfringement McAlexander; 
Mercer; 

Mroczkowski ; 
Wolfe; Buscaino 

withdrawn XXXXlOOOOOC xxxxxxxxxx 

Mambakkam Iyer; 
Venkidu; Jones; 

Order No. 23 Construing the Terms of the Asserted Invalidity; Banerjee; 
Claims of the Patents issued 10/04/2012 Noninfringement McAlexander; 

Mroczkowski; 
Buscaino 

not assigned xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Mambakkam Iyer, 
Venkidu; Jones; 

Banerjee; 
Invalidity; McAlexander; 

TPL's Responses to Seiko's 1st Set of Interrogatories 
Noninfringement; Lack of Mercer; 

Domestic Industry; Mroczkowski; 
Remedy; Bonding Wolfe; Buscaino; 

Respondent Party 
Witnesses; 

Leonard 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

5/94 

Rec'd Into 
Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 

Evidence 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxx:xx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Deslg. 

RX-0095 c 

RX-0096 

- xxx 
RX-0098 

RX-0099 c 

RX-0100 

- xxx 
RX-0123 

RX-0124 c 

RX-0125 
- xx:x 

RX-0139 

RX-0140 xxx 

RX-0141 xxx 

rrtle/Description 

TPL's Responses to Respondents' 1st Set of RF As 

withdrawn 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Mambakkam Iyer; 
Venkidu; Jones; 
Banerjee; Berg; 

lnvandity; McAlexander; 
Mercer; 

Noninfringement 
Mroczkowski; 

Wolfe; Buscaino; 
Respondent Party 

Witnesses 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Mambakkam Iyer; 
Venkidu; Jones; 
Banerjee; Berg; 
McAlexander; 

TPL's Supplemental Responses to Dell's 1st Set of Invalidity; Mercer; 
Interrogatories Noninfringement Mroczkowski; 

Wolfe; Buscaino; 
Respondent Party 

Witnesses; 
Leonard 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Mambakkam Iyer; 
Venkidu; Jones; 
Banerjee; Berg; 

Invalidity; 
McAlexander; 

TPL's Responses to HiTi's 1st Set of RFAs Mercer; 
Noninfringement 

Mroczkowski; 
Wolfe; Buscaino; 
Respondent Party 

Witnesses 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

not assigned xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

6194 

I 

Beg Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 

End Bates No. 
Evidence 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 



Exh. No. 
Cont. 
Desig. 

RX-0142 c 

RX-0143 xxx 

RX-0144 xxx 

RX-0145 -

RX-0146 -

RX-0147 -

RX-0148 -

RX-0149 -
RX-0150 

- xxx 
RX-0154 

RX-0155 -

RX-0156 xxx 

RX-0157 xxx 

RX-0158 xxx 

RX-0159 
- xxx 

RX-0162 

RX-0163 c 

RX-0164 xxx 

RX-0165 xxx 

RX-0166 xxx 

RX-0167 c 
RX-0168 xxx 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose Sponsoring 
Witness 

Antonopoulos Deposition Transcript, 10/30/2012 
Invalidity; Lack of Antonopoulos; 
Domestic lndustrv Leonard 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx XXXlOOOOOOC 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

OnSpec releases OmniFlash Console (Antonopoulos 
Lack of Domestic Industry Antonopoulos Dep. Exh. 03) 

OnSpec releases OmniFlash Octopus (Antonopoulos 
Lack of Domestic Industry Antonopoulos Dep. Exh. 04) 

OnSpec releases Kiosk all in one {Antonopoulos Dep. 
Lack of Domestic Industry Antonopoulos Exh. 06) 

Product Sheet for OmniFlash Kiosk (Antonopoulos Dep. 
Lack of Domestic Industry Antonopoulos Exh. 07) 

OnSpec Releases OmniFlash Uno (Antonopoulos Dep. 
Lack of Domestic Industry Antonopoulos 

Exh. 08) 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Imation Investor Relations News Release (Antonopoulos 
Lack of Domestic Industry Antonopoulos 

Dep. Exh. 15) 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Employee Contact List (Antonopoulos Dep. Exh. 23) Lack of Domestic Industry Antonopoulos 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 
OnSpec Assets Sheet (Antonopoulos Dep. Exh. 26) [also 

Lack of Domestic Industry 
Antonopoulos; 

on Joint Exhibit List - see JX-00341 Leonard 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

7194 

Rec'd Into Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Evidence 

N/A N/A Jan9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

N/A N/A Jan25 

NIA N/A Jan 25 

NIA NIA Jan 25 

NIA N/A Jan 25 

N/A NIA Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

TPL388436 TPL388439 Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

XXXlOOOOOOC xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

TPL389998 TPL390044 Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

lOOOOOOOOCX xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

XXXXJOOOOO( xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

TPL041253 TPL041254 Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-0169 
- )()()( 

RX-0176 

RX-0177 c 

RX-0178 

- xxx 
RX-0181 

RX-0182 c 

RX-0183 

- xxx 
RX-0185 

RX-0186 c 

RX-0187 c 
RX.-0188 

- xxx 
RX-0192 

RX-0193 -

RX-0194 -

RX.-0195 xxx 

RX.-0196 c 

RX-0197 -

RX-0198 -

RX-0199 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

designated testimony of Vijaykumar Balasubramani an 
Invalidity Balasubramanian from deposition taken on 10/08/2012 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxx:x xxxxxxxxxx 

SCM PCD series of Digital Media Readers Summary of Banerjee; 
Invalidity McAlexander; product evolution (Balasubramanian Dep. Exh. 05) 

Balasubramanian 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxx:xxxxxx 

PCD Series Product Brief (Balasubramanian Dep. Exh. 
Invalidity 

McAlexander; 
09) Balasubramanian 
PCD47 Test Plan dated 3/18 (Balasubramanian Dep. 

Invalidity 
McAlexander; 

Exh. 10) Balasubramanian 

withdrawn XlOOOOOOOCX )()()()()()(X)o 

Dazzle Six-in-One USS card reader (Balasubramanian 
Banerjee; 

Invalidity McAlexander; 
Dep. Exh. 17) 

Balasubramanian 

Dazzle 6 in 1 Reader User's Manual (Balasubramanian 
Invalidity 

McAlexander; 
Dep. Exh. 18) Balasubramanian 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 
Dazzle Digital Media and Video Power Point 

Invalidity 
McAlexander; 

'Balasubramanian Dep. Exh. 20l Balasubramanian 

Dazzle Universal 8 in 1 Reader/Writer User Guide 
Invalidity 

McAlexander; 
(Balasubramanian Dep. Exh. 23) Balasubramanian 

Microtech PDC-478 SCSI Digital Film Reader/Writer 
Invalidity 

McAlexander; 
(Balasubramanian Dep. Exh. 24) Balasubramanian 

PCD-47 User's Manual (Balasubramanian Dep. Exh. 25) Invalidity 
McAlexander; 

Balasubramanian 

8/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

N/A NfA Jan 28 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

IDEN-ITC0000035 IDEN-ITC0000041 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

JDEN-ITC0000114 IDEN-ITC0000117 Jan 10 

IDEN-ITC0000131 IDEN-ITC0000145 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

IDEN-ITC0000034 IDEN-ITC0000034 Jan 10 

BROTHER01740442 BROTHER01740500 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

IDEN-ITC0000042 IDEN-ITC0000077 Jan 25 

BROTHER017 40501 BROTHER01740541 Jan 25 

HP060945 HP060946 Jan 10 

HP054597 HP054631 Jan 10 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Des lg. 

RX-0200 -

RX--0201 -

RX-0202 -

RX-0203 -

RX-0204 -

RX-0205 xxx 

RX-0206 -

RX-0207 
- xxx 

RX-0211 

RX-0212 -

RX-0213 

- xxx 
RX-0236 

RX-0237 c 

RX-0238 

- xxx 
RX-0240 

RX--0241 c 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Press Release (Balasubramanian Dep. Exh. 26) Invalidity 
McAlexander, 

Balasubramanian 

Photographs PCD-45 (Balasubramanian Dep. Exh. 27) Invalidity 
McAlexander; 

Balasubrarnanian 

Steve's Digicams Microtech USB CameraMate Flash 
Invalidity 

McAlexander; 
Card Reader/Writer (Balasubramanian Dep. Exh. 28) Balasubramanian 

"Dazzle Six in One USB Card Reader," webpage 
Banerjee; 

dpreview.com (Balasubramanian Dep. Extr. 29) 
Invalidity McAlexander; 

Balasubramanian 

Dazzle Card Reader User's Manual (Balasubramanian 
Invalidity 

McAlexander; 
Dep. Exh. 30) Balasubrarnanian 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Photographs of "Dazzle" products (Balasubramanian 
Invalidity 

McAlexander; 
Dep. Exh. 32) Balasubramanian 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Buscaino; 
Declaration of Dale E. Buscaino in Support of TPL's 

Invalidity; 
Banerjee; 

Response to Respondents' Opening Claim Construction Noninfringement 
McAlexander; 

Brief (Buscaino Dep. Exh. 2) Mercer; 
Mroczkowski 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

March 2000 SD Memory Card Specifications, Part 1 Invalidity; 
Physical Layer Specification, Version 1.0 (Buscaino Dep. Noninfringement; Lack of Buscaino 

Exh.26) Domestic Industry 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Exhs. 1-10 of Buscaino Report pertaining to Acer 
Non infringement Buscaino 

(Buscaino Dep. Exh. 30) 

9194 

Rec'd Into 
Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 

Evidence 

HP176318 HP176319 Jan 10 

HP176507 HP176512 Jan 10 

HP060934 HP060938 Jan 10 

HP059512 HP059513 Jan 10 

BROTHER01740630 BROTHER01740688 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

HP176482 HP176492 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx XlOOOOOOOCX NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

NIA NIA Jan 9 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Des\g. 

RX-0242 
- xxx 

RX-0255 

RX-0256 c 

RX-0257 xxx 

RX-0258 xxx 

RX-0259 c 

RX-0260 -

RX-0261 -

RX-0262 c 

RX-0263 xxx 

RX-0264 xxx 

RX-0265 xxx 

RX-0266 c 

RX-0267 c 

RX-0268 c 

RX-0269 c 
RX-0270 xxx 

RX-0271 c 

RX-0272 xxx 

RX-0273 c 

RX-0274 c 

RX-0275 xxx 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

designated testimony of Al Conte from deposition taken 
Invalidity Conte on 11/01/2012 

withdrawn '· xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx· 

designated testimony of Dwayne Hannah from deposition 
Lack of Domestic Industry Hannah; Leonard taken on 10/2612012 in Inv, No. 337-TA-841 

Respondents' 1st Notice ofTaking Deposition of 
Complainant Technology Properties Limited, LLC Lack of Domestic Industry N/A 
(Hannah Dep. Exh. 1) 

Resp. Hewlett-Packard Co. et al. 's Notice of Deposition 
Lack of Domestic Industry N/A of Dwayne Hannah (Hannah Dep. Exh. 2) 

Hannah Direct Witness Statement, Inv. No. 337-TA-807 
Lack of Domestic Industry Hannah; Leonard 

(Hannah Dep. Exh. 3) 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 
Ded. of Dwayne Hannah dated 08/2312011 from Inv. No. 

Lack of Domestic Industry Hannah 
337-TA-807 <Hannah Deo. Exh. 71 
OnSpec CoreFlash Total Salary and Benefits 

Lack of Domestic Industry Hannah 
Soreadsheet (Hannah Deo. Exh. 81 
TPL CoreFlash Project Detail by Year as of May 31 , 2011 

Lack of Domestic Industry Hannah 
I !Hannah Deo. Exh. 91 
TPL Core Flash Project Detail by Year As of April 30, 

Lack of Domestic Industry Hannah ; Leonard 
2012 {Hannah Den. Exh. 10l 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 
TPL CoreFlash Headcount Summary by Company and 

Lack of Domestic Industry Hannah 
Month <Hannah Deo. Exh. 12\ 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 
TPUlntellaSys Product Group Product Revenue by Year 

Lack of Domestic Industry Hannah; Leonard 'Hannah Den. Exh. 14\ 
OnSpec Income Statement - Rolling Ten Year 2001 

Lack of Domestic Industry Hannah throuah Seotember 30, 201 O (Hannah Deo. Exh. 15' 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

10/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

XXJOOOOOO()( xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

NIA NIA Jan25 

XlOOOOOOOCX xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

XlOOOOOOOOC XJOOOOOOO(){ NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 25 

NIA N/A Jan 25 

N/A N/A Jan 25 

TPL1037678 TPL1037693 Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

TPL038043 TPL038054 Jan 25 

TPL41254 TPL41254 Jan 25 

TPL036781 TPL036783 Jan 9 

TPL1025259 TPL1025262 Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

TPL041251 TPL041252 Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxx.xxxxxx N/A 

TPL389901 TPL389902 Jan 9 

TPL036785 TPL036785 Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-0276 c 

RX-0277 c 

RX-0278 xxx 

RX-0279 xxx 

RX-0280 c 
RX-0281 

. xxx 
RX-0287 

RX-0288 -
RX-0289 -

RX-0290 c 

RX-0291 -

RX-0292 

- xxx 
RX-0295 

RX-0296 -
RX-0297 xxx 
RX-0298 xxx 

RX-0299 c 
RX-0300 

- xxx 
RX-0302 

RX-0303 xxx 

RX-0304 xxx 

RX-0305 xxx 

RX-0306 xxx 

RX-0307 xxx 

RX-0308 c 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

TriNet Payroll Headcount by Location as of 8/31/201 1 
Lack of Domestic Industry Hannah !(Hannah Dep. Exh. 17) 

designated testimony of Larry Lawson Jones from Invalidity; 

deposition taken on 1011712012 in Inv. No. 337-TA-841 
Noninfringement; Lack of Jones 

Domestic lndustrv 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 
withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

OnSpec Sales Data 1998 Thru Sept 2006 (Jones Dep. 
Lack of Domestic Industry 

Jones; 
Exh. 2) McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Affidavit of Christopher Butler (Jones Dep. Exh. 10) Invalidity Jones 

Photograph of Physical Exh. 11 - AcomData product 
Invalidity Jones; Leonard 

(Jones Dep. Exh. 12) 

Boards List (Jones Dep. Exh. 13) Invalidity Jones 

Colored Photos, Flash (Jones Dep. Exh. 14) Invalidity 
Jones; 

McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

SMIL Hardware Edition, Version 1.00 (Jones Dep. Exh. 
Invalidity Jones 

19) 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn :xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 
transcript of the deposition of Daniel Leckrone taken on 

Lack of Domestic Industry 
D. Leckrone; 

10/25/2012 in Inv. No. 337-TA-841 Leonard 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Afliacense Correspondence dated May 11 , 2010 
Lack of Domestic 

D. Leckrone 
lndustrv; Remedv 

11/94 

Rec'd Into Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Evidence 

TPL036757-0001 TPL036757 -0244 Jan 25 

NIA NIA Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

lOOOOOOOOOC xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

TPL389798 TPL389900 Jan25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP176331 HP176395 Jan 10 

HP174405 HP174435 Jan 10 

TPL283566 TPL283572 Jan 10 

HP176320 HP176330 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

HP 174125 HP 174160 Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

NIA N/A Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

XXJOOOOOOO( xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

XXJOOOOOOO( xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

TPL015886 TPL015945 Jan 9 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-0309 xxx 

RX-0310 c 

RX-0311 c 
RX-0312 xxx 

RX-0313 c 

RX-0314 -

RX-0315 -

RX-0316 -

RX-0317 xxx 

RX-0318 xxx 

RX-0319 xxx 

RX-0320 -

RX-0321 -

RX-0322 
- xxx 

RX-0324 

RX-0325 xxx 

RX-0326 xxx 

RX-0327 xxx 

RX-0328 xxx 

RX-0329 xxx 

RX-0330 xxx 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description . Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 
Aareement between Technology Properties Limited and Lack of Domestic D. Leckrone; 
~ lndustrv· Remedv Leonard 

Email from Yasuko Nakagami-Sher dated 03112/2012 
Lack of Domestic D. Leckrone; 
lndustrv: Remedv Leonard 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 
designated testimony of Daniel McNary "Mac· Leckrone 

M. Leckrone; 
from deposition taken on 1012212012 in Inv. No. 337-TA- lack of Domestic Industry 
841 

Leonard 

Hewlett-Packard Co. et al. 's Notice of Deposition of Mac 
Lack of Domestic Industry M. Leckrone 

Leckrone M. Leckrone Oep. Exh.1) 

Respondents' 1st Notice of Taking Deposition of 
Lack of Domestic Industry M. Leckrone 

Complainant TPL M. Leckrone Dep. Exh. 2) 

"Licensing Programs; 
M. Leckrone; 

<http://www.alliacense.com/licensing-programs> (M. lack of Domestic Industry 
Leckrone Dep. Exh. 3) 

Leonard 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Complaint Exh. 47 - A Notice Letter to Fujitsu Limited -
Lack of Domestic Industry M. Leckrone 

'443 patent (M. Leckrone Dep. Exh. 6) 

Complaint Exh. 42-A - Notice letter to Falcon Northwest 
Computer Systems, Inc. - '443 patent (M. Leckrone Dep. Lack of Domestic Industry M. Leckrone 

Exh. 7\ 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

12/94 

Rec'd Into 
Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 

Evidence 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

TPL388769 TPL388784 Jan 9 

TPL1036994 TPL1037043 Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 25 

NIA N/A Jan 25 

N/A N/A Jan 25 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx XXXXJOOOOO( NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

N/A N/A Jan 25 

N/A N/A Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx JOOOOOOOOO( N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-0331 c 

RX-0332 xxx 

RX-0333 xxx 

RX-0334 xxx 

RX-0335 xxx 

RX-0336 xxx 

RX-0337 xxx 

RX-0338 xxx 

RX-0339 xxx 
RX-0340 c 
RX-0341 xxx 

RX-0342 -

RX-0343 xxx 

RX-0344 xxx 

RX-0345 -

RX-0346 -

RX-0347 -

RX-0348 -

RX-0349 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

· Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

TPL CoreFtash Project Detail by Year As of May 31 , 2011 
M. Leckrone; 

(M. Leckrone Dep. Exh. 17; Hannah Dep. Exh. 9) 
Lack of Domestic Industry Hannah; Vander 

Veen 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx :xxxxxx.xxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 
Direct Witness Statement of Eric Liu lnvaliditv Liu 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Subpoena Duces Tecum to Atech Flash Technology, 
Invalidity N/A 

Inc., 07/11/2012 (Liu Dep. Exh. 1) 

withdrawn XXJOOOOOOO( xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn XXlOOOOOOOC xxxxxxxxxx 
DataFab 9(10/99 press release, DataFab Systems Inc., 
leading in portable storage systems, is now offering dual-

Invalidity McAlexander; Liu 
slot CompactFlash and SmartMedia card reader (Liu · 
Dep. Exh. 4) 

Tom's Hardware, All Reviews, Special, Miscellaneous, 
Comdex 2001 Day 3: Affordable DVD-4; Atech Flash 

Invalidity McAlexander; Liu 
Technology, 06:00 - Thursday 15 November 2001 by 
David Stellmack, and attachments (Liu Dep. Exh. 5) 

Invoice 17480, Sunus Suntek International Corp. to Tom·~ 
Invalidity McAlexander; Liu 

Hardware, Product Reviews, 11/21/01 (Liu Dep. Exh. 6) 

Purchase Order 177-E, Order Date 10/18/01, Sunus 
McAlexander; Eric 

Suntek; Vendor: DataFab, USA Office; Ship To: Sunus Invalidity 
Liu Suntek lnt'I Corp. (Liu Dep. Exh. 7) 

Invoice No. GS003326, DataFab Systems Inc.; 
Customer: Sunus Suntek; Ship to: Sunus Suntek, and Invalidity McAlexander; Liu 
attachment (Liu Dep. Exh. 8) 

13194 

Beg Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 

End Bates No. 
Evidence 

TPL036781 TPL036783 Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 4 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxx:xxxxxx N/A 

N/A NIA Jan 4 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

ATECH841_1TC_000005 ATECH841_1TC_000005 Jan4 

ATECH841_1TC_000012 ATECH841 _1TC_000021 Jan 4 

ATECH841_1TC_000156 ATECH841_1TC_000156 Jan4 

ATECH841 _1TC_000158 ATECHB41_1TC_OD0159 Jan4 

ATECH841_1TC_000160 ATECH841_1TC_000161 Jan 4 



Exh. No. 

RX-0350 

RX-0351 

RX-0352 

RX-0353 

RX-0354 

RX-0355 

RX-0356 

RX-0357 

RX-0358 

RX-0362 

RX-0363 

RX-0364 

RX-0365 

RX-0377 

RX-0378 

RX-0379 

RX-0388 

RX-0389 

Conf. 
Desig. 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description 

Invoice 2015, Atech Flash Technology, Inc.; Elitegroup 
Computer System, 2122102 (Liu Dep. Exh. 9) 

Top photograph of Atech PRO II sample (Liu Dep. Exh. 
10) 

Front photograph of Atech PRO II sample (Liu Dep. Exh. 
11) 

Bottom photograph of Atech PRO II sample (Liu Dep. 
Exh. 12) 

Purpose 

Invalidity 

Invalidity 

Invalidity 

Invalidity 

Sponsoring 
Witness 

McAlexander; Liu 

McAlexander, Liu 

McAlexander; Liu 

McAlexander; Liu 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 

ATECH841 _1TC_000051 ATECH841_1TC_000051 

ACER841_1TC _0050261 ACER841 _ITC _0050261 

ACER841_1TC_0050262 ACER841 _ITC_0050262 

ACER841_1TC_0050263 ACER841_1TC_0050263 

ND3060, A Multi-Format Card ReaderNVriter Controller 
C lwith USB Interface Specification, Neodio Technologies 

Corporation, Spec. v1 .00, 4/4/01 (Liu Dep. Exh. 13) 
Invalidity MCAiexander; Liu I ATECH841s!TC_ooo11 ATECH84~1TC_0001 

The Pro-Mouse, Optical Mouse Plus Multiple Flash Card 
Reader; The AFT6551, ATX Mid Tower Case with 330W 
P4 Power Supply, and attachments (Liu Dep. Exh. 15) 

Letter from Liang to Alliacense, 06/25/2007 (Liu Dep. 
Exh. 16) 

Invalidity 

Invalidity 

McAlexander; Liu I ATECH841_1TC_000001 ATECH841_1TC_000004 

McAlexander; Liu I ATECHB41_1Tc_oooo11 ATECH841_1TC_000011 

Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

Jan 4 

Jan4 

Jan 4 

Jan4 

Jan 4 

Jan 4 

Jan 4 

c Email from Tan to Lucas Yong, Yang Rong, lisasun, and 
Suntek, 08/09/2001, and attachments (Liu Dep. Exh. 17) 

Invalidity McAiexander; Liu I ATECH841_JTC_OOOOI ATECH841_1TC_OOOO 
22 2S I Jan 10 

xxx !Withdrawn 

xxx 1moved to Joint Exhibit List 

xxx l moved to Joint Exhibit List 

xxx !withdrawn 

Declaration of Sree Mambakkam Iyer Under 37 C.F.R. 
1.131 (Mambakkam Iyer Dep. Exh. 11) 

xxx 1withdrawn 

Exh. D to Banerjee Invalidity Expert Report - Declaration 
- •Of Dr. Robert Ellett Re Public Accessibility. of Certain 

References 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

XXXXXXlOOOC :xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Invalidity Mambakkam Iyer 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Invalidity Banerjee: Ellett 

14/94 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

XXXXXXlOOOC XXXlOOOOOOC NIA 

lOOOOOOOOO( XXXlOOOOOCX N/A 

JOOOOOOOOO( JOOOOOOOOO( N/A 

TPL388270 TPL388273 Jan 10 

JOOOOOOOOO( xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

NIA NIA Jan 9 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-0390 c 

RX-0391 -

RX-0392 
- xxx 

RX-0398 

RX-0399 -

RX-0400 

- xxx 
RX-0404 

RX-0405 c 
RX-0406 xxx 
RX-0407 c 
RX-0408 

- xxx 
RX-0410 

RX-0411 c 

RX-0412 -

RX-0413 xxx 

RX-0414 -

RX-0415 

- xxx 
RX-0417 

RX-0418 c 
RX-0419 xxx 

RX-0420 c 
RX-0421 

- xxx 
RX-0451 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

SD memory card specifications, part 1, physical layer 
specification, version 0.96, dated January 2000 (SDK) Invalidity Moyer 
'Mover Deo. Exh. 8) 

SD memory card specifications, part 1, physical layer 
Moyer; 

specification, version 0.96, dated January 2000 (HP) Invalidity 
(Moyer Dep. Exh. 9; Mambakkam Iyer Dep. Exh. 8) 

Mambakkam Iyer 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

SD memory card specifications, part 1, physical layer 
Moyer; specification, version 1.00, dated March 2000 (Moyer Invalidity 

Dep. Exh. 17) 
McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

designations of the testimony of Jeanette Taggart from 
Invalidity Taggart 

deoosltion taken on 10/24/2012 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 
SD HostfAncillarv Product License Aareement Invalidity Tannart 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

designated testimony of Bharath Venkatesan from 
Invalidity Venkatesan 

deoosition taken on 10/15/2012 

Dazzle 6 in 1 Reader User's Manual (Venkatesan Dep. 
Invalidity 

McAlexander; 
Exh. 3) Venkatesan 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx XlOOOOCXXXX 

Techlnsights Engineering Report on the Pin Analysis of 
the Dazzle DM-21200 Universal 6 in 1 M~mory Card Invalidity Venkatesan 
Reader - October 2, 2012 (Venkatesan Dep. Exh. 5) 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Product: Orea Dolphin (4in1) Orea Dolphin description 
Invalidity Venkatesan 

<Venkatesan Deo. Exh. 9) 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Direct Witness Statement of Dr. Sanjay Banerjee 
Invalidity; 

Banerjee 
Noninfrinaement 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx lOOOOOOOOO( 

15(94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

SDK000002 SDK000117 Jan 9 

HP175408 HP175435 Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NfA 

SEC 841 _0002101 SEC 841 _0002217 Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NfA 

NIA NIA Jan25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

TPL392164 TPL392222 Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

NIA NfA Jan 25 

BROTHER017 40442 BROTHER01740500 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

BROTHER017 40859 BROTHER017 40883 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

IDEN-ITC0000030 IDEN-ITC0000030 Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx XlOOOOOOOO( N/A 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

I • 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Des lg. 

RX-0452 -

RX-0453 -

RX-0454 -

RX-0455 -

RX-0456 -

RX-0457 -

RX-0458 -

RX-0459 -

RX-0460 c 
RX-0461 

- xxx 
RX-0535 

RX-0536 -

RX-0537 -

RX-0538 -

RX-0539 -
RX-0540 

- xxx 
RX-0542 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

TitlelDescription Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Exh. C to Banerjee Invalidity Expert Report - Curriculum 
Invalidity Banerjee Vitae 

Exh. D to Banerjee Invalidity Expert Report - Declaration 
of Dr. Robert Ellett Re Public Accessibility of Certain Invalidity Banerjee; 
References f'Ellett Deel.") 

Direct Witness Statement of Dr. Robert Ellett Regarding 
Invalidity Ellett Public Accessibility of Certain References 

Ellett Deel. Exh. 1 - Chinese MARC record and certified 
translation (part of Banerjee lnit. Rpt. Exh. D) 

Invalidity Banerjee; Ellett 

Ellett Deel. Exh. 2 -AwYong, C.K., "An Integrated Control 
System Design of Portable Computer Storage 

Banerjee; 
Peripherals," master's thesis submitted to Dept. of 
Electrical and Control Engineering, Nat'I Chiao-Tung 

Invalidity McAlexander, 

University, June 2000 certified translation ("Aw Yong 
Ellett 

Thesis") 

Ellett Deel. Exh. 3 - Back cover of AwYong Thesis with 
Invalidity Banerjee; Ellett 

certified translation (part of Banerjee lnit. Rpt. Exh. 0) 

Ellett Deel. Exh. 4 - AwYong Thesis official certificate of 
publication from National Chiao Tung University (part of Invalidity Banerjee; Ellett 
Banerjee lnit. Rpt. Exh. D) 

Ellett Deel. Exh. 5 -AwYong Thesis certified translation of 
official certificate of publication from National Chiao Tung Invalidity Banerjee; Ellett 
University (part of Banerjee lnit. Rpt. Exh. D) 

Direct Witness Statement of Joseph McAlexander Invalidity McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

SmartMedia File System (2000) Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 

SmartMedia Interface Library (2000) Invalidity 
Banerjee: 

McAlexander 

SmartMedia Logical Format Specifications (1999) Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 

SmartMedia Physical Specifications (1999) Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

16/94 

Beg Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 

End Bates No. 
Evidence 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 9 

ACER-841-ITC-
ACER-841-ITC-

0081893 
0081894; ACER-841- Jan 9 

ITC-0081988 

ACER-841-ITC- ACER-841-ITC-
0081806;HP058627 0081890; HP058695 

Jan 9 

ACER-841-ITC- ACER-841-ITC-
Jan 9 

0081985 0081987 

ACER-841-ITC- ACER-841-ITC-
0081982 0081982 

Jan 9 

ACER-841-ITC- ACER-841-ITC-
0081983 0081984 

Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

HP062965 HP062981 Jan 10 

HP174125 HP174160 Jan 10 

HP063018 HP063032 Jan 10 

HP177082 HP177107 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-0543 -

RX-0544 -

RX-0545 -

RX-0546 -

RX-0547 -

RX-0548 xxx 

RX-0549 -
RX-0550 -
RX-0551 

. xxx 
RX-0553 

RX-0554 xxx 

RX-0555 -

RX-0556 xxx 

RX-0557 -

RX-0558 c 

RX-0559 c 

RX-0560 c 
RX-0561 

- xxx 
RX-0586 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Oescription Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

U.S. Patent Appl. No. 2002/0065001 Invalidity McAlexander 

U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0095386 Invalidity McAlexander 

U.S. Patent No. 6,062,887 (Schuster) Invalidity McAlexander 

U.S. Patent No. 6,402,558 (Hung Ju) Invalidity 
McAlexander; 

Baneriee 

U.S. Patent No. 6,062,887 (Schuster) Invalidity McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

U.S. Patent No. 6,612,492 Invalidity 
McAlexander; 

Baneriee 

U.S. Patent No. 6,746,280 Invalidity 
McAlexander, 

Baneriee 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx XXXlOOOOOO( 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

McAlexander; 
JP 2001-223044 Invalidity 

Banerjee 

withdrawn XXlOOOOOOCX xxxxxxxxxx 
Project ID: DM· Banerjee; 
FLEX_PCDSOBSCSl_PCCFSMSDMS_SCM release Invalidity McAlexander; 
notes Balasubramanian 

Banerjee; 
Project ID: DM_LYNX_CF _SCM release notes Invalidity MCAiexander; 

Balasubramanian 
Banerjee; 

General Information - SCM Microsystems Invalidity McAlexander, 

' Balasubramanian 

eUSBDM CompactFlash-SmartMedia Firmware Version 
Banerjee; 

5.05, Release Notes 
Invalidity McAlexander; 

Balasubramanian 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

17/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

HP063121 HP063135 Jan 10 

HP060783 HP060798 Jan 10 

SEC841_0006736 SEC841_0006758 Jan 10 

HP059964 HP059973 Jan 10 

HP065538 HP065560 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

HP066401 HP066412 Jan 10 

HP173163 HP173177 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx XlOOOOOOOO{ N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

HP062406 Eng with 
Certification: HP062437 Jan 10 

HP174811 - HP17482S 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

IDEN·ITC0000001 IDEN-ITC0000002 Jan 10 

IDEN-ITC0000003 IDEN-ITC0000006 Jan 10 

IDEN-ITC0000007 IDEN-ITC0000016 Jan 10 

IDEN-ITC0000031 IDEN-ITC0000033 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-0587 c 

RX-0588 c 

RX-0589 

- xxx 
RX-0608 

RX-0609 -

RX-0610 

- xxx 
RX-0617 

RX-0618 -
RX-0619 

- xxx 
RX-0623 

RX-0624 -
RX-0625 

- xxx 
RX-0636 

RX-0637 -
RX-0638 

- xxx 
RX-0647 

RX-0648 -
RX-0649 

- xxx 
RX-0680 

RX-0681 xxx 
RX-0682 

- xxx 
RX-0686 

RX-0687 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description 
Sponsoring 

Purpose 
Witness 

Rebuttal Expert Witness Report of Dr. Sanjay Banerjee 
Invalidity, 

Regarding Non-Infringement of United States Patent No. Banerjee 
7,163,549, Exhibit D, Appendices 1-12 

Noninfringement 

Banerjee; 
SCM Microsystems DM_PCB01_CFSM_BELKIN Rev. 

Invalidity 
McAlexander: 

2.2 PCB Gerber doc Balasubramanian: 
Conte 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Binder of documents and reports showing types of 
Invalidity Warner 

products sold in the retail channel 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

NPD TechWorld Report 3/1/2004 (pp. 42 - 46) Invalidity Warner 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

NPD TechWorld Report 12/1/2003 (pp. 107-120) Invalidity Warner 

withdrawn XXXXXlOOCXX xxxxxxxxxx 

Dazzle Six in One USS Card Reader, October 24, 2001 Invalidity Warner · 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Direct Witness Statement of Andrew Warner Invalidity Warner 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn .lOOOOOOOOOC xxxxxxxxxx 

"Engineering Report on the Pin Analysis of the Dazzle 
Invalidity Banerjee 

MD-8400 Universal 6-in-1 Digital Media Card Reader· 

18/94 

Rec'd Into 
Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 

Evidence 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

IDEN-ITC0000017 IDEN-ITC0000029 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx XXXXXlOOOOC N/A 

IDEN-ITC0000034 IDEN-ITC0000034 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

BROTHER017 41090 BROTHER01741120 Jan 10 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-0688 -
RX-0689 xxx 

RX-0690 xxx 

RX-0691 c 

RX-0692 -

RX-0693 c 

RX-0694 -

RX-0695 -

RX-0696 xxx 

RX-0697 xxx 

RX-0698 -

RX-0699 xxx 

RX-0700 xxx 

RX-0701 -

RX-0702 xxx 

RX-0703 -
RX-0704 

- xxx 
RX-0708 

RX-0709 xxx 

RX-0710 -

RX-0711 -
RX-0712 xxx 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

FCC Equipment Registration MFC9200C Invalidity 
Banerjee; Brother 

Witness 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Brother MFC-7400C Service Manual, Appendix 2 Circuit 
Invalidity 

Banerjee; Brother 
Diagrams (F Media PCB). Witness 

Brother MFC-7400C User Manual Invalidity 
Banerjee; Brother 

Witness 
Brother MFC-9200C Service Manual, Appendix 2 Circuit 

Invalidity 
Banerjee; Brother 

Diaorams {F Media PCB), Witness 

Brother MFC-9200C User Manual Invalidity 
Banerjee; Brother 

Witness 

Hard Copy Observer October 2001 Invalidity 
Banerjee; Brother 

Witness 

withdrawn XXXlOOOOOOC xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

FCC Equipment Registration MFC7300C, MFC7400C Invalidity 
Banerjee; Brother 

Witness 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Invalidity; 
Banerjee; 

MultiMediaCard Product Manual, SanDisk Corp., 2000 McAlexander; 
Noninfringement 

Mercer 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Samsung K9D1208VOA Invalidity Banerjee 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

The SMIL (SIT)artMedia Interface Library) Hardware Invalidity 
Banerjee; Jones; 

Edition Version 1.00, Toshiba Corp., July 1, 2000 McAlexander 

Toshiba TC58V64ADC Datasheet Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

19/94 

Beg Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 

End Bates No. 
Evidence 

BROTHER01741008 BROTHER01741008 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

BROTHER017 42082 BROTHER01742310 Jan 10 

BROTHER01724935 BROTHER01725186 Jan 10 

BROTHER01742311 BROTHER01742544 Jan 10 

BROTHER01725187 BROTHER01725430 Jan 10 

BROTHER01723848 BROTHER01723849 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

BROTHER01741010 BROTHER01741010 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

SEC841_0001699 SEC841_0001784 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP062448 HP062473 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP174125 HP174160 Jan 10 

HP063320 HP063352 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 



Exh. No. Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-0713 c 

RX-0714 -

RX-0715 c 

RX-0716 c 

RX-0717 xxx 

RX-0718 xxx 

RX-0719 c 

RX-0720 c 

RX-0721 c 

RX-0722 xxx 

RX-0723 -

RX-0724 xxx 

RX-0725 -

RX-0726 -

RX-0727 -

RX-0728 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

TPL witness; 
Imation Showcase Full Line of Personal Storage 

Invalidity 
Buscaino; 

Offerings During CES 2002 Banerjee; 
McAlexander 

Investor Relations News Release: Imation Showcases TPL witness; 

Full Line of Personal and Network Storage Offerings at Invalidity 
Buscaino: 

PCEXPO 2001 , 6/26/2001 Banerjee; 
McAlexander 
TPL witness; 

Intel Desktop Boards Hannacroix Concept PC Invalidity 
Buscaino;. 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 
TPL witness; 

Intel Desktop Platforms Lecia Concept Platform Invalidity 
Buscaino; 
Ban'erjee; 

McAlexander 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

TPL witness; 

OnSpec sales data 1998 thru Sept 2006 Invalidity 
Buscaino; 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 
TPL witness; 

Invalidity; Lack of 
Buscaino; 

TPUlntellaSys Product Group Product Revenue by Year Banerjee; 
Domestic Industry 

McAlexander, 
Leonard 

TPL witness; 

Invoice and Order Sheet Invalidity 
Buscaino; 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

U.S. Patent No. 5,740,349 
Invalidity; Banerjee; 

Noninfrinqement McAlexander 
-

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

U.S. Patent No. 5,928,347 (Jones) . Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 

U.S. Patent No. 6, 185, 134 Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 

U.S. Patent No. 6, 199, 122 Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 

U.S. Patent No. 6,260,156 Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 

20/94 

Rec'd Into 
Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 

Evidence 

TPL388436 TPL388439 Jan 10 

TPL0038864 TPL0038867 Jan 10 

TPL036807 TPL036808 Jan 10 

TPL036809 TPL036817 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

lOOOOCXXXXl( xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

TPL389798 TPL389900 Jan 10 

TPL389901 TPL389902 Jan 10 

TPL389903 TPL389911 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP064938 HP064954 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

SEC841_0006136 SEC841_0006145 Jan 10 

SEC841_0067015 SEC841_0067033 Jan 10 

SEC841_0007041 SEC841_0007060 Jan 10 

SEC841_0007163 SEC841_0007193 Jan 10 

I • · 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-0729 -

RX-0730 xxx 

RX-0731 -

RX-0732 -
RX-0733 

- xxx 
RX-0740 

RX-0741 -
RX-0742 

- xxx 
RX-0745 

RX-0746 -
RX-0747 

- xxx 
RX-0751 

RX-0752 -

RX-0753 xxx 

RX-0754 -

RX-0755 -

RX-0756 
- xxx 

RX-0758 

RX-0759 -

RX-0760 c 

RX-0761 xxx 

RX-0762 -

RX-0763 c 

RX-0764 xxx 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

U.S. Patent No. 6,388,919 Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

U.S. Patent No. 6,984,152 Invalidity Banerjee; 
McAlexander 

U.S. Patent No. 6,987,927 Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

U.S. Patent Application No. 101264,466 Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 200310038177 Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

U.S. Patent No. 5,887,145 Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

U.S. Patent No. 6,402,558 (Hung-ju) Invalidity Banerjee 

U.S. Patent No. 6,658,202 (Battaglia) Invalidity 
McAlexander; 

Banerjee 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

"The Review": Microtech USB CameraMate Invalidity Banerjee 

SmartMedia Algorithm v1 .00 
Invalidity; Banerjee; 

Noninfrinaement McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Invalidity; 
McAlexander, 

CF+ and CompactFlash Specification Revision 1.4 Mercer; 
Noninfringement 

Mroczkowski 

Memory Stick Standard 
Invalidity; McAlexander, 

Noninfrinaement Baneriee 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

21/94 

Rec'd Into Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Evidence 

SEC841_0007597 SEC841_0007621 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

SEC841_0006469 SEC841_0006487 Jan 10 

SEC841_0006488 SEC841_0006517 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

SEC841_0024574 SEC841_0025132 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

SEC841_0003403 SEC841_0003433 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

HP065144 HP065164 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

HP065357 HP065366 Jan 8 

TPL063225 TPL063238 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

HP063181 HP063182 Jan 10 

TPL139179 TPL139200 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

SEC841_0001070 SEC841_0001185 Jan 10 

SEC841_0063812 SEC841_0064089 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 



Exh. No. 
Conf •. 
Deslg. 

RX-0765 -

RX-0766 
- xxx 

RX-0771 

RX-0772 -

RX-0773 
- xxx 

RX-0775 

RX-0776 -

RX-0777 c 

RX-0778 -

RX-0779 c 

RX-0780 -

RX-0781 -

RX-0782 -

RX-0783 -

RX-0784 -

RX-0785 c 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

TitlefDescription Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Product Brief- Toshiba PC Card ATA to Secure Digital 
Invalidity McAlexander (SD) Memory Card Controller - TC6374AF 

withdrawn XXXXXXlOO<X xxxxxxxxxx 

Press release - Toshiba Launches First Portable PC Host 
Controller LSI for SD Memory Card and SmartMedia - Invalidity McAlexander 
Oct 2, 2000 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

DataFab Systems Inc. leading in portable storage 
Banerjee; 

systems, is now offering dual-slot CompactFlash and Invalidity 
SmartMedia card reader 

McAlexander; Liu 

letter from Atech to AlliacenserrPL dated 01/28/2008 
Banerjee; 

responding to infringement notice & denying infringement Invalidity 
of TPL patents 

McAlexander; Liu 

Stellmack, D., 'Atech Flash Technology,' Tom's Hardware 
Invalidity 

Banerjee; 
review McAlexander; Liu 

correspondence with Suntek regarding product concept 
Invalidity 

Banerjee; 
drawings McAlexander; Liu 

Atech webpage advertising Pro II and Pro Ill readers Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander, Liu 

Invoices from Atech to Voodoo Computer, ABS 
Computer, Elitegroup, Tiger Direct, Systemax, Central 

Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

Computer, Promar, and Fry's for Pro-II Multi-Slot Reader McAlexander; Liu 
with USB 

rendering of Pro Ill packaging Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander; Liu 

Pro Ill schematic Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander; Liu 

Atech invoices for Pro Ill card reader Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander; Liu 

Email regarding Internal Bay Drive Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander; Liu 

22/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

HP177243 HP177244 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP177245 HP177246 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx XlOOOOOOCXX N/A 

ATECH841_1TC_000005 ATECHB41_1TC_OOOOOS Jan 10 

ATECHB41_1TC_000006 ATECHB41 _1TC_000011 Jan 10 

ATECH841_1TC_000012 ATECHB41_1TC_000021 Jan 10 

ATECHB41_1TC_000022 ATECHB41_1TC_000043 Jan 10 

ATECH841_1TC_000044 ATECHB41 _1TC_000047 Jan 10 

ATECH841_1TC_000048 ATECH841_1TC_000058 Jan 10 

ATECHB41_1TC_000059 ATECHB41_1TC_000062 Jan 10 

ATECH841_1TC_000063 ATECHB41_1TC_000082 Jan 10 

ATECH841_1TC_000083 ATECH841_1TC_000087 Jan 10 

ATECH841_1TC_000088 ATECH841 _1TC_000090 Jan 10 

! . 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-0786 c 

RX-0787 c 

RX-0788 c 

RX-0789 -

RX-0790 -

RX-0791 -

RX-0792 c 

RX-0793 c 

RX-0794 c 

RX-0795 c 

RX-0796 c 

RX-0797 c 

RX-0798 c 

RX-0799 -

RX-0800 -
RX-0801 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List · 
Inv. No. 337·TA·B41 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Email regarding Lynx-M2 Invalidity Banerjee; 
McAJexander; Liu 

Email regarding 4-Slot Reader Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander; Liu 

correspondence between Carry Computer and SunTek re 
Banerjee; USIDMC4S Drive samples, attaching document file titled Invalidity 

"ISDMC4S Spec.pdf' McAlexander; Liu 

USC connector photo Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander; Liu 

Cable connectors drawing Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander; Liu 

USB 5-in-1Card Reader/Writer Installation Guide Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander; Liu 

Atech 6in1 Flash Card Reader Bill of Materials Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander; Liu 

Tritonic 6in1 Memory Card Reader/Writer Specification Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander; Liu 

Real Design Preliminary Solution for Memory Card 
Invalidity 

Banerjee; 
Reader Specification McAlexander; Liu 

DataFab Model No. ML3SD-USBN Specification for 
Invalidity 

Banerjee; 
Approval McAlexander; Liu 

USB 3 Slot Test Report Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander; Liu 

Neodio ND3060 Multi-Format Reader/Writer Controller Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

With USB Interface Specification McAlexander; Liu 

Multi-card reader specification for USB layout Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander; Liu 

Suntek invoices for PRO II card reader Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander; Liu 

W001/80171 Invalidity McAlexander 

W001/80171 Invalidity McAlexander 

23/94 

Rec'd Into Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Evidence 

ATECHB41_1TC_000091 ATECH841 _ITC_000094 Jan 10 

ATECH841 _1TC_000095 ATECH841_1TC_000106 Jan 10 

ATECH841_1TC_000107 ATECH841_1TC_000115 Jan 10 

ATECH641_1TC_000116 ATECH841_1TC_000116 Jan 10 

ATECH841_1TC_000117 ATECH841_1TC_000117 Jan 10 

ATECH841_1TC_000118 ATECH841_1TC_000122 Jan 10 

ATECH841_1TC_000123 ATECH841_1TC_000123 Jan 10 

ATECH841_1TC_000124 ATECH841_1TC_000127 Jan 10 

ATECH841_1TC_000128 ATECH841_1TC_000128 Jan 10 

ATECH841_1TC_000129 ATECH841 _1TC_000138 Jan 10 

ATECH841_1TC_000139 ATECH841 _1TC_000144 Jan 10 

ATECH841 _1TC_0001 45 ATECH841_1TC_000154 Jan 10 

ATECH841_lTC_000155 ATECH841_1TC_000155 Jan 10 

ATECH841_1TC_000156 ATECHB41_1TC_000180 Jan 10 

HP068018 HP068055 Jan 10 

DELL00092801 OELL00092839 Jan 10 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 

Title/Description 
Deslg. 

RX-0802 
withdrawn xxx -

RX-0807 - U.S. Patent No. 6,612,498 (Lipponen) 

RX-0808 - U.S. Patent No. 5,388,248 (Robinson) 

RX-0809 xxx withdrawn 

RX-0810 - U.S. Patent No. 6,470,284 (Oh) 

RX-0811 xxx withdrawn 

RX-0812 - U.S. Patent No. 6,859,369 (Mambakkam) 

RX-0813 xxx withdrawn 

RX-0814 - U.S. Patent No. 6,699,061 (Abe) 

RX-0815 - U.S. Patent No. 6,385,677 (Yao) 

RX-0816 - U.S. Patent No. 6,352,445 (Takei) 

RX-0817 - JP H11-15928 with certified translation 

RX-0818 - JP H11-15928 with certified translation 

RX-0819 - U.S. Patent No. 6,663,007 

RX-0820 xxx withdrawn 

RX-0821 . - JP 2001-184462 

RX-0822 )()()( withdrawn 

RX-0823 - U.S. Patent No. 6,247,947 

RX-0824 - JP 2001-67303 Publication 

RX-0825 - U.S. Patent No. 6,002,605 

RX-0826 
- xxx withdrawn 

RX-0828 

RX-0829 - U.S. Patent No. 7,222,205 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

xxxxxxxxxx lOOOOOOOCXX 

Invalidity McAlexander 

Invalidity McAlexander 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Invalidity McAlexander 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Invalidity McAlexander 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Invalidity McAlexander 

Invalidity McAlexander 

Invalidity McAlexander 

Invalidity McAlexander 

Invalidity McA!exander 

Invalidity McAlexander 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Invalidity McAlexander 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Invalidity McA!exander 

Invalidity McAlexander 

Invalidity McAlexander 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Invalidity McAlexander 

24/94 

Rec'd Into 
Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 

Evidence 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

TPL060585 TPL060604 Jan 10 

HP050510 HP050565 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

TPL041947 TPL041962 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

TPL059472 TPL059483 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP066596 HP066613 Jan 10 

HP066043 HP066053 Jan 10 

HP067877 HP067888 Jan 10 

HP060576 HP060577D Jan 10 

DELL00092763 DELL00092773 Jan 10 

TPL043440 TPL043460 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP174801 HP174810 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

TPL041937 TPL041946 Jan 10 

BROTHER01749970 BROTHER01750001 Jan 10 

TPL043689 TPL043716 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

TPL059164 TPL059184 Jan 10 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-0830 
. xxx 

RX-0839 

RX-0840 -

RX-0841 -

RX-0842 -

RX-0843 -

RX-0844 -

RX-0845 xxx 

RX-0846 c 

RX-0847 xxx 

RX-0848 -
RX-0849 xxx 

RX-0850 -

RX-0851 -

RX-0852 -

RX-0853 -

RX-0854 -

RX-0855 xxx 

RX-0856 c 

RX-0857 xxx 

RX-0858 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx .xxxxxxxxxx 

Actiontec.com CameraConnect Pro overview Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 

Actiontec.com CameraConnect Pro Technical Data Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 

Actiontec.com CameraConnect Pro user's Manual Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 

Datafab.com product sheet: USB Port Dual-Slot 
Invalidity Banerjee 

CompactFlash/SmartMedia Card Reader 

Datafab.com info sheet: USS Port Dual-Slot Compact 
Invalidity Banerjee 

Flash/SmartMedia Card Reader 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Engineering Report on the Signal Trace Mapping 
Banerjee; 

Analysis of the AcomData Multi-Format Memory Card Invalidity 
McAlexander 

Reader 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

HP PhotoSmart 1000 User's Guide Invalidity Banerjee 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Lexmark 5770 printer controller chip Invalidity Banerjee 

Microtech Press Release re 3 Slot SCSI Digltal Film Invalidity Banerjee 
Reader for Photo Kiosk Environment 

d-store USS CameraMate information sheet Invalidity Banerjee 

Microtech Press Release: Microtech USB CameraMate 
Invalidity Banerjee 

Supports IBM Microdrive 

News Article: ActionTec debuts 3-in-one PC card 
Invalidity Banerjee 

reader/writer for digital photos 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

SmartMedia ™ ECC Reference Manual Version 2.1 Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Steve's Digicams Camera Connect Pro Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 

25/94 

Beg Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 

End Bates No. 
Evidence 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP057322 HP057324 Jan 10 

HP058501 HP058501 Jan 10 

HP058506 HP058538 Jan 10 

HP176481 HP176481 Jan 10 

HP174296 HP174296 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP177753 HP177755 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP059851 HP059963 Jan 8 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

HP176504 HP176506 Jan 10 

HP060941 HP060942 Jan 10 

HP056387 HP056389 Jan 10 

HP060947 HP060949 Jan 10 

HP057329 HP057329 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxx:xxx N/A 

TPL 118990 TPL119015 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP058502 HP058505 Jan 10 



Exh. No. Conf. 
Deslg. 

RX-0859 xxx 

RX-0860 xxx 

RX-0861 -
RX-0862 -
RX-0863 

- xxx 
RX-0879 

RX-0880 -
RX-0881 xxx 

RX-0882 xxx 

RX-0883 -

RX-0884 c 
RX-0885 

- xxx 
RX-0891 

RX-0892 -

RX-0893 -

RX-0894 

- xxx 
RX-0896 

RX-0897 -

RX-0898 xxx 

RX-0899 xxx 

RX-0900 -

RX-0901 xxx 

RX-0902 xxx 

Title/Description 

withdrawn 

withdrawn 

Toshiba TC6371AF Datasheet 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

xxxxxxxxxx JOOOOOOOOO( 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 
Toshiba TC6374AF Hardware Datasheet Rev. 1.22 

Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

0212115 McAlexander 

withdrawn JOOOOOOOOO( xxxxxxxxxx 

JP 2001-67303 Invalidity McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

U.S. Patent No. 6,402,529 Invalidity McAlexander 

SD Specification, version 0.96 
Invalidity; 

McAlexander 
Noninfrinoement 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

U.S. Patent Appl. Publication No. 200410068601 Invalidity McAlexander 

U.S. Patent No. 6,097,605 Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

U.S. Patent No. 6, 754,765 (Chang) Invalidity Banerjee 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

U.S. Patent No. 5,320,552 (1994) Invalidity McAlexander 

withdrawn JOOOOOOOOO( xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

26194 

Beg Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 

End Bates No. 
Evidence 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

HP063353 HP063410 Jan 10 

HP063536 HP063660 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

CANITC2546 CANITC2575 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

HP066054 HP066071 Jan 10 

HP175408 HP175435 Jan28 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

SEC841_0073939 SEC841_0073952 Jan 10 

HP065627 HP065635 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

SEC841_0008774 SEC841_0008789 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

HP064520 HP064540 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx .lOOOOOOCXXX NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

I , 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Des lg. 

RX-0903 c 

RX-0904 
- xxx 

RX-0931 

RX-0932 -

RX-0933 
- xxx 

RX-0938 

RX-0939 -

RX-0940 

- xxx 
RX-0943 

RX-0944 -

RX-0945 c 

RX-0946 xxx 

RX-0947 -
RX-0948 

- xxx 
RX-0950 

RX-0951 -
RX-0952 

- xxx 
RX-0954 

RX-0955 c 

RX-0956 
- xxx 

RX-0959 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Banerjee; 

PCD-47 Auto-upgrade Firmware Utility Schedule Invalidity 
McAlexander; 

8alasubramanian; 
Conte 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx XXXlOOOOOCX 

U.S. Patent No. 6,808,424 Invalidity McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx XXXXXXXXXX. 

Engineering Report on the Pin Analysis of the Imation 
Invalidity McAlexander 

FlashGO! Plus32 Memory Card Reader 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

MMCA Tech Committee The MultiMediaCard System Invalidity; Banerjee: 
Specs 2.11 Non infringement McAlexander 

90C36LC1A Specification OnSpec Electronic Inc. Invalidity McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Palm m500 User Guide Invalidity McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

PCD-47 User's Manual Invalidity McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

TPL witness; 

Invalidity, Lack of 
Buscaino; 

OnSpec Income Statement - Rolling Ten Year Banerjee; 
Domestic Industry 

McAlexander; 
Vanderveen 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

27(94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

IDEN-ITC0000118 IDEN-ITC0000118 Jan 10 

XXXlOOOOOCX xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

BROTHER00005458 BROTHER00005479 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

BROTHER01741182 BROTHER01741205 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP176513 HP176635 Jan 10 

JONES009274 JONES009312 Jan 10 ) 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP061564 HP061849 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP054597 HP054631 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

TPL036785 TPL036785 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

I • 



Exh. No. Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-0960 -

RX-0961 -

RX-0962 c 
RX-0963 xxx 

RX-0964 -

RX-0965 c 

RX-0966 xxx 

RX-0967 -

RX-0968 

- xxx 
RX-0971 

RX-0972 -

RX-0973 -

RX-0974 -

RX-0975 c 
RX-0976 -

RX-0977 xxx 

RX-0978 xxx 

RX-0979 c 

RX-0980 c 

RX-0981 c 
RX-0982 

- xxx 
RX-0984 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337·TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Engineering Report on the Pin Analysis of the Atech PRO 
11 lntemal/Extemal 6 in 1 USB Multi-Slot Card Invalidity McAlexander 
Reader/Writer 

Engineering Report. on the Card Transfer Analysis of the 
Invalidity McAlexander Dazzle DM-8400 universal 6 in 1 Memory Card Adapter 

Dazzle Orea Dolphin Product Page Invalidity 
McAlexander; 

Balasubramanian 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Dazzle Six in One USB Card Reader, October 24. 2001 Invalidity 
McAlexander; 

Balasubramanian 

SCM PCD Series of Digital Media Readers: Summary of 
Invalidity McAlexander 

product evolution, SCM Microsystems 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Press release of April 1, 2003 in English Invalidity McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx lOOOOOOOOO( 

Specifications for Dell lnspiron 7000 Invalidity McAlexander 

Specs for Dell lnspiron 7000 Invalidity McAlexander 

"OmniFlash Uno Mas Universal Card Reader'' Invalidity McAlexander 

Dell lnspiron 7000 Schematic Invalidity McAlexander 

Tl PCl1220 PC Card Controller Specification Invalidity McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Fujitsu C2210 Manual Connector Purchase Specification, Invalidity 
McAlexander; T. 

2012 Yamamoto 

Fujitsu C2210 Parts List, 2010 Invalidity 
McAlexander; T. 

Yamamoto 

Fujitsu C2210 Circuit Diagram, 2002 Invalidity 
McAlexander; T. 

Yamamoto 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

28/94 

Rec"d Into Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Evidence 

BROTHER01749930 BROTHERO 1749953 Jan 10 

BROTHER01741206 BROTHER01741236 Jan 10 

IDEN-ITC0000030 IDEN-ITC0000030 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

IDEN-ITC0000034 IDEN-ITC0000034 Jan 10 

IDEN-ITC0000035 IDEN-ITC0000041 Jan 10 

lOOOOOOOOO( xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

BROTHER01741086 BROTHER01741087 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

DELL00092895 DELL00092B97 Jan 10 

DELL00092898 DELL00092900 Jan 10 

SEC841 _0001788 SEC841_0001790 Jan 10 

DELL00092715 DELL00092752 Jan 10 

DELL00092774 DELL00092800 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

FJ0058227 FJ0058248 Jan 10 

FJ0058367 FJ0058379 Jan 10 

FJ0058223 FJ0058226 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Deslg. 

RX-0985 -
RX-0986 

- xxx 
RX-0988 

RX-0989 -

RX-0990 xxx 

RX-0991 xxx 

RX-0992 -

RX-0993 

- xxx 
RX-0998 

RX-0999 -

RX-1000 xxx 

RX-1001 -
RX-1002 xxx 

RX-1003 xxx 

RX-1004 -

RX-1005 xxx 

RX-1006 -

RX-1007 -
RX-1008 xxx 

RX-1009 c 

RX-1010 xxx 

RX-1011 -

Title/Description 

EP 1037159 A2 (Lipponen) 

withdrawn 

PXA250 datasheet 

withdrawn 

withdrawn 

U.S. Patent No. 6,658,202 (Battaglia) 

withd rawn 

Direct Witness Statement of Yoshinari Morimoto 

withdrawn 

2012-11-02 Butler Affidavit (Acomdata.com) 

withdrawn 

withdrawn 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Invalidity McAlexander 

xxxxxxxxxx XXXXlOOCXXX 

Invalidity · McAlexander 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxx:xxxxx 

Invalidity 
McAlexander; 

Baneriee 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Invalidity Morimoto 

XXXlOOOOOOC xxxxxxxxxx 

Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Electronic Packaging and Interconnection Handbook, 2nd 
Invalidity McA!exander 

ed., Harper, 1997, p. 3.25 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Dell 3000 Service Manual Invalidity McAlexander 

Dell 7000 Service Manual Invalidity McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

designated testimony of Dwayne Hannah from deposition 
Lack of Domestic Industry Hannah; Leonard 

taken on 05/16/2012 In Inv. No. 337-TA-807 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Transcend Information, lnc.'s First Notice of Deposition of Hannah; 
Technology Properties Limited, LLC (Topic Nos. 1-75) Lack of Domestic Industry 

Antonopoulos 
(Hannah Dep. Exh. 1; (Antonopoulos Dep. Exh. 2) 

29/94 

I 

Beg Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 

End Bates No. 
Evidence 

HP174519 HP174541 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP059974 HP059989 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

XlOOOOOOO()( xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

SEC841_0008473 SEC841_0008486 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP178862 HP178868 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx XlOOOOOOOOC N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP059690 HP059776 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

DELL00092499 DELL00092610 Jan 10 

DELL00092611 DELL00092714 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

N/A N/A Jan25 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Deslg. 

RX-1012 

- xxx 
RX-1017 

RX-1018 c 

RX-1019 xxx 

RX-1020 c 

RX-1021 xxx 

RX-1022 xxx 

RX-1023 c 
RX-1024 

- xxx 
RX-1026 

RX-1027 c 

RX-1028 c 
RX-1029 

- xxx 
RX-1070 

RX-1071 c 

RX-1072 
- xxx 

RX-1074 

RX-1075 -

RX-1076 c 

RX-1077 c 

RX-1078 c 

RX-1079 c 

RX-1080 xxx 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Employee Hour Breakdown Lack of Domestic Industry Hannah 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

P reject List Lack of Domestic Industry Hannah 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

807 Complaint Exh. 77-4 Lack of Domestic Industry Dwayne Hannah 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

807 Complaint Exh. 77-31 Lack of Domestic Industry Dwayne Hannah 

Summary of CORE Flash Revenue 2007 - 2012 YTD Lack of Domestic Industry Hannah 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

designated testimony of Daniel McNary "Mac" Leckrone 
from deposition taken on 0511712012 in Inv. No. 337-TA- Lack of Domesflc Industry M. Leckrone 
807 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Alliacense Licensing Programs Lack of Domestic Industry M. Leckrone 

Services Agreement Between Technology Properties Lack of Domestic Industry M. Leckrone 
Limited and Alliacense Limited 

807 Complaint Exh. 77-28 (four double-sided sheets) Lack of Domestic Industry M. Leckrone 

807 Complaint Exh. 77-30 (three double-sided sheets) Lack of Domestic Industry M. Leckrone 

Alliacense -About Us (color print-out) Lack of Domestic Industry M. Leckrone 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

30/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

TPL036784 TPL036784 Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

TPL036774 TPL036780 Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 25 

TPL389797 TPL389797 Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 25 

TPL047697 TPL047703 Jan 25 

N/A NIA Jan 25 

NIA N/A Jan 25 

NIA NIA Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-1081 xxx 

RX-1082 c 

RX-1083 c 

RX-1084 c 

RX-1085 c 

RX-1086 c 

RX-1087 c 

RX-1088 c 

RX-1089 c 

RX-1090 c 
RX-1091 

- xxx 
RX-1122 

RX-1123 c 

RX-1124 

- xxx 
RX-1142 

RX-1143 c 

RX-1144 

- xxx 
RX-1147 

RX-1148 -
RX-1149 

- xxx 
RX-1180 

RX-1181 c 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

CORE Flash Portfolio License Agreements Lack of Domestic Industry Leonard 

Confidential Exh. 77-2 from Complaint filed in Inv. No. 
Laci< of Domestic Industry M. Leckrone 

337-TA-807 (8 double-sided sheets) 
Exh. 77-1 from Complaint filed in Inv. No. 337-TA-807 (M. 

Lack of Domestic Industry M. Leckrone 
Lecl<rone 807 Deo. Exh. 12) 
TPL{i License Agreement 

Lack of Domestic Industry Leonard 

CORE Flash Portfolio License Agreement Lack of Domestic Industry M. Leckrone 

License Agreement between TPL and 1-... la Lack of Domestic Industry Leonard 

CORE Flash Portfolio License Agre~ent between 
~hnology Properties Limited and " Lack of Domestic Industry Leonard 

TPL( ~License Agreement Lack of Domestic Industry Leonard 

TPL[ .-· -~License Agreement Lack of Domestic Industry Leonard ., -· ·-

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

designated testimony of Nicholas Antonopoulos from 
Invalidity Antonopoulos 

deposition taken on 05/2212012 in Inv. No. 337-TA-807 

withdrawn lOOOOOCXXXX xxxxxxxxxx 

Direct Witness Statement of Dwayne Hannah from Inv. 
Invalidity; 

Noninfringement: Lack of Hannah; Leonard 
No. 337-TA-807 Domestic lndustrv 

withdrawn XXXlOOOOOO( xxxxxxxxxx 

OmniFlash Uno Mas universal card reader publication Invalidity McAlexander 

withdrawn · XJOOOOOOOO( XlOOOOOOOO( 

Direct Witness Statement of Larry Lawson Jones from 
Invalidity; 

Noninfringement; Lack of Jones 
Inv. No. 337-TA-807 

Domestic lndustrv 

31/94 

Rec'd Into 
Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 

Evidence 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

TPL388440 TPL389026 Jan 9 

N/A NIA Jan 25 

N/A N/A Jan 25 

TPL388989 TPL389006 Jan 9 

TPL388440 TPL388463 Jan 25 

TPL388693 TPL388707 Jan 9 

TPL388886 TPL388907 Jan9 

TPL388908 TPL388930 Jan 9 

TPL388866 TPL388885 Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

N/A N/A Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

TPL1037678 TPL1037693 Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

XXlOOOOOOO< xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

excluded 
TPL 1037968 TPL 1037984 Jan 4 



Exh. No. Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-1182 
- xxx 

RX-1192 

RX-1193 c 

RX-1194 c 

RX-1195 
- xxx 

RX-1197 

RX-1198 -

RX-1199 xxx 

RX-1200 xxx 

RX-1201 xxx 

RX-1202 c 
RX-1203 

- xxx 
RX-1214 

RX-1215 c 
RX-1216 c 
RX-1217 

- xxx . 
RX-1244 

RX-1245 c 

RX-1246 
- )()()( 

RX-1251 

RX-1252 c 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

TIUe/Oescription Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx lOOOOOOOCXX 

Attachment F to McAJexander Initial Report re Invalidity of 
U.S. Patent Nos. 6,438,638, 6.976,623, 7,295,443, Invalidity McAlexander 
7,522,424, and 7,719,847 - Documents Considered 

Attachment G to McAlexander Initial Report re Invalidity 
of U.S. Patent Nos. 6,438,638, 6,976,623, 7,295,443, 

Invalidity McAlexander 7,522,424, and 7,719,847 - Curriculum Vitae, Other 
Cases 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Japanese Patent Application Kokai Publication No. 2001-
Invalidity 

Banerjee; 
75745 (English translation) McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn XXXXXXXXXX · xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx XXlOOOOOOO( 

Initial Expert Report of Dale E. Buscaino dated 
Non infringement Buscalno 

10/10/2012 

withdrawn XlOOOOOOOOC xxxxxxxxxx 

Buscaino Expert Report Dell Exh. 7 - '623Dell19in1 
Noninfringement 

Buscaino; 
Lona Bav Reader McAlexander 
Buscaino Expert Report Dell Exh. 8 - '638 Dell 19in1 

Noninfringement 
Buscaino; 

Lona Bay Reader McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Noninfringement; Lack of 
Banerjee Rebuttal Report Exh. D, Appendix 1-12 Domestic Industry; Bane dee 

lnvaliditv 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Exh. 1 to the Rebuttal Expert Report of Brian A Berg on 
Noninfringement Berg Non-Infringement - Brian A. Berg CV 

32194 

Rec'd Into 
Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 

Evidence 

XlOOOOOOOOc XXXXlOOOCXX N/A 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

SEC841_0093341 SEC841_0093355 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

N/A NIA Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 9 

N/A NIA Jan9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx XJOOOCXXXXX NIA 

N/A N/A Jan 10 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-1253 c 

RX-1254 

- xxx 
RX-1257 

RX-1258 c 

RX-1259 c 

RX-1260 c 

RX-1261 c 

RX-1262 c 

RX-1263 c 

RX-1264 c 

RX-1265 c 

RX-1266 xxx 

RX-1267 c 

RX-1268 

- xxx 
RX-1275 

RX-1276 c 
RX-1277 

- )()()( 

RX-1325 

RX-1326 c 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Exh. 2 to the Rebuttal Expert Report of Brian A. Berg on 
Noninfringement Berg Non-Infringement 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx XXlOOOOOOCX 

Exh. 7 to the Rebuttal Report of Brian A. Berg on Non-
Non infringement Berg 

Infringement- Acer product inspection photos 

Exh. 8 to the Rebuttal Report of Brian A. Berg on Non-
Noninfringement Berg 

Infringement- continuity test tables for the Acer products 

Exh. 9 to the Rebuttal Expert Report of Brian A. Berg on 
Noninfringement Berg 

Non-Infringement 

Exh. 10 to the Rebuttal Expert Report of Brian A. Berg on 
Noninfringement Ber~ Non-Infringement 

Exh. 11 to the Rebuttal Expert Report of Brian A. Berg on 
Noninfringement Berg 

Non-Infringement 

Exh. 12 to the Rebuttal Expert Report of Brian A. Berg on 
Noninfringement Berg 

Non-Infringement 

Exh. 13 to the Rebuttal Expert Report of Brian A. Berg on 
Noninfringement Berg 

Non-Infringement 

Exh. 14 to the Rebuttal Expert Report of Brian A. Berg on 
Noninfringement Berg 

Non-Infringement - HP Continuity Test Tables 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Exh. 16 to the Rebuttal Expert Report of Brian A. Berg on 
Non-Infringement - Fujitsu Redesigned Product Testing Noninfringement Berg 
Photos 

withdrawn XlOOOOOOOO( XlOOOOOOOO( 

Mercer Rebuttal Report Exh. B 
Noninfringement; Lack of 

Mercer 
Domestic Industry 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

TPL's Responses and Objs. to Respondents HP, Canon 
Inc., Micron, Lexar, Brother, Kingston, HiTi, Shuttle, Inc., Noninfringement Banerjee 
Seiko Epson, NewEgg, and Rosewill's 1st Set of RFAs 

33194 

Rec'd Into 
Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 

Evidence 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

XXlOOOOOOOC XXlOOOOCXXX N/A 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx >000000000( N/A 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

N/A N/A - Jan 10 



Exh. No. 
Cont. 
Desig. 

RX-1327 )(}()( 

RX-1328 xxx 

RX-1329 )(}()( 

RX-1330 xxx 

RX-1331 xxx 

RX-1332 xxx 

RX-1333 
- xxx 

RX-1337 

RX-1338 c 

RX-1339 xxx 

RX-1340 xxx 

RX-1341 c 

RX-1342 c 
RX-1343 

- )(}()( 

RX-1460 

RX-1461 c 

RX-1462 
- xxx 

RX-1793 

RX-1794 c 

RX-1795 
- xxx 

RX-1814 

RX-1815 xxx 
RX-1816 

- xxx 
RX-1835 

RX-1836 c 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxx:xxxxx .lOOOOOOOOCX 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

MMC System Specification Version 3.31 MMCA 
Noninfringement Banerjee 

Technical Committee 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxx:x xxxxxxxxxx 
Brother's 1st Supplemental Responses and Objections to 

Noninfringement 
Banerjee; Mercer; 

TPL's 1st Set of lnterroaatories Leonard 
Brother's Responses and Objections to TPL's 2nd Set of 

Noninfringement Bannerjee; Mercer 
lnterrooatories 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx .xxxxxxxxxx 

Berg; 
Technical Schematics for Fujitsu Products Noninfringement Mroczkowski; T. 

Yamamoto 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx JOOOOOOO()()( 

SD Specifications Part 1 Physical Layer Specification 
Berg; 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski; T. 
Version 2.00 Yamamoto 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Direct Witness Statement of Takahiko Yamamoto Invalidity T. Yamamoto 

34/94 

I 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx XXlOOOOCXXX N/A 

XlOOOOOOOOC .lOOOOOOOOOC N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx XXXXXXlOOOC N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

TPL138316 TPL138465 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

NIA N/A Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

FJ0062406 FJ0062408 Jan 8 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

TPL0379909 TPL0380092 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 10 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-1837 xxx 

RX-1838 
- xxx 

RX-1841 

RX-1842 c 
RX-1843 

- xxx 
RX-1846 

RX-1847 c 
RX-1848 

- xxx 
RX-1850 

RX-1851 c 
RX-1852 

- xxx 
RX-2366 

RX-2367 c 

RX-2368 xxx 

RX-2369 -

RX-2370 -

RX-2371 xxx 

RX-2372 c 

RX-2373 xxx 

RX-2374 c 

RX-2375 xxx 

RX-2376 c 

RX-2377 
- xxx 

RX-2381 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Northstar Systems schematic for MSU Noninfringement Berg 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Northstar systems schematic for SD+MS+XD ' Noninfringement Berg 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

ODM Specification Sheet for HP 630 Notebook Noninfringement Berg 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Northstar spec sheet Non infringement Berg 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

SD Memory Card Specifications, Part 1, v. 1.0, March 
Noninfringement 

Mercer; 
2000 McAlexander 

SmartMedia™ Electrical Specifications Web-Online V. 
Invalidity 

Banerjee; 
1.00, May 19, 1999 McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

BrotherBH15-01 PCB Schematic Non infringement 
Mercer; Brother 

Witness 

withdrawn XlOOOOOOOOC xxxxxxxxxx 

Brother BH15-02 PCB Schematic Noninfringement 
Mercer; Brother 

Witness 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 
Mercer; 

DOK MCH-LNS5D-A-PC Card Connector Specification Noninfringement Mroczkowski; 
Brother Witness 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

35194 

Beg Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 

End Bates No. 
Evidence 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP175880 HP175882 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP175883 HP175884 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

HP089678 HP089678 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP089683 HP089684 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

CANITC2720 CANITC2836 Jan 10 

CANITC2837 CANITC2862 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

BROTHER01019872 BROTHER01019880 Jan28 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

BROTHER01019881 BROTHER01019889 Jan 28 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

BROTHER00010038 BROTHER00010088 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

I . 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-2382 -

RX-2383 xxx 

RX-2384 c 

RX-2385 c 

RX-2386 -

RX-2387 -

RX-2388 -

RX-2389 

- xxx 
RX-2393 

RX-2394 -

RX-2395 xxx 

RX-2396 )()()( 

RX-2397 )()()( 

RX-2398 xxx 

RX-2399 xxx 

RX-2400 -

RX-2401 

- )()()( 

RX-2404 

RX-2405 -
RX-2406 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Photos ofYamaichi H001-A022 (4 in 1) Card Connector Non infringement 
Mercer; 

Mroczkowski 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Software/Firmware Specification, Version 2 - Brother 
MFC-J220 I Brother MFC-J591 ODW I Brother MFC-

Noninfringement 
Mercer; Brother 

J651 ODW I Brother MFC-J671 ODW I Brother MFC- Witness 
J6910DW 

Software/Firmware Specification, Version 2 - Brother 
Mercer; Brother 

MFC-J625DW I Brother MFC-J825DW / Brother MFC- Noninfringement 
J835DW Witness 

User's Guide - Brother MFC-5895CW Noninfringement 
Mercer; Brother 

Witness 

The MultiMediaCard Specification V2.11 Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 

Basic User's Guide - Brother MFC-J6510DW I Brother 
Noninfringement 

Mercer; Brother 
MFC-J6710DW Witness 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx :xxxxxxxxxx 

Receipts and Photos of Redesigned HP Products Noninfringement Mercer; Berg 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx JOOOOOOOOO( 

withdrawn XXlOOOOOCXX xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn XXXJOOOOOO( xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Banerjee; 

CF+ and CompactFlash Specification Revision 1.4 
Invalidity; McAlexander; 

Noninfringement Mercer; 
Mroczkowski 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

16-001 (1) Pre-Inspection Photos Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

16-001 (2) Post-Inspection Photos Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

36/94 

Beg Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 

End Bates No. 
Evidence 

BROTHER01749851 BROTHER017 49861 Jan 8 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

BROTHER01740339 BROTHER01740365 Jan 28 

BROTHER01740366 BROTHER017 40393 Jan28 

BROTHER00008902 BROTHER00009148 Jan 10 

HP176513 HP176635 Jan 10 

BROTHER00009238 BROTHER00009400 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

HP177600 HP177621 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

x:xxxxxxxxx )()()()()()()() N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

JOOOOOOOOO( JOOOOOOOOO( N/A 

)()()()()()()() xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

SEC841_0001070 SEC841_0001185 Jan 8 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP178633 HP178639 Jan 8 

HP178640 HP178646 Jan 8 

I 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 

Title/Description 
Desig. 

RX-2407 xxx withdrawn 

RX-2408 - 10-010 (1) Pre-Inspection Photos 

RX-2409 - 10-010 (2) Post-Inspection Photos 

RX-2410 - HP630 - Post-Inspection Photos 

RX-2411 xxx withdrawn 

RX-2412 - 11-001 (2) Post-Inspection Photos 

RX-2413 - 13-002 (1) Pre-Inspection Photos 

RX-2414 - 13-002 (2) Post-Inspection Photos 

RX-2415 
- xxx withdrawn 

RX-2419 

RX-2420 c Photograph of a Fujitsu Lifebook S752 

RX-2421 c Photograph of a Fujitsu Lifebook 5752 

RX-2422 c Photograph of a Fujitsu Lifebook 5752 

RX-2423 c Photograph of a Fujitsu Lifebook S752 

RX-2424 c Photograph of a Fujitsu Lifebook S752 

RX-2425 c Photograph of a Fujitsu Lifebook S752 

RX-2426 c Photograph of a Fujitsu Lifebook E752 

RX-2427 c Photograph of a Fujitsu Lifebook E752 

RX-2428 c Photograph of a Fujitsu Lifebook E752 

RX-2429 c Photograph of a Fujitsu Lifebook E752 

RX-2430 c Photograph of a Fujitsu Lifebook E752 

RX-2431 c Photograph of a Fujitsu Lifebook E752 

RX-2432 c Photograph of a Fujitsu Lifebook E752 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

XJOOOOOOOO( xxxxxxxxxx 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

XJOOOOOOOO( XXXlOOCXXXX 

Noninfringement 
Mroczkowski; T. 

Yamamoto 

Noninfringement 
Mroczkowski; T. 

Yamamoto 

Noninfringement 
Mroczkowski; T. 

Yamamoto 

Non infringement 
Mroczkowski; T. 

Yamamoto 

Noninfringement 
Mroczkowski; T. 

Yamamoto 

Noninfringement 
Mroczkowski; T_ 

Yamamoto 

Noninfringement 
Mroczkowski; T. 

Yamamoto 

Non infringement 
Mroczkowski; T. 

Yamamoto 

Non infringement 
Mroczkowski; T. 

Yamamoto 

Non infringement 
Mroczkowski; T. 

Yamamoto 

Noninfringement 
Mroczkowski; T. 

Yamamoto 

Non infringement 
Mroczkowski; T. 

Yamamoto 

Non infringement 
Mroczkowski; T. 

Yamamoto 

37(94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'dlnto 
Evidence 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP178485 HP178494 Jan 8 

HP178495 HP178501 Jan 8 

HP178830 HP178853 Jan 8 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

HP178509 HP178582 Jan8 

HP178583 HP178589 Jans 

HP178590 HP178622 Jana 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

FJ0062921 FJ0062921 Jan 8 

FJ0062922 FJ0062922 Jan a 

FJ0062923 FJ0062923 Jan 8 

FJ0062924 FJ0062924 Jan 8 

FJ0062925 FJ0062925 Jan 8 

FJ0062926 FJ0062926 Jan 8 

FJ0062927 FJ0062927 Jan 8 

FJ0062928 FJ0062928 Jan 8 

FJ0062929 FJ0062929 Jan 8 

FJ0062930 FJ0062930 Jan 8 

FJ0062931 FJ0062931 Jan 8 

FJ0062932 FJ0062932 Jan 8 

FJ0062933 FJ0062933 Jan 8 



Exh. No. 
Cont. 
Desig. 

RX-2433 
" xxx 

RX-2441 

RX-2442 -

RX-2443 

- )()()( 

RX-2559 

RX-2560 -
RX-2561 

" xxx 
RX-2575 

RX-2576 -
RX-2577 

" xxx 
RX-2595 

RX-2596 c 
RX-2597 

- xxx 
RX-2673 

RX-2674 c 
RX-2675 

- xxx 
RX-2684 

RX-2685 c 

RX-2686 xxx 

. RX-2687 )()()( 

RX-2688 c 

RX-2689 c 

RX-2690 c 

RX-2691 xxx 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Alex Fang; Elliott 
Photographs of Hin-P9 Noninfringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 

Mercer 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Product page for Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 Non infringement Mercer 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

U.S. Patent No. 6,859,369 82 (Mambakkam) Invalidity McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

SmartMedia Electrical Specifications Version 1.30 
Invalidity; Banerjee; 

Noninfrinaement McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Expert Report of Dr. Gregory K. Leonard Regarding Lack of Domestic 
Leonard 

Domestic Industry, Remedy and Bonding Industry; Remedy; Bond 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

TPL license Agreement Portfolio Lack of Domestic Industry Leonard 

withdrawn .xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Letter from Alliacense to Paul Roeder at HP and attached Lack of Domestic Leonard 
_ "TPL Patent Portfolios" Industry; Remedy 

Alliacense License Discussions and Product Analysis 
Lack of Domestic 

Leonard 
lndustrv; Remedv - . 

: ) over "CORE Lack of Domestic 
Flash Portfolio" Industry; Remedy 

Leonard 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

38/94 

Rec'd Into 
Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 

Evidence 

xxxxxxxxxx XlOOOOOOOOC N/A 

HITl-006348 HITl-006352 Jan 8 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

TPL1037652 TPL1037653 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

SEC841_0009118 SEC841_0009130 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

SEC841_0077128 SEC841_0077163 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

TPL388440 TPL389026 Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

TPL015886 TPL015945 Jan 9 

TPL002200 TPL002260 Jan 9 

TPL033965 TPL033968 Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-2692 c 

RX-2693 c 

RX-2694 xxx 

RX-2695 xxx 

RX-2696 c 

RX-2697 c 

RX-2698 c 

RX-2699 c 

RX-2700 c 
RX-2701 

- xxx 
RX-2708 

RX-2709 c 

RX-2710 c 
RX-2711 

- xxx 
RX-2713 

RX-2714 c 

RX-2715 -
RX-2716 xxx 

RX-2717 c 
RX-2718 

- xxx 
RX-2720 

RX-2721 c 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

b------ ·· -· ·· -·--- -···· . - . . ·- ·-. Re: CORE Lack of Domestic 
Leonard Flash Licensing Program Industry; Remedy 

:J Re: CORE Flash Licensing Lack of Domestic 
Leonard Program Industry; Remedy 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx lOOOOOOOOOC 

L- - . ...... . -.. ..:. :::3 Re: Lack of Domestic 
Leonard CORE Flash Portfolio Licensing Program Industry; Remedy 

-
____] re CORE·F·l~~h -P~rtr~li~ .Licensing Program 

1 Lack of Domestic 
Leonard 

Industry; Remedy 

( I I on Lack of Domestic 
Leonard 

Re: CORE Flash Portfolio Licensing Program Industry; Remedy 

Hewlett-Packard 1011 Stargell 6-in-1 Media Card Reader 
Remedy 

Leonard; HP 
with Front 1/0 Cable, Specification witness 

TPL's 1st Supplemental Response to HP's Interrogatory Lack of Domestic 
Leonard 

No.24 Industry; Remedy 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

HP Shopper Insights 2012 Select and Buy 
Domestic Industry; 

Leonard 
Remedv; Bondina 

Native Excel File from iSuppli 
Domestic Industry; 

Leonard 
Remedv: Bondina 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xD-Picture Card License Agreement Bond 
Leonard; HP 

witness 

HP® Official Store - Buy and Customize your p7-1400t 
Remedy 

Leonard; HP 
series PC witness 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Chicago Platform Agreement Remedy 
Leonard; HP 

witness 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

HP PhotoSmart 5510 BOM Remedy 
Leonard; HP 

witness 

39/94 

Rec'd Into Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Evidence 

TPL017191 TPL017197 Jan 9 

TPL018347 PL018349 Jan 9 

lOOOOOOOOOC xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

TPL008373 TPL008375 Jan 9 

TPL053638 TPL053639 Jan 9 

TPL054017 TPL054017 Jan 9 

HP089685 HP089710 Jan 4 

N/A N/A Jan 28 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

HP178208 HP178231 Jan 8 

HP178207 HP178207 Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP178473 HP178484 Jan 4 

HP178858 HP178861 Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HP178873 HP178874 Jan4 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

HP178232 HP178261 Jan 8 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-2722 c 

RX-2723 c 

RX-2724 c 

RX-2725 c 

RX-2726 c 

RX-2727 c 

RX-2728 c 

RX-2729 c 

RX-2730 c 

RX-2731 c 
RX-2732 

- xxx 
RX-2737 

RX-2738 xxx 
RX-2739 

- xxx 
RX-2746 

RX-2747 xxx 

RX-2748 xxx 

RX-2749 xxx 

RX-2750 xxx 

RX-2751 xxx 

RX-2752 xxx 

RX-2753 xxx 

RX-2754 xxx 

Title/Description 

HP Inventory of Computer Products 

HP PSG Sales Data 

HP US Retail Supply Chain (PSG) 

HP Printer Sales Data, IJ HW Summary: US FY10-
Q3FY12 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Remedy 
Leonard; HP 

witness 

Remedy 
Leonard; HP 

witness 

Remedy 
Leonard; HP 

witness 

Remedy 
Leonard; HP 

witness 

HP Printing & Supplies, AMS IWS HW Demand Planning Remedy HP witness 

HP Inventory of Printer Products Remedy 
Leonard; HP 

witness 

SD Host/Ancillary Product License Agreement Bond 
Leonard; HP 

witness 

Memory Stick Pro Controller IC Agreement Bond 
Leonard; HP 

witness 

Memory Stick Pro Hardware Agreement Bond 
Leonard; HP 

witness 

Memory Stick Pro Host Controller IP Agreement Bond 
Leonard; HP 

witness 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List lOOOOOOOCXX xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List .xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

moved to Joint Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx XXXlOOOOOCX 

40/94 

Beg Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 

End Bates No. 
Evidence 

HP178262 HP178277 Jan 4 

HP178278 HP178280 Jan 4 

HP178281 HP178289 Jan4 

HP178290 HP178291 Jan 8 

HP178292 HP178295 Jan 8 

HP178296 HP178296 Jana 

HP178392 HP178427 Jan4 

HP178428 HP178442 Jan4 

HP178443 HP178460 Jan4 

HP178461 HP178472 Jan 4 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

XXXlOOOOOCX xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx. N/A 

XXXlOOOOOCX xxxxxxxxxx N/A 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 

Title/Description 
Desig. 

RX-2755 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-2756 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-2757 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-2758 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-2759 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-2760 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-2761 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-2762 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-2763 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-2764 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-2765 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-2766 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-2767 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-2768 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-2769 xxx withdrawn 

RX-2770 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-2771 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-2772 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-2773 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-2774 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-2775 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-2776 xxx moved to Joint Exhibit List 

RX-2777 
- xxx withdrawn 

RX-2817 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

XXXXlOOOOOC xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxx:xxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxx:xx xxxxxxxxxx 

41194 

Rec'd Into Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Evidence 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxx:xx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 



Exh. No. Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-2818 c 

RX-2819 
- xxx 

RX-2824 

RX-2825 c 
RX-2826 

- xxx 
RX-2845 

RX-2846 c 

RX-2847 

- xxx 
RX-2858 

RX-2859 -

RX-2860 -

RX-2861 -
RX-2862 xxx 

RX-2863 xxx 

RX-2864 c 

RX-2865 c 
RX-2866 

- xxx 
RX-2883 

RX-2884 c 

RX-2885 c 

RX-2886 c 

RX-2887 c 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

designated testimony of Arockiyaswamy Venkidu from 
Invalidity Ve.nkidu 

deposition taken on 10/19/2012 -

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

r· ... 
Invalidity Venkidu 

... -

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Leonard Curriculum Vitae Lack of Domestic 
Leonard 

Industry; Remedy; Bond 

withdrawn JOOOOOOOOO( xxxxxxxxxx 

Service Manual: 5000 and 5700 Color Jetprinter; 5770 
Invalidity Banerjee 

Photo Jetprinter 

Lexmark 5770 Photo Jetprinter: Hardware Reviews Invalidity Banerjee 

Lexmark Photo Jetprinter 5770 User Guide Invalidity Banerjee 

withdrawn JOOOOOOOOO( xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn XlOOOOOOCXX xxxxxxxxxx 

Sales report Invalidity 
McAJexander; 

Baneriee 

.secure Digital Card Host Controller Presentation Invalidity 
McAlexander; 

Baneriee 

withdrawn XXlOOOOOOCX xxxxxxxxxx 

Banerjee Rebuttal Witness Statement Noninfringement Banerjee 

Direct Witness Statement of Brian A. Berg dated 
Noninfringement Berg 

12114/2012 

Lack of Domestic Industry 
Corrected Leonard Rebuttal Witness Statement Economic; Remedy: Leonard 

Bondlnc 
Lack of Domestic 

McAlexander Rebuttal Witness Statement Industry; Remedy; McAlexander 
Bondi no 

42194 

Beg Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 

End Bates No. 
Evidence 

NIA NIA Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

Jones 000084 Jones 000093 Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

NIA N/A Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx )(XJOOOOOOO( N/A 

HP060817 HP060906 Jan 10 

HP173767 HP173769 Jan 10 

HP174829 HP174924 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

TAEC000001 TAEC000001 Jan 10 

TAEC000002 TAEC000144 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

NIA NIA Jan 10 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Deslg. 

RX-2888 c 

RX-2889 c 

RX-2890 )()()( 

RX-2891 c 

RX-2892 )()()( 

RX-2893 c 

RX-2894 )()()( 

RX-2895 c 

RX-2896 c 

RX-2897 

- )()()( 

RX-2899 

RX-2900 c 

RX-2901 

- xxx 
RX-2909 

RX-2910 c 
RX-2911 

- xxx 
RX-2920 

RX-2921 -

RX-2922 -

RX-2923 xxx 

RX-2924 )()()( 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Tltle/Descriptlon Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Noninfringement; Lack of 
Mercer Rebuttal Witness Statement Domestic Industry Mercer 

Technical Prono 

Mroczkowski Rebuttal Witness Statement Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 
Noninfringement; Lack of 

Wolfe Rebuttal Witness Statement 
Domestic Industry 

Wolfe 
Technical Prong; 
Remedv· Bondina 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

T. Yamamoto Rebuttal Witness Statement Noninfrlngement; Remedy T. Yamamoto 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Gerry Juan Direct Witness Statement Noninfringement Gerry Juan 

designated testimony of Nicholas Antonopoulos from Noninfringement; Lack of 
Antonopoulos 

deposition taken on 10/30/2012 in Inv. No. 337-TA-841 Domestic Industry 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

designated testimony of Daniel Leckrone from deposition 
Lack of Domestic Industry D. Leckrone 

taken on 10/25/2012 in Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xD-Picture Card Physical Format and Processing Lack of Domestic Industry Banerjee 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Lenovo Annual Report Fiscal Year 2012 ended March 31, 
Lack of Domestic 
Industry; Remedy; Leonard 

2012 
Bondina 

Lack of Domestic 
http://www.sandisk.com/about-sandlsk Industry; Remedy; Leonard 

Bondi no 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx lOOOOOOCXXX 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

43/94 

Beg Bates No. Rec'd Into 
End Bates No. 

Evidence 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 8 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

NIA N/A Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

NIA NIA Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

N/A NIA Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

TPL0390835 TPL0390843 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

LEONARD000107 LEONARD000286 Jan 9 

LEONARD000287 LEONARD000287 Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-2925 -

RX-2926 
- xxx 

RX-2929 

RX-2930 -

RX-2931 -
RX-2932 

- xxx 
RX-2934 

RX-2935 -

RX-2936 xxx 

RX-2937 xxx 

RX-2938 -

RX-2939 -

RX-2940 xxx 

RX-2941 xxx 

RX-2942 -

RX-2943 

- xxx 
RX-2975 

RX-2976 c 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

http://www.aipla.org/advocacy/executive/Documents/AIPL 
Lack of Domestic A%20Comments%20to%201PEC%20on%20Joint%20Str 

ategic%20Plan%20on%201P%20Enforcement%20-
Industry; Remedy; Leonard 

%208.10.12.odf Bonding 

withdrawn lOOOOOOOOCX xxxxxxxxxx 

Lack of Domestic 
HP 2011 Annual Report Industry; Remedy; Leonard 

Bondina 
Lack of Domesr1c 

J.P. Morgan, Global Memory Market Report, April 6, 2012 Industry; Remedy; Leonard 
Bondina 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

http:l/www.alliacense.comnicensing-programs wabpage 
listing licensing of 13 patent portfolios apart from CORE Lack of Domestic 
Flash: MMP, Array, Fastlogic, CryptaByte, STRATA, Industry; Remedy; Leonard 
TruVNS, 3D-ART. SWAT, Audition, Chip Scale, Occam, Bonding 
Nexus and eCommer$se patent portfolios. 

withdrawn XXXXlOOOOO( xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 
Lack of Domestic 

SanDisk 2011 Annual Report Industry; Remedy; Leonard 
Bondina 

Lack of Domestic 
SanDisk Financial Analyst Day, 02/24/2011 Industry; Remedy: Leonard 

Bondi no 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 
Lack of Domestic 

The Evolving IP Marketplace Industry; Remedy; Leonard 
Bondina 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Noninfringement; Lack of 
Exh. C to Wolfe Rebuttal Expert Report re Acer Products Domestic Industry Wolfe 

Technical Prono 

44194 

Rec'd Into Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Evidence 

LEONARD000361 LEONARD000365 Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

LEONARD000508 LEONARD000689 Jan4 

LEONARD000690 LEONARD000726 Jan9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

LEONARD000861 LEONARD000863 Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx XXlOOOOOOO( N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

LEONARD001225 LEONARD001416 Jan 9 

LEONARD001417 LEONARD001656 Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

LEONARD001667 LEONARD001975 Jan 9 

XXXlOOOOOCX xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

NIA N/A Jan 9 

I 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-2977 

- xxx 
RX-2982 

RX-2983 -

RX-2984 -

RX-2985 -

RX-2986 -

RX-2987 

- xxx 
RX-2989 

RX-2990 -

RX-2991 -

RX-2992 xxx 

RX-2993 c 

RX-2994 c 

RX-2995 
- xxx 

RX-2997 

RX-2998 -

RX-2999 -
RX-3000 

- xxx 
RX-3023 

RX-3024 -
RX-3025 

- xxx 
RX-3086 

Title/Description 

withdrawn 

U.S. Patent Appl. No. 200210178307 (Pua) 

Acer Diskmon trace sd to cf.LOG 

Acer Diskmon trace sd to microSD partial.LOG 

Acer Diskmon trace sd to ms.LOG 

withdrawn 

Datasheet for Genesys Logic GL826 controller 

GL826 Block Diagram 

withdrawn 

Complaint Exh. 105-46C 

Complaint Exh. 105-54C 

withdrawn 

Photographs of card connector in Acer X1935 

Photographs of card connector in Acer AS7750 

withdrawn 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring Purpose 
Witness 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Noninfringement; Lack of 
Domestic Industry Wolfe 
Technical Prona 

Noninfringement; Lack of 
Domestic Industry Wolfe 
Technical Prann 

Noninfringement; Lack of 
Domestic Industry Wolfe 
Technical Prona 

Noninfringement; Lack of 
Domestic Industry Wolfe 
Technical Prona 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Noninfringement; Lack of 
Domestic Industry Wolfe 
Technical Prone 

Noninfringement; Lack of 
Domestic Industry Wolfe 
Technical Prona 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Noninfringement; Lack of 
Domestic Industry Wolfe 
Technical Prona 

Noninfringement; Lack of 
Domestic Industry Wolfe 
Technical Prona 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Non infringement Mroczkowski 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

xxxxxxxxxx lOOOOOOOCXX 

Photos of Yamaichi H001-A022 (4 in 1) Card Connector Noninfringement 
Mercer; 

Mroczkowski 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

45/94 

Rec'd Into Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Evidence 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

TPL043572 TPL043579 Jan 9 

ACER-841-ITC- ACER-841-ITC-
Jan 9 

0082008 0082210 

ACER-841-ITC- ACER-841-JTC-
Jan 9 

0082211 0082242 

ACER-841-ITC- ACER-841-ITC-
Jan 9 

0082243 0082252 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

KT000666 KT000698 Jan 9 

KT000678 KT000678 Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

N/A NIA Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

ACER~841-ITC-
ACER-841-ITC-82002 Jan8 

0081998 

ACER-841-ITC-82003 ACER-841-ITC-82007 Jan 8 

lOOOOOOOCXX lOOOOOOOCXX N/A 

BROTHER01749851 BROTHER01749861 Jan 8 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-3087 -
RX-3088 -

RX-3089 -

RX-3090 xxx 

RX-3091 -
RX-3092 xxx 

RX-3093 -

RX-3094 -
RX-3095 

- xxx 
RX-3134 

RX-3135 c 
RX-3136 

- xxx 
RX-3140 

RX-3141 c 

RX-3142 c 

RX-3143 c 

RX-3144 c 

RX-3145 -

RX-3146 c 
RX-3147 

- xxx 
RX-3155 

RX-3156 c 

RX-3157 xxx 

RX-3158 xxx 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Photo of PIXMA MG8220 Connector Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

Photo of PIXMA MG8220 Connector Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

Photo of PIXMA MG8220 Connector Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

withdrawn xxx:xxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Photo of PIXMA MG8220 Connector Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

withdrawn XXXXlOOOCXX xxxxxxxxxx 

Photo of P!XMA MG8220 Connector Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

CF+ and CompactFlash Specification Rev. 2.0 May 2003 Non infringement Mercer 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Wolfe Rebuttal Expert Report re Dell Products Exh. 8 Noninfringement Wolfe 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Experimental Test Results of Dr. Wolfe Noninfringement Andrew Wolfe 

Experimental Test Results of Dr. Wolfe Noninfringement Andrew Wolfe 

Experimental Test Results of Dr. Wolfe Noninfringement Andrew Wolfe 

Experimental Test Results of Or. Wolfe Noninfringement Andrew Wolfe 

Wolfe Curriculum Vitae Noninfringement Andrew Wolfe 

Experimental Test Results of 101 Noninfringement Andrew Wolfe 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Rebuttal Expert Report of Brian A. Berg on Non- Noninfringement Berg 
Infringement Exh. 15 

moved to Demonstrative Exhibit List xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx XlOOOOOOOCX 

46/94 

Rec'd Into 
Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 

Evidence 

CANITC2576 CANITC2576 Jan 8 

CAN ITC 2577 CANITC2577 Jan 8 

CAN ITC 2578 CANITC2578 Jan 8 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

CANITC2580 CANITC2580 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

CANITC2582 CANITC2582 Jan 10 

CANITC2583 CANITC 2719 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

XlOOOOOOOCX XlOOOOOOOCX N/A 

NIA N/A Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

NIA N/A Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx XlOOOOOOOCX N/A 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx XlOOOOOOOCX N/A 

xxxxxxxxxx XlOOOOOOOCX N/A 

I • 



Exh. No. Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-3159 c 

RX-3160 c 

RX-3161 xxx 

RX-3162 c 

RX-3163 c 

RX-3164 c 

RX-3165 xxx 

RX-3166 xxx 

RX-3167 c 

RX-3168 c 

RX-3169 xxx 

RX-3170 c 
RX-3171 

" xxx 
RX-3181 

RX-3182 c 

RX-3183 c 

RX-3184 

- xxx 
RX-3187 

RX-3188 c 

RX-3189 c 

RX-3190 c 

RX-3191 xxx 

RX-3192 c 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

·Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Dell Product Inspection Photos Non infringement Berg 

Dell Continuity Test Tables Noninfringement Berg 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

AU6475 USB2.0 Multi-LUN Flash Card Reader Controller 
Noninfringement 

Berg; Banerjee; 
Technical Reference Manual Rev. 1.05 28 APR. 2009 Wolfe 

lfO Interconnect R-680-070-21 SA Specification Noninfringement 
Berg; Banerjee; 

Wolfe 

lfO Interconnect R-680-070-21 SA Schematic Noninfringement Berg: Wolfe 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn lOOOOOOOOOC xxxxxxxxxx 

Realtek RTS5138 One-LUN USB 2.0 Card Reader 
Noninfringement Berg; Banerjee 

Controller Datasheet 

Realtek RTS5138 Schematic Noninfringement Berg; Banerjee 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Vostro 3555 Schematic Noninfringement Berg; Banerjee 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Photos of card reader having 1/0 Interconnect part no. R-
Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

680-070-21 SA 

Photos of connector having Plastron Technology Co., Ltd. 
Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

part no. CM7S-132-H-D 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

IOI 19in1 long bay reader spec Noninfringement Bane~ee 

Dell Vostro 3555 Owner's Manual Noninfrlngement Banerjee 

Dell Vostro 3555 Training tool Noninfringement Banerjee 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

AU6475 USB2.0 Multi-LUN Flash Card Reader Controller 
Noninfringement 

Banerjee: Berg; 
Technical Reference Manual Wolfe 

47/94 

Beg Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 

End Bates No. 
Evidence 

NfA N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NfA 

DELL00089179 DEU00089195 Jan 9 

DELL00039253 DELL00039312 Jan 9 

DELL00091867 DELL00091869 Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NfA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

DELL00037801 DELL00037813 Jan 10 

DELL00037814 DELL00037815 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

DELL00000775 DELL00000877 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

N/A N/A Jan 8 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NfA 

DELL00000882 DELL00000904 Jan 10 

DELL00000001 DELL00000116 Jan 10 

DELL00000905 DELL00001094 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx :xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

TFL1037632 TPL1037651 Jan 10 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Des lg. 

RX-3193 

- )()()( 

RX-3201 

RX-3202 -

RX-3203 -
RX-3204 

- )()()( 

RX-3207 

RX-3208 -

RX-3209 -
RX-3210 

- xxx 
RX-3223 

RX-3224 c 

RX-3225 xxx 

RX-3226 -
RX-3227 -
RX-3228 -
RX-3229 -

RX-3230 -

RX-3231 -
RX-3232 -

RX-3233 -

RX-3234 -

RX-3235 -
RX-3236 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

withdrawn XlOOOOOOCXX xxxxxxxxxx 

October 31, 2012 DELL website printouts - OPTIPLEX 
Remedy Leonard 9010 with card reader 

October 31, 2012 DELL website printouts - OPTIPLEX 
Remedy Leonard 9010 without card reader 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

October 31, 2012 DELL website printouts - PRECISION 
Remedy Leonard 

T7600 with card reader 

October 31 , 2012 DELL website printouts - PRECISION 
Remedy Leonard 

T7600 without card reader 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 7C Lack of Domestic Industry McAlexander 

withdrawn JOOOOOOOOO( xxxxxxxxxx 

U.S. Patent No. 7,412,552 Lack of Domestic Industry McAlexander 

U.S. Patent No. 7,493,437 Lael< of Domestic Industry McAlexander 

U.S. Patent No. 6,832,281 Lack of Domestic Industry McAlexander 

U.S. Patent No. 8,011,964 (application no. 121759,550) Lack of Domestic Industry McAlexander 

U.S. Patent No. 5,841,424 Lack of Domestic Industry McAlexander 

U.S. Patent No. 7,093,161 Lack of Domestic Industry McAlexander 

U.S. Patent No. 7,526,675 Lael< of Domestic Industry McAlexander 

U.S. Patent No. 6,859,361 Lack of Domestic Industry McAlexander 

U.S. Patent No. 7,508,659 Lack of Domestic Industry McAlexander 

U.S. Patent No. 6,839,864 Lack of Domestic Industry McAlexander 

U.S. Patent No. 7,278,051 Lack of Domestic Industry McAlexander 

48/94 

Rec'd Into 
Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 

Evidence 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

DELL00092879 DELL0092880 Jan 9 

DELL00092881 DELL00092882 Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx XXlOOCXXXXX · NIA 

D ELL00092891 DELL0092892 Jan 9 

DELL00092893 DELL00092894 Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

TPL106080 TPL 106101 Jan 10 

TPL107320 TPL107343 Jan 10 

TPL 105110 TPL105131 Jan 10 

TPL112670 TPL 112684 Jan 10 

TPL064767 TPL064777 Jan 10 

TPL059997 TPL060016 Jan 10 

TPL114449 TPL 114469 Jan 10 

TPL115088 TPL115095 Jan 10 

TPL115341 TPL115351 Jan 10 

TPL113492 TPL113524 Jan 10 

TPL114108 TPL114143 Jan 10 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-3237 -
RX-3238 -

RX-3239 -

RX-3240 -

RX-3241 -

RX-3242 -

RX-3243 xxx 

RX-3244 c 

RX-3245 

- xxx 
RX-3247 

RX-3248 -
RX-3249 :xxx 

RX-3250 c 

RX-3251 
- :xxx 

RX-3257 

RX-3258 c 

RX-3259 c 

RX-3260 xxx 

RX-3261 -

RX-3262 -

RX-3263 xxx 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

U.S. Patent No. 7,620,844 Lack of Domestic Industry McAlexander 

U.S. Patent No. 7,252,240 Lack of Domestic Industry McAlexander 

U.S. Patent No. 7,597,268 Lack of Domestic Industry McAlexander 

U.S. Patent No. 6,903,727 Lack of Domestic Industry McAlexander 

U.S. Patent No. 7,352,362 Lack of Domestic Industry McAlexander 

U.S. Patent No. 6,932,275 Lack of Domestic Industry McAlexander 

withdrawn XJOOOOOOOO( x:xxxxxxxxx 

designated testimony of Daniel Leckrone from deposition 
Lack of Domestic Industry D. Leckrone 

taken on 0511812012 in Inv. No. 337-TA-807 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Micron Technology, Inc. 10-K, August 2012 Lack of Domestic Industry Leonard 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Declaration of Dwayne Hannah dated 03/09/2012 Lack of Domestic Vander Veen; 
08123/11, Inv. 337-TA-807 Industry; Remedy Bond Hannah 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Lack of Domestic 
Witness Statement of Robin Castell Industry; Remedy; Castell; Leonard 

Bonding 

Lack of Domestic 
David Tribolet; 

Witness Statement of David Tribolet Industry; Remedy, 
Bondi no 

Leonard 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Hewlett Packard 2011 Annual Report Remedy 
Leonard; HP 

witness 

HP® Official Store - Buy and Customize your p6-2320t 
Remedy 

Leonard; HP 
series PC witness 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx .lCXXXXXXXXX 

49/94 

Rec'd Into 
Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 

Evidence 

TPL114929 TPL 114965 Jan 10 

TPL 105410 TPL 105418 Jan 10 

TPL107995 TPL108005 Jan 10 

TPL 113123 TPL113131 Jan 10 

TPL113289 TPL113298 Jan 10 

TPL110070 TPL110078 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

NIA N/A Jan 25 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

LEONARD000864 LEONARD001161 Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 9 

x:xxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

N/A N/A Jan 4 

N/A N/A Jan 8 

xxxxxxxxxx XXXXXlOCXXX NIA 

HP178648 HP178829 Jan 4 

HP178854 HP178857 Jan4 

x:xxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-3264 c 

RX-3265 xxx 

RX-3266 c 

RX-3267 xxx 

RX-3268 -

RX-3269 -

RX-3270 -

RX-3271 -

RX-3272 -

RX-3273 -

RX-3274 -

RX-3275 -

RX-3276 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Respondent Hewlett-Packard Company's Supplemental 
Banerjee; Berg; 

Objections and Responses to Complainant Technology Noninfringement; Mercer; 

Properties Limited LLC's Interrogatory Nos. 33, 60, 61, Remedy; Bonding 
Mroczkowski; 

and 64 (Nov. 14, 2012) 
Leonard; HP 

witness 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 
Lack of Domestic 

HP-TPL Briefing, November 15, 2012 Industry; Remedy; TPL witness 
Bondina 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Mark A. Lemley and Carl Shapiro, "Patent Holdup and 
Remedy; Bonding Leonard 

Royalty Stacking," Texas Law Review, Vol. 85, 2007 

Alex Fang; Elliott 
Photographs of HiTi-P1 Noninfringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 

Mercer 

Alex Fang; Elliott 
Photographs of HiTi-P2 Noninfringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 

Mercer 

Alex Fang; Elliott 
Photographs of HiTi-P3 Noninfringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 

Mercer 

Alex Fang; Elliott 
Photographs of HiTi-P4 Noninfringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 

Mercer 

Alex Fang; Elliott 

Photographs of HiTi-P5 Noninfringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 
Mercer 

Alex Fang; Elliott 

Photographs of HiTi-P6 Noninfringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 
Mercer 

Alex Fang; Elliott 

Photographs of HiTi-P7 Noninfringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 
Mercer 

Alex Fang; Elliott 
Photographs of HiTi-P8 Noninfringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 

Mercer 

50/94 

I . 

Beg Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 

End Bates No. 
Evldence 

NIA NIA Jan 4 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

NIA N/A Jan 9 

XXXXlOOOCXX xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 4 
-

HITl-006333 HITl-006335 Jan 9 

HJTl-006341 HITl-006343 Jan 9 

HITl-006339 HITl-006340 Jan 9 

-
HITl-006336 HITl-006338 Jan 9 

HITl-006329 HITl-006332 Jan9 

HITl-006344 HITl-006345 Jan 9 

HITl-006346 HITl-006347 Jan 9 

HITl-006353 HITl-006357 Jan 9 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-3277 -

RX-3278 -

RX-3279 
- xxx 

RX-3281 

RX-3282 c 

RX-3283 c 

RX-3284 c 

RX-3285 c 

RX-3286 c 

RX-3287 c 

RX-3288 c 

RX-3289 
- xxx 

RX-3292 

RX-3293 c 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Alex Fang; Elliott 
Photographs of HiTi-P9 Noninfringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 

Mercer 

Alex Fang: Elliott 
Photographs of HiTi-P10 Noninfringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 

Mercer 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx XXX>OOOOOOC 

Alex Fang; Elliott 
BS-iD400 card reader connector schematic diagram Noninfringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 

Mercer 

Alex Fang; Elliott 
P510S/Si card reader connector schematic diagram Non infringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 

Mercer 

Alex Fang; Elliott 
P51 OS/Si card reader controller chip schematic diagram Noninfringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 

Mercer 

P51 OKfT570 card reader controller chip and connector 
Alex Fang; Elliott 

schematic diagrams 
Noninfringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 

Mercer 

Alex Fang: Elliott 
5420 card reader controller chip schematic diagram Noninfringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 

Mercer 

Alex Fang; Elliott 
5420 card reader connector schematic diagram Noninfringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 

Mercer 

Alex Fang; Elliott 
BS-id400 schematics Noninfringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 

Mercer 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxx:xx 

HiTi BS-10400 Release Note - Schematics for main 
Alex Fang; Elliott 

board, power board, controller board Rev. A Noninfringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 
Mercer 

51/94 

Rec'd Into Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Evidence 

HITl-006348 HITl-006352 Jan 9 

HITl-006358 HITl-006358 Jan 9 

XXlOOOOOOCX xxxxxxxxxx NJA 

HITI001023 HITI001023 Jan 9 

HITI003590 HIT1003590 Jan 9 

H!TI003591 HITI003591 Jan 9 

HITI006279 HITI006321 Jan 9 

HITI006325 HITI006325 Jan 9 

H!TI006326 HITI006326 Jan 9 

HITI006327 HITI006328 Jan 9 

XXlClOOOOO(){ lOOOOOOOOCX NIA 

HITI001018 HITl001031 Jan 9 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-3294 c 

RX-3295 c 

RX-3296 
- xxx 

RX-3298 

RX-3299 c 

RX-3300 
- xxx 

RX-3323 

RX-3324 c 

RX-3325 
- xxx 

RX-3340 

RX-3341 c 

RX-3342 
- xxx 

RX-3344 

RX-3345 c 

RX-3346 c 

RX-3347 c 

RX-3348 c 

RX-3349 c 

RX-3350 c 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Alex Fang; Elliott 
HITi P11 OS Schematics Noninfringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 

Mercer 

Alex Fang; Elliott 
P510S Release Notice re Schematics Rev. A Noninfringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 

Mercer 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Alex Fang; Elliott 
P110S card reader PCB drawings Noninfringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 

Mercer 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

5420 Release Notice re Artwork of Main PCB, Controller 
Alex Fang; Elliott 

PCB, IF PCB, Smart Card Rev. A 
Noninfringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 

Mercer 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

4-in-1 socket sample/dimension/data test approval sheet 
Alex Fang; Elliott 

Noninfringement Liu; Mroczkowski; 
and specification sheet 

Mercer 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx lOOOOOOOCXX 

Photos of Kingston FCR-HS219/1 and components Nonlnfringement 
Mroczkowski; 

Mercer 

AFT Information Sheet on Kingston FCR-HS219/1 Noninfringement Wolfe 

GL826 USB Card Reader Controller Drawings Noninfringement Wolfe 

GL826 Block Diagram Noninfringement Wolfe 

Experimental Test Results of Dr. Wolfe Noninfringement Wolfe 

Experimental Test Results of Dr. Wolfe Noninfringement Wolfe 

52194 

Beg Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 

End Bates No. 
Evidence 

HITI001611 HITI001629 Jan 9 

HIT1003573 HITI003595 Jan9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HIT1001682 HIT1001692 Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

HITI004641 HITI004651 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

HITI000001 HITIOOOOOS Jan 9 

XXXXXXlOOCX XXlOOOOOOCX N/A 

KT000848 KT000851 Jan 8 

KTOOOSOO KT00506 Jan 9 

KT000508 KT000510 Jan 9 

KT000678 KT000678 Jan 9 

KT000864 KT000864 Jan 9 

KTOD0865 KT000865 Jan 9 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Oesig. 

RX-3351 c 

RX-3352 c 

RX-3353 -

RX-3354 -
RX-3355 -
RX-3356 c 

RX-3357 -

RX-3358 

- xxx 
RX-3377 

RX-3378 c 

RX-3379 c 

RX-3380 

- )()()( 

RX-3386 

RX-3387 c 

RX-3388 )()()( 

RX-3389 c 

RX-3390 c 

RX-3391 c 

RX-3392 c 

RX-3393 c 

Respondents• Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Experimental Test Results of Dr. Wolfe Noninfringement Wolfe 

Experimental Test Results of Dr. Wolfe Noninfringement Wolfe 

CV of Dr. Andrew Wolfe Noninfringement Wolfe 

DiskMon for Windows v2.01 Noninfringement Wolfe 

DiskMon for Windows v. 2.01 Program Noninfringement Wolfe 

USB 3.0 Reader Noninfringement Wolfe 

Stipulation re New FCR-HS3 product Non infringement Mercer 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Wolfe Rebuttal Expert Report re Newegg Products Exh. B 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

(materials considered) 

Wolfe Rebuttal Expert Report re Newegg Products, 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

DiskMon capture log - Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 

withdrawn JOOOOOOOOO( xxxxxxxxxx 

Rosewill Exh. 5- '623 Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 to Dale 
Noninfringement Wolfe; Buscaino 

Buscaino's Initial Expert Report 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Epson Price List, April 6, 2010 Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

Epson Price List, May 11, 2010 Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

Epson Price List, June 4, 2010 Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

Epson Price List, July 6, 2010 Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

Epson Price List, August 30, 2010 Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

53194 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

KT000866 KT000866 Jan 9 

KT000869 KT000869 Jan9 

KT000861 KT000863 Jan 9 

KT000867 KT000867 Jan 9 

KT-N-0004 KT-N-0004 Jan 9 

KT000494 KT000495 Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx JOOOOOOOOO( N/A 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx N/A 

SEC841_0012068 SEC841_0012068 Jan 9 

SEC841_0012069 SEC841_0012069 Jan9 

SEC841_0012070 SEC841_0012070 Jan 9 

SEC841_0012071 SEC841_0012071 Jan 9 

SEC841_0012072 SEC841_0012072 Jan 9 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 

Title/Description 
Desig. 

RX-3394 c Epson Price List, September 30, 2010 

RX-3395 c Epson Price List, November 1, 2010 

RX-3396 c Epson Price List, November 29, 2010 

RX-3397 c Epson Price List, December 2, 2010 

RX-3398 c Epson Price List, February 23, 2011 

RX-3399 c Epson Price List, July 8, 2008 

RX-3400 c Epson Price List, March 30, 2011 

RX-3401 c Epson Price List, May 13, 2011 

RX-3402 c Epson Price List. May 31, 2011 

RX-3403 c Epson Price List, June 24, 2011 

RX-3404 c Epson Price List, August 22, 2011 

RX-3405 c Epson Price List. September 15, 2011 

RX-3406 c Epson Price List, September 29, 2011 

RX-3407 c Epson Price List, November 1, 2011 

RX-3408 c Epson Price List, November 28, 2011 

RX-3409 c Epson Price List, December 27, 2011 

RX-3410 c Epson Price List, February 8 2012 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

Remedy Epson Witness; 
Leonard 

Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

54/94 

Beg Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 

End Bates No. 
Evidence 

SEC841_0012073 SEC841_0012073 Jan 9 

SEC841_0012074 SEC841_0012074 Jan9 

SEC841_0012075 SEC841_0012075 Jan 9 

SEC841_0012076 SEC841_0012076 Jan 9 

SEC841_0012077 SEC841_0012077 Jan 9 

SEC841_0012078 SEC841_0012078 Jan 9 

SEC841_0012079 SEC841_0012079 Jan9 

SEC841_0012080 SEC841_0012080 Jan 9 

SEC841_0012081 SECB41_0012081 Jan 9 

SEC841_0012082 SEC841_0012082 Jan 9 

SEC841_0012083 SEC841_0012083 Jan 9 

SEC841_0012084 SEC841_0012084 Jan 9 

SEC841_0012085 SEC841_0012085 Jan 9 

SECB41_0012086 SEC841_0012086 Jan 9 

SEC841_0012087 SEC841_0012087 Jan 9 

SEC841_0012088 SEC841_0012088 Jan 9 

SEC841_0012089 SEC841_0012089 Jan 9 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-3411 c 

RX-3412 c 

RX-3413 
- xxx 

RX-3418 

RX-3419 c 

RX-3420 
- xxx 

RX-3425 

RX-3426 c 

RX-3427 
- xxx 

RX-3433 

RX-3434 c 

RX-3435 c 

RX-3436 
- xxx 

RX-3443 

RX-3444 -

RX-3445 -
RX-3446 

- xxx 
RX-3449 

RX-3450 -

RX-3451 
- xxx 

RX-3476 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose Sponsoring 
Witness 

Epson Price List, February 29, 2012 Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

Epson Price List, March 5, 2012 Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

SMSC USB2601/USB2602 4th Generation USB2.0 Flash 
Banerjee; Mercer; 

Media Controller with Integrated Card Power FETs and Non infringement 
HS Hub 

Epson Witness 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

USB2602(USX2007): Epson Firmware Specification Rev 
Non infringement 

Banerjee; Mercer; 
2.4 Epson Witness 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

Epson profit spreadsheet Remedy 
Epson Witness; 

Leonard 

Epson profit spreadsheet (translation of 
Remedy 

Epson Witness; 
SEC841_0093535-540) Leonard 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx lOOOOOOOOO( 

Web page -www.bestbuy.com, USB 2.0 3-in-1 Memory 
Remedy 

Epson Witness; 
Card Reader Product Information Leonard 

Web page - www.bestbuy.com, Epson Artisan 730 
Remedy 

Epson Witness; 
Product Information Leonard 

withdrawn XlOOOOOOOOC XXXXlOOOOOC 

Photograph ofYamaichi FRS016-3000-0(01) connector 
Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

assembly 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx XlOOOOOOOCX 

55194 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

SEC841_0012090 SEC841_0012090 Jan 9 

SEC841_0012091 SEC841_0012091 Jan 9 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

SEC841_0036339 SEC841 _0036364 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

SEC841_0067848 SEC841_0067860 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

SEC841_0093535 SEC841_0093540 Jan 9 

NIA NIA Jan 28 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

SEC841_0093574 SEC841 0093578 Jan 9 -

SEC841_0093579 SEC841_0093582 Jan 8 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 

SEC841 _0093594 SEC841_0093594 Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx NIA 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RX-3477 c 

RX-3478 xxx 

RX-3479 xxx 

RX-3480 c 

RX-3481 c 

RX-3482 c 

RX-3483 -

RX-3484 c 

RX-3485 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

TPL's Supplemental Responses to Fujitsu Limited's First 
Noninfringement 

Berg; T. 
Set of Requests for Admission Yamamoto 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx XlOOOOOOCXX 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

TPL's Memorandum in Response to Brother's Motion for 
Leave to File a Reply in Support of its Motion for Noninfringement Mercer 
Summary Determination 

Direct Witness Statement of Yu-Fan 'Alex' Fang Noninfringement Alex Fang 

Impeachment; Domestic 
Letter to HP Auditor dated 12/14/2012 Industry; Remedy; Hannah 

Bondinq 

Complaint of Technology Properties Limited, LLC Under Impeachment: Domestic 
Section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as Amended , dated Industry; Remedy; Hannah 
03/26/2012 Bonding 

Impeachment; Domestic 
Alliacense Letter! ..J with attachments (Sep. 

Industry; Remedy; Hannah 
25, 2009) 

Bondino 

Pandigital, lnc.'s 1st Notice of Deposition of Technology Invalidity; Lack of 
Antonopoulos 

Properties Limited, LLC. (Antonopoulos 807 Dep. Exh. 1) Domestic Industry 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 

NIA NIA 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxx 

N/A N/A 

NIA NIA 

N/A N/A 

N/A NIA 

TPL002302 TPL002427 

N/A NIA 

· .. ;., · ....... ..... . .. :.~;.:;. .•. ,:.,.~ . ;.:..; .. ,.•l~'.. ·":t. ·'~ ' .. ... ~:-................... ·, ..... ,.( ..... ~,:-.... ~ ..... , .,. \\•.,,_.,.. .. _- ,._ :: ~~·.-.· ~':"")"•'J! :. , "·"'". - -.,.,: . ,. !'·· ....... , 1·;. .•• :"'-: ...... >:.'1"':.~ ·.·: .... ;.,,...t . ... :,.,~ i··'""'~:' '!¥(•:.:::~-~.-,, '¥ 11."• .:.:- :: • : \' •'•.:-- ft~.:: -·.::. _;:.-... .... , ... ·;,.::.~:.· .::_',I>•:·:.\ ,-:. .. • . • ....• • .; · .. .. · .. ·· .... 

ROX-0001 - Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee N/A NIA 

Witness Statement 

RDX-0002 - Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee N/A N/A 

Witness Statement 

RDX-0003 - Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee N/A N/A 

Witness Statement 

RDX-0004 - Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee N/A N/A 

Witness Statement 

RDX-0005 - Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee N/A N/A 

Witness Statement 

RDX-0006 - Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee NIA N/A 

Witness Statement 

RDX-0007 - Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee N/A N/A 

Witness Statement 

56/94 

Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

Jan 10 

N/A 

N/A 

Jan 10 

Jan 28 

Jan 9 

Jan 9 

Jan 9 

Jan 25 

.. .. . . . 

Jan 10 

Jan 10 

Jan 10 

Jan 10 

Jan 10 

Jan 10 

Jan 10 



Conf. Exh. No. 
Desig. 

RDX-0008 -

RDX-0009 -

RDX-0010 -

RDX-0011 -

RDX-0012 -

RDX-0013 -

RDX-0014 -

RDX-0015 -

RDX-0016 -

RDX-0017 -

RDX-0018 -

RDX-0019 -

RDX-0020 -

RDX-0021 -

RDX-0022 -

RDX-0023 -

RDX-0024 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring Title/Description Purpose 
Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhlblt in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit In Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct Invalidity Banerjee 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct Invalidity Banerjee 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct Invalidity Banerjee 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee Witness Statement 

57/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA ·NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RDX-0025 -

RDX-0026 -

RDX-0027 -

RDX-0028 -

RDX-0029 -

RDX-0030 -

RDX-0031 -

RDX-0032 -

RDX-0033 -

RDX-0034 -

RDX-0035 -

RDX-0036 c 
RDX-0037 

- xxx 
RDX-0079 

RDX-0080 -

RDX-0081 -
RDX-0082 

. xxx 
RDX-0084 

RDX-0085 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Direct 
Invalidity Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

not assigned N/A N/A 

Mapping Limitations of claims 1 and 9 from U.S. Patent 
7,295,443, claims 25 and 28 from U.S. Patent 7,522,424, NIA NIA 
and claim 1 from U.S. Patent 7,719,847 

Accused MMC/SD System NIA NIA 

not assigned NIA NIA 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander·Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

58/94 

-... 

Rec'd Into 
Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 

Evidence 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA . NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA N/A 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA NIA 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

I • 



Conf. 
Exh. No. 

Desig. 

RDX-0086 -

RDX-0087 -

RDX-0088 -

RDX-0089 -

RDX-0090 -

RDX-0091 -

RDX-0092 -

RDX-0093 -

RDX-0094 -

RDX-0095 -

RDX-0096 -

RDX-0097 -

RDX-0098 -

RDX-0099 -

RDX-0100 -

RDX-0101 -

RDX-0102 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring Title/Description Purpose 
Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity MCAiexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity . McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

59(94 

End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 

Beg Bates No. 
Evidence 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 



Conf. 
Exh. No. 

Desig. 

RDX-0103 -

RDX-0104 

- xxx 
RDX-0105 

RDX-0106 -

RDX-0107 -

RDX-0108 -

RDX-0109 -

RDX-0110 -

RDX-0111 -

RDX-0112 -

RDX-0113 -

RDX-0114 -

RDX-0115 -

RDX-0116 -

RDX-0117 -

RDX-0118 -

RDX-0119 -

RDX-0120 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring 
Title/Description Purpose 

Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

not assigned NIA NIA 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAJexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

60/94 

End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 

Beg Bates No. 
Evidence 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

I 



Conf. 
Exh. No. 

Desig. 

RDX-0121 -

RDX-0122 -

RDX-0123 -

RDX-0124 -

RDX-0125 -

RDX-0126 -

RDX-0127 
- xxx 

RDX-0130 

RDX-0131 -

RDX-0132 -

ROX-0133 -

RDX-0134 -

RDX-0135 -

RDX-0136 -

RDX-0137 -

RDX-0138 -

RDX-0139 -

RDX-0140 c 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring 
Title/Description Purpose 

Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct Invalidity McAiexander 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

not assigned NIA NIA 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct Invalidity McAlexander 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct Invalidity McAlexander 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct Invalidity McAlexander 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct Invalidity McAlexander 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Witness Statement 

Invalidity McAlexander 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct Invalidity McAlexander 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct Invalidity McAlexander 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

61194 

Beg Bates No. End 'Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 



Conf. 
Exh. No. 

Desig. 

RDX-0141 c 

RDX-0142 c 

RDX-0143 c 

RDX-0144 c 

RDX-0145 c 

RDX-0146 c 

RDX-0147 c 

RDX-0148 c 

RDX-0149 c 

RDX-0150 c 

RDX-0151 -

RDX-0152 -

RDX-0153 -

RDX-0154 -

RDX-0155 -

RDX-0156 -

RDX-0157 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-84.1 

Sponsoring Title/Description Purpose 
Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct Invalidity McAlexander 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

62/94 

End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 

Beg Bates No. 
Evidence 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

r . 



Conf. 
Exh. No. 

Des lg. 

RDX-0158 -

.RDX-0159 -

RDX-0160 -

RDX-0161 -

RDX-0162 -

RDX-0163 -

RDX-0164 c 

RDX-0165 c 

RDX-0166 c 

RDX-0167 c 

ROX-0168 c 

RDX-0169 c 

RDX-0170 -
RDX-0171 

- xxx 
RDX-0175 

RDX-0176 -

RDX-0177 -

RDX-0178 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring 
Tltle/Descriptlon Purpose 

Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

not assigned NIA N/A 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

63/94 

End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 

Beg Bates No. 
Evidence 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA · NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

' 
N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA N/A 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 



Cont. Exh. No. 
Deslg. 

RDX-0179 -

RDX-0180 -

RDX-0181 -

RDX-0182 -

RDX-0183 -

RDX-0184 -

RDX-0185 -

RDX-0186 -

RDX-0187 -

RDX-0188 -

RDX-0189 -

RDX-0190 -

RDX-0191 -

RDX-0192 -

RDX-0193 -

RDX-0194 -

RDX-0195 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring rrtle!Descrlptlon Purpose 
Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity MCAiexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct Invalidity McAlexander 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct Invalidity McAlexander 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct Invalidity McAlexander 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct Invalidity McAlexander 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

64194 

End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into Beg Bates No. 
Evidence 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

I . 



Conf. 
Exh. No. 

Des lg. 

RDX-0196 -

RDX-0197 -

RDX-0198 -

RDX-0199 -

RDX-0200 -

RDX-0201 -

RDX-0202 -

RDX-0203 -

RDX-0204 -

RDX-0205 -

RDX-0206 -

RDX-0207 -

RDX-0208 -

RDX--0209 -

RDX-0210 -

RDX-0211 -
RDX--0212 

- xxx 
RDX-0215 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring 
Title/Description Purpose 

Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct Invalidity McAlexander 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct Invalidity McAlexander 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct Invalidity McAlexander 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct Invalidity McAlexander 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct Invalidity McAlexander 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

not assigned NIA NIA 

65194 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A NIA 

I •• 



Conf. 
Exh. No. 

Desig. 

RDX-0216 -

RDX-0217 -

RDX-0218 -

RDX-0219 -

RDX-0220 xxx 

RDX-0221 -

RDX-0222 -

RDX-0223 -

RDX-0224 -

RDX-0225 -

RDX-0226 -

RDX-0227 -

RDX-0228 -

RDX-0229 -

RDX-0230 -

RDX-0231 -

RDX-0232 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring 
Title/Description Purpose 

Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

not assigned NIA NIA 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAJexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct Invalidity McAlexander 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct Invalidity McAlexander 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAJexander 

Witness Statement 

66194 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 



Conf. Exh. No. 
Deslg. 

RDX-0233 -

RDX-0234 -

RDX-0235 -

RDX-0236 -

RDX-0237 -

RDX-0238 -

RDX-0239 -

RDX-0240 -

RDX-0241 -

RDX-0242 -

RDX-0243 -

RDX-0244 -

RDX-0245 -

RDX-0246 -

RDX-0247 -

RDX-0248 -

RDX-0249 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring Title/Description Purpose 
Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAJexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit In Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAJexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAJexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAJexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
lnvalid.ity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

67/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 



Conf. Exh. No. 
Deslg. 

RDX-0250 -

RDX-0251 -

RDX-0252 -

RDX-0253 -

RDX-0254 -

RDX-0255 -

RDX-0256 -

RDX-0257 -

RDX-0258 
- xxx 

RDX-0260 

RDX-0261 c 

RDX-0262 -

RDX-0263 -

RDX-0264 -

RDX-0265 c 

RDX-0266 -

RDX-0267 c 

ROX-0268 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring rrtle/Descriptlon Purpose 
Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit ln Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demoristrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAlexander 

Witness Statement 

not assigned NIA N/A 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Direct 
Invalidity McAJexander 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal Noninfringement Banerjee 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Non infringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

68/94 

End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 

Beg Bates No. 
Evidence 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA N/A 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 



Conf. Exh. No. 
Desig. 

RDX-0269 -

RDX-0270 c 

RDX-0271 -

RDX-0272 -

RDX-0273 -

RDX-0274 -

RDX-0275 -

RDX-0276 c 

RDX-0277 c 

RDX-0278 -

RDX-0279 -

RDX-0280 c 

RDX-0281 c 

RDX-0282 -

RDX-0283 -

RDX-0284 -

RDX-0285 -

\ .. 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring irtle/Descriptlon Purpose 
Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Non infringement Banerjee Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Non1nfringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Non infringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Non infringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Non infringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit 1n Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

69/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 



Conf. 
Exh. No. 

Deslg. 

RDX-0286 -

RDX-0287 -

RDX-0288 -

RDX-0289 -

RDX-0290 c 

RDX-0291 c 

ROX-0292 -

RDX-0293 -
RDX-0294 

- xxx 
RDX-0300 

RDX-0301 c 

RDX-0302 c 

RDX-0303 c 

RDX-0304 c 

RDX-0305 c 

RDX-0306 c 

RDX-0307 c 

RDX-0308 c 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring 
Title/Description Purpose 

Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit ln Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Non infringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Banerjee Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Banerjee 

Witness Statement 

not assigned NIA N/A 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Berg Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Berg 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Berg Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Berg 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Berg Rebuttal Noninfringement Berg 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Berg Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Berg 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Berg Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Berg 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Berg Rebuttal 
Non infringement Berg 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Berg Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Berg 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Berg Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Berg 

Witness Statement 

70/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 



Conf. 
Exh. No. 

Desig. 

RDX-0309 c 

RDX-0310 c 

RDX-0311 c 

RDX-0312 c 

RDX-0313 c 

RDX-0314 c 

RDX-0315 c 

RDX-0316 c 

RDX-0317 c 

ROX-0318 c 

RDX-0319 c 

RDX-0320 c 

RDX-0321 c 

RDX-0322 c 

RDX-0323 
- xxx 

RDX-0400 

RDX-0401 -

RDX-0402 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Berg Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Berg Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Berg Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Berg Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Berg Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Berg Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Berg Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Berg 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Berg Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Berg 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Berg Rebuttal 
Non infringement Berg Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Berg Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Berg 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Berg Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Berg Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Berg Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Berg 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Berg Rebuttal 
Non infringement Berg 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Berg Rebuttal Noninfringement Berg 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Berg Rebuttal 
Non infringement l Berg 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Berg Rebuttal 
Non infringement Berg 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Berg Rebuttal 
Non infringement Berg 

Witness Statement 

not assigned NIA N/A 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

71/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A NIA NIA 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 



Conf. Exh. No. 
Desig. 

RDX-0403 -

RDX-0404 -

RDX-0405 -

RDX-0406 -

RDX-0407 -

RDX-0408 -

RDX-0409 -

RDX-0410 -

RDX-0411 -

RDX-0412 -

RDX-0413 -

RDX-0414 -

RDX-0415 -

RDX-0416 -

RDX-0417 -

RDX-0418 -

RDX-0419 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring Title/Description Purpose 
Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Non infringement Mercer Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal Noninfringement Mercer 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal Noninfringement Mercer 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibi~ in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Non infringement Mercer Witness Statement 

72/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A . Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 



Conf. Exh. No •• 
Deslg. 

RDX-0420 -

RDX-0421 -

RDX-0422 -

RDX-0423 -

RDX-0424 -

RDX-0425 -

RDX-0426 -

RDX-0427 -

RDX-0428 -

RDX-0429 -

RDX-0430 -

RDX-0431 -

RDX-0432 -

RDX-0433 -

RDX-0434 -

RDX-0435 -

RDX-0436 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring 
Title/Description Purpose 

Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit In Support of Mercer Rebuttal Noninfringement Mercer 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal Noninfringement Mercer 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

73/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 



Conf. 
Exh. No. 

Desig. 

RDX-0437 -

RDX-0438 -

RDX-0439 -

RDX-0440 -

RDX-0441 -

RDX-0442 -

RDX-0443 -

RDX-0444 -

RDX-0445 -

RDX-0446 -

RDX-0447 -

RDX-0448 -

RDX-0449 -

RDX-0450 . -

RDX-Q451 -

RDX-0452 -

RDX-0453 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring Title/Description Purpose 
Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfrlngement Mercer Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebu.ttal Noninfringement Mercer 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal Noninfringement Mercer 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal Noninfringement Mercer 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer Witness Statement 

74/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 



Conf. 
Exh. No. 

Desig. 

RDX-0454 -

RDX-0455 -

RDX-0456 -

RDX-0457 -

RDX-0458 -

RDX-0459 -

RDX-0460 -

RDX-0461 -

RDX-0462 -

RDX-0463 -

RDX-0464 -

RDX-0465 -

RDX-0466 -

RDX-0467 -

RDX-0468 -

ROX-0469 -

RDX-0470 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring Title/Description Purpose 
Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit In Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhlbit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal Noninfringement Mercer 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

75194 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 



Conf. Exh. No. 
Desig. 

RDX-0471 -

RDX-0472 -

RDX-0473 -

RDX-0474 -

RDX-0475 -

RDX-0476 -

RDX-0477 -

RDX-0478 -

RDX-0479 -

RDX-0480 -

RDX-0481 -

RDX-0482 -

RDX-0483 -

RDX-0484 -

RDX-0485 -

RDX-0486 -

RDX-0487 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring Title/Description Purpose 
Witness· 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Non infringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Nonlnfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Non infringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Nonlnfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Non infringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

76/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 



Conf. Exh. No. 
Deslg. 

RDX-0488 -

RDX-0489 -

RDX-0490 -

RDX-0491 -

RDX-0492 -

RDX-0493 -

RDX-0494 
- )()()( 

RDX-0500 

RDX-0501 -

RDX-0502 -

RDX-0503 -

RDX-0504 -

RDX-0505 -
RDX-0506 

- xxx 
RDX-0511 

RDX-0512 -

RDX-0513 -

RDX-0514 -

RDX-0515 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring Title/Description Purpose 
Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Non infringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

not assigned NIA NIA 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski Noninfringement Mroczkowski 
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski Noninfringement Mroczkowski 
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski Non infringement Mroczkowski 
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

not assigned NIA NIA 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Non infringement Mroczkowski 

Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Non infringement Mroczkowski 

Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

Rebuttal Witness Statement 

77194 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA N/A 

NIA NIA Jans 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

N/A NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA N/A 

N/A NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

N/A NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA Jan 8 



Conf. 
Exh. No. 

Desig. 
Title/Description 

RDX-0516 - Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

RDX-0517 Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski - Rebuttal Witness Statement 

RDX-0518 
- xxx not assigned 

RDX-0521 

RDX-0522 Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski -
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

RDX-0523 - Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

RDX-0524 - Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

RDX-0525 
Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski - Rebuttal Witness Statement 

RDX-0526 
Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski -
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

RDX-0527 
Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

RDX-0528 
Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski - Rebuttal Witness Statement 

RDX-0529 
Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski - Rebuttal Witness Statement 

RDX-0530 

- xxx not assigned 
RDX-0531 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
RDX-0532 - Rebuttal Witness Statement 

RDX-0533 
- )()()( not assigned 

RDX-0541 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
RDX-0542 c Rebuttal Witness Statement 

RDX-0543 
- )()()( not assigned 

RDX-0551 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring 
Purpose 

Witness 

Non infringement Mroczkowski 

Non infringement Mroczkowski 

N/A NIA 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

Non infringement Mroczkowski 

Non infringement Mroczkowski 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

N/A NIA 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

NIA NIA 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

N/A NIA 

78194 

I 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

NIA N/A NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA N/A 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA NIA 



Conf. 
Exh. No. 

Desig. 

RDX-0552 -

RDX-0553 -

RDX-0554 -

RDX-0555 -

RDX-0556 

- xxx 
RDX-0561 

RDX-0562 -

RDX-0563 
- xxx 

RDX-0571 

RDX-0572 -

RDX-0573 -

RDX-0574 
- xxx 

RDX-0581 

RDX-0582 -

RDX-0583 -

RDX-0584 -

RDX-0585 -

RDX-0586 -

RDX-0587 -

Title/Description 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

not assigned 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

not assigned 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

not assigned 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring 
Purpose 

Witness 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

Nonlnfringement Mroczkowski 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

NIA NIA 

Non infringement Mroczkowski 

NIA NIA 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

NIA N/A 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

Non Infringement Mroczkowski 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski · Non infringement Mroczkowski 
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Non infringement Mroczkowski 

Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Non infringement Mroczkowski 

Rebuttal Wrtness Statement 

79/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

N/A NIA NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 28 

NIA NIA NIA 

N/A NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

N/A N/A N/A 

NIA NIA Jan B 

NIA N/A Jan 8 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA Jana 

NfA N/A Jan 8 

NIA NIA Jan 8 



Conf. 
Exh. No. 

Desig. 

RDX-0588 -

RDX-0589 -

RDX-0590 -

RDX-0591 -

RDX-0592 

- xxx 
RDX-0600 

RDX-0601 -

RDX-0602 -

RDX-0603 -

RDX-0604 -

RDX-0605 -

RDX-0606 -

RDX-0607 -

RDX-0608 -

RDX-0609 -

RDX-0610 -

RDX-0611 -

RDX-0612 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring 
TitleJDescription Purpose 

Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Noninfringement Mroczkowski Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Non infringement Mroczkowski 

Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Non infringement Mroczkowski 

Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mroczkowski 
Non infringement Mroczkowski 

Rebuttal Witness Statement 

not assigned NIA N/A 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Non Infringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Non infringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal Noninfringement Wolfe 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

80/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

N/A NIA Jan 8 

N/A NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA Jan 8 

NIA NIA N/A 

NIA N/A Jan 9 

N/A NIA Jan9 

NIA N/A Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

N/A NIA Jan 9 

NIA N/A Jan 9 

N/A NIA Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

NIA N/A Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

N/A NIA Jan 9 

I 



Conf. Exh. No. 
Deslg. 

RDX-0613 -

RDX-0614 -

RDX-0615 -

RDX-0616 -

RDX-0617 -

RDX-0618 -

ROX-0619 -

RDX-0620 -

RDX-0621 -

RDX-0622 -

RDX-0623 -

RDX-0624 -

RDX-0625 -

RDX-0626 -

RDX-0627 -

RDX-0628 -

RDX-0629 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring Title/Description Purpose 
Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Non infringement Wolfe Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Non infringement Wolfe Wrtness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal Noninfringement Wolfe 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringernent Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringernent Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringernent Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

81194 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

NIA NIA Jan 9 

NIA NIA Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

NIA NIA Jan 9 

NIA NIA . Jan 9 

NIA N/A Jan 9 

N/A NIA Jan 9 

NIA NIA Jan 9 

NIA NIA Jan 9 

NIA NIA Jan 9 

NIA NIA Jan 9 

NIA NIA Jan9 

NIA NIA Jan 9 

NIA NIA Jan 9 

NIA NIA Jan 9 

N/A NIA Jan 9 



Conf. 
Exh. No. 

Desig. 

RDX-0630 -

RDX-0631 -

RDX-0632 -

RDX-0633 -

RDX-0634 -

RDX-0635 -

RDX-0636 -

RDX-0637 -

ROX-0638 -

RDX-0639 -

RDX-0640 -

RDX-0641 -
RDX-0642 

- xxx 
RSX-0649 

RDX-0650 -

RDX-0651 -

RDX-Q652 -

RDX-0653 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring 
Title/Description Purpose 

Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Non infringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Non infringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal Noninfringement Wolfe 
Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Wolfe Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Wolfe 

Witness Statement 

not assigned N/A N/A 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Domestic Industry; 
McAlexander 

Rebuttal Witness Statement Remedy; Bond 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Domestic Industry; McAlexander 
Rebuttal Witness Statement Remedy; Bond 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Domestic Industry; 
McAlexander 

Rebuttal Witness Statement Remedy; Bond 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Domestic Industry; 
McAlexander 

Rebuttal Witness Statement Remedy; Bond 

82194 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

NIA NIA Jan 9 

NIA N/A Jan 9 

N/A NIA Jan 9 

N/A NIA Jan 9 

N/A NIA Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

NIA N/A Jan 9 

NIA N/A Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

NIA NIA NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

I • • 



Conf. 
Exh. No. 

Desig. 
Title/Description 

RDX-0654 
Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander - Rebuttal Witness Statement 

RDX-0655 
Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander - Rebuttal Witness Statement 

RDX-0656 
Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander - Rebuttal Witness Statement 

RDX-0657 
Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander -
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

RDX-0658 
Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander - Rebuttal Witness Statement 

RDX-0659 
Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander -
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

RDX-0660 
Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander -
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

RDX-0661 
Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander - Rebuttal Witness Statement 

RDX-0662 
Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander -
Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander 
RDX-0663 - Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander 
RDX-0664 -

Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander 
RDX-0665 - Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander 
RDX-0666 - Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander 
RDX-0667 - Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander 
RDX-0668 - Rebuttal Witness Statement 

RDX-0669 
Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander - Rebuttal Witness Statement 

RDX-0670 Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander - Rebuttal Witness Statement 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring 
Purpose 

Witness 

Domestic Industry; 
McAlexander 

Remedy; Bond 

Domestic Industry; 
McAlexander 

Remedy; Bond 

Domestic Industry; 
McAlexander 

Remedy; Bond 

' 
Domestic Industry; 

McAlexander 
Remedy; Bond 

Domestic Industry; 
McAlexander 

Remedy; Bond 

Domestic Industry; 
McAlexander 

Remedy; Bond 

Domestic Industry; 
McAlexander 

Remedy; Bond 

Domestic Industry; 
McAlexander 

Remedy; Bond 

Domestic Industry: 
McAlexander 

Remedy; Bond 

Domestic Industry; 
McAlexander 

Remedy; Bond 

Domestic Industry; 
McAlexander 

Remedy; Bond 

Domestic Industry; 
McAlexander 

Remedy; Bond 

Domestic Industry; 
McAJexander 

Remedy; Bond 

Domestic Industry; McAlexander 
Remedy; Bond 

Domestic Industry; 
McAlexander 

Remedy; Bond 

Domestic Industry; 
McAlexander 

Remedy; Bond 

Domestic Industry; 
McAlexander 

Remedy; Bond 

83/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

I 



Cont. 
Exh. No. 

Desig. 

RDX-0671 -

RDX-0672 -

RDX-0673 -

RDX-0674 -

RDX-0675 -

RDX-0676 
- xxx 

RDX-0700 

RDX-0701 c 

RDX-0702 c 

RDX-0703 c 

RDX-0704 c 

RDX-0705 -

RDX-0706 c 

RDX-0707 -

RDX-0708 -

RDX-0709 c 

RDX-0710 -

RDX-0711 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Sponsoring 
Title/Description Purpose 

Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Domestic Industry; 
McAlexander Rebuttal Witness Statement Remedy; Bond 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Domestic Industry; 
McAlexander Rebuttal Witness Statement Remedy; Bond 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Domestic Industry; 
McAlexander Rebuttal Witness Statement Remedy; Bond 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Domestic Industry; 
McAlexander Rebuttal Witness Statement Remedy; Bond 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of McAlexander Domestic Industry; 
McAlexander 

Rebuttal Witness Statement Remedy; Bond 

not assigned NIA NIA 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Leonard Rebuttal Domestic Industry; 
Leonard 

Witness Statement Remedy; Bond 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Leonard Rebuttal Domestic Industry; 
Leonard 

Witness Statement Remedy; Bond 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Leonard Rebuttal Domestic Industry; 
Leonard 

Wrtness Statement Remedy; Bond 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Leonard Rebuttal Domestic Industry; 
Leonard 

Witness Statement Remedy; Bond 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Leonard Rebuttal Domestic Industry; 
Leonard 

Witness Statement Remedy; Bond 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Leonard Rebuttal Domestic Industry; 
Leonard 

Wrtness Statement Remedy; Bond 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Leonard Rebuttal Domestic Industry; 
Leonard 

Wrtness Statement Remedy; Bond 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Leonard Rebuttal Domestic Industry; Leonard 
Witness Statement Remedy; Bond 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Leonard Rebuttal Domestic Industry; 
Leonard 

Witness Statement Remedy; Bond 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Leonard Rebuttal Domestic Industry; 
Leonard 

Witness Statement Remedy; Bond 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Leonard Rebuttal Domestic Industry; 
Leonard 

Witness Statement Remedy; Bond 

84194 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

NIA N/A Jan 9 

N/A NIA Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

NIA N/A Jan 9 

N/A NIA Jan 9 

NIA NIA Jan 9 

N/A NIA Jan 9 

NIA NIA Jan 9 

NIA N/A Jan 9 

I 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Deslg. 

RDX-0712 c 

RDX-0713 c 
RDX-0714 

" xxx 
RDX-1075 

RDX-1076 -

RDX-1077 -

RDX-1078 
- xxx 

RDX-1100 

RDX-1101 -

RDX-1102 -

RDX-1103 -

RDX-1104 

- xxx 
RDX·1125 

RDX-1126 -

RDX-1127 -
RDX-1128 

- xxx 
RDX-1150 

RDX-1151 -

RDX-1152 

- xxx 
RDX-1175 

RDX-1176 c 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Leonard Rebuttal Domestic Industry; 
Leonard Witness Statement Remeqy; Bond 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Leonard Rebuttal Domestic Industry; 
Leonard Witness Statement Remedy; Bond 

not assigned NIA N/A 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

not assigned N/A NIA 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Non infringement Mercer Wrtness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Non infringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

not assigned N/A NIA 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit In Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Non infringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

not assigned N/A N/A 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Non infringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

not assigned N/A N/A 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer 

Witness Statement 

85/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

NIA NIA Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

NIA N/A N/A 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A NIA 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A NIA NIA 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

N/A N/A N/A 

N/A N/A Jan 10 

N/A NIA NIA 

NIA N/A Jan 10 



Exh. No. Conf. 
Desig. 

RDX-1177 

- xxx 
RDX-1200 

RDX-1201 -

RDX-1202 -
RDX-1203 

- xxx 
RDX-1499 

RDX-1500 c 

RDX-1501 c 

RDX-1502 c 

RDX-1503 c 

RDX-1504 c 

RDX-1505 c 

ROX-1506 c 

RDX-1507 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

not assigned NIA NIA 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer Witness Statement 

Demonstrative Exhibit in Support of Mercer Rebuttal 
Noninfringement Mercer Witness Statement 

not assigned NIA NIA 

Appendix B of Attachment B of McAlexander Initial Repor 
regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 6,976,623 - U.S. Invalidity McAlexander 
Patent Appl. Pub. No. 2004/0068601 

Appendix A of Attacliment A of McAlexander Initial Repor 
regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 6,438,638 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over U.S. Patent No. 6,658,202 

Appendix B of Attachment A of McAlexander Initial Repon 
regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 6,438,638 -
invalidity claim chart over Chee-Kong AwYong, "An Invalidity McAlexander 
Integrated Control System Design of Portable Computer 
Storage Peripherals" 

Appendix C of Attachment A of McAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 6,438,638 -

Invalidity McAlexander 
Invalidity Claim Chart in View of the Actiontec Camera 
Connect Pro 

Appendix 0 of Attachment A of McAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 6,438,638 - Invalidity McAiexander 
Invalidity Claim Chart in View of the Micro Tech PCD-47 

Appendix A of Attachment B of McAlexander Initial Repor1 
regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 6,976,623 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over U.S. Patent No. 7,522,424 

Appendix C of Attachment 8 of McAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 6,976,623 -

Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over the OmniFlash Uno Mas 
Universal Card Reader Article 

Appendix D of Attachment B of McAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 6,976,623 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over the Dazzle 6 in 1 Card Reader 

86/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

NIA NIA NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

NIA N/A NIA 

NIA NIA Jan28 

NIA NIA Jan 28 

NIA NIA Jan 28 

N/A NIA Jan 28 

NIA NIA Jan 28 

NIA N/A Jan 28 

NIA NIA Jan 28 

N/A NIA Jan 28 

I • 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RDX-1508 c 

RDX-1509 c 

RDX-1510 c 

RDX-1511 c 

RDX-1512 -

RDX-1513 -

RDX-1514 c 

RDX-1515 -

RDX-1516 c 

RDX-1517 c 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose Sponsoring 
Witness 

Appendix E of Attachment B of McAlexander Initial Reper 
regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 6,976,623 -
invalidity claim chart in View of Chee-Kong AwYong "An Invalidity McAlexander 
Integrated Control System Design of Portable Computer 
Storage Peripherals" 

Appendix F of Attachment B of McAlexander Initial Report 
regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 6,976,623 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity cla im chart over the Micro Tech PCD-47B 

Appendix H of Attachment B of McAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 6,976,623 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over the Atech Pro II 

Appendix I of Attachment B of McAlexander Initial Report 
regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 6,976,623 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over the Dell lnspiron 7000 

Appendix A of Attachment C of McAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,295,443 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over European Patent EP 1 037 159 

Appendix B of Attachment C of McAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,295,443 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over U.S. Patent No. 5,887, 145 

Appendix C of Attachment C of McAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,295,443 -

Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over the Toshiba TC637 4AF 
Controller 

Appendix D of Attachment C of McAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,295,443- Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over U.S. Patent No. 6,746,280 

Appendix E of Attachment C of McAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,295,443 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over JP Publication No.11-15928 

Appendix F of Attachment c of McAlexander Initial Repor1 
regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,295,443 -

Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over the SD Memory Card 
Specifications 

87/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

NIA N/A Jan 28 

N/A NIA Jan 28 

NIA N/A Jan 28 

NIA N/A Jan28 

NIA NIA Jan 28 

NIA NIA Jan 28 

N/A NIA Jan 28 

NIA N/A Jan 28 

N/A NIA Jan 28 

N/A NIA Jan 28 



Exh. No. Conf. 
Desig. 

RDX-1518 c 

RDX-1519 c 

RDX-1520 c 

RDX-1521 c 

RDX-1522 c 

RDX-1523 c 

RDX-1524 -

RDX-1525 -

RDX-1526 c 

RDX-1527 -

RDX-1528 c 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Appendix G of Attachment C of McAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,295,443 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over the Imation FlashGo Adapter 

Appendix I of Attachment C of McAlexander Initial Report 
regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,295,443 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over the Dazzle DM-8400 

Appendix J of Attachment C of McAlexander Initial Report 
regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,295,443 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over JP 2001-184462 

Appendix K of Attachment C of McAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,295,443 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over the AcomData MultiFlash 

Attachment C of McAlexander Initial Report regarding 
invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,295,443 - invalidity claim Invalidity McAlexander 
chart over U.S. Patent No. 6,402,558 (Hung-Ju) 

Attachment C of McAlexander Initial Report regarding 
invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,295,443 - invalidity claim Invalidity McAlexander 
chart over Fujitsu C2210 

Appendix A of Attachment D of McAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,522,424- Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over European Patent EP 1 037 159 

Appendix B of Attachment D of McAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,522,424 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over U.S. Patent No. 5,887, 145 

Appendix C of Attachment D of McAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,522,424 -

Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over the Toshiba TC6374AF 
Controller 

Appendix D of Attachment D of McAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,522,424 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over U.S. Patent No. 6,746,280 

Appendix E of Attachment D of McAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,522,424 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over JP Pub. No. 11-15928 

88194 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

NIA NIA Jan28 

NIA N/A Jan 28 

NIA NIA Jan 28 

NIA NIA Jan 28 

NIA N/A Jan 28 

NIA NIA Jan 28 

NIA NIA Jan 28 

NIA NIA Jan28 

NIA NIA Jan28 

N/A NIA Jan 28 

NIA NIA Jan 28 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RDX-1529 c 

RDX-1530 c 

RDX-1531 c 

RDX-1532 c 

RDX-1533 c 

RDX-1534 c 

RDX-1535 c 

RDX-1536 c 

RDX-1537 c 

RDX-1538 c 

RDX-1539 c 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Appendix F of Attachment D of McAlexander Initial Report 
regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,522,424 -

Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over the SD Memory Card 
Specifications 

Appendix G of Attachment D ofMcAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,522,424 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over U.S. Patent No. 6,663,007 

Appendix Hof Attachment D of McAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,522,424 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over the Imation FlashGo Adapter 

Appendix J of Attachment D ofnMcAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,522,424 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over the Dazzle DM-8400 

Appendix K of Attachment D of McAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,522,424 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over the AcomData MultiFlash 

Attachment D to McAlexander Initial Report regarding 
invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,522,424 - invalidity claim Invalidity McAlexander 
chart over U.S. Patent No. 6,402,558 

Attachment D of McAlexander Initial Report regarding 
invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,522,424 - invalidity claim Invalidity McAlexander 
chart over Fujitsu C2210 

Appendix A of Attachment E of McAlexander Initial Repon 
regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,719,847 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over European Patent EP 1 037 159 

Appendix B of Attachment E of McAlexander Initial Repor 
regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,719,847 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over U.S. Patent 5,887, 145 

Appendix C of Attachment E of McAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,719,847 -

Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over the Toshiba TC6347AF 
Controller 

Appendix D of Attachment E of McAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,719,847 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over U.S. Patent No. 6,746,280 

89/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

N/A N/A Jan 28 

N/A N/A Jan 28 

N/A N/A Jan 28 

N/A N/A Jan 28 

N/A N/A Jan 28 

N/A N/A Jan 28 

N/A N/A Jan 28 

N/A N/A Jan 28 

N/A NIA Jan 28 

N/A N/A Jan 28 

NIA N/A Jan 28 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RDX-1540 c 

RDX-1541 c 

RDX-1542 c 

RDX-1543 c 

RDX-1544 c 

RDX-1545 c 

RDX-1546 

- xxx 
RDX-3156 

RDX-3157 c 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Appendix E of Attachment E of McAlexander Initial Repo 
regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,719,847- Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over JP Publication No. 11-15928 

Appendix F of Attachment E of McAlexander Initial Repo 
regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,719,847 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over U.S. Patent No. 6,663,007 

Appendix G of Attachment E of M<?Alexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,719,847 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over the Imation FlashGo Adapter 

Appendix H of Attachment E of McAlexander Initial 
Report regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,719,847 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over the SD Specifications 

Appendix I of Attachment E of McAlexander Initial Report 
regarding invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7, 719,847 - Invalidity McAlexander 
invalidity claim chart over the Acom Data MultiFlash 

Attachment E of McAlexander Initial Report regarding 
invalidity of U.S. Patent No. 7,719,847 - invalidity claim Invalidity McAlexander 
chart in view of the U.S. Patent No. 6,402,558 

not assigned N/A N/A 

Exh. 18 to the Rebuttal Expert Report of Brian A. Berg on 
Noninfringement Berg 

Non Infringement 

Beg Bates No. 

N/A 

N/A 

NIA 

NIA 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

NIA 

~._...C"-~:~:2:;-- .... ~=:::=~..z::--2~::::.:::=_:_::~c=.."'"'~--..;.. ·--... =---...---~~c=..:=__~~~ -.- ' -
RPX-0001 xxx withdrawn xxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxx 

McAlexander; 
RPX-0002 - AcomData Multi-format Memory Card Reader Invalidity Berg; Mercer; N/A 

Bane ·ee 
McAlexander; 

RPX-0003 - Actiontec Camera Connect Pro Invalidity Berg; Mercer; N/A 
Bane 'ee 

RPX-0004 

- xxx withdrawn xxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxx 
RPX-0006 

RPX-0007 - Atech Flash Technology MS-AFT PRO Mouse Poster Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

ATECH641_1TC_PHY_001 
McAlexander; Liu 

90/94 

End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

N/A Jan 28 

N/A Jan 28 

NIA Jan 28 

N/A Jan 28 

N/A Jan 28 

NIA Jan28 

NIA N/A 

NIA Jan 10 

,- $-..~~.lod,.'"",/j!W~ 

N/A N/A 

NIA Jan 10 

N/A Jan 10 

N/A N/A 

N/A Jan 10 



Exh. No. 
Conf. 
Desig. 

RPX-0008 xxx 

RPX-0009 -

RPX-0010 

- xxx 
RPX-0013 

RPX-0014 -

RPX-0015 

- xxx 
RPX-0021 

RPX-0022 -
RPX-0023 -
RPX-0024 -
RPX-0025 -

RPX-0026 -

RPX-0027 -

RPX-0028 -
RPX-0029 -
RPX-0030 -

RPX-0031 -
RPX-0032 xxx 

RPX-0033 -

RPX-0034 

- xxx 
RPX-0040 

RPX-0041 -
RPX-0041A -

Title/Description 

withdrawn 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

lOOOOOOOOOOC .lOOOOOOOOOO( 

Atech Flash Technology MS-AFT PRO Mouse Poster 
Invalidity 

Banerjee; 
from trade shows in 2001-2002 McAlexander; Liu 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxx 

Atech Pro II External All-in-One Flash Reader Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander; Liu 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxxx .xxxxxxxxxxx 

Brother MFC-9200C Invalidity 
Banerjee; Brother 

Witness 

Brother MFC-J220 v.2 Noninfringement 
Mercer; Brother 

Witness 

Brother MFC-J451 ODW v.2 Noninfringement Mercer 

Brother MFC..J5910DW v.2 Noninfringement 
Mercer; Brother 

Witness 

Brother MFC-J6250W v.2 Noninfringement 
Mercer; Brother 

Witness 

Brother MFC-J6510DW v.2 Noninfringement 
Mercer; Brother 

Witness 

Brother MFC-J6710DW v. 2 Noninfringement 
Mercer; Brother 

Witness 

Brother MFC-J6910DW v.2 Noninfringement 
Mercer; Brother 

Witness 

Brother MFC-J82SDW v.2 Noninfringement 
Mercer; Brother 

Witness 

Brother MFC-J83SDW v.2 Non infringement 
Mercer; Brother 

Witness 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxx 

Datafab MDCFSM-8-USB Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander; Liu 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxx 

Dazzle Universal 6 in 1 Reader Invalidity 
McAlexander; 
Venkatesan 

Dazzle Universal 6 in 1 Reader Invalidity 
MCAiexander; 
Venkatesan 

91/94 

Beg Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 

End Bates No. 
·Evidence 

xxxxxxxxxxx NIA NIA 

ATECH641_1TC_PHY _011 N/A Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxxx NIA NIA 

ATECH841_1TC_PHY_004 NIA Jan 4 

xxxxxxxxxxx NIA NIA 

BROTHER01741064 BROTHER01741065 Jan 10 

BROTHER01752002 N/A Jan 28 

BROTHER01751984 NIA Jan 28 

BROTHER01751990 N/A Jan 28 

BROTHER01751987 NIA Jan 28 

NIA NIA Jan28 

BROTHER01751988 NIA Jan28 

BROTHER01751989 NIA Jan 28 

BROTHER01751991 NIA Jan 28 

BROTHER01751992 NIA Jan 28 

xxxxxxxxxxx N/A N/A 

TBP N/A Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxxx NIA NIA 

BROTHER01741067 N/A Jan 10 

BROTHER01741067 NIA Jan 10 



Exh. No. 
Cont. 
Desig. 

RPX-0042 -
RPX-0043 xxx 

RPX-0044 -

RPX-0045 -

RPX-0046 -

RPX-0047 

- xxx 
RPX-0078 

RPX-0079 
- xxx 

RPX-0088 

RPX-0089 -
RPX-0090 

- xxx 
RPX-0096 

RPX-0097 -
RPX-0098 

- xxx 
RPX-0109 

RPX-0110 -

RPX-0111 -

RPX-0112 
- xxx 

RPX-0121 

RPX-0122 -

RPX-0122A -

RPX-0123 

- xxx 
RPX-0143 

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Dazzle Universal 6 in 1 Reader DM-8400 Non infringement Mercer 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxx 

Dell lnspiron 7000 Invalidity McAlexander 

Dell Vostro 3555 (SD Only) Noninfringement Berg 

FlashGO Imation Corp Flash Card Reader and CD Invalidity Mercer 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxx 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxx 

HP Photosmart 1000 Invalidity 
HP Witness; 

Baneriee 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxx 

Lexmark 5770 Photo Jetprinter Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

McAlexander 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxx 

McAlexander; 
Microtech DPCM USB CameraMate Card Reader aka 

Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

ActionTec CameraMate Balasubramanian; 
Conte 

MCAiexander; 

Microtech PCD-47 Invalidity 
Banerjee; 

Balasubramanian; 
Conte 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxx 

HP 1011 Stargell 6-in-1 Reader HP P/ N: 644492-001 Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

HP 1011 Stargell 6-in-1 Reader HP P/N: 644492-001 
Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

(with plastic dissolved) 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxx 

92/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

BROTHER017 41004 NIA Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxxx NIA NIA 

TBP NIA Jan 10 

TBP NIA Jan 10 

BROTHER01741068 NIA Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxxx NIA N/A 

xxxxxxxxxxx NIA NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxxx N/A NIA 

TBP N/A Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxxx N/A N/A 

ACER841_1TC_PHY010 N/A Jan 10 

TBP N/A Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxxx NIA NIA 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

NIA NIA Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxxx NIA NIA 



Exh. No. Conf. 
Desig. 

RPX-0144 -

RPX-0145 -

RPX-0146 

- xxx 
RPX-0167 

RPX-0168 -

RPX-0168A -

RPX-01689 -

RPX-0169 -

RPX-0170 -

RPX-0171 -

RPX-0172 -

RPX-0173 

- xxx 
RPX-0176 

RPX-0177 -

RPX-0178 -

RPX-0179 

- xxx 
RPX-0181 

RPX-0182 -

RPX-0183 -

Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Witness 

Dell - Samples of card reader having 10 Interconnect part 
Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

no. R-680-070-215A 

Dell - Samples of connector having Plastron Technology 
Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

Co., Ltd. part no. CM7S-132-H-D 

withdrawn lOOOOOOOCXXX xxxxxxxxxxx 

Seiko Epson FRS016-3000-0(01) Connector Assembly 
Mercer; 

Non infringement Mroczkowski; 
Eoson witness 

Seiko Epson FRS016-3000-0(01) Connector Assembly 
Mercer; 

Non infringement Mroczkowski; 
(with pin removed) 

Eoson witness 
Mercer; 

Pin from FRS016-3000-0(01) Connector Assembly Noninfringement Mroczkowski; 
Eoson witness 

Mercer; 
FRS016-3100-0 connector assemblies Non infringement Mroczkowski; 

Eoson witness 
Mercer; 

FRS019-3000-0(01) prototype connector assemblies Non infringement Mroczkowski; 
Eoson witness 

Sample of Dell Optiplex 301 O and components thereof, 
inlcluding the card reader having 110 Interconnect part no. Noninfringement Berg 
R-680-070-21 SA 
Sample of Dell Vostro 3555 and components thereof, 
inlcluding the connector having Plastron Technology Co. Noninfringement Berg 
Ltd. oart no. CM7S-132-H-D 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxx 

Yamaichi Electronics Co., Ltd. connector - part no. H001-
Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

A022 (MFC-J6510DW) 

Plastron Precision Co., Ltd. connector (part no. CM4S-
085) 

Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

withdrawn xxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxx 

Acer X1935 Noninfringement Mroczkowski 

Acer AS7750 Non infringement Mroczkowski 

93/94 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 
Evidence 

TBP N/A Jan 28 

TBP N/A Jan 28 

xxxxxxxxxxx N/A N/A 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

NIA N/A Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

N/A N/A Jan 9 

NIA N/A Jan 10 

N/A NIA Jan 10 

xxxxxxxxxxx NIA N/A 

BROTHER01752008 NIA Jan 28 

BROTHER01752009 N/A Jan 28 

xxxxxxxxxxx NIA N/A 

TBP NIA Jan 10 

TBP NIA Jan 10 



Respondents' Final Exhibit List 
Inv. No. 337-TA-841 . 

Exh. No. 
Conf. 

Title/Description Purpose 
Sponsoring 

Beg Bates No. End Bates No. 
Rec'd Into 

Desig. Witness Evidence 

Sample of Dell Optiplex 3010 and components thereof, 
RPX-0184 - including the card reader having 1/0 Interconnect part no. Noninfringement Wolfe N/A N/A Jan 9 

R-680-070-21 SA 

RPX-0185 - Sample of Belkin F4U003 Lack of Domestic Industry Wolfe N/A NIA Jan 9 

RPX-0186 - Sample of Lenovo H320-4041 -1 JU Lack of Domestic Industry Wolfe NIA N/A Jan 9 

RPX-0187 

- xxx withdrawn xxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxx xxxxxxxxxxx N/A .N/A 
RPX-0193 

94/94 





l.ht or Joirl. DrrnoMt~ivc Bxhibi11 RA:c:ctwd Into E';dmcc (PuhUc) 
Inv. No. lll·TA.UI 

· .w~f f f'.f 1 ~E~t~i ~~:r,,···,)~:, ~:;_f ..tp:·M\: :~,:~ ~SB.~~-;:';f _ ;~;;.: 't· :- '~ ;£.-_': - - 1~:::=-; 
I JX- I ex. RX- TPL Complaint Exh. JOS-9 Addonics Internal SATNUSB 

TPL l 023152-TPL 1023162 Buscaino; Hannah; Domestic Jndu51ry; Lack of I J•n 7 JDX-0001 
0022 - DigiDrive AEIDDSAU I WP Procticcs the '443 Patent McAlexander, Lum Donv:sric lnd\mry; Invalidity 0027 0697 

IX- I CX- RX- TPL Complaint Exh. 105-11 Addonics Internal SATA/USB 
TPLI 023182-TPLl 02320 I Buscaino; Hannah; Dom:stic Industry; Lack of I Jan7 JDX.0002 I 002s 0699 0364 - DigjDrivc AEIODSAU I WP McAJoxander; Lum Domesric lnd1,.try; Invalidity 

ITPLl023214-TPLI023234 I Buscoino; Hannah; Banerjee I 
Domestic Industry; Lack of 

IX· I ex- I RX- I \TPL Complaiat fah. 105-13 Addonics PCMClA Flash 
Dome.tic Industry. I Jan 7 JDX-0003 I 0029 0101 1326 -

DigiAdaptcr Exmme ADPMAP·X 
Noninllingemcnt 

ITPL Complaint Exh. 105-17 Addonics Pocket oSATA/USB 
ITPL I 023306-TPL 1023325 I Buscaino; Hannah; Banerjee I Oomcsri<: Industry; Lack of 

JX- I ex- I RX- I Oomeuic lndusny; I Jan 7 JOX-0004 
I 0030 01os 1330 - DigiDrive AEPDDESU I WP 

Noninliingcmcnt 

ITPL!023542-TPLl023S60 I Buscaino; Hannah; Banerjee I 
Donv:sric Industry; Lacie of 

JX- l ex- I RX- l lTPL Complaint Exh. lOS-28 Co~pp• OnllliF1ash eSATA Domestic Industry; I Jan 7 JDX--0005 I 0031 0116 1331 - Kiosk F1•sh Medio Cerd Reader xSill4S-0-ESI 
Noninfringement 

ITPL Complaint Exh. 105-32 CoqnlApps Omniflash IDE Kio!lc 
Doroemc Ind11Stry; Lac:l< of 

JX- I CX- I RX- I TPLI 023608-TPLI 023626 Buscaino; Hannah; Banerjee Domestic lndu51ry; I Jan? JOX..0006 I 0032 0120 1332 - Flash Memory Card Reader ><Sil 146-0 
Noninliinsemcnt 

I JX- I CX- I RX- I ITPL Complaint fah. 23 • Claim Chart applying U.S. Patent No. TPLI021621-TPL1021645 Buscaino; Banerjee lniiingcment; Noninfiingement I Jan 10 JDX..0007 - 7, 162,549 to accused Brother Industries, Ltd. product 0009 0020 1340 





Im•. 3:\1 .. tA.MI 

CIWOpb-Tcclw>logy """"""' Llml..t u..c. 
Fnl~l!l<liib~ Lbl(CtcnprtNMi,..) 

,~~ii?!~m\1.~~{ft~!~~fl§.~~~~~21~1 )~~~1;~i~~ ~,!.~~~r~i~~~~1 ~.~~s~~~rtf1%~~ ~~~~~~1s0~;~~i~~~1:~ii%;~. 
CX-0001/JX..OOOJ TPL Complainr f:d1.ibil , .. CertlOccl Copycf'623 P111ent Srec Iyer; Onto B111e11ino; D11n lnfrinscmcn1; Domc:1nic Jnduslry 1nt1J -Moved IO Joint bhibU. Ll:n nJX-OOOt 

Lccl:ronc 

CX-U002/JX-0002 

CX--0003/JX.OOOJ 

CX-0004/JX-0004 

CX.U~/JX-0005 

CX.0006/JX..0006 

CX-UOO?/JX.()007 C 

cx.ooos c 

CX--01l(J9 c 

CX-UOIO c 

I 
ICX·OUll c 

CX-0012 c 

CX--0013 

CX-OOi4 

CX-OOij 

CX-Coi6 

CX-0017 

cx.uou 

CX-0019/JX-OOOK 

CX-0020/JX-0009 

TPL Cont plaint E'thibit 2- Certified Copy of '-'49 P1tent 

TPL Con1pleiA1 E.'<ltibit 3 -Ccrti(icd Copy of '443 Patent 

TPL Complliu E.'thibil 4 .ecrtiC.cd Copy or 424 Paront 

,TPLCompJ.;ntE.Vtib .. S-0>1t•ICdCopyor63H ,,.. ... 

ITPL Compl•in• E.'<llib~ 6 -certiricd Copyof'1147 Pa1<111 

ITPL Com.ptaint &hibil 7 ·Asris•mcnt oC'623 Patent 

TPL Complaint Exhibil I -Assipm.cntof'5"49 P1tcnt 

TPL Complaillt E."tbibit 9-Assignm.Clll of '443 PatCf)l 

TPLCompllint E.'1tibh 10 ·Assi§Nlcnto(424 POICll 

TPI.. Complaint E.'tltibk 11 ·Assigftlllcnt oC'631 Pltcnt 

iTPL Compllioa E.wl>il 12-Assigmnontor't47 Potcol 

Wilhdruwn 

Wilhdrawn 

Wilbdtawn 

Wilhdnmn 

Wi1hdrown 

Wilhdrr.\ftl 

Wilhdrnwn 

TPL Complain! E.'d\ibir 23- Oaim: Ouvt app~ U.S. P111cnt No. 7,161,S49 lo accused 
Brolher Judustrics, Ltd. pntduet 

TPLI020963·TPL102101S 

ITPLl021019·TPL1021034 

TPLI 021035-TPL 1021051 

TPL1021052•TPLI021075 

ITPLl02J076-TPLl021092 

TPLJ042477·TPLI04l535 

TPL1042536-TPL1042593 

TPLI 042.:194-TPLJ 042652 

TPL I 0426S3·TPLI 04271 l 

TPLI042712· TPL1042770 

TP~I 04277 l·TPLI042826 

Wi1bdrow11 

Wi1bdrc'm 

Withdrawn 

Wi1hd:raw11 

Withdra\'1111 

Withdrawa 

Withdrawn 

TPLI02 1621·TPLI021645 

..... 

Stec Iyer: Dalo Buscaino; DllD jlrtCcinscmcnt; Ooinesttc lztdqstry 1n113 .. Moved IO Join1 E.'thibit List u JX-0002 
Loclcronc: Nicholm Anton0p0ulos 

Sn:c Iyer; Dalo Bi...:•ino; Don lnrtinsentont; Don1estic. lndastcy 11n1u -Moved to Joint Exhibit List m. JX-OQ03 
J.cckronc 

Srcc Iyer; Dale &scaino; Do• Jrurin!li'mcn~ Do111cotic laduslty IJn/IJ ·Moved lo Joint E.-dUbit List n JX--0004 
Loc:trono 

Sn:c I,.,.; Dalo Buscoino; Don Infrin;cmcnt;Oomcstic Industry \ ln/13-MoYCd to Joint E.'tbibitl.iitaSJX..OUOl 
l.cd.-• 
Sn:c Jycr; Dole lluicoino; Don lnfiinpnent; Domestic Jndasuy I ln/13 -MOvcd to Join1 fahibit Li'1il1X..0006 
Lcckn>ne 

DanJ..cckrone OwncnhipJS1111dinc: domestic indusuy I 1 h/13-MoYCd &o Joial E.-d\ibit Lin os JX-ooo7C 

Dan Lccktonc Owucrsh}p/Stmdin.g: domestic industry I lnnotJ 

Dan lccla'oJIC Owncnhip/SID!ldiq;domcstic iotdu!lry I tn/201J 

O.n Lcolaono Owncnltip/St/lftdHig; donics<ic illdustry 11n12013 

Do• Loc:l:ronc 0wtto>t1ip/Sbndine;domesWittdns1ry 11n1201J 

0111 Lcckronc Own<nhip/Stimclin5; dOltlcstic indns<ry 11n12013 

WithdfO\m Withdnawn IWilhdra'"" 

Wilhdrn\Vll Wilhdrtnvn IWitbdm\m 

Wilhdnnm Witltdrawn IWi1hdr.1wn 

Wilhdnl\vn Wilhd1'11\YU (Wi~Yn 

Wi1hdrawn WilhdmYTI IWilhdtawn 

Withdm'n Withdrawn IWithdnnw 

Wil11dnm'I W1~1.drown. \Withdrawn 

Dile Buse.dno Infringement ln/13-Movod lo Joint E~hibitListuJOX-000? 



ICX-0022 I IWidKlralm 

'CX-0023 WilhdrA"'•n 

I 
cx..0024 Willldrawn 

Cl<:.002.1 Wilhdrawn 

cx..0026 Withdrawn 

CX.0027 Wilhdrawn 

CX..002ft Withdrawn 

--
CX.UOl9 i ---lwilhdnlwn 

CX.U030 Withdnwn 

CX-0031 Wilhdmwn 

CX.ooJVJX..0010 Wilhdl';)Wft 

CX-Oo:l3/JX-Oo 11 I iWi1Jwhwn 

CX-OU34/Jl<.(liff 2T - -- lw;1hd,."° 

rX.003511X·OOl31 Withdrawn 

ICX.oo'.16 I Withdrawn 

cx-OOJ7 I IWUhd"'m 

CX..OOl& Withdrawn 

CX-0039 WJthdrawn 

CX--0040 Wilhdrawn 

hw. )~7-T"""~I 
c..,,, ...... T"'Mol"l)'Pmportie>Llmilodl.LC't 
Fhl Dela__,,...,..~. Lile (Qall'lprchcrwi\~) 

IWi1bd.-.wn Withdqwn 

Withdra\m Withdtttwn 

Wilhdnwn Wilhdrawn 

Withdrawn Wilbdra\va 

Withdr.:awn Witbdrawa 

Withdrawn Wilhdn.~ 

Wilhdrtt\vn Witbdrawn 

Withdrawn WilltdroWO. 

Withdrawn Wilbdt:nw 

Withdt'lllwn Withd...-

WitttdrD\vn Wilhdnnwn 

Witlldtt\\'I\ Withdnnvn 

Wrtltdnnll"rl W'1tl\dr41Wn 

Withdrawn Wit11dtn\Vll 

Withdmvn Wilhdrawn 

Withdnawn Withdni.\VD 

Withdttm"I Withdrl\vn 

Withdrawn WitJuimwn 

Withdmwn W'.llhdnnm 

..... 

Withdn~wii Wi1hdn1wn 

Withdrnwn Wilhdmwn 

Wilhdrawn Withdm"n 

Withdrawn WithdmTII 

Withdrmn Withdmm 

Withdrawn Withdnilm 

Withdmm Wilhdrmn 

Witbdrt\'fn Withdrawn 

Withd111\Tll W'tthdlll\vti 

Wi1hdrawn Withdmn1 

Witttdm.vn Wilhdrown 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Wi\hdrnwn Wtllsdruww 

Withdnnvn WiUtdrD\Til 

Wilhdrnwn Wi1hdmwr. 

Withdrawn Wi1hdrawn 

Withdrmn Wi1hdrnwn 

Withdn'm WilhdtaWa 

Wi1hdrawn IWilhdniwn 



llft'. ):\7-TA-841 
C0iatplaind Ta:lro1risy Prcircrtles Limited U.CJ 
Fiml Doanent..ynxhai~ Ud(CMrtprchr:IM'O) 

&f~~$~!~mf$k4~~!~i~~l~~r~,,~~\ ~~~~Th~t.w~&iif~~~~~~ii14t~W1I~~~~t:~fs~~'-i~ 
CX-00<11 Withdro,._.. Withdrawn Withdrawn 

-
CX-0042 Withdrawn Withdrawn Wllhdr1wn WilhdrAW11 Withdrawn 

CX..0043 Withdr.ivm Witlulrawa Withdnwn Wdhdni'm Wi1hdmwn 

CX--0044 Withdn:J\Vll Wilhdl°t'm WitbdruWD Willidrow" Witbdr.twn 

CX4l04S Wihlrvwn W'nhdrown Withdtewn Wi1hd"'\Va Wrtbdttrwn 

CX..0046/JX..()() 1~ Withdrawn Wilbdrawa Wlthdn1wn Withdnwn Witbclm'" 

CX-0047/JX..OOl l Wi1hdrown. Wilhdrawtt Wilhdraw• Withdrmm Wilhdrnwn 

C.'<·004K Withdnwn Withdmyq Wilbdruwn Withdrawn Withdrtt\vn 

CX-0049/JX..0016 Wi1hd""'11 Wubclrown Withdra\\'19 Wilhdrawn Witl1dt'OWll 
I 

cx-ooso r Withdrl\'111 Withdrawn Withdrawn With drown Withdmm 

CX..OUSI I CV oroatc Buscaino, att~hcd as E.Vi.ibil A to Mr, Buscaitio11 lnili=il E.""q>trt Report TPl.1042912-TPl.1042914 Oalc Ousatino rnfringcmcnl; Do01cslK> Industry l/10/2013 

CX..OOl2 -1 Wilhdruwn Wuhdmm Wilhdr.IWJI IWilhdnnvn !Withdrawn 

cx.oosJ I I Domestic Jnd11slry Rcfctcnco Owt, ottochcd m £.'thibit C 10 Mr. Bascolao's Initial E:<pert TPLI 04191 7-TPl.IU42917 Dale Bll SCJino IDomcsli< lnd•stry 11/9/2013 
~cport 

CX-0~4 I IWithdr,.,. . WiU.dnnva Withdnwn Wi1hdn1,m Wilhdmm 

CX.003' Wilbdrawn Wrthdmm Withdrawn Withdrown Wilhdrawn 

CX·OOl6 c Withdru\vn Withdrnrn Wtthdrl'\11 Wilhdrnwn Wilhdnnvn 

CX-0Ul7 c Acer Ex. 2-424 Acer AX1!JJ3 to Dale &scoino's lni1iol Expert Report 1'1'LI04J 120-TPLI0431 l9 O:ileBuscoiao lnfrin~ent t/10/13-Movod lo Don1on11tativc E.-thil:tit List as COX-
Ol26C 

cx..oos~ IC I Acer Ex. 3 -424 Acer AS77SO 10 Dale Buscaino's 111itial Expert Repon ITPL104J 160-TPLI043196 10.1ce."""'1o ltnrrincemcn1 jl/10/IJ·MoYCd IODc:tn ...... ;,r,,E...J\;J,nListos COX· 
Ol27C 

CX-00l9 c Acer Ex.. 4 • 443 AcCf'AXl93S to Dole Buse1i.no's Iai1ial E!tpcrt Rcpon. TPLI04J 197-TPLI043212 O:tlo Buicaino lnCMgCd'lctt JllUJI3-Movcd 10 Dcmonltl",)ljvo E..'<hibit l.isl as COX-
0128C 

CX..0060 c Acer fa, S -«l Acer ASnSo lo Oaic BuJCJino's lnti:il E."pcn Report TPLI CHJ21J..TPLI043224 Dale B11sc1!no lnfrinccmcnt 1/10/IJ •. ~fo~ to Dcmonstn:iti'lc Exhibit List D$ COX-
Ol29C 

~ .. , 



tnv. )l7·TM4l 
ComploU.,. ~!'n>!><rtkt LimilOdU.CS 
1T .. 1Doct-~·Exhib~ l.iol(C°"""""""J 

it:£~~~~ ~~1 *1?~~fii1i~r~~i.*1{~\~j~rlt~ist~:}~~~itTit:i¥~1t&~i: ~ii~J~~~i. ;;t~~,~~~~f.~?.~ 0~~M:~s:~t,~,~~:W,~%~fo• ~0~~'.~~:~'.~~1:~f{~3S¥~:~~~t.;>r, 
CX-oo61 I,. Acu E.'t. 6. S-49 At;cr-A:x.193' lo Dalo 8u10aiao's Jnitinl E:cpcn Report TPL1043225-TPJ..t04J2S2 Dale Bu~ lnfrin.ccmn J/10113-Moved to Ocmonsrra1r.c Exhibit Liu n COX· 

0130C 

ICX.OU62 c Ater E."l. 7-,49 Aca AS773D to D~lo Bt11C1ino's Initial Expert Report TPL10432S3-TPL1043210 Dale Bl•~ Jnfritttcinenl 1/10/13-Movcd IO Dcmonstrmivo E."lhibit List ns cox .. 
0131C 

CX.0063 c Acer£.'-. &-6D A«t Aspito M3970 to OJI¢ BUSCDino'1 h1iliDl E."'tpctl A.cpon. TPL10432Rl·TPLl043294 ~le Buscaino lnfrinacmcrW. 1/10/13-Movcd 10 DornoiWT:i.1ivc E,,f1ib.it Li$1 AS COX-
0132C 

CX.oo6'1 c Acet E.'l. 9 -114? ~ AXJ935 lo Duk &isc.ino's lnitW E."<P¢'1 Report TPLl04329~TPLl0433 IS Dale B\1SCAino lnrtiti,scmc:inl 1110/JJ-Mow:d k> Dcnion"t"Mi\-C E."'lhibil: List M COX· 
Ol33C 

CX-oo6j c Acer .E."L J ().. '" 7 Aeer AS??SO lo tAlc: Buscoino's JndiD.I E."q>Crt Report TPLI0431Ul·TPLI04J 119 Dolc.Dascaino JnfriJlgcn1ett 1/10/IJ-Mo...I IO Demonslrllti'vo E."<hibil Li51 IS COX· 
OIJ4C 

CX-0066 c Acct E.'<.. 11 - Aa:r lnfrixlsemcnt A111tysis Chart to Da1o Busc1ino's Initial E."pcn Report TPLI043316-TPL104J3 l9 Dalo Busc:ino lnfrin!Cfltcnl E."<cladcd l/4113 

CX-0067 c AmcN!cd Acct Exhibit 1 -A~ Jn.frinc;eittent Al'\I~ Ch:att 10 O:i.lc B115Cnino's lni1i8I Expert TPLI 043320. TPLI 043224 0.lc8'1scaino llnfrlnscment IJ/i/201) 
·•Report 

CX-0068 c Brolhct £'\. l· Brolbet (nrriagon1onl Anolysis ChQr1 kl 01lo Busc.1icto'$ lniliAI £."<pert Rcpot1 TPLI 04332~-TPLI 043327 Dtlc e,ucaino Infringement l/81201J 

CX-oo69 c Brot1'etEx. 2 --12'1 0rolherMFC-J6SIODW to Oek Bu$eitino's Initial £.,pert Report TPLI00321·TPL1043349 0<1Jc Buscaino Jn!'rinacincnl 1/10/JJ•Movrcd lo DomonstnfiYC: E."thibit List os COX· 
0138C 

CX.0070 c Brolhcr E."(. J-443 Brother Mt='C.J6510DW 10 Diie BaxaiA0'1 lniti11 E,"Cpc:r1 Report TPL10433'0·TPLIOOJ77 DalcBuscoiM lnfringoincnt l/JU/ll0 Mo"<d to Dcmonstralive Exhib~ List as COX· 
0139C 

CX.OU7l c Bro!Xr Amended Exhlbi 2 - 424 Bro I her MFC.J6l l UOW to Oale &scoinoS Initial Expert TPLI 043371·TPLt0433!l9 DU: Busctsino Infringement fach•dcd 1/4/IJ 
ltopotl 

CX-0072 c Brother ..... cndod i;.Jiibu J -443 B.00... MFCJ6'10DIV IO Dalee.,.,, ..... lnillal E.'<PC'l TPLI043400.TPLI04J427 Daicauscmno tnfrinscmcnt Exclddcd 1/4/13 
Rcpon 

CX-0073 c C1t1on E."t.. l • lnf"riageml:t'lt Analysiii Owt to Dalo Bostaino's lnili:a.l Ii~ Rcpon TPLI043421-TPL104)430 Dole nuseaino lnfria1emon1 l/S/2013 

ICX.0014 c Canon Ex. 2 ·424 Canon. PlXMA MG8220 lo Dale Buscaino't lailiol E.'pcrt Report TPLI 04343 l·TPl.1043469 Oalc Bt11!1Caino lnrrillecmcnt 1/10/IJ•Movcd IO DcntonstntiTo E:d1ibit Llst as CDX-
0143C 

CX-007' c C1non Ex. J -443 Canon PlXMA MCi&22C lo Dok: Buscaino's lnifial Expert Report ITPLI 043470. TPL104J49'J I Do.Jc BQSCllino !lnrrinsemont I 1/JO/lJ-Movcd 10 Oomons1r11ivc Exhib( Use :it COX· 
0144C 

CX.0076 c DcU E."<. l ·424 DcTI l9inl Lons BIO" RCDdcr to Dale Sa1eoino't Initial £.~Report \ TPLI 043soo:rPL1043l33 \O.lcBuseoino \lnfrin-•nt \1110113-Mowd lo OomonstralivcE."(hbi.Litt :ts.COX-
Ol4$C 

CX.0077 c Dell fa. 2 ·424 Dell Vo""' JSSS IO Diie S..Caino's lnitiol E.'lpC<t Report ITPLI043.l34-Tl'\.T043'61 ID•leBnseaino llnrrinpcn! jlllO/JJ·Mol'Cd IO llcmonstnli>c Exhibit Llst as COX-
014GC 

ICX.0078 c Ddl Ex.3 -443 Dell l!linl Long&yRoac!crJO Dole Busooino's lnitiol Espert Report \TPLI04JS69-TPLI043Sll \DalcBoscaino \lnrriltg<mcnt \Ill Ol13·Mo""1 to 0c1n .. 11nrti¥c E...Z1ibit Llst os COX· 
0147C 

CX.0079 c Ocll &. 4--443 Dell VostroJSS' 10 Dale Bl11Coino'1: lni1ia1 Expert.Report ITPLI04J.ll2·TPL1tl4).l93 IDiilcBuscaino IInCril'lgemc.11l p110/l3-Mo"<d lo Doononstracivc E.o<JUh< 14 os COX-
Dl41C 

cx.ou•o c Dell E." S -SC!J Dell 19in l Long Bay Rcaclerlo D1Jc Bu$c.1ina'1 Jniri11.I £."<pen Rcpon ITPLl043S94·TPLI04J620 lo.Jo Buscoino /lnnintomcnt I llJ0/13-Mo..,d to Detnonstratil'tl fahibil LUt as COX· 
014!)C 

-· 



'~~§~~: ~~· CX-0081 c 

CX-OOS2 c 

CX-0083 c 

CX-0014 c 

CX-OOBS IC 

CX-0086 le 

cx-oos7 le --

cx-oon le 

CX-0089 IC 

CX-0090 le 

CX-()091 IC 

CX-0092 IC 

CX-0093 IC 

CX-0094 IC 

CX-0095 IC 

CX-0096 IC 

CX-0097 IC 

CX-0091 le 

CX-0099 IC 

CX-0100 le 

lnv. )~7-TAJl41 

Cnmpl1inanl Tcdmok"'1 Pmpi:rtift t.irriiled LJ.C's 
Fl"'l Doetancobry ExhibU I.bl (C.0.,..i-i"°l 

,-, , ~c ' - ·• ., ... ~-~-..--:'.'.'-'l"'•'""··"'- ,,. __ ..,.,.....,,,...,..,.,..,...._,,..,..o.r.:,..,,."""-.-"""' .... ""'""''=,__.,. 

Dell E.'t. 6 • .5'49 Dell Vo11.to )'SS ID Dale Busco.ino's lnilial E."Cpcrt Rcpon 

Dell E."<. 7- 623 Dcll 19inJ Lons Bly ~er to Dale Buscuino's tnilitl ~Report TPL1043641·TPLllJ4366.S Dalo Buscaino 

Dell E."\. 3-638 Dcll l9inl Lcn1 Bay R~rto O;ile Buscnino's lnitial E.'\:per1 Report TPLI043666-TPL1043719 D~lo Bas;11ino 

Dell E.'t. 9-147 DcU Vo1tro355S lo Ot11lc B11scaino'5 lniti11I E.i:pcrt Rciport TPLl<M3720-TPLI043731 Ocie Buscoino 

l Dell E.-dtibit I 0 10 Dile BttsCDino's lAiflat Ex.pen Rtport TPL1043739-TPLl<MJ750 Dale BuscaiDD 

IDcllA.mcndod Ex. 1-424 Dcll 19inl Lmc, Bay RcOOcrto Dile &dC1ino's lnilinl E.-.pcrt TPL1 0437Sl -TPL1043714 Dntc 8'1tc:iino 

Report 

Dd1 Amended Ex. 3-443 Ooll l'>inl Lois Soy Rcadet Lo Dalo Bnscnino"s Initial E.'tJ>C11 TPWJ4378S.TPL I043797 Dale Buscaino 
Roport 

1~mcndcd Es, 5.549 Doll 19illl Lo•s Boy Roodcrlo Dok> BOJcaino~ hti1iol E.•i><rt TPL1043'1'JIJ.TPLIO<IJR24 Dato BuK1lno 

locnArncndcd E.t. 7-62.J Dcll l!>inl Long Bay haderlO Dale Buscaino's lnilial fi.'q>Ort 

jiicpon 
TPLI043825-TPLl<l43842 Drue: Basoai1.a 

!Dell Amended E"- 8 -638 O.Jl !9inl I.on& B•y Render IO D•lc Bust1mo's ln <i1I Expert TPLI 04314J-TPLl<l4J896 Dille Buscoino 
~eport 

I Fujitsu Ex. I • JnCringcmcnt Anaiy,rs O\Art lo Dltc Busc:iino's Initial Hxpcn Report TPLI04Jl97-TPL1043900 DakBuseaioo 

jFuji1'11 E.'- 2 -42.4 Fujil.91.1 l..ifobook S?S2 10 Oale Bnsc.aioo's lltitial Expert Rcpo11 TPLl043!lOl·TPLI04391 l Dtlc 8\llCAiao 

IFnjitsn ~. 3 '"443 F11jitsu Lifcbook $75210 Dale BllSUixto's TnitMI Expert Report ITPLl<MJ912-TPL1043931 ID•lo o.,..;no 

IHiTi E..'- I -Infrinattnent t\nalyJisCharl to Dale Bosc:aino's Initi:i.1 Expert Report rPLl04J9J2-TPLI043933 rD•lo 811,..;no 

IHm E."(. 2 - 424 HiTi Pl lOS IO D.ole Duse:iino's Initia l E.'q)Ctt Report lTPL1043934-TPLl043976 T Dalo Buscalao 

IHiTi E:t. 3 -443 HiTi Pt IOS lo DAie Bn1e1inc'1 lnitial E..-q>ert Report ITPLI043977-TPLI043981 I Dalo Buscaino 

{HP Ex. I -Notebook Jn6inscmant Analysis Cbart to Oalo 8usc.aino's Initial Expert Report TPL1043919-TPL104399G o.1ceuscamo 

I HP E.'L 2· Printer lnrrin.i;cn1cnt Ana~is OW1 to Dale BllSCoino's fnitio.1 Expert Report TPLI0439?7-TPL1043999 D11lc Busc11ino 

IHP E.~ 3 -424 HP 630 IO Dab Buse11ino'1 lniticl £."<PCrt Roport TPLl<l44001l-TPLIO<l4011 D1lc8usc:1ioo 

]HP~• -424 HPG44491~1 Card Readcr\O Dale Busc•ino's lni&I Expert Report TPLl044019.TPLl<l4<1040 D11lo Bnscainc 

..... 

/t!:~jl£~~i!~~~~i~i~~i~~~~:i~~~~~if1!~~~~
1 

lnfringcme'i l/lO/lJ-Mo\IOd lo Ocznon1tr.1ti't'¢ &hibit List as COX· 
OISOC 

lnCringonu>nt l/J(l/fJ-MD¥Od ID DonumsltDti~ E.'l.hibil L.i1t AS COX· 
OISIC 

Jn.rringo1ncn1 1)10/13-Mo't'Cd ID Danonstrntivc E.'thibil Llst m COX-
Dll2C 

lnfritgcment l /10fl3·Movcd lo Dc:mOllSllillive E'Chibil List os COX-
OUJC 

InCringemcnt E."<Cludcd 114113 

lnfringe1nenl IE.'"'lodcd J/4/IJ 

IJntringcmcnl 
--·-- - - I Excludclfl/4113 

ltnrrin,c1nent IE.'tcludcd J/4/13 

lnf'ringancnt E"chnJcd 1/4/)) 

lnf'Jinacmont E..cludcd lM/13 

Jnffinsemcnt 111112013 

lnrringcme1n l/lO/IJ..Moved to Dcmor1seni:tivt1 Exhibit List as COX· 
OlGIC 

Jnfringciner11 l/JV/13-Mavcd to Dcmonilmlivo E:<.hibit List m COX· 
0162C 

JnO'ingcmcnt 111112013 

Infringement 1110/13-Moyed le Demonstrative: E:deibil List u COX-
0164C 

I Infringement I l/JV/JJ-Movcd 10 Dcmcmsmativo E.'Lhibit List 45 COX· 
omc 

lnrrinaemcnl l/812013 

lnfringcmcnl 1/1112013 

lnfrin5cmcn1 1110/IJ·Movod 10 Domonmntivo E.'<hibit List cs COX~ 

OIGIC 

11\fringomcnt 1110/13-Movcd to OcmonstTUtiw E."<hibil List u CDX· 
0169C 



CX-0101 -

I 
cx-0102 c HP E.x. 6 -424 HP Pl101osm•n 5510 lo Dole Buscaino's lnilU.lExpctt Report 

CX-0103 c HP E,"t, 7 - 443 HP 630 lO 0.11: Busonino's initial £_.,.pert Report 

CX-0!04 c HP E."t. IS-443 HP 644491..QO I Card Rc.ldct lo Dile Buseeino's tnirill E.'<pctt Report 

CX.0 105 c HP E"L 9 • 443 HP JOl I Shqcll C.rd Read ct to Dale B1:1se1ino'1 lniti11.I Expert Report 

CX-0106 c HP E.it. 10 .. 443 HPPhotosmrrt5SIO lo Dale Bascaino'1 lni1iaI E.'Cpcrt Report 

CX-0 107 c HP Ex. 11 .549 HP 6444~1-00 I Cllld Rcoclcr lo O.le Busooino's Tniuol !!.""°"Report 

cx-0101 c HP r:,,. 12 - S49 HP IDll SLal'llc!I Cord Rcaduto 0.lc Buscaino~ Initia l E.'<f'C'I Rcr><ut 

CX-0109 c HPE."<.15-847 HP IOI I S111'ROUC11d Roador lo Dalo B1ucaino'1 Tnitiol E.,pctt Report 

CX-0 110 IC IHPAn1'ndcd T!.'<l>ih i< 4 - 424 HP 644491-001 C..U Reade< to Dole B•ocoido'• Tn~ial E:<pen 
Report 

CX-0111 - IC !HP Anu:ndcd E.'lhibit '"'424 HP ID l I Stargell Card R.cmScr ro Dale Buscaino'1 Jnltinl E:q>ert 
R<oport 

CX--0112 -- le IHP Amcn<l cd Tl.'<hibd 8 -44J HP 644491-001 a mt Ro.idcr to Dalo B11scoino's lniliol ~:<port 
Report 

CX-0113 - -- \C 1~1codcd E.'<hibit 9-44l HP IO I T Stllf!lol l Can1 Roider le Onie Bu,..ino'1 lnili1T E.'q>Crt 

CX-01l4 IC -1 HPAmcnded 6.'lhibit 11 - S-49 HP 6+4491-00 L Cord llcAdorto Dole Busc•"ino's Iaitial E.'pcn 
Report 

cx--0 11; IC 'HP Amended E.'lhibit ll - 549 HP !DI I SlDl'gcll Cnrd Reodorto Oolc Basoaino's Initial E.'i>C'I 
RAoport 

CX-0116 IC rp Am"1dcd E11hibt 15 ·S47 HP IDll Sun1:dl CIJ'd Rcoderlc Dale Buse•iao's lni1U.l EllPCrt 
Report 

CX-Olli --- IC IKinjiston E:<. l ·Tnfringomcnt Analysis Chott 10 D•lc BuSC1>ino's l ni~o l Expert Rcpon 

CX-Oll& IC lKingston Ex. 2 - 424 Kins,1ton FCR ... HS2 19-l to Dale 6bSCoii\o's lnitin.1 E~pcrt Report 

C.X.OIJ 9 IC IJCingSlQC1 Ex. J -443 Kingston FCR.-HS2J9~1 10 Dale Bnscoirto'a lnilia1 l!:cpat R.cport 

CX-0120 IC IKingstoa Ex. 4a 623 KiDgsEOn FCR.-HS219·1 co Dile 6u1ciiino'1 loitiol £"'fPCrt Report 

Int. 3~7.TA-Ml 
CetmtllinN'll Techno1o~F'mptr1in Limited LI.Cs 
F" .. 1 n.cm,,.,,~ryl!xl•~g Usl(Compnh•••h•) 

TPLI0440lll·TPL!D44116 DaloBv~no 

TPWM41 17·TPL1044126 DalcBt1sc;ib10 

TPLI044127 .. TPLJ044 14J Dale 8\tstaino 

TPL1044144-TPL1044!lK Dalo Busc;1lno 

TPLI 044 159-TPL1044117 Dale Busc~no 

TPLI044 I iK-TPLT044ll9 Dale Buscoino 

TPL104C220-TPLl!l44241 lhlcBusciii.10 

TPLI 044249-TPLI 044269 Dale D11sc11ino 

TPL11l44270-TPLT044297 Dale Busea"'ct 

TPLT0442911-TPLI044l40 Dale Buscoino 

TPLI044J41-TPL1044J6J DaJcBuscail'IO 

TPLI044J64·TPLI044JKO 041a Buscaino 

TPLl0«311-TPL10444 l l DD.Sc Buscoino 

TPLl0444l9-TPLI044449 Dnlc Busc1ino 

TP L1 044450-TPLT044472 Dale Buscaino 

TPL!ll44473·TPL1044474 Dalo Buscuino 

TPLI04447'-TPLI0445T3 Dole Basemno 

jTPLl 044514-TPLI 044521 I Dalo B11scamo 

/TPL1Q.14529-TPLI044542 I Dole Oasc11ino 

... "' 

Inrrinflcmcnt 1/10/JJ-Movcd IO Ocn1otu1tn1tivc E."thibi1 Lise m COX· 
017JC 

Infringement l/W/13-Movcd lo OcmOl1slnl!Nc Exbibi1 Ust as COX· 
0172C 

!nCringcmcnl J/10/ll-MoYCd IO Dcnions1mtivc E..'th\bit List ai COX• 
017:lC 

rnrrinscmcnt IllOllJ-MOV_od_tODcln.011su1tive E:.tltlb\1 List as COX· 
0174C 

Inrtinicmcnt L/10/1 3-Movcd to Derno11Strativc E.-d1ibit List ns COX• 
017lC 

lnfrin~nc11t 1/I0/13-Mawd 10 Dcmarutr.11iva Exhibit List as COX· 
OT76C 

fofringcmcnt I/I Oil l-Movcd to Dcmonw.tivc E.-.hibit List os COX· 
0177C 

Infringement 1/10113-Mo\'Cd to Dcmonstraliw £.'<tbibit Llct 11 COX-
OT78C 

Infringement E~cladCd )/4/13 

lnflinscm.,. E.'cludcd 1/4/IJ 

JtnfrinJ;CmClll I E'clndcd 114113 

lnfrill9cmcn1. Excluded 1/4/13 

lnrrinscmcnt Exehu.lcd l/4113 

Jnf'riagcm~ E!(ctud=. 1/4/13 

Infrinscmel\f. factudcd J/4/13 

ln(ringcmcnc. 1/812013 

lnfringcn1cnt l/ ID/13-Movcd 10 Ocinonstnrtivc f.."<hibil [.,is[ DS COX· 
O!B7C 

jlnftingcn1C11t I J /1 O/I3-Movcd to Demonstrative. E.'t.hibit List os COX· 
OllBC 

/lnrriA1cmcn1 J lll0/13-Moved to Dcn1on.s1rativo E..hibil List os COX· 
OIR9C 



JM'. :137·TA-841 
~T.........,.P,.,..-J.lmif<dU.C. 
Flnol~lllc!UbitU..(~•) 

~:~~fi~1i~~lf~Jf~~1~~~;~i~"tti~!~$~t1 
CX-C12l Rosowitl E."t. l - lnfrUipmentAn1lysit:Ouwt to D•lo Bllf<Cti.\o't lnitiGI .Expert Ropor\ TPLI041f$43-TPl-J044S44 Dalo Butceino 

CX-lll22 c 

CX-11123 c 

CX-0124 c 

CX-012S c 

CX-0126 c 

CX-0127 c 

CX-lll2H c 

CX-0129 c 

CX-0130 c 

cx-11131 c 

CX-0132 c 

CX--0133 c 

CX-11 134 c 

CX-lllJS c 

CX-0136 c 

CX-11137 c 

CX-U138 c 

CX-11139 c 

CX-11140 IC 

Roscwi11Ex.2-424 Rotewill R.CK-YJ-EXGOl IO 0110 Busc:iW\a't Initial Expert Roport TPLI044545-TPLJ044l6J 

Rosewill Eit. 3 • 443 Roscwiil RCR· Y J-EXGO I lo Dale BuSCAino'3 Initial &pert Report TPLI044l62·Tl'LI044572 

Ro.Jc\vill E.'l. 4-S49 Roscwill RCR-YJ-EX601toDalo8u1e1m•s Initial e_,pcn Report TPL1044573-TPLIOC4591 

Rosewitl a, . .S-623 RoscwiU RCR~YJ .:IDc.601 IO Dale Bmcnino's Cnidal fa~pc:rt Rcpon ,TPLI044599-TPLJ04461l 

Sciloo E:<. I -5cilco EJ>SCn i.img.,ne<tA .. lys;, Ct.art to Dole S....U.0~ Wti:>I E-1 Roport(TPL1044616-Tl'LI044619 

Seiko E."t. 2 • 424 Soil:.o Ep$01 Artisan 730 10 Dalo Buscaino'• tnilial E.\':pctt Report 

Seiko Ex. J --443 Seiko Epson Artisaa 730 io Date Bute1ino's Initial E,,pcn Rcpon 

Seiko E."(, 4 -549 Seiko Epson Artisan 7)0 IO Date Bulc;llino's Initial Expc:rt Rcpon 

Accr's Rcspcnsc 10 TPL.'s First lnlonop&orics (.S/J 1112) 

A='• Supplom'"11nl llcspoasos to TPL's F"int lnk:m>,alorics (6121/12) 

1'ccr's Supplcnlen1'1 llc.ponxs Jo TPL 's First lnlC,,.&"'oriCI Nos. 1, 2, 41, incl 50 (9/24/12) 

Aca's Snppbaontal Responses toTPL's Fnl lntcrTOQlllorics Nos. 13-1.'5, 18, and 40 
,(10/4112) 

Wilbdniwn 

Wi1hdr.1i\VJ\ 

Acer'• Rssponsos to TPL's Satond lnlcrropaoritt (9/10/12) 

Withdrawn 

Witlidrnw11 

Withdrawn 

B.rvlhcr's Rcsponscs 10 TPt.:s First Jntcrros:lll0ric1 (3fJl/12) 

TPL1044620-TPLI044659 

TPL1044660°TPL1044692 

TPL1044693·11'Ll044720 

Withdrawn 

W'llhdm'll'I 

Witl:r.dl'OWI\ 

Witlutnrwn 

Withdrawn 

.... 

Dale Busca.ino 

OalG Bnscaino 

Oa'°B\lsaino 

DolcBwccino 

Dale Butc111ino 

DaleBaselino 

Dale &scaino 

OaJoBusc.aino 

A= 

Acer 

Aocr 

Af>cr 

Withdnr.Yn 

Withdnnvn. 

Acor 

Wilhdmom 

Witbdnrwn 

Wilhdnnvn 

8'otJ\CO( 

.. r~=~ [4ti~tMi~il1~~ ~~l4ii~1~1J:tit§X:.:. 
lnfrin!ctncn1 

lnfrinS~tnl 

Jnfringcmcnl 

ln frin;cmcnt 

hirlnscmcn1 

lnfri•gc•ncnt 

lnfrinaomcnt 

ln.Jiinicment 

JnO-ingcmcar 

lmporblion, in(riai;omcmt. domestic 
ind111UY, 1Cll1C<IY 

lmpofl.lliol\, IAfrio;omcn~ dolllcslie 
industiy, remedy 

Importation, inf'ringc:m.Ctll, domestk:: 
industry, remedy 

Jmportaliol1, infristt;cmcat. dom=itic 
industry. remedy 

Withd.rnm 

Withdl'.1\VR 

lrn~ion. itlfringcnuml, dotnestic 
u.c1 .. 11y,...,,.c1y 

Withdr.iwn 

Wilbdrawu 

Withdf'll\'11 

lmponltioft.-tnrritigcmo.u, domestic;: 
inch~ry. temcdy 

lll<Jf2UlJ 

1/10/13-Movcd lo DcmOt1s1111iYo E:tbibit LiJt as COX· 
0191C 

1/10/13-Movcd 10 Dcmons\rativc Exhibit List as COX· 
0192C 

1/10/13-Movod fo Oa11onsttaei~ E."11ibit Llst as CDX-
0193C 

l/IO/t J-MoYOd lo De.mot1cln111ivo E.'\h'ibit 1.ist as CDX­
Ol 94C 

11812013 

1/IU/!3-Movcd to Ocmonstrolivc E."thibit List n COX· 
0196C 

1110/13-Mowd to DcmonctrD1ivc ExJ\ibil Listm CDX­
Ol97C 

l/I0/13-Mo""11o Dcmonstn>tivo E.hib~ Lisi"' CDX-
0191C 

1/10/2013 

1/1012013 

1/10/2013 

1/1012013 

Withdrawn 

WitJKirewA 

l/ll/2013 

Wi1hdnnvn 

Withdnt\fll 

Witbdnm•a 

l/l0120ll 



lnv. ~)'7.TJ\..1.41 
Cmir!aiMnl TetM:>Jcisy Propert.inUndJod 1..1.c. 
F"...i"""""""'rl!xhihtlLlst(~~) 

CX-U141 c Bro1bcr's Firsa Sapplcrneml RcspoMCS 1a TPL's: first l11Crropk:ltics (X/6/l2) 
~t~i~I~;.~;~~;~-~~;~~~lw.lM~g~;~ ~~Ts1t.~~~~f&~~t~0\Y ~;~~jl1~$ffJi\¥1:i~~¥;.*· ·:~~~;~~~ ~~~r.~~~~K~i~~~;~YW{t~ 

lmport111Hm. iaftingcmont. dornestie 1110/2013 
industry, romody 

Cl<-ll142 c Brothcr'sSccorul Snpplcmcntol R:..ponics10 TPl,'s Fi-st lntcnoi:alorics (IM2112) Brothct Jmponiuio11, .inrrincea1cnt. domcs1ic I 11112013 
indu11ry. tcrncdy 

CX--0143 c Bro~1or's Founh Supplem0ftt"1 RcsponJCJ,to TPL's Fnt latanogslorico (11/14/12) 8rolher lmpona1ion. &nrrin&cmcnt. domcs1~ 11110/2013 
indllltl)', n:mcdy 

CX-0144 c Brotiia-'s Rcspon!CS to TPL 'sSccond lniorrocotorics (9/J0/12) Btolhcr lmport11ion. infrinae1tt.cnt. doincstic 11110/21113 
industry, mmedy 

CX-014; c Withdrnwu Withdrnwa :Withdrawn Withdrawn Wi1hdmvn 

CX.0146 c Wrthdn.wll Withdr.iwn Wi1hdnnvn Withdrawn Wi1hdn1wn. 

CX-0147 c Withdrawn. WitltdnMD Wilhdra\Yn Witbdnrwa Witbdraw:i 

CX-0148 c Witbdnrwn Withd.ra\m Willldrawn Wi1ltdro.wn Withdrawn 

CX-0149 c Withdrawn Withdrawn Wi1hdrown Withdnrwn Withd~wn 

CX-tllSO c Wilhdl't\Yn Wilhd.ttmt Wilhdra\\'n Withdrawn Withdrawn 

CX-OlSl c c....,•, llesponsos lo TPL's Fint IOICm>gMariol (Sf.11111) Conca llmportaeioa.,. fttrinr.etneiu. domestic 1/10/2013 
indllJhy, n.mcd)' 

CX-01.12 c Canon's F""Suj>plcma>tol RC1p0n1cstoTPL'1 f"nt ln1em>a•torics (9120/12) Canon lmportQlio11 1 infri""cmc:al, d<>mcslic 
industT)'. remedy 

1/10/2013 

CX-OU3 c Withd.nwn Withdrawn WithdtmVn W11hdnnm Wilbdnnvn 

CX.OIS4 c ,Can.en's -Second Suppkmct1til Rcspontct 10 TPC's latcnosittorics (l llll.Jl2) ,Conort lm.portfltloa. lnfringcalent. dornes:ric;: 11110/2013 
ind11stry, ~mody 

CX-01'.S c Canon's RC>pOn9CS lo TPL's Second h1Jcm>111torics (9110112) C"'°" IJmp0rtotion, inC'rir1;on1onl,, domestic 11/11112013 
t.da.wy, remedy 

CX-01.16 c CooOf'l's Snpplcmcnt&I Responses lo TP~'s Second huerrognaorics (IOl'llll) c ...... IIrnpOttetion. tnrringcmcnt, domestic 1/10/2013 
indust')',....,edy 

CX-01S7 c Wil.bdnnm Wi1hdnnm rWilhclnl\YD W-Mdrown Withdnmn 

CX--01.l& Withd.r.n'fft W'tthdtl\Yn I Witbdr:nvn Withdrawn Witltdrswn 

CX·Ol.19 c Wrthdnn'll WithdrnYn rithdmvn Withdnnm Withdrawn 

CX.0160 Dells RC$PQASC$ to TPl..'1 first rnfOfTOSnlorics (313J/12) 10.11 Jmportnlion, Wfintomont. domcstio 1/10/2013 
industl)', nmtody 

, •.. 



lr\l'. 3~7-TA-14 1 

Con1pl1inrml Tochm.Jo~ Pmptn.iet LUnlted UC. 
F._I Dnct'""""l)'l!i<M>it Lisl(C"""'"'bcmh~) 

~~i~~i ;ft}. 
CX·Ol61 C 

Jf.~?t~~r~t~t?.1~i~lf~'.:~:,~t-r~~~~4~ ~~t¥i~:~~i1$tt;~J~ ~l~l~r~tt~~l\~5. ~d.t~4{JM~~~~~7~t~:; ~~~ 
Y'f'"UUUl\m IWithdta~ l'l'llUIU•HYH 

CX-0162 c Dclrs Second Sopplcmcnui:l Responses to TPL's lntcrro311orios ( 11.14.1 1) 0.11 Importation, infri11A~01e1u, domestic 1111012013 
UtdHtty,rcme1dy 

Withdrawn Wi1hdrmwn 
- 1Withdt•wn Withdrawn CX.0163 c Withdrawn 

CX-0 164 c Dell's F"nt Supplcmcmol RO!pCmscs lo TPL's Socond lntem>s111orie< (lM/12) o.n 1mpartnlion, V!(rin~ei1 t, domestic: 1111012013 
indushy. n:mcdy 

CX·O l6S Withdnlwn Wi1hdr1wn I Withdrawn Wi1hdtAwn Withdrawn 

CX-0166 c WilhdtlW'I\ Withdr1w11 Withdrawn Withdnrwn Withdmvn 

I 
CX.0167 WitlMlruwn Withd rawn IWithdrJWll Withdrawn Withdr:l\Yd. 

CX.0161 Wi1hdrawn Wi11ldn:awa [Widod"'""' Withdrawn Withdl'l3m1 

CX.0169 c Withdrawn WJthdra\VJ'I IWilhdrn\vll. Wilhdtawn WithdnnYn 

CX·D l70 c Withd~m Wi1hdn1wn Witbdta'Wll WitbdrtJwn Withdrawn 

CX.0171 c Wilhdmwn Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrl\m Withdrawn 

cx.01n c WiUldntm1' Wilhdniwn Withdra\m Witl1dmvn WdhdrDwn 

CX·Ol73 WilhdrD\'t'll Wilhdnwn Witbdruwn Withd~vn Wi1bdntwn 

CX-0174 c Withdnnm Wilhdrawn Withdrawn Wid1d111''t'tl Wilhdnh"TO 

CX-0175 c Withdrawn Withd niwn Willtdra'm Wi1hdr.:twn Withdruwn 

CX·Ol76 c Withdnnm Wi1hdrawn Withdrawn. Wid1drl\VD Withdrnwn 

Fuji1n1 lmportolion, inrrin~cmc::nt. domestic. 1/1 012013 
itlduSlf)I, remedy 

CX-0 177 c Fnjitsu':t Rospcinses to T PI.'s 5"0nd lntctr0gmorics {9/l0/12) 

0(.()17$ c Wit.hdl'tml Wilhdr:iwn Withdrawn Wit.hd1'11Wn Withdrawn 

I 
CX-0119 c Wi1hd~vn Wi1hdr1n'il1 I Wi1hdmvn Wilhdniwn Witildrnwn 

CX·Ol 80 c Withdnn.m Wilhd1'11W1\ Wilhdrnwn Withdnn.m Withdtawn 

-· 



IClC..OlK2 c 

ClC-0183 c 

CX.0114 c 

CX.01'5 c 

CX-0116 c 

ClC..0187 c 

CX..0111 c 

CX.0119 c 

CX-0190 c 

CX-0191 c 

CX-01!!2 c 

CX..01?3 c 

CX-0194 c 

CX-0195 c 

CX-Ol!Xi c 

CX..0197 c 

\CX..0198 

I 
I---
CX-01?9 

CX-Oiiiii 

Witbdrnwn 

Withdrawn 

HP's Rcspo~ to TPl./s fim J111cn-ogoiorie.s (Sl'J l/12) 

HP•s Fil'Sl SuPf)I01uc11tm. Responses lo TPL 's Fint lntcrro;.ttofic1 {7/3 I ll2) 

HP's Second Supplcmcalll R.csJ>OMOS IO TPL 's rint IOICfTDgll!Orics (9110112) 

HP's Third &Jpplct\'lcmal Rcaponsct to TPl..'• F'int ln1crroptories {9128112); Ocposilkmof 
Robin C"'ell, Exhibit 23 

HP?s Comx:lcd Third S\lpplcmcntal Rc1pQll$cs 10 TPL•1 f'"irsi lnlen'O"'lorim (10/4112) 

Wi1bdmwn 

HP'1 Sul)plcmcnlol Rcsponict 10 TPL '1 lnlcrJOSDtotY Nos. 2-6,9 and 10 (I Inn 2) 

HP's $11ppSemeutal R.csponsct1 lo TPL'1 F"n"St tn1em>1:uaricc (11/14112) 

HP 's R.csponsos 10TPL'sSecond lnlem>s•lorios (9110/12) 

HP's Y.,.1Sapplcmcm.l .Rcsponscs lu TPL's Second lntcm>g .. orics (10/9112) 

Wi1hdnnvn 

Withdrl\vn 

WnhdrD\Vll. 

Willtdmvn 

Hiri.s Rcspcm.scs toTPl..'cfifte ln1crrop.rorics($/Jl/J2) 

Withdrawn 

HiTi•s Pirst St1pplo111oa.11I ResponscJ lO TPL ·S f.im. tnlerrog11orics (9112)112) 

lfl\·. ~ll-TA-1"1 

Coml'lo .... T"""'°"'CY~UarlkdUCI 
l'INIDoa-·llxhlh~LiO(~) 

Wilhdmwn rWi1hdtl'-

Withdrl\m IWilhdr11w11 

rHP 

HP 

HP 

HP 

HP 

I 
Wilhdmvn jWnbdrown 

HP 

HP 

HP 

HP 

Widtdmva Wilhdra\vn 

WilhdtQ\vn Witbdnnvn 

W1tlu!ro.\Y11 W11hdruw11 

Withdrn111 Wi!bdra\\'D 

Hit'i 

Willulrowo rid!dmm 

IHITi 

.... ,. 

?~1fR~R~: 
Wi1hdruwn Withdr::awn 

Withdnnvn Withdniwn 

Jmportation. A1rrin£,cn1c:nt, domcstic 111ono1J 
iadutty, remedy 

llnporta1ion, in(rintcn1crn. do.mcsUc 1111onu13 
mdus'1y, r=cdy 

lnt~tion, infrinJemcrtt.donicstio ll/lon013 
illdua1y, remody 

Importl.lion, inl'riftsc•lonl, domcs1ic 11n5no13 
industiy, rcmcdy 

Importation, in(rin£cmcnt, domestic; l/lonu13 
indushy, remedy 

Withdrawn Wilhdnimt 

lilnlpocUlion, infringcmcot, domestic l/IMOIJ 
mdUJUy, ,....cdy 

llrnpor11tion~ inrrinAcmcnt. domestic 1110nu1J 
indPStry, ra1acdy 

l lmpmtation., in(rillgc1ncat. domestic 1t11ono13 
Uid•stiy. mnody 

/lm~~omcnt.domeslk 11112013 
iildllSl!y,n:niody 

Withdrawn Withdnl\Vll 

Wilhdrawn Withdmvn 

Withdt:wil Wrthdmm 

Wj1hdnhTI1 Willtdnnm 

lmporiotioa., inrringcnicnt.dornc~lic 1/1012013 
industry. remedy 

Wi1bdrown Withdrawn 

JmportDtion, inl'ringcmcnl, domestic 11110!2013 
indllStly, ,..,cdy 



IC)(..()202 Hil'i·s Third Supplcmcnto1 RcspoDSCt to 'rPL.'s Yusi l11tcrroaa1.orics (10Jl2/12) 

CX-0203 c Ht'Ti"J Fourth Snpplc:mcn.tnl Rcsponsc1 lO TPL's First Jn1crrog11torics (l l/lal/12) 

CX.020<l c HiTi's Rcspomos la TPL 's SeCOfWl l111crrogctorics {WI0/12) 

CX.020l Hi1"os r"" Supplcow..W 11cspo .... 10 TPI..'J Sccood lotcnv;• orics (9/2'112) 

CX·02U6 le IHiTi's-ndS•pplcmcn11I R<spont<S IO TPV• Second lnlcrroptorics (10/22/12) 

CX.0207 IC IHiTi'• Responses to TPL'sThitd fntCNOumorict (9n4112) 

CX.0201 I IHiTi'J FimSapplem .. 111 RosponooJ lo TPL'sThird l•ICm>plOrics (I0/2Ui2) 

CX.0209 . - ic:· IWithdl'l,1'11 
---

CX.0210 IC Wi1hdmm 

rCX-tl'211 c Withdnnvn 

1cx-0212 c Withdnnvn 

CX.0213 IC Kinl:'I•• '•Responses to TPL'• Fint lntcrrog01orics(3f.Jl/12) 

CX-ll214 IC Wilhdl'Q,m 

OC·02U IC [Kingston's Supplcmcnlnl Rcsponses 10 TPL's rust Jntonog111ories(9117/12) 

CX.0216 r Wi1hdrown 

CX.02 17 IC IG!g•on ·, Sccood S"Pl)lcolcntol Rcspo.,.. 10 TPI. ·, b11crros•IOri'1 Nos. 1,2,3,1 O,ll ,43)0 

'""'' (1112112} 

OC-0218 IC IKins11on 's Responses 10 TPL ·, Soeond lnlcno;•oriet (9n O/ll) 

CX-0219 c Kin1sion 's St1pplcmenlal Rcsponse1 la 'J'PL's Sccoud la.tcn'OgAIOrics (9/17/12) 

CX-0220 c Willufmwn. 

I 

I 

llw. U7°TM4I 
c...,,._~"°""'""Limi1a!U.C. 
FINI llocllnacayl!>dnl>it Ust(~•) 

HITi 

HiTi 

Hiri 

IUTi 

Hi Ti 

IHiTi 

rm 
Withdrawn (Withdnn-.n 

Withdrowit Withdmm 

Witlldtawn Withdmm 

Withdrawn Wilhdrawn 

Kin.Pt•• 

r•bdro\Yn --1Wi~>dr"'vn 

I I~ .. 

Wilhdmvn Wi1bdrawn 

Kin'110• 

Kin9s&on 

Kin 1st an 

Withdntwn Withdrt,vn 

'*n 

Jmportolior;:-iNrlnsoncnt, doR\Cdic 11110/2013 
industry. remedy 

lmportatK>a. ~cmcnt. dorncsti.; 1111012013 
U\dustry, rcmcc!y 

lDlpon111ioa, intri.agc:;incnt, domestic llll0/2013 
indu1tty, remedy 

Ir'llpott:i lion., iP.rringcmenc,, dorucsoo 11110/2013 
inchostiy,IQ!\cdy 

lmport111toa. ~cnt. domestic I 1110/2013 
industTy, nncdy 

Jlm~cmcnl, domcslic 11/1012013 
indtrshy, remedy 

rmPortllion, mfrin1ea1cn~ doo1cstie lll!l/2013 
lndustry, remedy 

(Wil~dnawa I Withdrawn 

Wilhdro.Wl'l Withdrawn 

Withdnmn Withdmvn 

Withdrawn WilhdmY!I 

Jmponmion, W"riztgtll1cnt, don1ottic 1/1012013 
"uldastry. remedy 
I 

W"!thdr.rwn Wilhdnmn 

rmportatiott. infrinscmtnl., domcstio l/10/2013 
indQSITy, ron>cdy 

Withdrawn Wilhdrawa 

Jrnpott11tion . infrinsc1ncnt. d010cttie 1110/21113 
induslr)', remedy 

lmportDtion, infrine.c1ncnl,domcstie 1/111/2013 
indllllry. rcn1cdy 

1ntportmioa, infrinnetnettl. clomcstie 1110/lU IJ 
ir1du1Uy, remedy 

Wilbdtawn IWilhdmwa 



Inv, )J7.TM41 

~T..mo"""'""""";,,LimftodU.C. 
F"...illocumc1farrl!<hi1'itList(c.n.p..honsh•) 

~;~:~ ~~?; ri~~~~~~{Wf~{1.~i~G~~~~~%f}~~~i~2;~f§.~?t~i.;t ~J.;t~t~;~#~~~ ~~;l.)?:S.t~;~~:; *~r~{i,1~~}~2J~;~f,E~~; ~~~f~·~:r.;(~J!f!!~~;~~I7f11~:·~-'. 
CX..022 I Withdnnm Withclrawn Withdrawn Wit1w:lrow'l'I 

CX-U222 c Witl\dnnvn Withdr°'"' 
-

Withdru\Vn Withdnr,..-i r~WD 

rCX-0223 NewcssJRoscwill's Rc$ponscs 10 TPL's FirS1 lnlo1TOc;il<>rics (6/S/12) Ncwcsg/ROIC'IVin lmportotion., Wri11Btn'cnt, domaatic IJ11Dn013 
indus!ry, remedy 

IC'<-0224 c Nc\,.~•s First SupplctnCJ1ta.I Respo11$C$ l0 TPL's Fnl lnlCfrOlaloric:s (9/1'4/12) Ncwqg/Ro,cwiU fmportotion. itl/rinlcment. domestic ll/1012013 
industry, remedy 

rcx.022.5 IC I Ncwcgg/Rost;wiU 's Second Sttppletncniat Respoatcs io TPL • 1 Flnt lntcrTOgDloricl NC\~SCTrill lm.porution. illfrinscnu:na, domcrtic 1111012013 
(l0/21112) ""1n1tiy,....,ody 

cx-0226 IC Nt-~ll·s Socolld Supplonioni.l l\cspoDscs 1o Tl'L's Finl lnt<m>S11orics No"c~SCTrill lmportDtion. inl'ringOnlcnt., domestic 11110/2013 
(11/Wl2) indnttiy, ronicdy 

[CX-0227 1 Wilhdrawn Withdruwn Wilhdrawu Withdt1\'t'l'I Wilhdnnvn 

IC.'<-0221 I Ncwca/ROSC\vill's Responses 10 TPL ·snird httcrroJUllOrics (9n.4/12) Ncwea/Roscwill lmpon111ioa. infrinaem.cnt., domcslic 1/1012013 
indusuy. n::mcdy 

C.'<·0229 Wilhdrnwn Withdrown Wi1hdrawn Wilhdta\"'1 Withdra,•n 

CX-0230 c Wilhdmwn Wilhdttnvn Withdrawn Withdrawn Wid1dnt\Th 

CJ(-0231 Wi1Junwn Withdtawn Wdhdrawn Wilhdr:1wn Withdnwn 

CX-0232 c Sot&o Epsoa'sRcsponscs1o TPL's F"nt ln1crrog11orics (l/ll/12) Seiko Ep!On lmporlAlion, Wrinccmcnt. domcslie 1111012013 
ind11stry, mnOdy 

CJ(.0233 IC IScil:o Ept0ft'1 f"ll'Sl Sttpplemenral Rc1po11sea 10 TPl..'1 Pim lntcrrogatorlcs:(l/l/12) Seiko Epson Importa1ioa, inOiJltcmcn~ domestic 1/10/2013 
t&dastty, rcirlcdy 

CX-0234 IC lSeil<o Epson's Scc:ond Arpplcmcu1al Rnponscs to TPL's Fitst lntcttoptorics (l/l&/12) Seiko Epson ln1ponction, infrinacmmu, domestic 1/10/2013 
mdust?)', n:mcdy 

CX·023l IC IScikb Epson'• Thin! Supplaoenlal Rcspc.,,cs 10 TPL 's First lnlerrogalerics (10/8/12) I I Sci1'o Epson llmpcttotion. Utftincem<n~ domcs6o 1/1012013 
ind.....,.,.......,. 

CX.0236 IC IScil<o Epson's founh S11pplcmcn..i RospcnscSloTPVs fot1 ln1cm>sotoric<(llJ/22/l2) I I Seiko Epson IImporution. int~cnt. domeaic 1/10/2013 
indMhy, .... oc1y 

CX-0237 IC I Seiko ~pson•s sr.ull S11pplcm"""11 Rcsponscs loTPL~Fnl lntetrOgaloti<:t (11/14112) I 1s..•0Epson l lm~ringcmcnt. domcslic 1/10/2013 

industry, 1C111ody 

CX-0238 c Withdmvn Wtlhdmn1 Wi1bdrawn Wtthdr"m Withdnmt 

CX-0239 c Seiko Epson.'• fint Snpplcraental Responses 10 TPL'• Sccoad b1.1cnogatorics (912&12.) Seiko Epson Jn1portation, infringement. ctomcsaic 1/10/2013 
indullry,=cdy 

CX·0240 IC )Wi1hdn11m IWilhdr""' IWid1dnwm IWi1hdrawn Wilhdmvn 

""" 



lm•. )Jl·Ti\.141 
C...~ Teclmloi:y l'mper1ics Umhod UC. 
;...i~-Lisl~"") 

L~~~~~~%i.ii~~~~~~~~-~~~~~;.%~t~~ti&.~~r~iii.~ij1;.t~ =~~%ls~f.~;.t4~11~;~~~f1.?~li~~~:.: 
CX•02'U Withdrewr1. Withdrawn Withdmwn Wilhdrawn Wilhdrawn 

CX-11242 IC With~wn Withdmvn Witbdtnwn Withdrawn Witbdr:iwn 

CX-0243/JX-0017 IC Wilhdnwm Wi1hdr°'"" Withdl'll'Til Wilhdttlwn WJS.hdrawn 

CX.02•4 IC WilhdmYO Widtdnnvn Wilhctrawn Wilhdt11\'M Withdnnvn 

CX-024'/IX-OO 11 IC Withdrawn ~-lW"1wlm.., W11hdmwn Wi.1hdr1wn Withdrawn 

CX-ol46 IC rilhdtn\YR WithdnnYn Withdnawn. Wi1hdrawt1. Wilhdmvn 

CX.0247 IC IWithdnnm !Wi1hdro:wn Wrthdrawn Withdtlr\\'ll Withdrawn 

CX-024& IC Withdrawn IWithdrtwtt Withdro.wn Wilhdrawa WitlidmVll 

CX-0249 IC Withdnnm Withdto-.vn Withdnn'Ytl Wilhdrown Withdr:wn 

CX.02.lO IC Wllhdm.., Wilhdnh'tQ Whhdrawn IWiLhdn1w• IWitbdruwn 

CX-02.ll IC IWithdram'I Wilhdraw11; Withdm"' rthd ..... ,w~~ 

I 
CX·02S2 IC Whhdmwn Withdnnm Withdnh'Ot jWithd11w11 IWithdnwn 

' 
CX-02'3 Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdtawn Withdf'O\Yf\ Wi1hdrawn 

I 
CX-02'4 Withdnn-wn Wilhclrowt1 Withdmvn WithdrAWn Witl1drawn 

CX-02.lS IC IWilhdnnYn Withdr:iwn Wilhdr.lwll Wdhdtt\m Widldnnvn 

CX.(J2.l6 IC Willldnnm W'rtbdnw11 Wilhdra'l.\'Jl Widwimvn Willtdr:nvn. 

CX-0257 IC Wilhdr:.wn W1thdmm Withdrawn Wilhdto\•n W'nhdruwA 

CX-02sa Withdrawn. Wrthdra,\'11 Witbdnnvn Wi11\drnwn Withdtt1wn 

CX-02l9 IC Whhdrawn WidHlrm·n Withdrfl\Yn Wi.1hdnrwn W!!hdf'lwn 

CX..0260 IC Wilhdra\m Withdnnm IWithdrn'tn IWitbdmwn · IWithdnwn 

.... ,, 



'. bw. l)7aTA.1141 
c..np1 .............. logy l'lvr<rllct Llonikd u.c. 
l'"nl ~ l!lchih• Lhl (Cm1p1.t1mon'<} 

~;~~~ ~~~· ~f.{~tt~1*mi~~~l~~&1il!#!fi~~ii.:P~~r.~*~ 
CX~26 t C Widtdrawn Wil.hdn:rwn 'drawn 

CX-0262 c W~bdnlwn IWilhdn1wn Wilhdfl\'IQ 

·•CJ<.()263 c Willldnlwn ~ Wilhdmwn 

CX--0264 c Wi1hdrown Wil~vn Wi1hdru\\ld 

CX.(J26S c Witbdttawn Witltdnrw11 Whhdr1wn 

CJC.()266 c r ithdm"1 Witbdf'DWtt Widulrawn 

CX--0267 c 

1

Willuln1vn Widtdnrwn Withdruwn 

CX-0261 c IWithdtQ\VW\ Wi1hdn1\Yn Withdrawn. 

CX--026? c Withdraw" Withdrawn Withdro"'n 

CX-0270 c Withdra\wn Wilhdmvn Wi1hdmm 

CX.0271 c lw;1hd~m1 WithdmY11 Wilhdrawn 

CX--0272 c [Wi1hdnawn Wi1h.drawn Withd!'1WTI 

CX·0273 c Wi1hdr.wm Witlldnrwn Withdrawn 

CX-0274 WithdrO\m W1thdrown W1thdrin.vn 

CX-027S Withdruwn. Witltdruwn Widtdnnm 

CX·0276 c W1thdta\\'n W'i.hdmvn Withdro\\'f1 

CX-0277 c Wilhdl'1\rn Wilhdnnvn Wi1bdtt\Yn 

CX.U271 c WitbdrD\vn Wilhdrawt1 Withdmm 

CX-0279 Widldrawn Withdrawn Withd~\'t'n 

CX.(J21U c Withdrawn Wi1hdnnvn Wilhdmvn 

...... 

;·,;:; ;-

,)ft' ~4'fu .. ~~:~iB~~-~~i~f; 
Wilhdr:nwi Withdrawn 

Wi1hdr:n.vn Wilhdr:nm 

Witl.dnnvn Wrthdnrwn. 

Wilhdrawn Withdmm 

Wi!.hdrawn Wilhdnr.vn 

Withdrawn Wi1bdrnwn 

Withdr.1\vn Withdnnm 

Wi1hdt1nTn Wifhdt:ntn 

Wilhdrown Withdl'lnvn 

Witbdrnwn. Witbdnnvn 

WMdrDWll Withdrawn 

Wilhdn1wn Withdrawn 

Withdrawt1 Wilbdr.r.Vll 

W11.hdt'O\n1 W11hdf"8'Yll 

Withdrawn Wilbdnnm 

Withdml'll ,Withdrawn 

Wilhdl'IW11 Withdrawn 

WilhdlllWn Wilhdnlwn 

Wiobdmwu Wl1hd,.,.,, 

Withdrawn Wrthdouwn 



CX-02lll 

cx.0212 lc 

CX-ll283 IC 

CX-0284 

ex.mu lc 

CX-0286 IC 

C.'C-0287 IC 

cx-0211 IC 

CX-0219 IC 

CX-0290 

CX-02'.>l IC 

CX.0292 IC 

CX-0293 IC 

CX--0294 

CX-Ol9S 

CX-0296 IC 

CX-0297 IC 

CX-0298 IC 

cx.0299 IC 

CX-0300 IC 

Inv. :4)7~TM41 
eom,l•"""'T~........,iut.1in1~dUC. 

nr.1 °""""""" Eabibi4 Llot CComrrchcnU«) 

~ml.~).~i~~~ ii~~l.i¥.J:·~~~~A~~~~~ i-~;~1t~~f~ti1.!t~ 00;*71~;r=~~1~~~~~~x~~:Y: 
Withdrttwft Withdnwn Wrthd.naw11 Wi1bdrawn 

Wi1hdrawn Wj1hdrcwo WilhdtAwn Wilhdnnvn Withdnn•n 

Wilhdr:s.wn WiOidnnvn WithdnlWft Wi1hdmwn wntidrawn 

Withdro\Yn Wilhdmwn Wilhdra\'Yl'I Withdtawn W-othdnnvn 

,Widtdrawn Wlthd:rawis Wi1hdmwn Withdr1wn W11hdrmvn 

Withdrawn IW.Uidm,. Wi1Mmw11 Withdr•wn Withdttwn 

Witb.dt:l;wll IWi.tltdnnm Withdrown Withdmm Withdnnvo 

Wi!hd1'3Wn IWithdrr;m 

I 
Withdmvn Wi1hdtown Withdl'ft\vn 

Wilhdmn r illidnmn Witbdrnwn Withdrawn Wilhdnr.Yrl 

Wilhdrawn IWill'Clrl\Yll Witltdttl'vn Wt1hdtown Wilh.dtDWI'!. 

W'rtbdrQWQ Withdrawn Withdrmwn Wi1hdt11wn Withdrawn 

Wirhdnnm Wilhdrowa Wilhdmvn Wttlw:lr11wn Withdmvn 

VoWo 3!15 ProdPCt SpcciftetUioti DELUJ000090S- O.lc Suscaino lnrrinscmcnt l/1012013 
DELUJOOOJ094 

$752 Uset's Mon111I 
--

\TPLI 02764&. TPLI 027824 Oa.te-Bn«1ino ln(rinacmcnt 1/10/2013 

- - -- -
MJ97o PtociUCl spcc;r,....,. TPLl037694-TPLI037696 O:lc: BuJCaino lnfrint:cment ll!l/2013 

lSD Spccif1<111""1s Pm1 I VI.OU Scc1;c.n 3.S-3,7 TP!.3 79909-TP!.310092 Da.lo Busc:aino l1nfringe•'4:•1 r/10/2013 

IMfC-J<ISIODW Schematics BRO'rHER000.141149 
llROTH.ER.00054&46 

Oatc:Buscaino l"'trins.,ncn1 1•110/2013 

BROTHl!R000.14&~6 

MFC-J6.l fOOW HOM IBROTHCR000611 IJ- Delo Buscoino 1nrriniJcmcn1 l"J0/2013 
BRDTHER00061120 

W-llhdraWn IWi1hdraw11 Wilhdr.n.vn Withdrnwn IWhhdruwn 

Ci:i:i7sC De1111hoct ICANITCOOOl74-212 I Dalo B..J<aino t1nrrin11Cmcot llll0/2013 

...... 

. ' 



1nv. m-TM11 
C..0,~ ..... To<lmolocyl'rarcrtO. Liono.d ll.C'1 
rnl--·lll<hiHUst(C...~J 

ifs~~~~~~$;; (-if1~t~1~ :i~ff~~110~~z~~ ;~;~l~t~?;~~r irrzs0~~i~lp\}~!;'. ;f!;.~xGf5;t~~~t,tx;:;~r~~ :~t~:s~~'.(I:~::~(:_:;: 
CX.UJUI c MG11220 QMJ-'.1716 board ocliem11ios .... ~·--·- · - -- - - . -\,.l\Nll\..UWQI r·~., ..... no rlnfringcincnl 11110720!3 

DELLOOOOOOOI· 101te:&1se:i110 J lnfringcme11t I 111012013 
DELLOOOOOl\6 

CX-0302 Vostro 35'5 Owttu's Mmtqaf 

CX.(JJUJ c Vosrro 355S Schcma1ics DELL00000775. 
DELL00000877 

I D•lc lloseaino jlnfri119C111ml 11110/2013 

CX-0304 c Dell l9inl Lons~ Reader DELLOOOOO&ll- D11oauscat110 jtnfrinscmern 
-

111912013 
DELL00000904 

DEl.L00037797- Dale Buscaino 
--- -Jlnfrillgcmcnt 1111012013 CX-oJo' c Tm I Ctnl Co"""'tor 

DEL!.00037100 

DELL000392l3· DalcBllSCDino 1 l11frinJ1Cmen1 111912013 
DELLD0039213 

CX-0306 c 19in1 Loa1 Bay Reader 

OELL000391X4"' '031e Buseaino 1 lnCrln£cment 111912()13 
Dl!LLD00'.193 12 

CX-0307 c l!>m I Long Bay Rcodcr 

Wilhdrawn 
-

lW;tl1dr.wn 
---

Wi1hdrinvn 
---

lWrthdmTII CX-0301 c WithdJ'Qwn 

CX-0309 c S7S2 SChomatics FJDOS4104·FJ00j4921 IDnlc BttlCaino Jn.fringemcnl 1111012013 

CX-0310 c 4inl Card ComledOr HITJOOOODS l°'le Suscaino Tnfrinaemcn1 11/21/2013 

CX-0311 c Pl lOS Scben.11tics HITIOOl<72-lllTl-001473 IDaloBnscaino Jnrrin1ament 11no12013 

CX-0312 c CSIS.2$•-•~• JCrlCICOMcctor HPOll9674-HPOISIG77 011leBuscaino lnfringoincnE T/IU/2013 

CX-O)IJ IC IHP175739·7'1;HPIDll S1or1ellCmd RcaduScl1C•n111ico HP01?613-Hl'Oil><i8' Oolo Buscaino lnfrin!,cntcnl 11110/2013 

cx.0314-- lc-- HP IOI! S..tgcll6inl ModillCord R<odcrspocir.:alion 1'1P089615-710 D1lc8u50ll:ino Infringement 
---

l/I0/20fJ 

CX-03lS c 2i:al Card Connector HPl72142·HPl7143 Dalc&scrino lnfrin$cmcn& 1/111/2013 

CX-0316 c Mcn1ory Stic:L:IMcmory Slick Pro spccirttlllions Vl.l HPl7,436-HP17S477 011.bBuscllino Jn(rin~icnt l/10/2013 

--
HPl7S73!1-HPJ7S7SI I o.rc Bnsclino lnfringcm~cnt l/10/2013 CX-0317 

--- c AU6433 TceM~ Rofcrc,nco ManoDl 

CX-0311 c A~76 T~IWcat Rd'cn:acc Manni HPl7'779-HPl7S791 \Dole Doscaino ln!iingcmOllJ 1/10/201) 

1HP17ll8G-HPl7SSl2 IOalc Buscoino 
---

lllfriogcmcnl 1/10/201 ) CX-0319 c HP644491.00I Cania..derS<:hcmatics 

CX.oJ20 c PJ1otosrnart .S.S 10 Schcn111icr, Oopositi>n of D1Yid Trit>o~ Exhibit 4 HPl 7600G-HP176004 IDlllc-Boscaino 11nrn.seo1cn1 1/1012013 

...... 



lnl-. l37-TM14l 
C""l'loioeol T ...... lor.~!Jntild!IJ.C'• 
Ym:ll DmltMtlltr)• l!lthibit Urt(Cruntirthmh\<c) 

~~.;~;?~}~· ~~; ~~~~)l~~~l~%~?i~~~£I;~~1S1t$;l~~lY.;i i1~~1l:.~ft.~~, i~tiJl:+:&~~t:lt~: ~};~~zf~:~l.~!~~r~'.· ,,;~:·~·!~~~1;1f:~'.f;%ii~S~~;f.\~'. 
CX.032I u t:•L.1-·- " ".._ .. _ ___ " "''·~ - ~ ..... . . 

IWilhdrD\vn Withd"wn TTIU1UUP"" n .. UUl•1TI1 lwmw""'" 
CX-<1322 IJt'l'SSIJO Datm:hcct ROSEOOOlS61-ROSEOOOlS8l D11bD,tseaino lrtftfoscmcnl l11')nOl3 

CX-0323 IC Artjoan 730 Sch<:marico SECUl_0013733 Dn1c Buscoino htfrinscmc1u IE.,cludcd 114113 

CX-0324 IC RTSS JS1 Dotosl>CCI SECl4l _OOJ62S8- D1leB1J.JCtlino lnfrinccmcnr lll')nOlJ 
SECl4l_0036213 

use 2601n602 011u1CC1 
--

\SEC84l _OOJ6339· DDICI llusc11ino lnfririJ:,cmCnl \111uno11 CX-032~ 
SEC84 I_ 0036364 

CX-0326 IC USB26D2IUSX2007 Epson Fmnw .. Spco SECUl_OD67848- OD.loBum:aina lnfringcrnont ll/IU/2013 
SECK41_0067S60 

CX-0327 Brolllcr Qoicl< Setup Guida TPLI027Sj6-TPL1027l!IS Oab Buu:.Uno lnfrinsemcnt r/111/2013 

CX-0321 Artisan 730 Product Brochure TPL1027554·TPL1027'll Dale Buscnino lnrrin~cmcnt 11110/2013 

CX.0329 Pl IOS Product Biocllorc lTPL1027S96-TPL1027S99 lDoloBttsoamo 
--

1ntrl;ieznent 11110/2013 

CX.0330 PllOS UscrM,.ool ITPL1027600-TPL1027631 I Do1c Bttscaioo lnfrin,ou1cnl T 11ono13 

CX-0331 Witbdr1wn Wi1hdrawn. Withdrawn Witbd"'vn IWlUid"""' 

CX-0332 Artimn 730 olocuooio User's Guida Maa1oryCurd T)!>CI TPLI 027632· TPLl 027639 DaloDuscamo fnfrill1emcnt r/10/2013 

CX-0333 Misan 730 Quick Guide TPL10276'10 Dole Boscaino htfrinscmont 11110/201 3 

C)(..())34 S752 Nolebook Data SllOel TPL1027641-TPL102764l Dole Buscaino lnf~mcrt 11110/2013 

CX-0335 M(i&8200 series ort-!Cf'OCI\ rMn•al Mil:.-Componoal1 TPL102M019 D~JcBISC-llinG lnfringcmcnl 1110/2013 

f MGiK200..,..,. on.,.,..., mmol Sa11i-s up U.c c..i s1o< "'"" Montory Cord Driva orli>a TPl..l 028020-TPL.l 02102<1 On.le Bu~ lnfrin;cmcnt 1/10/2013 
Computer 

CX-0336 

CX.0337 W-1!.hdra,ni Witlldtowa Wilhdniwn W'ilbdr.iwn Withdraw., 

CX-0331 MCil200 si:ric1 spcciOc;otiom TPL1021027·TPLI021021 DalcS.-ioo 1nrrfngomonc 111ono13 

C'<.0339 6inl m11.lti-mcmorycotd COftl'ICciOC" TPLJ02103J-TPL1021034 Dale Dase1ino lnl1'ingc:ntc111 1110/2013 

CX.QJ4U 6i11l 11111l1i.naem0t)'catd conned.or TPL1027546-TPL1027'47 Dalo 8v.tc11ino lnfrizl1cm1cnt 11110/20 13 

, .. ,, 



tmdl1·TA-141 
C..,..,,......Tcchnoloc:f Pn>patinLilnilcdUCJ 
l'lnll--lf)'l!xllibllUst(Com~) 

~A~~~r.~~*~~r)f.l2~i$~l;.~~1~!~l.ts~ft~r1i~rt;~]I~~~~}~~~i~#i~1si! ~i~~~~~!i!.-ft ~ili~i~~tt~~~*lY~~ti: 
CX-0341 TPLI027.l48-TPLl027l49 Dale B11.c.ino lrurinJ10•><•'1 

CX.0342 7ESMD·XO-OOOO 6illl Cllll Conncc1or TPL I 02103.S. TPl.I 028037 Dale !li11c•mo Infringement 1111012013 

cx.oJ•l 727003lSJXX Ginl Cord Connector TPLI028038·TPLl021039 011loB'1tcaino lnfril\gCl'Qcnt h/10120 13 

CX.034<1 'inJ Cr.rd Coancctor TPL1037334·TP1. 1037JJj D:ilcBvscaino Jnliirlgeuu;fll l111112Ul3 

CX.()34l Aspire llolcbook Series Qui:!< Guido TPLl03733C..TPLI03734l Dale Buscaino fnfrin£cmcnt /J/1012013 

CX-0346 A1pirc 77.SO Series Notebook SpccifteedionJ TPLIO'.l7346-TPLI037J49 Dole 8QSC1ino hurini;cnu:nt /1/1012013 

CX-0347 A•pitc XI 93l Sotvicc Guide 'rPL10373'°-TPLl037361 D:1Jc Bciscaino lnfringcau:nt /1/10/2013 

CX.0348 AU647l Tcclmicul Rcre,,,,,.. M011U•I TPLI037632·TPLI0376ll Oalc 8us;.oino lrUringancnl. I IN/2013 

CX-0349 Rosewill USB 2.0 E.'dcml1174·lft.I Card Rc&dcr Prodact Specific.Won TPLI0376l2-TPLJ(>l76l) Da.lo BuK:oino Infringement I 1/10/2013 

CX.0350 I IHP 630 Mainlon1nca ;n1 Servic:c: Gbidc;DcposiliOnorR.obi" Cm1cD., E.Uibil 17 TPLIO'.l7634-TPLI037677 Onie Buscdino Inr~cnt 11110/2013 

CX-03.1 1 I --ICompactfluh Spccifteation Rev 4.0 Soction 4.2 TPLIOJ7697-TPLIOJ7891 D:JlcBusenino t...rringcmcnt ll/10/2013 

CX-03l2 1 }Stni>isl: SmltlMcdia 64M8 Product Manual Scc:tioft J TPLI 03 7892·TPLIOJ79.ll DAie Base.Uno lnfringomc:al T'I0/2013 

CX.OJl3 -- I !HP h•ilio• HPE h9-l 130 PrOduCI Spccific.tion TPLl038049-TPLluJB0.!6 DaloButc:Jino lnfrin&eoncnt p!I0/2013 

CX-03l4-- \C \ 11tc MulliMedioCard S)'lk:m Specification Vl.3 t Section 2 TPLIJIJ16-Tl'LIJl~l Dale8t1sai1itto lnfring:nnen& 1/10/201) 

CX-03'5 IC /Tho MuitiMcd;.c.rd S)'tlcm Spcc:ific:llion 14.1 s..tion l TPl.371310-TPU71474 DalcBuscai.no lnlnns<mcnt l/10/2013 

CX-<>356 IC \SD Spc:OJ".,.,.,.. Pon I V2.00 ScclK>n 2 TPU7972~-TPU79901 O.lelluJamo ln(ringcraont 1/10/2013 

CX-t>l.17 I lxD·Ptc1tu1i Cml Specificalior\ Version l.20 TPL3\IOG97-TPLJ90762 OatcBasctino lnfringcmenl 1/10/2013 

CX-UJ.11 ____ I (xD·~h1ro Card Form1t Spccincation Version l .l I Section 2 Appcrwiix 3 TPLJ90777-TPLJ9081.I Dn)c BQscaino lntringcmcnl l/1!112013 

ICX-03.19 

1 

1.0.Piorare Qin! Hos! Ciuidolinos v...;.., 1.20 Scctioa 4.5 TPL3901I6 -TPL3908U Dale Busc.aino htfrinscmcnt l/10/2013 

/CJ(-0360 I !Memory Slick Pro SpccU1eation Sunun.asy Dec. 2004 Section 4 TPLJ910K4-TP1.391 II I Dalo 811.SCilino Infringement J/!012013 

...... 



Jnv. ~l7·TM41 

Corop-.T""""""'~l.lmi..SUC. 
... 1 Docuoicrdol)' Ellh."b;t Li~ (c..n,mimsil•l 

~~~~~ i:M5Ji1*~~£t~i~~~~~t?rt~¥ri.~t;~n~f~tf~l~~~i~: ~ii~~~~~~~~t1i~J.~t.~]ii~ti.~1~~~~j,f©i~~j~;~: 
CX-036l SanDisk SO~ Prodnct Manual '1/2.2. Scetio11 I TPU9l,O!>-TPU916ll lnfrinacment l/l0/20J3 

CX-0362 SanDisk MlllliMcdia<:Md ProdUC1 Mrumal Rev. 2--Scction I TPL3916Jl-TPL3?1717 lo.1cB\.1CDino Tnlringcmcnt 1111012013 

CX-0363 Brother Bui<: l/sct .. Guide MFC.J6SIODW BROTHER000092Jll- IDaleBu..,.ino 11nltinae111ant 11110/2013 
BROTHER00009400 

C'C-0364 Wilhdruwn W'llhdrawn Wi1bdrnwn 1Wi1hdr11w" 1Wi1hdrown 

CX-036' . IC: Dcd61'1fion of Corio11C1iy 'Yif' Ddl SpecificatGns DELLOOOOOH1H- DaJcBD.llCllino \ lnfringcmcn.1 \llJ0/1013 
DELLOOOOOSBI 

CX-0366 IC RtaltcL: RTSSIJI DELl.00037801- DaloBast:aino jhlfringcmcnl 11110/2013 
DELl.D0037813 

CX-0367 IC Rcallol: RTSS209 HPOB9839-HPOll98' I D:iSa B11sc3ino !nfrin~n.enl 11110/2013 

CX-03611 IC Withdriiwn. Withdmvn Withdnnvn Withdrawn lWillodm'" 

CX-0369 IC Rccllck RT!.1411 HP17'471·HPl7,,20 041Jo Snscaino ll\fringcn.'cnl ll/1012013 

CX-0310 Bmw!com BCMlmU Product Brief TPLIOJ8147-TPLI03114H Dalo Busoaino lnftingcmcnl llll0/2013 

CX-0371 JMicron JMBJBI Product Brief ITPLI0381'7-TPLI03iim--1o•i0ilascano lnfringcmcnt 1111onm 

CX-0372 IJMicron JMB38l Product Brier ITPLl03ll,1-TP!.10311SJ I Dale Dasr:aioo Inrrinscrncnt 11110120 13 

CX-0373 JMicronJMB3l7 Product Brief ITP!.IOJl.,4-TPLI03ilS6 lD1lc Buscoino ln!Mgomcnl ll/10/20IJ 

CX-0374 Alcor Micro AU6437 Tcclnticll Rcfcrcnco Manual ITPLI031127-TPLIOJ&l46 l Dale Buscaino lnfrin,cnuw 11110/2013 

CX-037S JMicronJMB3B9 Product Brier ITPLI038160-TPLI0311G2 IDnJoBascai1'° lnfringcmcnl 11110/2013 

CX-0376 IC Rca1tc1< ms U9 I HP019R I O-HPOB9824 !Dalo 8u9':aino W"ritscmcnt T11ono13 

CX-03n Withdrawn. Wilhdr.nm Withdmm Witbdra\'fn IWillidnrw" 

CX-03711 IC A leer Mien> AU647l D.ELL00089394· Oalo8u9Caino l•l'nogement 11110/2013 
DEU.00019410 

CX-037'J IC Pl~n>n CM4S-ORS BROTHEROOOl79GO- OoloBnQno JnrrinSCITlcmt ll/I0/201J 
BROTHEROD08104S 

CX-0310 IC MBHMll2oPMC-G-DNDEI P .. 10 BROTHEROOl37l34 I Doile Buscaiao !Jnrrin"""1•nt 11110/lOll 
DROTHERDOl37l29· 
BROTHEROOIJ7'3l 

..... 



Im•. :n7-TA.841 
Contp~Tcc:Malftig_1'PmJtaaii1:$l.imitccJ UC. 
Final °'1c\1111Cn!lry l?xbibic U. (CatttrfCbmsh"C) 

CX--0381 c M88AA•l21PB-0El Ool<o BRO'fHl!ROI0,3254 lnfrinscn1Crtt l/I0/201J 
BROTHER010S3247-
BROTHEROIOS325S 

CX.0382 IC IMB!AA4011PB Apricot IBROTHEROl 146904 I D::alo Busc11ino II11rrinsc1ne11t 11 /10120 13 
BROTHEROl 146!!>6-
llROTHERO 1146906 

CX--0383 c Y11m11ichi HOO l-A022 BROTKERo0088318· )Dalo oU~aino I rnrn11aemon1 I 1110/2013 
BROTKER000883G3 

CX.0384 c Wi1hdtawn Wi1bdraw11. 1Withd.,1•m 1 w;11u1,..,. 1 Witbdni"" 

CX.(J38S c Fujitsu FCN-S6HQo2'J CANITCOOO 11 S-
CANITCOOO 130 

I Dale Buseaino 11nrrin&"'"cnt 1111012013 

rCX-0386 c Gencsys Losic Gl.337C CANITOJOOl32· IDnloBnscaino llnfringcmettt h/1012013 
CANrrcooo1n 

iCX-0317 c Tnisol Electronics Co. Ud. WSI -71)')1 CANITOJOl342 1 Dolo Buteaino ----1'nfringcnu"'t 1111012013 

[CX--0318 
IC 

\nlcsratcd Cim•il Solutions IC1230.F l2BLQ(G) CANITC001297-
CANITCU01323 

JDa'° Buse.ilno I lnrringonu:1111 11110/2013 

IC'C--0319 IC jFOllCDnn WK21921-C2-4F CANITC001843 1 Dole Bo1toino . --- --·11.rn._.,., 1111012013 

CX.(JlVO c AlcorMicroAU6476-GBL CANITC00181). 
CANITCOO!B42 

ID•lcBu...,;no pnrrlnpncnt l11101201l 

Cl(.(1391 c Alps EleelrollicsCo., SCDBAOIOI CANITCOOl& ll• I D:11lo Bnscaino I lnfrinscntcnt 1111012013 
CANITC001112 

CX-0392 c Alcor Micro, Corp AUG378-GAL CANITCOO l380. Dale Duscaino lnfrin1CJJ1ent 11110/2013 
CANITC001422 

CX--0393 le I Rcalu:k SmiconduetorCO<P. RTSS209-0R FJIXl49SOl -FJUIM9S 13 011lcB1ulCllitto Inrria~cnt 1111012013 

CX-0394 IC }Rc,ltck Scniicondm:tcr Corp. RTS,229.0R FI0049Sl4- F1~952S Dalo. Butc11iao lnlri.11~omcn1 1111012013 

C'C-039' le I02Micro Corp. OZ71 IMZ2TN-A--O FJOOS5Rl3·FIOOSS849 OakJ Buscaino ln(ringcmcm 1110/2013 

CX-0396 le I02M;cro Corp. OZGOORl lLN· B-0-TR FJU055760-FJOO,,l l2 DaloBuscnino Jnrrinsement. 11101201! 

CX-0397 le IA1ps iiloch-1. -scoAAAu102 1r;gs> PIOllS1497·FllXIS IS70 Dtllc Busc1ino lnfringcmtnl 111unoll 

cx.039g le- IIn1cl CO<JI. AF&2SMJS FJIXISS98B·FJUDS6077 Oa1o Buscaino lnfri#p1cna 1110/2013 

CX--0399 -ic IYamoicbi Elcettonies Co., Ud. FRSOIR-23 ll--0 (fig 7,1) fJOUSlS71·FIDDSl611 Oek:Duse:ino lnf"ringcmcn1 J/IU/2Ull 

CX4t00 ~ - --re-- -- ITiiSofIDce1roi1C,-co..Lld P.\B 1E90 1A Hi1i000004 Dalo Duscnino Infringement l/I0/2013 

,, .. m 



bw. J:\1.TA..1.41 
C""'l'llrinmlT«hooJosyPrororlieo UaUlod lJ.C's 
..... 1 _......., ........ l.id(CoonpRh<nrin) 

1~:'.:t~t1~; $iJ:F. J~~r~~i.%~i~~1~~~t~i~~~~¥~fir;~D~~f~~i@~· " :~l$l 
ICX-0401 c Phison Electronics Carp. PSlOOl IHiti00002S..HiUOOOOG6 Dato Bust•ino 

CX.0402 c G"""'Y' Logic lac. GL826 IH•iOOO!oo:Ho;ooom Dalo Bucuino 

CX.0403 c T10wun ROl5 -DIO·LM IHPD900G9-HP090072 Ottlo Buscaino 

CX-0404 c Rcakok R1'Sl mE HPOt9796-HP0&9ll09 Dale Buscaino 

CX-04(Jj c JMicronJMB31S HPI 72'J27-HPl72956 Diie Buscaino 

CX-0406 c Rcultek RTS5159 HPI moa -HPlm21 04fo Buscaino 

CX.0407 c Schcnlalic HP019501 Dalo 8useoino 

CX-0401 c Al.PS Elcdric SCDA7Al3DO HPU895Jl·HPUl9Sl1 OalcBumoino 

CX.0409 c Rcllllck R'IS5219 HPOl9865-HP019'76 Dale Buseaino 

CX.0410 c ALPS Electric SCOAAAOIOO HP019189-HP089901 Dllla Bnscaino 

ICX-0411 
c Re.ltd; RTSS219 J:IP019152-HP019164 D.:00 B•seaino 

ICX-0412 c Nonhstar 72700327 Ill HP019735-f{Plll9731 011lolluse4i110 

CX--0413 c llultck RTS5158 HPOl9125-HPUll9131 Dato Busuino 

CX-0414 c PLASTRON CM4S-12' Series HPOl9563-HP089566 D.:1lc Buscoino 

rCX-0415 c PLASTRON CM4S.20'-H Series HPoi9567-HP0196GI Diie Busc:iino 

CX-0416 c !\£AL TEK Kl'Sl 131 HP0&9783-HPUR9'19S Dato Buseaino 

CX.0417 c PLASTRON CSIM.05"' Series HP019912·HP089915 D:.lc Busc:.aino 

CX--0418 c Pl.ASTRON CSIM-09'" Series Hl'tl'JU059-HJ'()')0062 Dale Bu!Cnino 

CX:..0419 c MSMl960 HPl73010-HPl73119 Dula Suscoino 

CX.0420 le PLASTRON CSIR-073-H-N HP089715-HPUl97la o.1ce.....mo 

...... 

,~.ff~r~ ~~?1t~1~~~f.<~~1i ·t,~~i}~~£~~~t~;r.?4~~~~ 
Infringement 

Jqt'rinprncnt 1111012013 

lnfringcrucnl 1111012013 

~cnt l lllU/2013 

lnrringcm.,. 1111012013 

lrtl"riagcmcnl l1/J0/201J 

JJ\fringcrncnl 11111112013 

~cnt ll/1012013 

rnfringcmcnt 111012013 

htfritlgemcnl 1/10/201.J 

lnCringcmCJtl l/IU/20 13 

lnfriftscmcnt l1110/2U l3 

~cnt 11110/2013 

Infringement 1110/2013 

rnrringcmcnt 1/11112013 

\Jnfritlg:menl 111uno1J 

ln.frinaentcnl 1/1012013 

Iftrtinscmcut 1/10/2013 

htfrinr;cntcnt 1/1012013 

fnfi.itlp1en& 1111012013 



!rw. m·TM<I 
Comp~ ..... ToclWlolor.""""'1ios LimiJod UC'• 
~nl~lldUhill.i>l(~.l 

~~~~£~\~-~~~i~~~f2t.~~~ta11li: ~~~~~t~f~~1~i.~~1. ~~x;~;~*:m~z~~~i~x:. 
CX--0421 --- - · <.: •1..•.im<uN cs I S-20 l ·H-N-11 p HPUl9'127-HP089730 D~lo 811scoino Infringement 1/10(1013 

CX-O<l22 c PLA.'.TRON CSLS·25',. Series HPOl9723-HP019726 Dalo Buscaino Itlfrirlgomonl 1111012013 

CX--0423 c JM~709 HPl72'.>87·HPl73019 D:'llc Bllscaino lnfrinscmcnt 11110120 13 

CX-0424 c REALTEIC RTSSl2H HPOK9770-HPOl!.17K2 Disla Buscoino Jnrrin;omcn.L fl/I0/2013 

CX--0425 c REAL TEIC RTS.'239 Hl'()l91?7-HPOl9111 Dale Buse1ino lnfrint;t:mcot fl /1012013 

CX-0426 c PLASTRON CSlS-3'8-H-N HP089743-HPOl9746 O@ Buscllino Infringement f 1/10/2013 

CX..0427 c PROCONN 179S.NOU9.0lA0 HP019732-HPOIV734 Diik:Suscaino IA!Mt.'Olllcnl r/1UJ21H3 

CX..0428 c PROCONN SDSNO'J-AO.OO" HPOl!>9Ul-HPOK990• Dale. Buseaino lnfrin;cmcnt fl/1012013 

CX--0429 c T•isol 156-1000302601 HP090065-HP090tJ(;G 0.:111o8t1scalno J.Urinsoauml 11/10/2013 

CX·0431l Wilhdni.wn W1thdl"Dwn Wilhdrawn Witbdnnvn fWilbdnn"' 

CX-0431 c T:iil\Y1m PSDBT5.o9GLBSIN14HO HP089506-HPOK9,I07 Dalollnsc.Uno rnrrinscmcnt ILILU/2013 

CX-0432 c Taomm PSDBTC.IDQLBS1Nl4HO HP089l03-HPCK950l IDisbBuscaino 11nr~.,,, 111012013 

CX·0433 c Tllilwun PSDATil-l IGIJ3SIN14HIHIP HPOS992 l·HPOA9913 !Dale BUseaino llnfrin1cment 1110/2013 

CX..0434 c T11isol ElcctroJ\ics Co., Ltd~ -143·1309400601: Deposition or David Tribalct. .E:diibit 5 HPl760.U.HP17602' IDA~Bule.!)ino llnfringomcmt 111012013 

CX-0435 c Hoo Hai Precision l•d. Co. Ltd. (FOXCONN) WK21927-ASS1-4H HP17601S IDaleB....,ino llnfri•-cnt 1110/2013 

CX-0436 c Sebonu11icr. Deposition oCOo\lid Triboict. Exhibit 7 HPl7l902 IOPlcBuscaino Unf1it1mcrt l/I U/2013 

CX--0437 c FCR-HSJ Sehcmaticso Deposit ion or Joel Ta11g. E,,hibi1 14 ICTU00510 I O=-b Buscaino 
-

I Infrin1pnent l/IOflOtJ 

CX--0431 .c IAl:or Micro Corp.AU647l 1'cchnical Rcrcn:ncc Monu•l DELl.000193n. 
DOLl.00019393 

1D•lc Buclino 1nrrmscmon1 1/11112013 

CX.0439 c JMicron Tcchnologr Corp, JM8380 Datashccl HPI 7214<1-HP 172926 !DoJc Bus:Dino Infringement 1/1012013 

CX-0440 c Wilhdr1wn Withdralm IWithdmm IWidid'°"'n Wirhdruwn 

.... ,, 



lrtt'.:137-T~t 
Ctimplainanr Tcchtl,10£1 Properti« Limited UC'• 
FirolDocwncNll)'El<hil>ilLbt(C.~•) 

;1~1~sc~ ~~;' m~w,11.~~1-~~t~~t&~~~~?. !,~~iirw~ ,!:~1zi.ii1~~~~!~ ·!~~i11.~§~;j~7i.!~1~~J¥.tt*rt~: 
" "' • Withdrawn 

~ 
1wuaanrwn 

c Will\drawn 

Withdrawn Withdrtlvn Withdns\vn 

Withdmvn Withdtai\Vn WilhciJ'awn 1W.1hdm"1 

CX4143 c Rc.kck Sco1<:oociadorCorp. RTSl128 FJOU4947S-FJOU49417 D~oeusemno lnfrinscmcnt 1111012011 

CX-0444 c Withdrawn WilhdntWl'I Wi1hdrnwn Witbdnwn Withdrawn 

CX-0445 c Wrthdnnvn W11hdn1wn W1thdtaWII Wilhdr.twn Wilhdrawn 

CX-0446 c W'dhdr•Wh Wilhdt4wn WilhdntWn Witbdtvwn W.Oldmvn 

CX-0447 c Withdrawn Withdrawn. Withdn,vt\ Withdmvn Withdra\Yn 

I 

CX-IWll c Will\drawn Withdrawn WilhdfD\Vll Withclruwn W"dhdrmn 

CX-0449 c Withdnawn Withdrawn Withdrawn W"lllld""" Withdnrwn 

CX-Q4SO c W.Wlnlw>I Withdr1wn Wilhdrawn. Withdrawn Withdrawn. 

1 
CX-04Sl IC 02 Micro lmcm.otioool Lkl. OZ600FJOLN FJOOSS717-FJOOS5759 Dale Buc.aino Jn(ringon1on1 1/10/2013 

CX-0452 IC Withdmm Wilhdrawa Wilhdrawn Wrthdllhm Withdmvn 

I 
CX·04'3 c Wi1~rawn. Withdrawn Wirhdrawn Withdrnwn Wi1hdmn 

1· 
i 
ICX-04S4 c Yamaichi Elcc1ronics Co. !Ad. 4.; .. 1 (SD,MMC, MS,xD)- FRSDl6.JOOQ.O(Ol) SECl41_UUJJIS2- DlloBuscaiao 

l 
ltt1rfins;cmcnt l/lll/2013 

SECl41_1l0331S4 

CX-04SS le IY1maichi Elccttoaic:s Co. LuL J..in-l (S01 MMC. MS}- FRS016'JIOO..O SECl4l_0034S4l- Dato Bmelioo lnrringcsncni Excladcd 1/4/ll 
SECl41_0034SS4 

CX-04S6 IC \Rooltck Seeniconduc.1or Corp. RTSS I j6-VOD-GR SECl41_003S419- Dnlo Bn1ooino lnfrin$(1Dlllftl l/I0/2013 
SEC!41_003S43l 

ICX.04S7 c Renem Eleolrooics Corp. XOICOICC I CA96 SECl41_00137SI- DllloBascmoo 
SEC141_0013760 

lnfringcmcn.t l/lll/2013 

1cx.oos c Yama;.Jii Elcc""'""' Co. Ltd. 3·"1-l (SD, MMC, MS-0.o)-FRS0l9-3000.Q(OI) SECl<l_OUJ4132- Oa~BuMno IDl'ringemcnt 1110/2013 
SECl41_00l41J6 

f CX-04S9 HP P•rt Slorc Produd l.nt - 64449 l-OOI TPLI 046146-TPL I 0461 SI Oak:Duscairo Jnlringemcnl E-.cludcd 1/4/13 

LCX-0460 HP Part Sloro Prodnc;a l..W: - 644492..00 I TPLI 046 l l 2-TPLI04G I S3 O.lc Bo,c.oino ~ell( IE,cludcd 1/4113 

... ,, 



Irw. lU-TA..841 
Cmiploirom Tc<ln>~ l'n>pli1iro Umlled LLC1 
Ptml ~Elthllllll.W(~b:nrh'C) 

8~~J;,~B~ ~~-:~:.~~1~i~1!t~~~~~f~~;~~~t~mfil~~~~~~?.h~i~Jf~cit~~~(~~:~~,1:;; ~r~~~~~~{i~&~~~~:~i1r;1!rs~J~8?:-
CX-046l -·· ······· - - · -1ri..1u.Jo.J11u U.lJC uu.:;mno lnfrinc,cment l1111l12013 

CX-C462 Photograph or Acer Dcsl..1op AX1?35 TPLI038376 Dale Dusca.ino lnJrinsmicat h/10/20 13 

CX-046J Pho105raph of Acer Dc!ktop AX19:\3 TPLI031!381 Dale. Bn1c.aino 111rringcmont 11110/2013 

CX-0464 Photogreph of Acer Desktop AXl ~JS TPLI031J92 DASo Buscaino Jnfringomcnl 11110/2013 

CX-0465 Pho1ogniph of her Desktop AX19J;5 TPLl03KJK6 D1~B111c:irt0 Inrrin~ncnt l1 /I0/20l3 

ICX-0466 Photog,rtph or Acer Aspire 77!i0 TPLIOJ832.l Dale Bnsc1ino Inrringomcni: ll/10/2013 

ICX.0467 Photograph of Ar:cr Aspire 77.SO TPLI031330 Dalo BuKaino Jnfringc1ucnl l/ltl/2013 

CX~l46K PiiOtogJ11ph of Ace< Aspito 7750 TPLI03K32K OaloBusoilino hd'riftscincnt 1/10/20 13 

CX.0469 P1101og111ph of Mer Aspire 77:10 TPLlOJBJ33 Dale Busc~ino lnfrini;omcm 1/10/2013 

CX-0470 Wilhdl'l\Yl't Withdrawn Withdnl.\Y?I. Withdra.,.n Withdtt,vn 

CX-0471 PhctogtDPh of Acer Asoito M3970 TPLlOJR498 D.1.lc .Buscain0 Infringement 1/1012.013 

CX-0472 I IPlio1ogniph of N:er Aspito Ml970 ITPLI031499 10.1ce.. .... llio lnfrin&cmcnt 1/10/2013 

CX-0473 I )Phot.ograph of Ac.or Aspire MJ970 JTPLIOJB.109 !Dale Bo.seoino Jnfringomcn1 l/IOl2013 

CX-6474 I IPhoJosroph of Brother MFC-J6'10DW TPLIOJB6'11 libbBusc:aino l'nrrin"""""' 111012013 

CX-0475 I IPho<ognph or Brolhcr MFC-J6SIODW TPLllJ38644 IDWc Bttsaaino IJn!ringemcn.1 l/I0/2013 

CX-0476 1 1 P1101ocroph ofB11>01er MFC-J6510DW TPLIOJ!637 \Dale Buscait!O \tnrringcmcnt 1/10/2013 

CX-0477 --1 JPboJoyraph ofBrothcr MFC·J6l 1 DOW TPLI038G40 I Dalo Buscnino I Jnfrinacmcnl 1/10/2013 

CX-<1471 I IP110loJJ2phofCllllOn PIXMA MC12io TPLI038776 [DolcBMC1ino llnJMsom.,. 1/10/2013 

CX-0479 I ll'liologruph ofCllllOn PJJ(MA MG8220 TPLl0317l6 10.1ce .... ino 11nrn.£.C111cn1 111ono13 

CX-0480 I (Photosrapf1 ofC11t1on PlXMA M012l0 TPLI031754 I 03fo. SusCmno lrnfringement 1/1012013 

...... 



lrll'.~lT-Ti\.-841 

~T""""""~l.ini'<dW:-. 
; .. 1 Doc\-r"'1ihilUJ1(~~) 

~-:+~l¥ ;~.ki~~~-1tf.~~;~2~~it1fiij}ti~t:~{~;;i~it~:,~J~Jf~ft?m~f?~~¥~*~~1?l.~::TIK:G~~;t$~~0ti~~~i~*~¥1 ~~~A~t~~4~~~VeM:·~: 
CX..tl4K l Photograph ofCtnOP PlXMAMGl220 TPl.10387')4 DalcBt~o lnfrinc,e.ntCl\I 1/10120 13 

CX-0432 Photoi:,nph of Canon PlXMA M0l220 TPLIU38741 Oalo81tseaino lnfrineomcnl ll/10/2013 

CX·048J Pbotognipb ofCm1on PIXMAMG8220 TPL10Jl7l7 Dale Buscaino tnrrift;cmcnt ll/I0/2UIJ 

CX--0414 Phoioll"Ph ore .... PlXMA MG1220 TP1.IOJ87ll Dile Snscaino lnfrisigomcnl l l/10/2013 

CX--0415 Pbotognph orc..on PIXMAMOs220 TPL1U31751 D£1c 811.SC:iil'IO lnfrin~enl I 1110/lUll 

CX-ll486 Photograph of Cmon PIXMA MG8220 Tl'LI031760 Dale Busoaino lnfrin;omcnt 11110/2013 

CX--0487 Plloto~raph or Dell v ..... J5l5 TP1.10J9il30 Dale Buscaino lnli'in"ct11C11l 11110/2013 

CX-04'K Phocog...,,h or Doll Vostro 35.15 TPLIOJ9U42 Dale Buscaino lnfringcmcni ll/1012013 

CX--0419 PholOgtaph of Dell Voslro 3555 TPLlOJ9DJJ Dab Bosc1ino lnfringcrucnl ll/10/2013 

CX-0490 Photo£N1Ph oC Dell Vostro 3555 TPLlOJ900 Dale Baseaino ln!"rin~t 1111012013 

CX-O<l91 Phoiogrupb of Dell Vostro 3555 TPl.1039037 D~Jo Buse.aim lnfrinccmcnt 1111012013 

CX--0491 Photocnph or Dell V0$1ro 3555 TPLIOJ9041 Dale Butc11ino rnrl"ins:ocitcnt r/10/2013 

CX-0493 I IPbotoS"f'h of Dell OptiPJex3UlU TPLIOJ8m DAie Buscaino fQt'ringcmcnl 1111012013 

CX-ll494 
~ -~ 

I I Photo.,.pl1 of Dell OptiJ>Jo,t JO 10 TPLIOJl9S2 Diie Buseaino lnfrinscmcnL 111012013 

CX-0493 
- -T- IPho-horDcllOptiPlc:<lOIO TPL1U38979 Dalo B1t"lino lnfrit1gcmenl 1110/2UlJ 

CX-ll496 I IPholo1'fat>li orOdl OptiPlcx lOIO TPLI031914 DalcBuscaillO rnrringomont 1/10/2013 

CX-ll497 - r-· IPbot-horDcn OptiPlc:<lUlO TPL.1038910 01lc Buscaino Infringement 1110/2013 

CX-ll491 I IPltotosnpb or Dell OpliPlc:< 3010 TPL.1031982 O.Jc: Bus<:•ino Infringement l/JU/2013 

CX4i<J9 I IPhdo<rapb o( Dell OpliPl<nc 3010 TPL.IOJK978 Date Bnscaina ln{iinacmcnl 1110/2013 

CX-OSOO I IPhotog,.pb or Dell OptiPlox 3010 ITI>L10J898J IDoieBuscail\O llarringement ll/10/2013 

""" 



CX-0502 Plt01og;r..,h of Dell OpliPlcx. JO lO 

CX-OlOJ Plt0tognph oCDeU Op1iPlc~ 30 1(1 

CX-0504 Phol0Gf0Jll1of Dcll OptiPlcn JDlO 

CX-OlOl Photot:Tl'Ph of Dell OptiPb. 301 U 

CX-Ol06 PholO!ll'llPI• orocn Op1iPle• 3010 

ICX-0507 

I 

Phol01lJ1lph ofFllii!Su Lifcbook S752 

CX-OlOK Pho10t:111Phoffujiuu Lifcbool: S752 

CX-Ol09 PholOi:ruph ofFuji1S11 Lifcbook S752 

CX-0510 PbototmPll ofHiTi Studio On 1hc Go Pl IOS 

CX·Olll Phol06Tllflh ofHm Studio Oo tho ()oPllOS 

CX-0512 Photogn:iplt of H.iTi Studio On lhc 0o PJ lOS 

ex-om Photograph orHifi Sh1dio On Ille Go Pl lOS 

CX-0514 Pholo~r,oh or HiTi Studio CA tho Go Pl lOS 

cx-o'" I IPholo;roph of HP Pho1o1n1.t .SS 10 

CX41ll6 I IPJio1ogrophofHP Pho1osm111 .s:sto 

CX..CJSl7 I IPbolOjltllphafHP Pho10so11n lllO 

CX-Olll I !PhologrophafHP Pho10S1n:ir1 SSJO 

CX-OSI? I I Photograp~ofHP Phol0sm"1 s;10 

CX-0520 I IPhocosniph oCHP Phocosman.S.S JO 

lnv. 3l7·TA.-Ml 
Compl>inonlT..im~l'n>Jl'Tlia Linitod I.LC'• 
F'nl Ot\cllmUlbl)'li>chl'bitU" (C~·c] 

TP!,103K?l3 Date B11scaino 

TPL103K?54 Dalo Buscaino 

TPLIOJl974 DalcBusc::oino 

TPLI031956 ~B1.11cnit10 

TPLI038?70 Dale Bu~ 

TPLI039263 Da~ Buscaiao 

TPLJ039265 [);le Buscaino 

TPLI039272 0.1¢8\lscaino 

TPL1039353 O. lcBluCAioo 

TPL1039355 O.le Buscuino 

TPL1039347 Dole Buscaino 

TPLJU39350 Dale Bule:lino 

TPLI 039336 Dalo Bt190aino 

TPLI03?6i6 Dale Buscaino 

TPLJ03968' Dale. Busc11ino 

TPLI0396?4 Di1leBuic1~t0 

TPLI03?69J Dale Bu.::iino 

Tl'LJ0397UU 0 ::1lo Busciiino 

TPt.1 0396118 Dula Ousc:nino 

...... 

1nrri111,cn1ert1 l lllDflOIJ 

Infringement l11101201J 

J11rri1.1scmcnl 111101201J 

b1frinscmcnt IJ llOl2Ul3 

lr1fringmicnt 1111012013 

Inrringcmont 1111012013 

lnfringcmcnt IJll0/2013 

lnfrtngcmcnl ll/1012013 

Jnfrin;cn1cnt ll /1012013 

lnfrincerucnt 1I1101201i 

lnfrinscmcn1 ll/1012013 

lnliingco1ent ll/1012013 

lnftitlgemcl\I ll/IU/2013 

lnrrintcmcnt IJllU/2013 

InfrirtgemC111 1111012013 

tnrrincemcnt T/1012013 

Inrringcmell 1111012013 

Tnfrin&cra'"" lllJ0/2013 

jlnfriP!ICnlCUl 11/JMOJJ 



Jm. 3:17-T~l 

C...plolmnl T<Eho>IOIYP!uportln Llmikd IJ.C'• 
f"onol°""""'""'Yl!.VWil U.(C~J 

~~~~£~~~~i©!ft~111tm~~~lfftti!E~· !!!1 
- - ~ · ' · '· ·· · Photograph of HP Phol0smll1 j5 lU Dale Butclino 

CX-0,22 I IPhotoivaph or HP Phoroa111rt 3510 
---- -

Tl'LI03?70J Dole -BUscaino 

CX-IU2J Pbotogt11pl1 of HP Stimlmo S:!-1260 (HP 1011 StmogcD 6;n 1 MocHa Om! ROlldcr) TPLl0l967' Dale Buscaino 

CX-032• Phologroph orHP Slimtino SH2GO {HP JOI I S1<qcll 6inl Media c:.z,i Rcad<r) TPLI03%42 Dtlca-.l11o 

CX--0'2' Pl>0l1J1V"l'h of HP Sllmllilo 55-1260 (HP 1011 Sta,goll 6iol Mccfoa Cini RndcrJ TPL10l9655 03lc Buscaiao 

CX--0526 I IPholOSf'P' ofHPSlinllh>o S:l-1260{HP1011S1mi;c!6i•I Modic Cant lleodcr) TPLl03965? D~lc Buscaino 

CX-0527 I IPhotogt11ph of HP Slimlmo S:l-1260{HP101 I S1orgoll6inl McdU.Canl llcode<) TPLl039650 Dale Buse..aino 

CX-0528 I IPho1ogroph orHPSlimlino Sl-1260{HP1011St"lloU6inl Media Cant Re.de.) TPLl03?6)) 01lc8usc.lino 

CX·052? l !Pho10.,.pl1 orHPSlimlinoS5-l2GO {HP JOI I S1-ll6inl Mcdill Cini Roadcr) TPLIOl%58 DaleBuscaino 

CX-0530 I IPhologroph orHPSHftllincS5·1260 (HP 101 I s..,..116inl Med.ii Cini Reader) TPLl039657 D1lcBuccnillo 

CX·OSJ I I lPholographofHPSi;,.,tineS5-1260{HP JOI I S!ar!:cll 6in l Medio Cant RC!ldor) TPLIOJ9656 o.1cBusctmo 

CX--0532 I IPbooosroPb of HP 630 Notebook Compolor TPLI039519 D41cBuseaino 

CX-0533 I lfhotogn:iph or HP 630 Notobook Co111pu1er TPLI039,31 01lo Busc:aino 

CX-OSJ4 I I Photograph or HP 630 Nold>ook CO..p111Ct TPLI03?521 Dale ausca.tno 

CX--0533 I IPhoiograph orHP630 Notebook Cornpulcr TPLI039l27 Dale &«lino 

CX--0536 I IPholOS"'Ph of HP Pavi lM:Ja. HPE pt)OCl'IPt h?-1130 (HP 64-4491.001 CArd fludor) TPLl\139622 Dtllc: Busc3ir.o 

CX--0537 I IPho1~h oCHP P1vilion HPI! Phoenix h9 TPLIU.1962? Oalo Buscoino 

CX-<>53s I IPho~h of HP Pavilion HPE Phoenix h9 TPLI039636 DaloB\lscaino 

ICX-0539 -1 
rl>01.,..-aph of HP P..,lion HPE Pl'""'il< h9 TPLl039627 O:dc Dusc:aino 

iCX-0540 I I Photogr1ph of HP Ptivilion HPE Pltocnf:.c h9 TPLI03%l7 01~Bmcaino 

.. ,, 

~f~~~~fftt~~t•!~~l.'~~:~~~~1[~~;;'. 
lnfrirls<'••ont 1/1012013 

lnfriag(.l!.1Cl\l [l/JU/20 11 

1at'ringc1ncat 1111012013 

ln~Ctll 11110/2013 

Jn~.,. llllU/2013 

lnrrinscmen1 1111012011 

Jnrringcmcnt lt11 U/2UJ3 

ltnrrinscmcnt ll/1012013 

tnrri1pcnt ll/10/2013 

rnrMtemcnt 1110/2013 

lnfrillscmcn& l/IOIZOll 

lnfrini;cmcnl 1110/20)) 

lln rrin!FfllCPt 1111012013 

rnrrin.scmcnt ll/I0/2013 

ln(Mgcmcnt 111012013 

lnfrit1scment l/10/2013 

Infrinscmcnt 111 012013 

lnfrinscmcnt 111012013 

lnfrlntc1ncn1 l/ID/l013 

llntringcn1ent l llHl/2U13 
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CX-0542 Withdrawn Withdr;nvn Wilhdt11wn Withdrawn Wi1hdniwn 

Cl(..()j4) Wi1hdraw" Witbd~ Withdrawn Wi1lldrawn Will,dra\Vf\ 

CX-0544 Will\drawn Wilhdt11wn Wilbdniwn Wid1dr1,.,,.. Wit.hdr.mn 

CX-0545 Pholograph or Ki11ss1on PCR-HS219-l TPL1039764 Dale Buscaina lnrringcrncnt 1/10/2013 

1 
CX-0546 Photagraph of Kingston FCR-HS2l9·1 TPLIOJ9779 Dnlc auscctino 1nrrinscmcnt 11110/2013 

I 
CX-0547 Phololl"'ph of !Gncdon FCR-HS219-1 TPL10397110 011.loBuscaino lnftitlgc;mant 1111012013 

CX-0548 I (Photograph orK.inpton FCR-HS219-l TPLIOJ97t12 Dok: Buscaino rnrnns.cmcnt. T"0/20 13 

CX·0549 I }PholD,t,r11ph or JGnsston FCR-HS219•1 TPL10)9n? OnlcDuscaino lnfri1tgcrncn1 )1110/2013 

CX-osso I IPbo!Ogroph ofKiogsion FCR-HS219-1 TPLl039nl Oak: 6uscnino lnfrin;cmcnt 1/10/2013 

CX-Olll I J Pholograpl1 of Kingston fCR-HS219-l TPLI039774 O:i.1c B11scaino lnfriD&enumc 1/1012013 

CX-U55_2_ I )PllO<ognph of Rosowill RCR-YJ-BX601 TPLIOJ990l Dalct Buscaino InfMsmient 1/111/2013 

CX-0553 I IPho!Ogtilllb of Roscwm RCR-YJ.JlX60I TPLIOJ911<)9 O.lc Buscoino Infringement 1/10/2013 

CX-0554 I IPholognph orRoscwill RCR-YJ-EX601 TPLIOJ9907 Oak: Busclino lnC'ringcn1cnt 1/1012013 

ex-nm I IPhol0&'2ph or Rosewat RCR-VJ.EX601 TPLIOJ'l'.Hll DDJe Buseitino lnfrittgcmcnt 1/10/2013 

CX-Oll6 I I Pholognph of Rooc.Yill RCR-YJ-EX60 I TPLIOJ9910 DaloBuscoino Jnfrin.gc1nent 1/10/2013 

CX•O.:'i.!'i7 I IPho1o;raph or Rolew;ll RCR· Y J..EX601 TPLIOJ??I• Dale 6u!c11iao Jnrrif'lscracnt 1110/2013 

CX-DS.SI I !PhotoSfllph or Roscwill RCR-Y J-EXCSOI TPl..lOJ9?1S Oola Bn.scalno lnfrinscmcnl 1/IU/2013 

CX-OSS9 I - IPbologtlph oflloso1Yill RCR-YJ.llX601 TPLI039916 0:31cBusecino lnrrinscmcnt 1/10/2013 

CX-0560 I /Photograph of Ao'°'vm RCR .. Y J-EXGO I 'fPLIOJ9906 01111o Buieaino 1lnfrinsement 1/10/2013 

.... ,. 
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CX·036 I Pholognph of Rosc\•ill RCR·Yl·EX60 I TPLIU39'Jl7 D:a~Bt11Cl!i11.o tnrrin;cmcnt J/I0/20tJ 

CX-0562 Photognlllh of Seiko Epson Artil:tn 730 TPL1039056 Dalo Buscaino Infringement IJ11ono13 

CX-0563 Photograph of Seiko Ep.onArtisttn 730 TPLIOJ9068 Ook:Bu!COn.o lnr~cnt 111111no13 

CX-0564 Photograph oCSoiko Epsoa Anison 730 TPLIOJ905k Oi15c Busc11ino Infringement l/lll/201) 

CX-0565 POOtagroph of Sctlco Epson Artison 7 J 0 TPLIOJ9067 Dale Ouscliao lnrringcmcnt l/IDnOIJ 

CJ(.0566 Photosnph or Scil."O Epsoa Artison 730 TPLI039066 O.lo Bosoaioo 1nrti1tScment 1111ono13 

CX.0.567 PboloAflph of Seiko Epcort Attis3n 7JO TPLl039062 Dulc;Bt1~ino lnfrinccmctW 1111ono1J 

CX-ll56K Photoaruph of Seiko Epson.Artisan 730 TPLlOJ9055 D11le8u1C.O.ino lnfringemr;nl ll/JllnOIJ 

CX.0569 Pt.o1ognphoof"1hc A= A>pite nso TPL1038302-TPL11l33339 Dile Butco.iDO Infrintcmcnt 11/10/2013 

CX-0570 Pholognphs of tho Acer Ocsktop AXI 935 TPLIOJl340-TPLIOJ8399 DalcBuscaino Infringement 1/10/2013 

CX-0571 Wilhdrnwn WilM111.wn Wi1hdt4Wf\ Wilhdmm Wilhdmvn 

CX-0572 AIOIOgnpl,. of tho Ac..-Aspire M3970 TPLI03103-TPLIU38Sll Dillo BtlSCllino lnf~cnt 1/10/2013 

CX-0.573 Withdrawn Withdnnm Wilhdnzwa. Wilhdnnvn Wilbdmwn 

CX-051'1 Wilhdruwn Withdrawn WJtlldntwn Withdrawn Wnhdrawu 

CX..U.575 Wilhdmw Withdrtnm W"dhcl.-.- Wi1\drai.\'Jt Wrtbdrawn 

CX-0376 Wnbdr:rw• Wilhdttt\wn Wil.hdt11W1 lwm1draW1l Withdrnm 

cx-o5n Pholognphsorthc 8rothetMFC-J6510DW TPLIOJM6J6-TPLI031654 Dale Bt1scoi110 Iafritgeme111 l/lMOIJ 

CX-0'71 ~ Withdrawn Withdrawn [Wi1hdn>wn Withdnm'I 

CX..057'> Withdrtnvn Withdr.n.vn \\lithdrAwn IWi1hdrnwn Witlu:lnl\YJI 

CX-<1'VO Witlldnnm Whhdmwa Witkdtawtl wiihdnwn IWitbdrown 

"'"" 



IJW. l.'7~TA-M l 

CcaJ'lbintnlT~l"ropenie.11.irnltad UC'1 
JT111>I DocumcNatyllXll1nltLls1(C~) 

0~~; . :.:~~~i~lTu~~~iJ!~i~~?~~,~~~l.if t:~ 
;~,. ~t ~~~~i{.~~fil~~t!!1i~: ~~~~~;.~i({f~~~ y~~l1~:~'.~:@i3.~~'.~8}~(r;jJ: 

cx .. 0,111 Wlthdrtavll Wi llmwn Withdnn•n Wi1hdraw'ft Withdrawn 

cx.oss2 I IPholo!f'Uphs oClhe CM.cl\ PIXMA MG8220 ITPL10J8762-T Pl.l 031822 Drib 9,11caino ln(rins,cmcnt 1111012 01 3 

CX·OSSJ WilhdrawR Wilhdrawn Withdra.\vn Withdrawn Wilhdl'lnYO 

cx.os14 Withdnnm Willld.r1wn Wilhdrawn Withdrawn Withdraw1' 

CX-Ol 8l Willtdrawn Wi1hdniwn Wilhdru\m. Wilhdrlhm Withdnnvn 

CX-0516 Witl\dnt.\YB Wi1ladraw1' Wilhdmvn Wilhdr.awn Wilhdr:nvn 

CX-OSR7 Wilhdna\vn Withdrawn Wi1hdrown Withdniwa Wi1hd111wra 

CX·0588 Pbo1oi;;rnptis or tho. OcU Optipto:c 3010 TP~l03893 1 .. TPLIUlS!JK4 Dale 8 11SQino lnfiinGCfnCM 1/1 0/2013 

f CX..Oll9 -- r rWi~·d, .... Withdrawn Withdrawn Wi1hdnnm W11hdrowt1 

CX.0590 I IPhotognphs of the Dell Vosll'O 3''5 TPLI039013-TPLJ039045 Delo D11scoino Jntrinscn)cnl l/IU/2013 

CX.0591 I I PhOI0£111PbS or I~ Epson Artisan 7JO TP~l03 90<!6-TPL ! Ol9061 Di ie Buscnino Infringement l/IOflOJJ 

CX.Ol 92 Withdrawn Wilhdnlwn Withdrawn Will1dnr.vn Wi1.hdrawn 

CX..Ql93 WiUldmvn \V.ill>dtawn Wi1hdrawn Withdnswn Witbdnnv• 

CX-0394 Withdrawn Wilhdrawl'I Withdn wn Wilhdmvn Wilhdrtn't'fl 

CX.0595 Withdrawn Witl1dniwn Withdr.1wn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

CX·OS96 W'1thdrawu W1lhdrawn WiihdruWI\ Withdnnvn Withdrawn 

CX..0397 Wi1hdnon1 Withdrawn Withdr1\\'fl Wi1l1dl"3WA Wi1bdtuwn 

rCX.O.S98 I lWitt<!rowa Withdrawa Withdrawn Wi1hdrawB Witbdnnv11 

1cx-o; !!'J I IPhotosnipk• oflhc F•ti<su Lirebook S7l2 TPLI039244· TPLI 039272 D:ilc Bnscoino Infringa'll.cnt 111012013 

CX.0600 I !Wilhdro\Yn WilJ1drown. Withdra\Yn Wilhdrawit Wjthdruwtt 

_ .. 



:GWl.i~)~~ ~!.Jf~~~f~~1~~~ijf~~ti~f¥~ 
CX-0001 Witbdraw• 

CX--0602 Pho1~rap11.1 or1ho HiTi Srudio On 1110 Go PL I US 

CX-V60J · Withdrawn 

CX--0604 Withdta\.vn. 

CX-060S Withdl'll'lvn 

CX.(1606 Withdnwn 

CX-ll607 PhotoguJilis;oflhc HP Notebook 630 

CX-0601 Withdr1wn 

CX--0609 Wilhdnawn 

CX--0610 Photog.raphl. of the HP PavilioA E fhocnhc H9J 130 

CX--0611 Pholo;,1'Dphs oflbc HP PAvilioa Sliin Linc IJ.1260 

CX--0612 Phol0$l"'Phs oflhc HP Pholosmart SSI O o-AJL.IN-ONI! 

CX-0613 Withdrawn 

CX--0614 Wilhcltowu 

CX-o615 Whbdrawn 

CX-0616 Photoar"'ht oflhc Kingslon FCR-HS219-l 

CX-0617 Wi1hdm>m 

CX·0611 Wilhdrawn 

CX-061? Withdrawn 

CX-o620 Witbdni.wn 

Inv. ),17·T~1 

c...,,11_T~l'l1>perlat.inri,., uc. 
,...., l>oetimmlDry 1Mu'bi1 Lilt (CnmprchentiYc) 

f~; ~i~~~Th.~ii ~~~~~t.~~~{,~~~~~ :~:~:~~i~1f~!;:0t1r~,=~?;&~~}~2s~~:~\,:'. 
W'rthdrnm Wi rbdrw.wn Witl1drown 

TPl.1039332-TPL10393S6 D:ile D11scaino JnrringemcRt l1/IU/2Ull 

Wilhdnwn Withdra\Vn WiUwlra'wn Wilhdnwn 

Will>drmn Withdra'~ Wilhdmvn Withdrawn 

Withd1'0\vn W"uhdf'9\VQ Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Witbdnl.\Yll Withdra\Vn Withdrawn Withdmvn 

TPLIOJ9SOO.TPl.l039SJ1 Dalo Buscaino lnfrinsemeat 111onu1J 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn Wi.1hdmvn 

Withdnnw Withdw.vn Wid..:lnnvn Withdmwn 

TPLIOJ9600-TPL103?637 ID1lc Boscaino ln0i.agcn1cn1 l/IU/2013 

TPl.IOJ96Jll-TPLI03%77 l D•k: Bnscoino Jnfridgcmcnl 1111ono13 

TPL1039671°TPLIOJ97QJ !Dale Buscaino Jnr~ncnt l ll0/2Ull 

W11hdrawn IWillulrowu Wilhdra\m Withdmwn. 

Withdnn'fll Witbdr;i,qi Withdmvn Widedrnwn 

Wilhdnnvn Wilhd..,..., Witbdm\'YA Withdnnm 

TPL1039761-TPLIOJ9712 Date Buscaino lntringcmcnr l/10!2013 

Wilbdrawn Withd?lnvn Withdrawn Wilhdnlwn. 

Withdrawn WithdtO\VI Will""""'1 Wi[hdr:nvn 

WithdrllWtl Witlldnn,vn Wilhdra\\'n Wjd1drawn 

Withdrawn Withdrl\Yfl IWilhdr11w11 IWUl>dr""' 

, ... " 



~~;~l:EJ£~31~~£~~~~~1~~'~' 
CX-0621 PhooogrophsorJl>C Roscwill RCR-Yl·EX601 

CX-0622 WithdtQ\vn 

CX..()62J Withdriwn 

CX--0624 Wilhdra\m 

CX-<1625 Witl\dnnm 

CX-U626 Wit'1dr.nm 

CX-0627 Wilt1dn1wn 

CX.0621 Pho1oarophs ofll" Ao« AS77l0 

CX--0629 Withdmwn 

CX-06JO Wilhdnr.m 

CX-Mll Wilhdtzio\Yll 

CX-06l2 Wi1hdtawn 

CX-ll(;JJ W"<hdn)Vll 

CX-06l4 W1thdnnvn 

CX-0635 Withdnrwn 

CX-MJ6 Withdrawn 

CX-Ml7 Wilhdrn\Vn 

CX-06JH Withdna\m 

'CX--0639 Wi1hdrnwn 

CX-0640 Withdrn\m 

1rrv, ;\J7-T""'41 
Co11"4>lainml TccJmlc>lr J>mr<nkt u.,,;i..su.c1 
r-.. 1~l!l01"bilbt(Comin-•) 

f~ti~· 
¥.;:;;.s 

TPLIOJ91!13-TPLI039917 o-aJC-&scoino 

Witbdruwn Withdni\WI 

Wi1hdrawn Wilhdtmvn 

Withdrawn WilJl.draWll 

Withdrawn WilhdmYU 

Witkdr.nvn Witbdruwn 

WilhdtllWO Wichdmw 

TPLllM2327-TPL llM2332 Dale Dtilt.aino 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Wilhdra\VQ Wrtbdrawn 

Wilhdnnvl\ W'dhdraivn 

Wilhdnwu Withdnnwi 

Withdl'lnn Witkdnn.vn 

Wuhdnrwn W11\tdnawn 

Wi1hdnrwn Withdra''ftl 

Withdrowll Wilhdl'I''°" 

WiUwiraw• Wilhdrawn 

Wilhclrown Wirhdnwn 

I 
IWilhdrown Wilhdtl\Ylt 

Widwfr1rwn Wi1hdrnwn 

...... 

·""-~[t~~i%~t~l~~~~Ih1~l~~~;~ 
lnfriaac:mcnt 11/IOflDIJ 

Wilhdtown Withdr3wn 

Wilhdrn\111' Willtdrawn 

Witbclmm Withdruwn 

Wilhdni'm Withdl"llm 

Wilhd111wn Withdrlt'vn 

Wilhdmwn Witltdr.awn 

lnfrinp1cnt 1/10/2013 

Wilhdruwn Withdnnvn 

Witltdrmvn Witlldrl:lwn 

Withdro\vn Wilhdnawn 

Wilhdtuwn 1Wi1hdrow11 

WlthdnnYn I Withdrawn 

Wt1hdnmn 1Wilhd""vn 

Wilh.drawn -]Wilhdrll\lhl 

Wiahctrir\Y11 Withdrnm 

Wilhdro.wn W'rthdr11wn 

Wi1hdtuWll WithdrQ'l'm 

WilhdtD\VI\ W"lll.tdruwn 

Withdmm Wilhdnswn 
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CX-- - ·· 

CX-0642 

CX-06'13 

CX-06'14 

CX-060 

CX-06'16 

CX-060 

CX.064& 

CX-0649 

CX.06,U 

CX.06ll 

CX--0652 

CX-0653 

CX-0654 

CX-06ll 

CX--06'6 

CX--06S7 

CX-06SK 

CX.06l9 

CX~l660 

Wilhdni.wn .u:n • .a- . . .... ~. -- ·· ··-·· .... Withdnnm Withdl"ll\VTI Withdrawn WiUtdraw11 

Withdra'"" Wilhdruwn 

Wiohdnnvn Wilhdrawn 

WilhdnnVll IW.lhd,,wn 

W~hdra1Vll rw11hdr:'11Yn 

wm1dra\Yn Wilhdmwn 

Withdrawn rilhdmwn 

Complai111 E.'thibit IOJ-l Receipt f0tpurchMC of AetKAMl•lO-URllP Dcsl.1op PC ]TPLIU2297~TPLI022977 

Complainl E.'<11ibit IU3-2 R«ieipr for purchase a( Acer Aspire TimclincX AS4120T-6447 14· ITPLI02297S·TPL.1022910 
lnoh LoplOp 

Corupl•inl Exhibit 103-J Rca:ipl for purch•o: orB.otherMFCll95CWWirolau Color Pho10 ITPLI022911-TPLI022912 
Printer with Sonruw. Copier Md Faic 

Compl.litll E.,hibo !03-4 R=ipt for pon:bascofCanon PIXMA MG$220 Al~ln-One Color ITPLI022913-TPLI022914 
Primer 

Complain! Exhibil 103-6 Accclpt for purch&sco{Ocll lnspiron $6-0 Minik>wer JiPLI022917-TPl..1022990 

Compbinr Exhit,;1 IUJ•7 Rcccipl foe purchase of Ikll VOS1ro 355l Laptop ITPLI02299l-TPLI022994 

Complaint E.'<hibil 103-8 Rcceipc for Pl•rthltSC or F,ijitsu Nolebook Think Lie;lu Lircbook ITPLtU2291J5-TPLl022!>97 
LH531 

Con1plaint E:dtibit 103-9 ~ip1 for purchase orF1Uitcu Noacbook Lifebook T5SO ITPLl02299"-TPl..102300U 

Complai.111 E.'dlibit IUJ~l l R.cccipt for p11rchucor HP Pho1osmnrt Premium Fa..-< c..An.in-Onc JTPLl023003-TPLID23005 
PrinocrC4JOo 

Compliiint ExJaibit 10l·l2 Receipt for pnrehasc or HP P.nilion Slim lino sS~Sccics TPLI02311D6·1'PLJ02lOUI 

Complozinl E."Chibit lUJ-13 Rcccipl for parchHCof HiTi Passpot1/JO Pboto Prin1cr S420 TPLl023009-TP!.1023011 

Camploif\t E.'Chibil 10J.J4 Rccciptforpurchasoof KinJ,slon Modio RcldcrfCR-HSl19/I ·rrLI023012-TPLI0230t3 

Complai1u Exhibit 103·17 Rocciolfo<p•rch""'ofllos:will 74•in•l lnlomol Cord Reader RCR!'f PLI02.lUl9·'fPLJ023020 
AK-1MS002 

""" 

Wi1hdr1nm 

Wi1hdrawn 

Will1dr.nvn 

Wi1hd.-.1"9 

Withdt'1wn 

WiUMlrawn 

Owayno H111tnah~ Do11'14s Lont 

Owa,.,,c Hannnh; Don;l111 Lum 

O..v1ync Hannahj Doaslus Lum 

Dwayne Hannah; Douglas Luni 

Dwayne Honnnhi Douglu Lum 

Dwayne Kannab; Dougbs L11m 

Ow1ync Hannah: Dantlas Llnn 

DWtl)'nCf Hnnnnh; Douglas Lunt 

Dwayne Hannah; Douglas L.um 

Dwayne HOMah; Douc,lu Lnm 

O\vaync HanMh; Do\1cbd L.mn 

Owayno H•nnah; Douglas Ltun 

°''"""' Hlll\flah: OOl,.Jos I.nm 

Wi111druwn Wi tbdtuWll 

W"rthdmwn IVl\hclmY>I 

WilhdraMI WithdmYl'I 

W-.tdrawn W"t1hdtllWI 

Wi1hdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn W'nbdruwa 

hnportalioo 1nnu13 

JmportJilion inmm 

Jmpon:ition 1nnu13 

""''°'"u'°" 1n12013 

Importation 1nno13 

lmpOrtntion 1n12013 

hnpon.3lion innon 

Iniport11ion 1nno13 

lmport111ion 1nnu13 

lmpormian 1n1201J 

lmport11tion 1nno13 

Imporblion 1nno13 

ln1por111ion 1m201J 
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CX..066 1 Complain1Exhibit103-20 R.cc:eiptrorparchueorSciko Epson Ali.In-Orio Prinlcr Atlitan 72S TPl.I023U26·TPLl023021 Ownyna Hannah; Da11s:las ~ lmporta.tion 1n1201J 

- Arctic Edi1ion 

CX-0662/JX-UUJ9 I -I Intel Desktop -&ardt Hannxroix Conccp1 PC:-OC-pos:i1ion orNJc:holns An!Onopoulo-. & hibit TPL036801 .. TPI.ol6808 Ntcboltat Antonopovlos Do?nostic industty, socondnry I tfl/J 3 ·Moved 10 Joint E.Uiibil L.ist as JX .. oo 19 
16 consldcnnions 

CX-0663/JX-OtllO tn1cJ Desktop Platthrms 1.ecta Coaocpt PI11ronn; Dcposilion of Nicholas AnlMoponios. TPL036809-TPLOJ6112 Nicholas AnlOnoponloc Do1mmic industry; $0C0ftdary I ln/IJ ·Moved lo Joint E:t11ibit List as JX-0020 
E.'lhibitJI con.sideratiorui 

CX-0664 Convcrsonco is tlen: by Nick Antonoponlos; Oaposilion ofNichoW Antonopo11Jos1 E:thibil TPL036813·TPL0368!7 Nichol:i• An<onopoulos Oon'lcrtic imh1sLry; socondmy 11 n1201J 
19 con.ridor.M.ioos 

CX-066S/JX-002I Windows Platronn Desiga. No1cs~ WinHEC ttcrcrcncc: PC; Dc:posilion of Nicholas TPLOJ 6111-TPL03612D Nic:bolas Anlonoponlos Donicstic imh1stTy. sOcondary I I/ I0/13 -lioi<d 10 JoinfE:diibii Llst os JX-o021 
Anlonopoolos. Exhibit 20 considcnttons 

CX--0666 Wilhdmm Wilhdrt1\Yf1 Withdrawn Wnbdnn111 Will1draw11 

CX-0667 Wi1hdr.twn WithcJmwn Withdrawn WiUidr.iwn \Yilhdrtiwn 

CX-%68 Witbdra'vn. Withdniwn Withdt1\.n Withdrawn Wilhdrown 

CX-0669 Wilhdr.nm Wlthdr1Wf1 WiUtdraWn WrtJ\dl"t\m W'nhdnnvn 

I 
!CX-0670 Withdmvn Whbdrawn Withdrawn Wi1hdrawn Wlthdmvn 

iCX--0671 c 199~000 s~mh Mambal.:1:11m HandwrittcnNoteboot TPL2096%-TPL20910S Srcc lyc:r. Dale Buse1ino Priority or Invention 1n12013 

CX-0672 c Wittwimwn--
--

WILIMlmwn 
--

Withdni\Vlt Withdrawn Withdmm 

CX-067J c Withdr.I\~ Witltdra\m WillidrD\vn Withdni\m Witlldnnvn 

CX-0674 c Wilhdnhvrt. Widulrnwn Withdr•'"" Withdrawn Wilhdrown 

CX-067; c Withdrawn WithdrQ\'11 Withdr.awn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

CX--0676 c 9(1C460-l.F Ccncrtl Spcctlico.tion TPL.JIJ2949·TPL.Jl2963 Oa1c Baseaino: Srcc Iyer Domestic Jndnstr)' 1110/2013 

CX-0677 IC f:cSill4.S Chip Spccifie11tionl, VI.I TPL.J12977-TPLJK2988 Dale B11scaiao; Srcc: Iyer Domcuio lndustiy llI0/2013 

CX-U67S r '.'<Sil 145 IDE l(iosl; PIOduct o ... Sbcct Version I.01 TPL.J83005·TPLJIJOIO D4lc Buscaino; Sn;o fygr Oomostic lndustry 1/1012013 

CX•l679 IC :rtSil 146 IDE Kiosk, Prod\ICt Olla Shccl VJ.I TPUSJU59-TPL.Jll3064 Oaks Buscaino Domcstie Industry I/IV/20 13 

CX-0680 
~- ~ 

I -l~D.Picturv Card Complianco Q1idclir1ct VCtsion 1.20 (November 15. 2004) ·rPL.J9076J-TPLJ90n6 Dalc 611sc.aino rnrrtnscmmt 1/1 0/2013 

_ .. 



CX.0682 

CX-0683 

CX-'l684 

CX-068.I 

CX-o61l6 

CX--06&7/JX.0022 

CX-06RB/JX-002J C 

CX-061!9 I 

CX-0690/JX.0024 C 

CX-06? L/JX.002.I 

CX.0692/JX.0026 C 

CJ(.O(H.l I 

CX--06?4 I 

CX-06?.I I 

CX--0696 I 

CX--0697/JX.0017 I 

CX--069M I 

CX--069'J/JX.0021 

CX-'l70U 

Withdniwn 

IY1'hdrawn 

Wi1hd rawn 

Withdrawn 

Wllhdrowo 

Wllhd,.,,vn 

TPL Complainl E.V.ibic lOS - Dcc:lin.tion of DwJYBO H;umo.b 

ITPL Compllinl ~ibit lOS·l · Sample Liccmc Comm1micltiDI\ 

TPL Complairu: E.'thibit I 05.2 • Sample License Agn:cmcnt; Dcpo1iliot1 of Mae Lccktonc, 
E.~ibit l 3 

Wi1hdr1wn 

TPLCompbinl Exhibil 105-4 OnSpco 0 1ip SW.. 

ITPL Ccxnplaint E.'<hibil 105-.1 SonyVRD-MC6 

ITPL Complain I E.'<ilibil JUs.6 SonyVJW.MC6 

JTPL Compllint Exhibit 105·7 SonyVRD-MC6 

ITPL Coioplainl E.'<lu)it 10.1-ll Addoni<s lnl•rn•I SATMJSD DisiDri.c AEIDDSAU I WP 

ITPL Complain• E.wbit 105·9 Add••"" ln1cmol SATMJSB DigiDmo AEIDDSAU /WP 
Proe1ices the '443 PalCn.l 

JTPL CompW.1E.'<ilibil105-10 Addonics lo1eniol SATAl\JSB DigillmoAflDDSAU/WP 

TPL Complain I E.'tlu"bit IO:'i .. J I Addonics lntcm11l SATA/USB Dit1.i0tive AEIDDSAU/ WP 

rcw. ~l7-'TM-tl 
eorn, ....... T .......... Pn>pcttOLlnO""ll.C'> 
F\mS DoGuNNltye&Ml Lill (Cmtprchcnli\oe) 

Widwlnnvn Witbdmvn 

Wi1hdrawn Withdmvn 

Whbdrnwtt Wilhdrawn 

Wilhdraw.a Widldrawn 

W.lhdnnm Wilhdrown 

Witbdto\n WiUulrawn 

TPL L042131·TPLL0428'0 Dwayne Hnl\lh 

TPLL02JQJ~TPLL02J040 [)\~Haan.ah~ DM LccktoJ\C 

TPL1 02J04l·TPLI023060 Dwayne Koonlh; o .. U:cl:n>oo 

W.lbdtOWn . Widwlrmn 

TPLHM2U l·TPLI0428'l Dwayne H1i1noh; Nick Antooopokms 

TPLL 023063-TPLJU2JOl4 Dole Susoaino: Dwayne llmlnah 

TPLI 0230¥5-l'PLI 023096 Dab Buscaino~ O\v.yno Haanah 

1'PLI02J097·TPLI02JI 17 Dola Buscllino; Dwayne Hmmah 

TPL102JI 111-TPLIOD 131 Dole: Bnsoaino; Dwtlync Koanoh 

TPL102JU2·TPLI02Jl62 Dalo Baseaino; Dwayne HmrnM 

TPL102Jl6J·TPLl02Jl•I Onie Bcscoino; 0-vaync litllln.>h 

Tl'LI02J 112·TPL102J201 D:.~ Busctino; lh'R)'ft(I HonnM 

TPL Complain\ E.'<hibit 10.1-12 Addonics PCMCIA Fluh DigiAdap1et Ex!ruao ADPMAF·X ITPL102J202-TPLI02J21J IDolo B=olno;Dw.,,.., l!muuill 

...... 

Wi1hdrown 

Witbdrt1wn 

Witbdruwa 

, 
Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

W1thdnnvn 

Oomcsdc Jndaslf')' 

Domestic Industry 

Domestic Industry 

Withdr:n\'1'1 

Oomcsl~ Industry 

Domoltic lndosuy 

Domestic ~lt$ft)' 

Domostii: lndastry 

Do.,.,.ic lndnstTy 

Doincstit lnd uslr')' 

Domestic: lndtl$Cty 

OomestK: lndusuy 

!Domcsric Jndnsuy 

Withdrawn 

Willidmwn 

Withdnnwn 

Wilhdl"lhYl'I 

Withdm'll'I 

Withdmm 

119113-Movcd to Joint E."'thibil Lisa flS JX.OODC 

1nno13 

Jn/IJ.Moved 10 J0Wi1 E."11ibit List u JX.0024C 

Withclnnm 

1110/IJ-MoYCCl lO JoUu a-thibit Lisl as JX-OU26C 

1128/IJ·Mo'/Cd to Dctnonstralivo E.-<hibit List as COX· 
020.1 

1/28/IJ·Mo>Cd 10 Dcmonst':llivc Exhibil List., COX· 
0206 

I 121/JJ-Movod to Domonstr.llivo E..JUbit List • COX· 
0207 

J,-i/IJ-Mo¥Cd Lo Dcmomtra1.ivo E=dribil List .l$ CDX· 
0201 

1n11J-Movcd io Jouu E..JUh J.islos JX.0027 

1/21/IJ·Mo'ICd to Dcmonstnllive !l.'<ilibil List a COX· 
0209 

Jn/13-Movcd 10 Join! E...J1ibit List as JX.0021 

lnl/IJ.Mo>Cd lo DomooscntiY< Exhibil List os COX· 
0210 



Tm-. ~l7-T>A41 
Comr-T"'1notor.l'ropoitieLimi1<dUC. 
F""1Dect-E.dlibll.lat(Coin,-•J 

(t·~k?t?.< ~~~~ :~~i_~;;~~i;i{~~~;rfz~6l~~~i~:~;7~f/#£t~tNf.t~1~~~ t:.iYf~~i~~~ ~i;~~~;:~!ig: >~JJf;~1rrJ~~~t!;r~ :::f;£~:~~:~~r~r. 
CX.-0701/JX...0029 TPL Complaint Exhibit IU.S-13 Addonics PCMCIA Fbsh OisiAdaptcr E."ftromo ADPMAF-X TPt..I02l214-1'PLI02J234 D•"= Bux:Ginot Dwayitc Hnnnah Oomoslic Jitdurtry ln/13-Movc:d to Joint E:thibit List os JX-0029 

CX-11702 

CX-0703 

CX.0704 

CX.U70SIJX.0030 

CX-0106 

CX·D707 

CX-11708 

CX-0709 

CX-0710 

CX-0711 

CX.0712 

CX-0713 

CX-011<1 

CX-0'1" 

CX.0716/JX.uol I 

CX--0717 

CX-0718 

CX.0719 

CX.07l0/IX·Oll32 

TPL C...p~inl E:<hibil IOl-14 Mdonics PCMCIA Fluh DitiAd>plor Ex.,.mc ADPMAF·X JTPLI 0232J5-TPLf0232lG 

TPL Comploint E<bibil lOS·lS Addonics Podccc cSATMJSB Dii;iDri><> AEPDDESU /WP ITPL10232l7·'r?Ll023291 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 10,-16 Addonics Pockot cSATA/US8 DitlDrivc AEPODESU I WPP JTPLI 023292-TPJ..10330' 

:TPL Compl•inl Exhibil lOS-17 Addoni<s Pocl<ct .SAT MJSB DigiDriw AEPDDESU I WP ITPl.I 023306-TPL.102J32l 

TPL Complain! E:<hib• l0.5-18 Addonic:s PockcJ .SATNIJSB Digillriyc AEPDDESU I WP- JTPLI02J326-TPL102J337 

TPL Compbinl Exllibil IOS-19 Addonic< Pocl:cteSA'r A/USB DijliDrivc AEPDDESU I WP ITPLI023331!-TPLl0233S9 

TPL Compbinl E:doibil 105·20 CMING • Di&ii:cnr SDISDHC/SDXC lo High-Speed E>llOlft< ITPLI02JJGIJ..TPL.I023372 
Cf Type II SDXCf 

TP!,Conlplnint Exhibit ID.5.21 CMING - OigigcarSO/SOHCJSDXC lo Higlt-Spcod Extreme ITP!wJ02JJ7J-TPLloD39J 
CF Type U SDXCF 

iPL Com11lainl E...Jllbil 10.5-22 Coinp\1App1 OmuiFlash Card Rcmfar UnoMas MS-UMI00-1 ITPLl02JJ94-TPLJ02306 

TPLComplaint E."11ib< 105-23 C..UpuAppsOmniFloob Cotd Rclld<rUnoMosMS.UMI00-1 JTPLI02J437-TPLI0234SI 

TPL CompbinJ E.<hibit IOS.24 Comp0App1 DmniFWh Cam RcadctUnoMas MS·UMIDO.I ITPLl0234l9-TPLIP23'170 

TPL Complaint E.Wb< IOS.2l CompnAppc OmniFbsll Cord ReadcrUnoM" MS.UMIOO·I ITPLI023471-TPLI02J491 

TPJ.. Compbint E.~i.bil lO.S.-26 CompvApps Om-n.1Fluh eSATA Kiosk Flash Media Cord 
Rcodcr.Sil14S·O·ES I 

TPL Complaint E."tltibit I 05 .. 27 Co-rnpuApps On1aiFla1h cSAT A Kiosk Flash Media Cmd 
R<adcnS~l4l-Q.ESI 

,TPL C"'1pl>inl Exl1m~ IOS-21 ComJJUAppr Omnil'loslt cSATA Kiosk f(DSh Media Card 
RcodcnSQI 4l.Q.ES l 

TPL Compliint Exhibit 1 OS-29 CompuApps Otnni.fl35h cSAT A Kiosk Flnsh Media Owd 
RctdcrsSill'5-0·ESl 

TPL Complaint Exhibi1 !OJ.JO Coa1p<1Apps OmniFlodi cSATA Kiosk Fl"h Media C.rd 
Rcaclcr.Sill45-0-ESI 

TPL Cornploinl E.V.ibil I 05-3 I Co01puApps 0..nifl.,11 ICE Kiosk Flu11 Memory Card 
Rc.ctersSill46·0 

TPJ.. Co111ploillt E.'Cl1ihit lU,·31 CompuApps Omni Fink 10£ JGosk F1as1i Memory ClN'd 
RcodcrxSiJJ46-G 

TPL. 1 023492·TPL.i0ll52& 

TPL1023S29·TPLI023S41 

,1'PLI02J542-TPLJ02Jl60 

Tl'LIOZ3'61·TPLI02JS73 

TPL1023'74-TPLJ023l93 

TPLI023l94-TP1.I023607 

TPLI02J608-TPLI023G26 

...... 

Dalo BuscDino~ !>1....-ayno Hm11tah OonlCSlic lndutlry 

D11lc Bu$Caino; Dwayne Honnnh Domestic Industry 

0.:1lc B11.sc.aino; Owa)'nc Hmtn.o.h Domestic Industry 

Dale 811sc:Wto; Dl'fa)'llC HWlah Domcsbc ladu11ry 

Dole Buscoino; Dw.yno Hmin:h Don)CStic lndwtry 

Dalo Suscaino; O\Y:iytte H11rnulh DomcsUo Jndurty 

Diie RuJCa:ino; O\'f'll)'DC H~ Dome1tic Jnduslry 

r Dalo BuSCllinO; Dwayne H"'o>h Domestic lndu1try 

I DWo Buscoito; Owll)'TkS Hmnnllh DonlCstia Industry 

Dalo a..c.ino; Dwayne Hannoh Dcm1;11ic lndustry 

Dole 6oscaino; Dwnync Hcrtnoh Domcsiic Industry 

Dalo Busclino; Dwoyno Honnoh I Dom~tie Ind111t:ry 

\ Do,lo B\IJCaino; O\YaynO HQnaali \Dome11tclncha1Cry 

o,do 811scaina~ Dwayne HAnnah Domc:Jtic lndnstry 

Oakl: Bu~no~ °'"~c H1111nah Do1ncstic Industry 

0n1o aum:aino; Dwayne Hannah Domestic Uadu&try 

o_.1c 8dClino; Dwa)'ne Hnnnah Domes1K: Industry 

Do.Jo 8\lscoino: DWD)'l\C HQnnlh Oornostio lnd11.stry 

Dale Bnscaioo; DwlJ)'l1c Hannlh Domestic lnch1say 

1/2&/IJ·Mo'f'Cd IO l>omonstnlti't'C E=ddbit LinMCOX· 
0211 

11!>/lJ-Mo•cd to Dcmons1rt11ivo E."Chibit Liu as COX-
0212 

1n1113-Mo'lled to Dcmonstrotive E."hibit List as COX· 
0213 

inm-MoVcd 10 Join• E.'<hibt l.ill •• JX.0030 

1121/Jl-Mo'f'M 10 Oc1ttonstr11ti'f'o Exhibit List as COX· 
0214 

llll/IJ .Movcd IO Oasnonstrativc E.~hibit List as COX· 
0215 

1121/13-Movod to Dcmonstn11ivc Exhibi1 List cs COX· 
0216 

lnl/IJ.-Mo'Ved lo Ocmonstrnlivo E.'tlubit I..ist 111 COX· 
0217 

l/2¥JJ3°MoYOd 10 Dcmo~ive Elc.hibit. Utt m CDX-
0211 

1121113-Movcd to DcmonstrDtiYO Exl1ibit Lisi as CDX-
0219 

l/U/13-Mol'Cd IO Domonstr><ive f1d1ibit List .. CDX· 
0220 

llll/l3-Moml to Demonllrati"C E.~ibit Llst as COX-
0221 

11Wl3·Movod ID Demonstr'lltivo £'tlftbit LW.11s CDX-
0222 

1128/JJ.Moved lO Oc11onstntivc E.'ihibit List a CDX-
0223 

1nm-Moved 10 Jc"'l E•liibil llitosJX-0031 

llll/13-Mo'fod to Docnonslr1tivc E.-dn'bit l.isl. as CDX-
0224 

l/U}JJ4Movcd to Dcinonstnltivc E'thibit List as COX-
022l 

1121113-Mo\-ed to OomonstnitiVO Exhibtl. Ute as COX· 
0226 

lnl!l-Mo...t Jc Joint llxliifli1 Lisi as JX-0032 



lftv .. 'l7·TA--1~1 
Cm.pbirmd:T~~iesUnitcdllC's 
Fuwl tlncnQ!ntetrUllldboil Ult (Ct1mp~~1..:) 

r;~i~~Yi?.~ 0~:t~ ;.j:,m11i1~Irii1i~~~;,~irt~;~i.\~J~?.~f;~ii ~~~~i0;~~'i ~~~~~r~f.il~~Jl~fafr ~~g~?:;{i#~~i~~i~~ ~~~-~~A10~;t~~w~~~'.zJ~~i~;~,,Jm' 
CX..0721 TPL ConipllintExhibit 103·3J ConlpuApps Omnifllsh JOE Kiosk Flash McmoryClfd T?L1023627.TPLIOD6'3 O.elo Bllscaino: DwayM: Hmuu1It Ooineuie Industry 1128/ll·Mo\'Cd '° Pcnion1tn11i.vo E.'<hibil List as COX· 

R.cadcr.Sill46-0 0227 

CX-0722 TPL Compl1in1 Exl1ibit l05~4 CompuApps OmniFlm:h JOE74l MuJ&Wat Flush Card TPLI023644-TPLTo23i78 -- 0.1lc BusCOino; Dwayne Hannah DoP1cstic Industry 119/lJ·MOVc<! lo Ocinonmativo E:d1ibit LlsL u COX· 
R..eDdcr/Writcrooe46D·LF 0221 

CX.0723 TPL Co01pl1'1tl!xllibi1 !OS-)' Cotl1paApps OmniFlaoh JOE74 I Mulliolot Floob Con! TPLI 02367'J·TPL 1023619 O® BuAno: Dwayne Hanaah Oomes&.ic Industry ln:t./l)·Mo~ to Ocmonstr11tivc E<chibit Lbt as COX .. 
Rcade</Wrilor90C46D-U: 0229 

CX-U724 TPL Con1pl•mt Exliib~ IOS·36 CompnApps O.U.Wl>sb IDE741 Mullitlot Fl.l1h Cord TPLI023690-TPLIOU70? Dale 8uscaioo: D\¥a)'DC HQl\11ah Oomeslio JtHIUSlTY J/2B/13-Mo¥Cd to Dcmoastnrtivo E.'<hibit List as COX· 
Rcodcr/Wrilcr 90C46D-LF 0230 . 

CX--0725 Willidrown Withdrawn Wilhdt11Wll Widtdtl\Yn Wi1h.drowrt 

I 

CX·0726 Withdt6\V1l Withdmm Wilhdr.:i.wa Wilhdmvn Willtdtawn 

CJC.0727/JX-0033 C TPL Complt'11 Exhibit !Ol-3!M Lisi oftbo Companies OITcrod Llconscs 10 doo CORE Flub TPLI 042156-TPL I 042R61 Dan Lcdaono; IhYll)'nC HaMch Domestic Industry Ln/13 ·Moved lo Join! E.'11ibit Listos JX-U033C 
Pottrotio 

CX·072• Wilhdr.nva 1Wi1hdrown Wi1hdmwn Wi1hdnl\Y11 Withdruwn 

CX--0729 TPL Compl•inl Exhibk IOl-41 LoxmortX56'0 TPLI02372J..TPLI023731 Dile Bu1C11ino; lhlD)'1IO HonNlll Domestic lndusuy 1/9/13 ·MoYCd lo Dcn:lonstr111ivc Exhibit Ustas COX· 
0231 

CX--0730 TPl. Complaint E.'Ch.ibil JO.s-411...c:anart: X,6'0 TPL102373!J.TPLI02376J Dab Buscnino; O\•aync HM.nab Domcstieloclost<y 119/lJ. Mowd. fa Dcmonstralive E.-,;hibil Usl as cox.: 
0232 

CX-0731 I ITPL Compbinl Exhibk !Ol-43 Lo'""•rl:X5650 ITPl.1023764-TPL!Ol37S7 j Dab Susca.ino; Dw11yne H&U1noh Domestic: lndtttlry 119/IJ ·Moved 10 Ocmonsiritli•o E.~1ibitList~cox .. 
0233 

CX.o732 I ITPL Complain! Exbibo !Ol-44 Lcxn1"'k Xl6SO jTPLI0237ia..TPLI02Jl IO I 0t1o Bo>eoino: 1>1..,,., Hoan1111 Ooncstlc Jndusuy 119/lJ .. Moved lo 0cinoftslflii1'0 £.-chibit WstasCDX.· 
0234 

CX-0733 I ITPL Comp lo int l!xllibi1 I Ol-45 llclkin PMOO.S2S-A ITPLIOl3BI l·TPLI0238'13 I Dalo Buso.ino; D\Y11yno Honnah Domestic; Industry 119113· Moved 10 D<moo.wolivc Exhibil Lin as COX· 
0235 

CX·0734 I ITPL Co01pl•inl E.'<hibit JOS-46 llell.;. PMUOl2S·A ITrL102lll44-TPL1ouu1 I Dalo Buscalooi Dwayne Hannah Domestic Jnd1.1111y l/9/J3 .. Mo\led lo Ocmonstnuivc E.Uibil Ust as COX· 
0236 

CX.073' I ITPL. Compbint Exhibit I 0.5~7 Belk.in PM0052!5·A ITPLI02315a..TPL1023176 I Dale Buscaino; O\"ayme Hann oh j!loa>cslic lndO!lt)I I 119113- Moved to DcnionstrutiYC Exhibit List ns COX· 
0237 

CX-0736 I ITPL Con1ploin1Exhibit105-48 Gcarhcnd 23-in·I Card R.cadur Al~in-Ono CR42txl jTPLI023Kn·TPLI023K93 I Dtlo Busouino; O.•oyne Hoonah IDomostic Jndoslry I 1 ~)/IJ· Movod lo Dcmons1miTc E.<~ibit Ustos COX· 
0231 

CX-U737 I ITPL Con1plaiat fallibo JOS-49 OoorhCOd i3~Tc;.d Rcnd<t- All-in-One CR42UO ITPLI 023194-TPL1023916 I Dale Bu,camo; Dwoync Honnal\ 10ome1wlnifoiiiy- f 1/9/13 -Moved lO Ocmon,lnlti•c Exhibit Lis.IDS COX· 
0239 

CX--0731 I ITPL Complain• fahibit 10.S.'O G-.<t ll-iA·I Card Re•ll<r CR7400M j TPLI023917·TPLI0239~ IO.lo Buseaino; Dl-..yne Hnnnoh IDo1Dcstic lndumy I J/9/13· Moved lo Dcmo11stt11~c E....:hibil Ust as COX-
0240 

CX.0739 TPL Con1pl111int Exhibit 105 .. ,J Gc1ri~ Sl·in-1 Card RcDdorCR74UUM TPLI0239J.S.TPLJOU9.SI Diie 6uscaino; 0\YD)'ftO limnlh Domcsrio lnduwy 1/9/lJ- Moyed lo Ocmonstntivc &llibil List as COX-
0241 

CX-0740 TPL Co<1ploo1t fuhibi1 lo5-S2 Oouhoad .s1.;.,.1 Cord Roaclc:rCR7400M TPLI0239l9-TPL10239MU l>alo Buscailto; Dmlync >bnn.oh Oomosttc 1ttdusny 1/9/13· Moved to Dcmonstntivc Exhibit Utl.os COX· 
0242 

'"'" 



Irw. l.11-TA.-M1 
C.-..pi.;m.IT"'lmlosr""""11et!JmlkdUC's 
F...iOocOIMM<rlllcl\ll>lt l..id(C...,..,._i .. ) 

~*!.~f:~Qf.~~-¥~l¥~4ii~R~lf{mi~r~c- - ,~ i~~~f~t;~ ~~~~~1Ntr.~~ ~~i:~tYffe.~}i~~~t~~~2{~~~{:~~ 
CX.0741 TPL Compl11int ~ibil I0.5 • .)J Uinavo j&..in-1 Cord R=dcr CR.7500H TPL102J911-TPL10239!>2 

CX-0'742 TP1.Con1ploint E.'lhibit IOS.l4 Lenovo H320-4041·1JU TP1.10239'J3-TPl.1024009- -

Cx:om rTPL Compbint E.-.hjbit 1 OS.'5 Lenovo H32Q.404 I ·IJU TPL102401D·TPLI024033 

CX-0744 !TPL Compbinl E.-.hibit IOS.56 Lcnovo ldeol'lldZS60-09t440 TPL1024U34-'rf'LI024045 

CX--0745 TPL Complalllt fahibo 105-571.cnovo ldcoPod Z560-09144D TPLI 024046-TPL 10240&6 

CX-0746 TPL CompJ.mt E.'lllib• 1os~•s LAntovo JdcaPod:ZS60-091«D TPL1024067-TPLI024016 

ex.om TPL Compi.Ual E.'lllibit IOS.59 Xi MT01vcr 2P64X TPLIU24017-TPLI024130 

CX--0741 TPL. Complaint E:thibit I O.S-60 Xi MTower 2P64X TP!.1024 IJ l •TP!.1024142 

-
cx.-0749 TPL C0ntpW.1 E."1•ibi1 105-<ll Xi MT01...- 2P64X TPLI024143·TPLl0241"6 

cx:<rno TPL Complmt E.'lhibH 10.).62 Xi MTowcr 2~X TPLIU241~7·TPLI024117 

CX-07si' ITPL ComptomtE.Wbo IOHJ Apple lJ" Moobook Pro (2011) TPLltl241U·'l'PLI024 t 98 

CX-<>752 TPL Compi.mt ""1Ubit 105-bl T Apple 13" Mac:book Pro (2111 I) TPLI024199-TPLIU2421.il 

CX-<l7'3 c TPL Project Octa~ by Year uof9/JU/12 TPLJOJlll5·TPLIUJ8717 

CX-07'4 c 2012 CoreCU.h Llcensa Ravonuo 10/22/12 TPL1031 1U 

-CX-0755/JX-0034 C OnSpa: A.sscl InJ"om1Dlion; Ocpodion of Mx Lctkn:mo', E."<hibit 26 ITPL041253-TPL041251 

CX-<l756 c Wi1hdruwn Witladta'ni 

CX-<l757 c Wilhdnlw1! Wlthdn1wn 

CX-0758 lmntion. lnvcsior Rcbtions - News Rclcua TPL3H436-TPL3114.19 

CX-07~9 Withdrawn IWithdrowa 

CX--0760 c · ·--~-- I ITP!.389795 

..... 

Dato Bn&eaino; ~p:yno r1ilnnan 

Dalo-~c11ino; Owl)'l\e H:'IM"'1\ 

Date. Busc1ino; 0\Tl1)'M Hannah 

Oak BuSC:Jino: Dw11ync Hannah 

Dale BllSClino; Dwayne H:mnah 

Dalo Bascaino; Ow~ Hannah 

Dale Dnse:rino; Dwayne liJlonoh 

D:.k: Busc;ino; Dwlyno Hannah 

D~tc Bl!SClino; DWt)'llO HOllnah 

Dalo B1tse1ino: O~ H~noh 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne H;anoh 

D* BoUno; Dwayne Hannah 

O\vtync H1nnaI1 

011\ Lcclaono; Dwnync HDM1h 

I Nic:hollS Anlonopoo1los; Dw•)'nC 
Hannah 

WithdrO\\'T\ 

Wilhdr11wn 

NicholosAD-lo1;Dnk: 
BaSC#ioo 

I Withdrawn 

IDwayoclbuuu>h 

Domestic lndustTy 

Domestic lndu1try 

Domeitic lndustry 

Domestic Industry 

Ocnncstic lndnS'tt)I 

Ootncstic ltldcntry 

DottlCSliclndllSliy 

Domestic lndumy 

Don101tiQ Industry 

Ooatostic Indosuy 

Oomc.ciGlttd\tmy 

Doncstic Industry 

Domes1ie lnduSlty 

Oomcllic lndusll)' 

Domestic lndusb)' 

W'rlhdmvn 

Withdra\m 

Oomcs•i< lnd•Wr. Sccondmy 
Col\SidCl'ltioJtl 

Witbdmm 

I001ne1ti<: Jndusuy 

119/13- Moved to Dcctonst1"11tive Exhibit List as CDX-
0243 

119/l:l· Moved lo Ocmonstr"tivc Exhibil List as COX-
0244 

tr)fll. Moved lO Damonstrntivc E.'lllibit Ust .. CDX-
024' 

lftJ/13- Moved to DcmonStr.iti'lllO £.Wibi1 List RS COX· 
0246 

1/9/l l· Mpvcd 10 Dcmonstr11livc fxb.ibit Lid u COX· 
0247 

IH/I l ·Moved lo Dcrtion.scntivc E:chibit List os COX-
0241 

119/l:l ·Maved to Demonstrative Exhibit List ns COX· 
,0249 

1/9/13 ·Moved lo Ocmonsttativo Exhibit Us1 as COX· 
0250 

1/9/13 -Moved to Domons:lrnlivc Exhibit Ust as CDX-
025 1 

119/IJ.. MoTcd to Ocmonstniliw Exhibit List DS CDX-
0252 

l/IJ/13· Mo~ to OQ-nonst'l'Uli'nl Exhibit List as CDX-
0253 

l~/13-Mo.cd10 Ocn1onstrulivc Exhlbit List m: COX· 
0254 

1n12u13 

1n12013 

11')113· Mavod lo Ioint E."Chibil List u JX-0034C 

Witltdm'"" 

Wiihdt11,m 

1n12u1l 

Wi\hdmm 

1n12013 



&w. ll7-Tl\4~1 
Complaiimit TechnnlOfyJ"rorcnicf Liini1od UC't 
Fiml °"'1moolll)' llll.,. J.m (eom,,.hmok•) 

'7h~~i.~~ ~;~r ~~~~~{~~l~~~JWEMg&~1~m !i~~m~~~~~~~i~~!~~~~;~:::. ~~~~i~t.~~~f~~f: ~'.0~~¥;~::%~Z~f:i~~~;,;~~t'~;I 
CX.076 l Withdrawn .. ... ·--· c Whhdi-awn Wilhclrawn w1111an1.wn wnnar(lm'I 

CX-0762 c Withdrawn Wi1hdra,vn Wilhdrawa Withdmwn Wilhdrawa 

CX-0763 c Withdrawn Wi1hd1'11\TI1 Wil11dnwn Wilhdrawn Wilhdni.\'111 

CX-0764 c Withdrawn Withdruwn Wt1hdrawn Withdmi.11 Wilhdrmn 

CX-0765 c W11hdrnwn W1tltdrawn Whhcltt1WJI Withdmvn Withdmwn 

CX-0766 c OrtSpcc ConllCt Us& TPl.389994-TPl.39004• Nicholat Antonopattlos Domestic ITIClt1sby 11712013 

C.X-0767 c Withdnwn Whhdniwn Wi01dro.Wt1 Wilbdrawn Wii.hdrtlwn 

CX-0761 c Widtdt1'm lwiohdmwn Wlthdtawn Withdrown Withdrawn 

CX-0769 c Wi1hdllf\vn Wi1hdn1wa Widtdrn'm Withdmwa Withdnnvn 

CX-0770 c Wi.1hdruwn Withdr;wn Withdruwn Wi\hdr.i\m Willldmvn 

CX--0771 c Lc.asc Agrccm.ci.1ts TPl.392399 • TPL.392436 Nicho lM Anronopoulos; Dwayne Domestic lndt1Sll')' 11712013 
lbo\noh 

CX-Om c Withdrawn Withdr.1wn Withdnt'vtl Withdrawn Wilhdnlm. 

CX-0773 Anandrcch • ln!cl IDF Rcportn ·Serial ATA &: USB 2.0 TPL.393671 - TPL.393672 OttoSusctlino Ittvcntion and Efroi;tivo Pilins Dales 1/10/2013 

CX-0774 c Withdrawn WithdnnY11 Wi1hdrnwn Wid1drnwn Withdrawn 

CX-077$ IC TPL0318&9-TPL03189j Nicholas Antonopoulos; D1Yeync Domestic Industry 11712013 
H•t111ah~ Stec l}'Cl' 

CX-0776 c I" TP!.038896 Nicholas Antonopoulos: DWl)'nCI Dosnes1ie lnd11s1ry 11712013 
Htnnah 

TPLOJH197-TPL03¥912 Niehol:!s Atttonopoulos~ O\vaync Oomcslic Industry lnnu13 

I 
Hannah; Sroe Iyer 

CX-0777 c lb 

CX·0771 c ti. ,.,._.- ITPL.03K913-TPl.OJ3921 Dwayne Honnoh; Srcc Iyer Domestic lnd1u1ry 1n12013 

0cpo,;,;.. or 1TPU13&929-TPLOJS9~• lo,..,... Hannnh Domc11ic lndustl')' 11712013 CX-0779 IC 
An>ckiyaswomy Vcnkidu, E:Uobil 4 

CX-07110 c Wilhdrnwn ]Witlodmwn IWitltdn1wn IWithdr:rwn IWitbdmm 

...... 



lfll", Jl?-TA.-141 
°""1>1'"1onlTcchnoloo.'tPnlpeltiesl.ln1hcdu.c'1 
F\,.I °"'*""'tll' ll><luDit LUI (c.m,m....h•l 

;~~~ ~i~ ~~-~~~~a,~}~~~:~t~0~t~:~l- f.;.j!i.i~j~~~~l ~{i~i~iw~~~~~It: ~~\~:~~!~~~~~~~i~~:~ ~:t%/;rtJ;~0~f¥.1f*~:~1:~ 
CX.U7SI <. Dwl)'"O Hannah: Dal\ L.cckro•e Domestic Industry lnflOIJ 

I 
CX-D782 c Filo Names TPL04 I 246-TPUJ412l0 O\v~Hnnnol\ Dom.c&1ic lndUlll')' I 1fl/20ll 

CX--0783 c June 1.2007 LencrrcTPL LCosc TPU>412l9-TI>l.41261 O\vl)'nQ Hannah~ DAI\ L..cckro11c Domestic Industry 11n1201J 

I 
CX.f1784 c IScoond Amo:ndw.,.10 Lcaso TPL0412G2-TPU l264 O.•oyno llonnah; Din l.ocluono Domestic lnd""'1 1Jn12013 

CX-D?IS c llcCriilta Com a1unic41ion TPLOJ069 1·TPL030G?2 Don Ltcktonc.; Dw1ync H~nnlh Dc1ncitic Industry l!n12013 

CX-07'6 c l.ic.cnshtg Communieittion TPLOJD709-TPLOJ072l !>11..11 Leck.tone; Dwuync H:mnoh DontcSlie industry 11n12013 

CX.f1787 c Licensing Communic:l1ion TPL03D726-TPUJJQ729 0:1111. L.eckronc; Dwa)1to Hannah Domeslic lndttstry I 1n12013 

CX-U78R c Lli:¢t\lina Communic.ai1ion TPL00687K-TPL006179 Dtt1 Lcckro~; Dwayne Ha r11u1h Dome1tic Industry 11nno13 

CX-0789 c Liecnsi.a.g CommunicAtion TPL02l396-TPL02S404 0311 Lcektonc; Dwayne H1nm•h Domcst~ Jncfottry 11n12013 

CX-07<JO c Llocn1int Coa1muoicltion TPL0o700J-TPL007004 Dan l;:ctrooc; Dwnyao 11""""11 DotnCSliclllda"'Y l!n/2013 

CX-07<JI c LieertllllB Communied;ion. TPL0 13Jl4·TPLOIJ136 Dan Lcckrone; O\Vuyno HoM•h Don1c1tk: ?ndu1ny 1n12013 

CX-0192 c Llcenstng c.cunnuinic:ition TPL030&411-TPL030141 D~n Leektomc; Dwayne H~1h Oan\Oltic lndustty 1n1201J 

CX-07<J3 c Llccnsins Communical,jon TI>LOo70J9-TPLOo7039 Dat1 Lcekrorw; Dw1)"C Ha1111.ah Dcmcs1ic lnd111tty 1n1201J 

CX.0794 c Licensing Communkation TPL002262-TPLOU226• Dan L.cclcrodO~ Dwoyn~ H111nn;1h Domesiic Industry 1n12013 

CX.U79l c Llcensift&CommunLOllion 1'PUlJOR76·TPLOJOln Dan Lcdcronc; O\Vll)nC H:on:ih Domestic: lnch.isny inn.on 

CX-07'16 c Liecnsin1 Communication TPW13169-TPLOJJl71 Dan Lcdao~ 0W11:)'1'1C H1nnlll Domesric lrduSlry 1n12013 

CX--07?7 c Liccn1in.& Comnmnkalion TPL02;s 11-TPL02'SS7 Da" Lockronc; DwD)'DC HONU1b Oomoslie JndustJy 1n1201J 

CX-0798 c Pravisioaat Pttcrn Applic4tiotl 601336,396 TPWI 0742·TPLOIOl41 Nieho~as Antonopoulos Soccmdory Considoraltons 1/10/2013 

CX..0799 c ~ ~ LiccnscAgrcctnC1\t TPLI046121-TPL104614l Dan Lcckronc; O\n)'ftC H1nn1h Do01csticlnduS1Ty ln1201) 

CX-OIUlcJ c TPL.1 • ¥ 1~ ,..-1 License A~l'CCl11c1tt TPLI042268-TPLJ0422!Xl Don 1.cclTOno; Dw1,..1e Hnn11all Domestic fnchlstty 1n1201J 

...... 



Irw.1)7 .. TA.M I 
~T.,lmn1'1erl'mp<TlinUmlledU.CS 
l'lnll~EXtih~tna(c.a.,r.-..) 

[;i~t::~:~ t-:4'{ '2i;t~lq1fi~~{,~m~j;l,$.;~~~iifii.j.~:$.:~1~~ }~~~~D:~~~~~-~?$it~~&~$.lf~1 i~~~~~~~~~~\\zg~i ~~i~~P.'f-&ft1~~~~ft~~i 
ion• .., ...... License Agr;cnacnt Dllla Lctlaone; Dwayne u----1. ,... __ __ ,,_ ,_ .. _ . ......____ · --- ·-ex~ ... c :TPl.f 

CX-0802 c TPUt:tt---" [9 LCensc Agreement :TPLI040220.TPLI04024l Dan Locl;roac; Dw;l)1le Hmwtah Doincrtic Jndustry 1ln12u1J 

CX-ORO) c ITP~ ·"',iconso Ac,rcetncnt TPLI040246-TPL1040265 01111 Leclaonc: o,.,l:)'l'IO Ha.Mah Domcslic lndu.my 11n12013 

CX-OZD4 c TPur-"~··- - ·. ~Uccn0cA"""'"'°"' TPL1040266-TPLI 040287 Dan l.ccbonc; Owl)"lc H.nnaa• Domcst;c. Industry 1ln1201J 

CX-OZO'IJX-003l IC TP"'( j LiGcnso Agn:c111 em TPL1040281-TPLl04D313 Dan Locfg-u ncj Dwl)TICI JUnn Ill Doinestic lndumy - -----i ln/IJ • Mo..cd IO Joo• E'<llibi1 Lisi .. JX•003lC 

CX-0806 c TPU· · ~A1rcc:Jncn1 TPL1040J 14-TPLI040347 Dan LcckTone; OWl)'nC Hann.ah Do1ncstio lndnStty 11n12on 

CX-0!07/JX-0036 IC TP~ jjlL.,._A~ent TPLl 0<0) ... Tl'l..l 040370 01n Lecl.Tcnc: Ow.,,,c.Honnoh Ooincstielnclomy ll&!Tl-Mo\'Cd to Joint E.-dtibit List asJX-0036C 

CX-0801/JX-0037 IC TPL/l JLiccmcA;roaa1cnl TPL1040371·TPL1040381 Dan Lcckronc; Dwayne Ht=1b Domcslic lndnstry I t f.l/13-Movod 10 Joinl E.-.hibit Lisi .. JX-0037C 

CX-0809 c TP!Jf-" ~-~ . ii Liccnso Agrocmcnt TPL3ta440.TPL31846) ll>ln Lcclaono; Dwlll"O Hannah Domestic lndustry 11n12013 

CX.0•101JX.003Z IC TP~ · i!J Llccnsc Agr<emcnl TPL311464-TPL31K4K9 \Oan Ledcrona; Dwl')'nC Hanna'll Domcsticlndnstty 
-- I 119/13-Movcd lo JoiAt Exhibit Llsl ns JX-0031C 

TPU U490-TPL31~l01 II>an Lcdaonc.; Owa)'llC Hann.ah Oome:ttie lnd!Ult)' 
-

f 119/13·MOYcd ID.loinl lllchibitl.inas JX-0039C CX-0811/JX-0039 IC TP ~· Li=SCAs"'°'"cnl 

CX..0812/JX-0040 IC TPU[ = = ]UcenseAgrce1ncnl TPL38Ull9-TPL3 88Sl6 I Don J..cbnM: l>w>)M Hmnah Domestic lndnstry I /9/IJ -MOVOd IO JoUtl Exhibit List m: JX-0040C 

CX-0113/JX-0041 IC 'TP~- -. "!)'Liccnsc/.gtwnen1 TPL38U27°T(Pl.JSIS41 I Den Lccl<n>nc: Dwl)'llC H-ah Don><>1iclnd .. tty lf.l/13·Mo.od to Join1 E.'lllibil List aaJX-004lC 

CX-0114/JX-0042 IC TP~ ~ASt<C"'..C TPLJ8854'1-TPL311l71 lo .. Lccl<mao; 0w.,... llannoh Domestic lnduSl1')' 119/13-Mned 10 Join1 E.woit List .. JX-0042C 

CX-0815/JX..0043 IC TPUI J..iocmc Agrcmnanl TPL3Ul72·TPL311S92 I D111 LceJ:rooo; Dwayne Ha,..,,,.1 Domenic Jndustty ll')llJ.Movtd 10 Joinl E:<hibil I.isl " JX-004)C 

CX-0816/JX-0044 IC TP~~LiccnscAgrccmenl TPL318l93-TPl.Jll609 I Daa J.cckrnnc; Dwl)'llC HaMah Damesdc lnd.11my 119/IJ·M~ to Joint E.V.ibit List n JX-0044C 

CX-OBl71JX-004l IC ITPL.t!'•· tu.c..c Ac=><nt TPL318610.TPLJI H63J to.. J.cckn>nc; o...,... - Domestic Jndustiy IJ9/l3-Moved 10 JoUu Exhibit Lls1 es JX--004,C 

CX-0318/JX-0046 IC TPU.-~.-3LicenJc Ag~cnl TPL388634-TPL38"6l2 I Du J.ccl;rono; Dwll)'le Hann•h Domcs1io Industry 1/9/J l·Movcd co Joint £.'(},ibil Lisa u JX.(](J46C 

CX-0819/JX-0047 IC TPL( ·· } Lice ... A&recmcnl TPLJB86l)·TPL388674 lo.. J.cc~-.-:; Ih•o,oc H.....i1 Don)Ollio lnduslry 119113-M...d 10 Joint Eidiibil List u JX-0047C 

CX-DlllD/JX -0041 JC TPuf' · =(iUccaso Asi=mont TPLJU67S-TPL381692 IO.nJ.cclaonc:;Dwayno- DomcSlic lndustty 1119113-Movcd 10Joint E."<hibil List nJX-0041C 

...... 



rnv.l'.\1-TA..a-41 
Cnmpl•itwnl1cc~l'mperticsUmilod U.C111 
y,..1~ l!duoll u.t CC...,""""°"l 

i:~~t~~;, ~~i;i~li~ff -:;:(~JJ!ili~~i~~%~ .. I ,,;~l~l~t7 
CX·Ol21/JX.uu1~ I~ 

CX.0822/JX·OOSO IC 

CX·0823/JX·OOl 1 IC 

CX-0824/JX..OOll IC 

CX.0125/JX..OOlJ IC 

CX.0826/JX-00l4 IC 

CX..01127/JX..oflll IC 

CX-082M/JX.U0l6 IC 

CX-0829/JX-0057 IC 

CX--0830 c 

CX-OSJ l/JX..()f)l l IC 

CX·0832/JX-0Ul9 IC 

CX--0833/JX-0060 IC 

CX..0834/JX--0061 IC 

CX.O!Ol/JX.0062 IC 

CX-0836/JX.()063 IC 

CX·08371JX-0064 IC 

CX·OllM c 

CX..0839 c 

CX..OlWO c 

TPut iiUconso Asn::cn1cn1 TPLJ81693·TPLJIS707 

TPl.i" 4Licen<c Aarccmcnt TPL318701-TPU88726 

TPl.f 1seA~ct1l TPL31S727·TPLJ&8747 

TP' IV;J -iccn'c Agreement TPL381748·TP1..Jlll761 

TP~.Liccnsc Agn:cmcn1 TPLJ88769-TPL3!1714 

TPlf ~Gronp Llccnsc A!rctn1cn1 TPLJ8871l·TPL381803 

TPr..r-- 'frcchnologict License Agrocmcn.t TPL388llO<t·TPLJXH24 

TPL/lf~ • -- ';jl.iconsoAgr<emcnt TPL31882l·TPUSS84~ 

TPI{ 4.U1l..ia:nJcApcmcnl TPL388B4l·TPL3H886S 

TPl.p - · · · 1Uccnsc A,tn:Cl1lC'T1t TP L38U66-l'rLJl81B> 

iTPU~r ....... - ...... ·" · -~ · .. "'• ·- ~ -~·\lJDepositionofMoc l.ccl.-roite (J37·107), £.,hibll ITPLJ IU86.TPLJH007 
16 

TPJ ~lLicell"'Agmment TPL311901-TPLJIS932 

TP!.f 1'· '· ·-'" • • '\. ...... A&r=non1 TPU'8933-TPU81!l52 

1TPLI - - - • . - . gjUcc:nsc Agreement TPUl89l3-TPLJ81%9 

ITP!JJlr'"" . ill License Ag><emcnl TPL31197l>-TPU18981 

TPi.r--- i).ice"'c Asn>omcnt TPL311989·TPLJl9006 

TP~Licclloc Agreement TPLJ890U7·TPLJl9026 

Concspondcncc (rom TPL..to~iog tltc CORE F1:ish Port(olio Materials ITPL.004066 
Dilo. version I (1129/08) · 

Cc""J'Ondcncc Crom TPL.10L, 1• , 1 + , .qcncloJing the CORE Flosh Pcrtf'olic ITPL03675J-TPL.036754 
Mtncrials Disc, vcnicn 2 {12127116) 

Concspondcncefrom TPL 1or· -ltenclosing the CORE Flash Portfolio M<11Cri:ils Disc, ITPLOJ4U~TPU>l48.S9 
vcn;c• J (2/6/07) 

...... 

Dan Lcokro~ Dmiync HnMnb Domestic lnd.usary 

DAn Lcckronc: Dw.oyna Hann:ih Donlcstic Industry 

Oaa l.ccbouc~ Dwa,no Hannnh Domestic Jndusl!JI 

DJn lcc:krooo; Dwll)nC H.o.nn.&b OomcsUo Jnd11sll'y 

Dan Lecb'onc; 0Wll)'M lUJmui.h DDmcstic Industry 

Dnn Lccl<rone; ~c Hmnuh Domestic Industry 

O:in Lcckrone; Dw11)"11c H1nnah Domestic lndnsby 

Om Lcckl'oao; Dwoyno Hamnh Dorncstie lndttstr)' 

Dan t.,W.:rooc; Ow1yne H1nnllh Domestic lndustTy 

Dan L.cekrono~ Owll)1KI HaMalt Domestic lm:laslry 

O:m Leckmno; Dw3)'ne Hannah Domestic Jnduslry 

Dan Lookrono; Dwayne Hal'ln~h Domestic Jndusll')' 

DM LcektoM; Dwayne H1T1JU1h Dome11tclnd~ 

O;i.n ~l'Oncf Owoyno HaM.Dh Doincstll;lnd11sb')' 

DDA Lcckronc; l>wa)'l'IC H0J:nnM Domestic Industry 

Dan Lcckronc: D'Ntlyno Hllnnah Domestic lnd11srry 

Dan Lockrono; Dwa)'nc H.11.Mah Domcs1ic Indl'SU>' 

011n Lcckronc; Dwt)'llC H11nnoh Domc:,,ti¢ Industry 

o,., Lecktcoc; Dwll)'llc fl.o1U111k !Do111csticlnd111try 

Du Leckronc; Dwayne Hann.ah I Domcs1ic lnduslry 

~~~~4ki%.fi~~~~~l~1~t[;.;:; 
119/lJ•Movcd LO Join.I E."<hibit List ta 1X·0049C 

IJ9/13·Mo.cd lo Join.t Exhibit L.ist 11S JX..OOSOC 

1/9113-Mcted to Joint E...J1ibit Li.It os JX-0051 C 

119/ 13-MOYcd Lo Joint E.'C.ltibit Ust as JX.00j2C 

1/'iJ/J3-Mo9Cd to Joint'B.-.Wibil l.ist H JX-00$3C 

l/9113·M<M:<I to Joint E.'111ibi1 List ot JX.OOS4C 

1.«J/13-Movcd lo Joint fahibit Wst as JX.005,C 

li9/13·Movod 10 Joint Exbibit List H JX-UUSGC 

1/9/IJ .. MoYCd to Joint £~1ibi1 Llst os J.X.OOS7C 

1n12013 

IN/13·Mowcd 10 Joiat Exhibit List in: JX..UOSKC 

119/ll·Movcd to Joinl E..Jtihil List ns JX.0059C 

lf-J/13-Moved to Joint Exhibit l..ist asJX.flU60C 

119/IJ~MoYcd 10Join1 E-xhlJlt l..ill a' JX..0061C 

)/9/l3·Movcd lo Joint E~1jbit Li.It as JX..0062C 

119/13.Movcd to Joint E:ddbit l.isl m JX..(J()fi3C 

119113-Movcd toJoinl E.'1libit Llsi 3S JX.OU64C 

tn1201J 

1n12013 

1n12013 



Im•. ))7-TJ\Ml 
CaaploioonlT~PJop<rtiulim11cdW::1 
.,..,.,~l!lh1'i!Lill(Comf>-) 

};;{.;!~~ -~i~~~~~r~t.J.tfft1~~~~{:~~i~i~ ~i~~f.t!~"j~lfi.i~t~ ~~k~~~f~~~~~~ ~~(r;z.~~:~~~;~~w.f:~{fsr~:~:' 
CX~l4 l Com:spondcnco C'tom TPL to &other lndnstrict ~Losing lho CORE Flaih Portfoft0 Muerlals TPLOOS335 o., LecJ.:rone: Dwl)'M Hannah Domestic lndutJy tn12a 13 

om, ..,.;o •• (7/12ro7) 

CJ<.()842 c 

CX.()80 c 

CX.0844 c 

CJC.()84l c 

CJ<.()846 c 

CX-11147 c 

CX-0841 c 

CX·D849 

CX.(}llD 

CX-0851 c 

CX-<JU2/JX-0065 IC 

CX-0853 c 

CJ<.()854 c 

CX-USSS c 

CX-Dll6 

CX-t!ll7 c 

CX-<Jlll c 

C){.(}ll? c 

CX-t1160 c 

CofTClpottdcnec froni TPL 10 enclosing the COR.E Aalh Portrolio 'f PL02G679·TPL.0266aO D:n Lcckronc: O\y1ync Hamah Domestic lndtislfy 1nno lJ 
Maceriats Disc:, version' {1213J07) 

Com:spondc>ee rrom TPL Id I(" 
Oise, vc1'ioo 6 (6/ll/091) 

i;lcoclo,.,111\e CORE Fluh Ponl'olio Mnlcrials ITPLOl 7240-TPL017247 

Corrosi>0nd""" rrom TPL tol 
Disc, vcl1i•n 7 (1122/11) 

lil onclositt1 the CORE Flasl1 Portfolio Mnlcria~ ITPL036186-TPLDJ6193 

C"""'poadcocc r""" TPL 101.. . • . • . .. iloa:Jos"'s lho CORE Aosll Portfo1;o 
M..1ctiabDisc,vomonJ(9112/II) 

'J'nmcripl of Deposition or Arockiyan .. myVonkldn (10/19112) 

CotrcspoadCl\Ca to Arockfymwu1ny Venkiciu d11e:d June 16. 2006, Deposition of 
Atoclciyln....,, Venl<ida, £x11;i,~ 4 

TPW.nJl 

TPLlll4l999·TPLlll46074 

TPl.390674-TPLJ!XJ696 

Comspondcuccfrnm. TPL to Aroek~nmy-VC"ntidu dAtcd Oeccmbcrll, 200~ Dcpositiotl ITPL0413CJCJ..Tl1U141310 
1or Atoclciynwm11y Vonkidu, Exhibit S 

Withdflfl'Wn 

TPL Group Corrcspondc:nco "Key Poincs, To DEAL '"ith Swamy", Ocpositian. o! Daniel 
Leckronc. Exhibit 2: Clcpodtioo of Aroctiynmomy Vcnkidn. Exh;t,il 6 

Withdrawn 

Wilbdmwn 

TPLlo.J474l-TPLlll44746 

Withdmm 

Acrecmcnt and l>lan or McJ-scr do(cd April 3. 2006, Ocposilion or Daniel Lcd:rone. E.-d•ibit 4 ITPl.041313-TPUM 1430 

Withdn.wn Wllhdr.nvn 

W'xhdrawn Wi~ 

Panict Designations of d10Tromcript of Deposition of Oovid Tribolel (10/10/12) TPLlo.JS902·TPLI04l940 

Notice Ofl>oposition Id Hewlett r.ctmd Corapany Ooposition orDovid Tribolot, fahibil I TPL104S941·TPLI04l9l6 

lrctponaut Hewlett Peclwd's Objcc<ions and Responses to Tcchncloi:y Pmpcrtics Lin1 itcd~ TPLI04l967-TPLI04~991 

SccCMld Set orJntCtT"OCOforics Nnmben 41..jJ, Deposition o!DavidTn'botct. Exhibit 2 

I Lorry ASIC d ... ~-' llq>osi1;o. orD4'"4 Tribolet. l!!dtib~ 3 HPl7590J 

ISchemotiC!I B1t1;Sslamp;:dHP l761J2 .. J76116. Deposition of.David Tn'bolat, &hi'bi16 HP176112-HPl76116 

lwi1hdrown Wuhdmvn 

..... 

Dm Lockrooc; O...)M Ht.mah 

D4n Lodaono; Dwayne Hannab 

Dao Lcckronc; Dwa)T\C Hannah 

NIA 

Dan Lccktooc; Dwl)lle H.nnoh 

D:n Leektoncr. O\vl)'nc Hannah 

Withdn1wn 

l>wl)"M Honnah; Nicholas 
Antonopoulos 

Wilhdta\\'11. 

o.n Lccknono 

Withdt1,Y11 

Withdrawn 

HP 

HP 

HP 

HP 

HP 

IWithdmm 

Don•oUic Jndusby ln/2DIJ 

DonK1stic lndllSW 1n12013 

Doul<Slleind""'l' [ln12013 

Ooma1ic indttstry, conception.~ redntlion IDupllate of RX-.2818C, admlted 1/25/ll 
10 practice~ priority dDla 

Domestic lnd\1111)' Jllll/2013 

OometticfodustTy 1nt201J 

Withdnwn W'dhdnnvn 

Damcstic Industry l/ll/2013 

Wilhdrawn Wil11dr.r.vn 

Domestic tndomy ln/IJ ·Moved 10 Joint E."thibit U:it,us JX-006SC 

Witbdrnwn Withclnawn 

WithdNl'm Wi1hdmvn 

Infringement l/2l/201J 

lnfrinsomau 1/2512013 

lnfrbtgctttent l/2l/201J 

lrlfringczncf\1 l/l012Ul3 

Jnfrinpmcnt l/lS/2013 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 



In\•. ~.17.TA-141 
Coraph1innnl TcchnoJor,Pnipt:tt)o1 l.imlticd IJ..C's 
FiNIDocumcNIT)'llxhibh Llll(~•) 

CX-OK61 C Wi~ra\lflt w;,1.A........... w:11 . .t r-~- u1: ..... _ .. _ .. .. .. . 

CX-CR62 c 

CX-Cl6J 

CX-0164 c 

CX-0116S c 

CX-C&66 c 

CX-0167 c 

CX--OK61 

C'<--01!69 

CX-0870 

CX-0871 

CX-0872 

CX-0173 c 

CX.~1174 c 

CX-017' c 

CX.0'76 c 

CX-0177 c 

CX-0171 c 

CX-CS79/JX0 0066 IC 

CX-0810/JX-0067 IC 

Wind ASIC data sheet, Deposition oroa ... id Tribotet, E.'tl.1ibi1 9 Hl'l7l<J9J 

HP Photosm:wt.j$lQ User Guide,, OcpcnicioaofDavid Tribolot. EAA~it 10 HPllJJ 136-HPOJJ 1 A7 

Will1drawn Withdraw n 

Scbcmaltc Blltes stnmped HP 1'17406, ~Uion ofOtvtd Tribolcc, E'Chibit 12 HPl77406 

Schen1•ttc Bates st1a1pod HP 171'40?, Dcposilion ofD1vKt Tn"bol¢l. W ibic 13 rHP177407 

Withdror.Yft Wi1hdrawn 

WiLhdr<1wn Wilhdrnwa 

Withdrawn Wilhdrawa 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Wit'lldr'awa Wilhdtuwn 

Withdra'tn. Wi1Udnnvn 

Dir<:ct Witncn: S11111emcnl ofDw.1yn0 Hoon.lh, Inv. 337-107, Ocposilionof{hvayno ~ (TPLIOJ767&-TPLI0376\.l3 
E."lhibit3 

Withdnwn l Withdrawn 

Wilhdrawn I Withdrawn 

Conf'tdc:tlti.al Oeclantiot ofOwll)'nC H1on1b, Inv. 337-107. Deposition o( Owll)no Hmlnllh, ITPL<131043-TPL031(1!i4 
E~ibil7 

TPJ.., CorcFlash Projcel OctJilby Year As of May JJ, 201 I. Deposition or Oway1t0 HMnah. lTPL03671 l·TPL0367K3 
Exhibil 9; Depositioo ofDwl)"'O """'"' (337-107). Exhibii 9 

TPL CoreF!uh Hcodo><1,. S.imml!)' byComponyond Monlh. Deposition ofDwo)'M fbnuh, ITPL0412Sl-TPUM l252 
E.Viibil 12 

OnSpec Income StalemCl\l - Rolling T~ Year 2001 Um>11~h September 30, 2010, Dcposi1ion ITPL036711S 
!orOwa)'M Hannah. Exhil>il 1' 

Office Lcuo Stevens Credi; OO"iceCenlcr Dilled July23, 20 10, J)cpolitWJriofDwayac 
Hannah, E."llu'bi:l 16 

TPL04126.5·TPIMl2?1 

-" 

HP tnrrinscmcnt lll.S/2013 

HP tnrringcm.cnl 1/1012013 

Withdt4'vn Withd,..,vn Wilhd111wn 

HP llt(rin&emCl\I l/lS/2013 

HP !n(rinpnc.nl 1125/20ll 

Wilhdrl\"'1 WiUtdlll'Wft Willu!rnwn 

WidMfnmn WilhdtOW'll Wi1bdD,,.. 

W'1lhdt11Yl1 Wi1bdrawn Wi1hdrawn 

Wilhdrawn Withdrawn Wilidr.l.wn 

Wilhdrl\vn Wilbdnrw11 WitlKirawn 

Withdrawn \Vithdtnwn Withdrnwn 

Dwayne H.:tnnah Domestic Industry 1110/2013 

Withdniwn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

W'tthdlJ\Yn Withdrawn Wilhdtnwn 

Ow1)1'1Ctfll1n:11l Domcscic lndnmy 1191201) 

Dw1)'00H1nn1b. Domestic lndusby tn/2013 

Ow1)'00Hlan.al1 Oomostic. lnd•utry 1n1201J 

Dw1)'nCH1-nl\lh Domestic fndotry 1n1tJ-Movcd lo Joint Ex.hibil UstasJX~UOG6C 

Dwayne: HOllllllh; Dan Lockronc Oomcslic lndumy ln/13-Moved to Joint l!.'dlibil List u JX-0067C 



lm'. JJ1-TA-141 
"""""'""'T._ ....... llnl.ioniledUC. 
Pinil~IMlibit U. (Ccmp1thcl9i\'a) 

;:f0.:W:~;4~~; ~~~· ~§'.r~S~~\t~~~ii§j}£{~?~f~~11~~~$.;x~;,~;J ~~~~t~~i~ :~~Kii;J~~~~~t~·~?.~~ ~:{tj,i:i~~~~~'.~~~~f.T:i~ '8.1~:j·i.07::I~~t<!J~~t,·: 
ex~ ••. l•0 1 ,.. "1'-'1't~h--~UIL-.J -····•L . . 1- _,, .... , _ .. ,, n----'- ' - ·· - r n. 10 ....,.,,. .. , _,._ "A '_ .. ,_ .. ~-•- - '' -TPLD367S7.00I -TPL0'.16737- jo...,.... "'1nnah 

0243 
c Tri Net PayroU Headcount by Location a of N/l 11201 J. Oopositiott of Dwayne H•nn"lt. 

Ediibit 17 
Domestic tndnsuy 

CX~lll c 

CX~ll3 

CX-0114 c 

CX~BU c 

CX~ll6 

CX-0187 

cx~su c 

CX-0&19 

CX-Ol'JO c 

CX~S9 1 c 

CX-0892 c 

CX-0893 c 

CX~l94 

CX~895 

CX~ll96 

CX~l97 

CX-U89l c 

CX-0199 c 

CX-0900 c 

Patties Oe.signatioru of1hc Transcript of Dcpocition or Jool Tana (9fl.4/12) TPLI 045705-TPLI 04575 I 

Notice or Deposition k> Ki11&$k>tl T cchoology. Ocpoiition or J061 Twig, E.ttiib.it l TPLI04S7S2-TPl..1045764 

RcspoodC11t Killg-TcdmolQSY Company. lnc.'1, ~IO Complainant s rot>1 Set of ITPLI00797-TPL104S860 
I~ Dcpos<ion of Joel T111g. E.-.hibl 2 

Rctpmdent Kmcston TcdtnoSotY Compeny. lric.'s, Supplomonlal Objcctioas and RC1pOmc1 
to ComplAinant"s F'rst Set or C.On.1mon lrUcrrogoloricl to Rcspo~ Deposition of Joel 
Tong,Exlubil3 

Withdr11\Yn 

Doti Sbool for fCR-MLGJ , Dopo.ition of loo! T°"" E.u~it 6 

Wilhdnnn 

Cllrd Reodets wormation • Depotition of Joel Tims. E.wlril I 

Res~ KiitgslOn Tochnology Coiap~, Inc.' .. llc1ponscs lo Compbin:ant"s Set or 
lndi.ut111l llllenoplorios (Nos. 48-53~ Deposition of .Joel T- &hibit 9 

TPL10451<11-TPLIU4)175 

WithdruWll 

KT000494 - KT000495 

Wilhdr.rwn 

ICT000360 - KT000361 

TPLllJ45176-TPLI04S901 

Rapondcnl Ki111110U Tcdutolol)' Comp"'"Y1 lnc.'1, Supplcn.cn<al ObjcctKM\1 and Respoucs ITPLl0•"76j.TPLJCM.S771 
to Comptmuna's Fnt Sgto(lnt0n"0$ltcrios. Dcpos)lion or JoolTaog. Exhibit 10 

GUl26 USB 2.0 Cant RcodctCon1rollcrSc:heo111ic. Deposition or Joel T,... E.'<llibit 11 IKT000507 -KT000509 

Tootins infonn.tion, Dcposilion of Joel Toni. E.i.ibil 12 IKT000504 - KT000506 

GLJ26 DMI sllCCt Revision I.OS. Deposition of loci Tang. Ellhibil 13 TPLI04Sm·TP!.1045794 

Cuccomerdrawins Al06X Shoot lfl, DcpositN>aoCJod11111, E..'hibit l.S TPL1045711S 

C.sComcrdrawitgA106X sltcctl/2, Ocpositioo of Joel Tmig. &bibil 16 TPL1045796 

01.126 DM> sbcCI Revioioa 1.01, DopOOiion of loc!Tq, E.'lltibil 17 KT000666- ICT000000691 

Flash Vcrifc.Uon Fomi, Dcpotition of Joel Tang. E:<hibit 11 KT00<\<32 - KTll0003 

Mcch:uiical DtllYing for FCR·HS21 !Jll. DcpositXJa or Joel TAnA. E.d'oibil 19 K.T000,03 

Cuslomcr DrawiTI,J. Dcpw:P>o or Joel Taiig, Exliib it 20 KT000631 

...... 

Kinpton lnfrinacmcnl.; lutportmion 

f(jnaston lnf'rinacmC11I~ Importation 

~Ot\ IDOinienmn; lmporu.1ion 

~on lnrrin;cmcnt~ lmpon.a.Oon 

Withdrt,vn Wilbdnwn 

Kin.slion Infringement 

Withdr1\m Wilbdni.wn 

Kingslot1 lnfrinscmot 

KiAts(OJ\ h1(rin;clncnt 

Kiri.gston Inrrinpncn1; lmpon&Lion 

Kiapon lnfrins<mcnt 

KingltOn ln(ringc1ncw'11 

King~on lnfrin&c1ncnt 

Kin~•or. lnfrinacmeftl 

KinSJIOll lnfriap1cn1 

f(jnSJl<>tt lnfrUJUtonl: 

Kingston lnfrintcmom 

Kin 1st on Infringement 

Kinglion lnfrin.ccmon1 

l lfl/2013 

1112.512013 

I 112512013 

II/2.512013 

II/2.51201) 

Wllhdnnvn 

112512013 

Withd111wu 

1125/2013 

l/2!12013 

l/2!12013 

l1110/l013 

1125/2013 

112512013 

112512013 

112512013 

J/2512013 

112512013 

112.512013 

I 112!/2013 



tr... ;\)7.TA.&41 
C~T~PmpnH11 Undtec1U.C111 
FWIDnc~IW!i'ltitList(~oe) 

·~~~fi~·~~~, ¥4~:.~ri~is~t.~l~~i~~;:@:l~t~~~~~~~:~~~~EJ~i~ i.i~~~~r±~~, ~~;.s01~~~~~1!$~· ~~~f§~~l:3~.fil~ ~~:~*~~~~~;N~~~{J~3~~G:;: 
CX--0901 W"ot!ld"'"" Widiclnwn Wrtlld,.,.. 

CJ(.CJ<J02 c WithdruWJ\ Witl>dnnw Withctn""" Withdrnwn Wilhdrawn 

CX.Ql'J03 c Withdrl\'fl'I Withdruwn Wilb,dta\VI\ \1/itbdruwn Withdtaww. 

CX.o<J04/IX·006l C SD Memory card Spocir...iions. Pin I, D<pmition of I.any Jones, Exhibit 17 TPLl2S9 19-TPLl2603S D:1lc Buscaino rnrMgcmcnt 1110/13. M~ kl Joiitt E.Utibit U• n1 JX-0061C 

CX--090S c Transcript of Deposition of Ma:: Lodu'one (t un211 2) TPL104SJ33-TPLI04l4l2 NIA OonM1snio indnstry Ouplicat~ of RX.o313C. Admitted l/25/1! 

-------

CX-090G/JX-0069 C Wilbdnnvn Withdrawn. Wilhdrawn Wrtlldniwo Wirbdr.n•n 

CX-0907 WithdrJl\m Withdrawu WiOutnr.vn Wi\hdr.iwn \V'uhdraW1\ 

CX--0901/JX-0070 Doaia1.,. cn1itlod CORE Flesh Pl.I, Deposition of Mac Lcckn>oc, E.uibil 11 TPLI 04S464·TPL 104l4U Dan Lcclaone; DIYll)'IO Hmm4h 0o1llctttc JndUl11)' r /25113 -Moved 10 loinl Exhibo Li11., JX·007UC 

CX--0909/JX.Q071 IC ISu mm111YorCon:F11Sh-102007, YTD. !lcposrtionofMoc:Lcaronc, Eihibit 11 TPL389797 Dan Lcckrone; Dwayne Hannah Doracttie lndustf)' pn113·Movcd 10 Jo•~ E...tiibi1 Lia u JX.0071C 

CX.®10 I \Compllint Confide•tialE.hibit JOS-l,1'.le9osOJooofM1t ~. bhibil 13 TPLI04546G-TPLIO<H&O Don t.c;lavoo; Dwl)'\C HIMeb Domc3tio lnd•'"Y 1125/2013 

CX-o91 l/JX.007l IC fEtnplo,oc Spreadsheet, Deposition of Moo Lcckrono. fahibit l' i Dcposi1ionorIMayoc TPL0367H Dwsyno Hannah Domcslic 1ndlL"'ty 1n11J -Movc:d lo Joint Exhibit List as JX...Q0'72C I Hannah (337·107), c:thibit t 

CX.o<JJ2/JX-0073 IC \TPLPt0jcd Oct.iii by y.,.r, l>cpositionof Mac Lccb'one, fahibit 16 TPl,1031l•S·TPl.lUJa117 0w.,..........i. Doiw.cstic Jndusny 1n11:l-Movad to Jottu E.Uibie 1.iSl os JX~?JC 

CX--091l/IX·0074 IC rPUlntcllisys P.odoel Group, Pmduct Sales Rel'Cft\lc lry YC:Jr, Depositioa o( Mac Lockrono, TPLOl6766 Owll)"'C Hunah; Nich.ol3s Doincsdc lndlllll)I lfl/13-Movcd to Joint E...hibit List n JX..0074C 
Exhibit IB An10nopoulos 

CX-o914/JX-007S IC ITdRepon s,,..,ldsi..et, Oepoc;tioa orMoc lccknmc, E•hib~ 20 TPUl36n4-TPL0367110 Dwayne Hoonah Domestic 11\duS!JY ?ntJ3.Mc>Vcd to Joinl C!di.ibil 1.ist osJX.007$C 

CX-o91' le ITDRoport Dato Roquc>lcd Projcd, lkpooitioo of Moe Lcekrone, E.'<hih 21 TPL036761-TPL036m o,,oync HMnllh Dome11ic JndUJtry 1n12013 

fCX--0916 r 1Witlldnwo 
Wi1hdr11wn Withdm•n Wi1bdf'awA WitlwJrawu 

jCX.0917 JC I OflSpoc Sales Data 1 IJ9a .. 200Ci0cpofition of Nicholas Anlonopouk>s., E.u.ibi.1 9 TPL31979Ml9'JOU Owoyr'IC Hooaah~ Nicholm Oomcs1ia lndtisb'y 1n12013 
Anconopottlos 

CX-0918 Withdrawn Widtdrawn Wilhdrawn Wrtbdruwl\ Withdmvn 

CX-0919 Wilhdra\\'Jl Withdniwn Wilhdm'""' Wichdmm Withctnwn 

CX-U<>?o Witl1ctr.wn Wi1bdtowu WiJ:hdr;nYl1 WithdroWll Withdrawn 

....... 



Jnr. '.'37·TA44 I 
c...,.w...rT~-""Limi!odlJ.C'• 
Piml~P.ichibill.ist(~"C) 

:~~~[~~ ~~f ~;1§J:~~tt;r~t~Jt~if~~~i~f:f~~ii1'.~l~j£~fi~N~~~'fl~}~~~ i;,~t~~~~~: ~~~'0i~~J l{l~:~~~~i"~~~~ ~;i\1t;~~~1~~f@.:~~i[~1 
CX-092l Wilhdronvn Withdmw Wi\hdnrwa Witbdrowc 

CX-0922 

CX.(J92J c 

CX.-O<Jl4 

ex.ems 

CX-0926 c 

CX-0927 c 

CX-0921 

CX-0929 

CX-09JO 

CX-<J9JI 

CX-0932 c 

CX--0933 

CX--0934 c 

CJ<.()935 c 

CX-0936 c 

CX-0937 c 

CX-0938 

CX·U\139 c 

CX-®40 c 

Witlidn1Wn Withdr,awn 

Withdr1wn Wilhdrawn 

O.Spcc Chip ProdllCl~ Dcposi1ioo or Nicholal An1ooopo11los. fahihit 14 TPLOJJ031 

,Wil.Wrawa W'rthdmm 

I 

Wilhdrawn Wit.hdra,vn 

Withdrawn Withcl.mm 

Withdrawn Withdn1wn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Wilhdrawn Withdn!.wn 

Withdrawn Witbcl.nU'fl 

Pl!ltics llc:sigoa!ioas of dtc T11ucrip1 of Deposition of RDbin CllSICll (10/12112) TPLI 04l626-TPl. I 04l6l9 

Notice of Oepositioil 10 Hcwlcu-Pocktrd Co1np1ny. Dcpotil"311 or Robia Castell, E~ibil t.) ITPL.l 04$61?-TPL.1 Q.tj704 

RospondontHcwlott·Pacbnl Comp""y's FnlS•pplcm"'"' Objo<1ion1 ood R°"""''°' '° ITPL104S66<1-TPL104l6J8 
Technology Propcnies Linlilod 1.LC'i Soc'">d Set of lnkm>plorim Nos. <1 lluoup l3, with 
Attaclwcnt A. Ocposilioa orR.obi:n Castoll, Exhibit 16 

W'Khdrawn IWithdntwn 

AJcor Micro AU6433El4-0CL-OR USB2.0 Singlc-LUN f1osh Can! Reader Con<t0llcrda<cd IHP019l21 • 019l42 
211......,.2009, 
Deposition of Robin Castell, E.;.hibit 21 

Oirect Witnesutaz&cmcntofSn:c M11T1bakl;aro Iyer, Inv. 3J7.107. DcposilioAofSrcc l)Ct'. ITPL10449'JC>.TPt.l045014 
fahibit9 

Dc<l.nt.,., ofS= Maaib:okl:.,, l)'C' Undor 37 Cf.R.. 1.131, Depo!itionofSteo l)'Or, 
E.•~ii>o II 

Oirtct Willleu St.atcmcnt of Oa1tot Lockronc 

Diroct Witmm Slotcn&cnt or Do.gin Lma 

TPLll827tl-TPL31S273 

'''"' 

Wilhdralm 

Wilhdr.rwn 

Nicholn Aolonopoulo• 

Wif1drawn 

Wilhd:raw11. 

WilbdnlWP 

Wilhdrawn 

WilhdnlWa 

Widulr:awn 

Wi&hdrawR 

HP 

HP 

HP 

Wilhdri1wn 

HP 

S=fyor 

Srccl)« 

Dan L.c:ckronc 

Douglas lu1n. 

WithdrllWll Witbdro.wn 

Withdmw Wiibdrawn 

Oomostic iadumy 1n12u1J 

lw;1"'"""' W1lhdttnvn 

IWilhdrl\m Withdmm 

Withdrawn Withdrawn. 

Withdrawn Wi&hdrown 

Withdmm Wi1hdmm 

Wilhdrl\111 Wi1hdnnvn 

Withdrrivn Wilhdnrwn 

ll\fti11tcmcrd; hnportaion lll/2Ul3 

lnfrintpJ1lCftt; Importmion IWS/20 13 

Jnlnn~ent lll.l/20 13 

Withdt~ Withdrann 

InrtingcmCllC. 1/10/2013 

Coacoption; Jlcduc.tion to ,_..:lice; priority I l/IU/lOlJ 
dPlo; intriaJCG'lcnl 

Conccc:i1ion~ Reduction 10 Pr.::tic:c; priori()' I Lnl2DIJ 
d ... 

Domestic induttry 

Domestic i,iadustry, impono19on; 
bil'tinlCmcnt 

1n12u13 

1n12u1J 



Inv. ln·TJ.r.141 
~Tochnolac!-losl..imllcdU.Cs 
l'llalllnculnclC1ryll>dnhilU.(ConprdlenO\•) 

~~~;~:iif~ ~~~·• ~z~~#~~~~\~1~i~~i\~~;:~if~Tht~ ~~~~l?f*-~~i :hk1~~~1 1Ei~~~~~~~~J112~i[4~~:N~;·J~;:~#~ti1s\~"\ 
Dircel Witncsr; Stac.cmcntofDwa)\tc liaa.uab 1nn..013 

rClC-11942 c Direct Wil'6CSS Statmncnt ofNicholn Arlton.opoulot Nicho lm Anlonopoulot Dontcstic Lnduury. conccption:. reduct'°a j J nn.013 
to proclk:c~ priority dac 

CX-0943 c t:>iroc1. Wilncss Sta&cmon.l oCSrco l)Or Srcc ,,... C0t'ICOptKln; Rcduc t9on to Practice; priority I lflfJ.U I J 
dac; mrn.'SCfGcnt 

CX-ll'J44 c Dittct Witaca; Sutcmcnt or Dile Butcuiao DalcBcx.ino Infringement. Domestic lndumy. 1111/2013 

CODOCption. reduction 10 practice, priority 
dao 

CX-lJ94j c Wilhdr.1wn Withdrawn Witlldmm Withdrawn Withdrawn 

CX-0946 IC Wi thdrawn Wilhdrlwn Wlthdf'3\'YTI Withdrawn Withdnt.\\111 

C:<-0947 c Withdr.11\m Withdrawn Wilhd?"DWD Wifhdlll\VD WMdr1\m 

CX-09-ll c Wi1hdrt1l•n Withdrawn Wi1bdrnwa Wilhdrawn Withd~ 

CX-<>949 c Withdrawll Witbdrawii Wifhdmva WilMrnwn Withdrawn 

CX--0930 c Wi1hdt0;\YD Withdnwa Wh.hd.rawn Withdraw• Withdmm 

CX--0931 c Withdnrwn Withdrawn WilhciruWD Wilhdttwn Withdrawn 

IOC-ll932 c Wi1tu:1rawa Withdrnwa Wi1hdt1wn Withdraw& Witbdr.i.wa 

CX-11933 c W'rthdt•"" WilhJrnm Witbdn.wa Withdrl\m Withdrl\vn 

CX-09.54 c Wilhdnlwn WithdraWll. Wilhdmm Withdni.wa Wilhdr;iwn 

CX-11953 c Withdrown Wilhdnwn Witbdrawa Wi1hdr1,vn Wilhdr.wn 

CX--0956 c W11hdt1'm Wi1hdr.tw11. Wllhdrl,..,, WilhdraW1l Wrtbdruwn 

CX-<>937 c Withdrawn Witlldr&WJ1 Wi~ W'<thdt>Wll Willufonvn 

CX-ll'.!38 c W~hdnll¥a Wlthdmm Wilhdraw• WJtbdnnm Wilhdmvn 

cx.0939 c W11bdr1""' Wi1hdnwn Witbdnwn Wilhdnwn Wi1bdnlwit 

CX-0960 c WjtJ\dra\m Wilhdr'llvn Withdnn.Yll W-llhdrawn Wilhdrawn 

...... 



tnv. ).l7-T/\-141 
~nt1'«llMlagyJ'rnrerlit11..imilalU.C• 
FW.1 Doctwnmt11ry Exhibf1 Ust (~) 

;~r01:r!~ ~#~:~Etr~~,~~1~fi~i:*~~~1tr~i~t¥~~¥iiffisi~tB~i~~~~ .. i"~wR?1R~~~~~~- Y"i.~~~~~1~tf:}f;irt: ~i;-:rf1:$lrrts!fffr~:1 
CX-0961 Witbdt11iwn Wrthdmm Withdrawn Withdmwn W't1hdrown 

CX-0962 Wi1hdnawn - Withd.11,vn Willldtcwn Willutrawn Wilhdr1wn 

CX-0963 IC Wdl>dnwn Withdrawn Withdrawn Wi1bdrnwn Wi1hdrawn 

CX--0%4 Wdl~1'1wn Withdrawn Wi1hdrawn. Wdhd.Nl\Yn Withdni,vn 

CX-0965 WithdnlW4 Withdr11wn Witbdtu\VA Withdrawn Witlldr:.wn 

CX-0966 WilhdrQwn Withdmvn Withdnnvn WiOidniwn Wi1hdn.w11. 

CX-0967 [Wnh<!nwn Wi1hdr1,vn Wilhdt1wn Wilhdntwn Witlwirtwn 

CX-0968 IWo!Mruwn I Withdrawn Withdl'l\¥11 Withd~wn WitbdrD.wn 

CX-O<J69 Wilbdrawn IWithdrnwn Withdrawn Withdrown Wilhdrawa 

cx.0010 Withdrawn Withdrawn Wi1hdr:wm Withdl'Awn Wifhd11wn 

CX-0'>71 IC l'lw-hofOiymp•nll-P"'u'"c.d 16MB TPLIOl 77l3·TPL1011726 Do~1s Lum; Onlo Buscaino lo rrlngctncut 1110/2013 

CX-D972 Memory StM:k fco.tun=a • Jntcrfaoc TPLIU1m7-TPL10177l7 Ooog Lam; 0.1la Bascaioo lnfrif'lacmciit 1/10/2013 

CX-0973 IC IWilkdmm Witlldtawn Witbdra\vn. Widwtrawn Witlldrawo 

CX-0974 IC IWilhdrawn Willldmvn W"Mdra,vn Withdrowa Withdrawa 

CX-D975 IC Withdruwn Withdrtnm W11hdr11wn Withdniwn Wllhdfti\'11 

CX-0976 IC WitlKlrnwn. Withdrawn Wrthdra,m Withdni\vn Withdrawn 

CX--O'Jn IC Withdrnwn. Withdrawn Wi1hdr1wn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

CX-0978 IC Withdnnvt1 WiUwlrawn Wilhdrl\vn Withdrawn Wilhdf11\Yl'I 

cx.0979 IC WithdnnVI'I Withdrawn Withdrawn Wi1bdrowa Withdr:nvn 

Cl<..()910 IC IWillidrawn Withdrawn IWithdmvn I Withdrawn j WithdrnwJl 

..... 



,74Z~~~ ff~~~J . ,-• ' 'I";" 

CX-09111 c Witbdr11m1 

CX--0912 Withdrawn 

CX--0913 M fC-3&9SCW TcchnM:al Spcdl">eaboo 

OC-09!4 c Witbdruwn 

CX-0915 c Reverse Efwinccrin& R.cport-Bn::nhcr An.in-Ono fokjd. Printer. MFC-319SCW 

CX.Ql>S6 c Withdra'"" 

CX-0917 c Wit~rawn 

CX-09&1 Wilhdrawu 

CX--09&9 Witkdrnwn 

CX--0990 c WithdrAwn 

CX-0991 c Wil11.drawn 

cx~~.m c Wrthdra'!D 

CX-0'.J<JJ c Wilhdrawn 

CX-0994 c Wilfo.dniwn 

CX-0995 c Wilhdro.wrt 

CX-09'J~ c WithdCU\YTI 

CX-09'J7 c Withdrawn 

CX·0998 c WilbdrinYll 

CX-0999 c Wilhdrawn 

CX-JOOO c Withdrawn 

Inv. 337·TM41 
Cmipbinenl iecMD~ Pttlpertic1 Limlkld U.C• 
Finll ~ Jhhibil Lilt (Cortprdlensi\-c) 

.. ... 
~·~~ 
ft~ ....:.....:..;. 

Withdn.,m 

WithdrO\m 

TPLIOl 7960·TPL1017961 

Wilhdcawrl 

TPLI017961-TPl.IUl79?3 

Withdl"l\vn 

Wi1hdrawn 

Withdra\Vn 

Wilhdrawn 

IWilhdrawn 

Wi11ldrawn 

Witbdra'"" 

Willldnnm 

Wi1hdmw11 

Wi1hdruwn 

Wrthdrl!Wn 

Withdrawn 

Withdmvn 

]Wilhd""" 

1w;lhd<o"" 

...... 

:;::· 

Wilhdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Don~ l..uat; D.ile Buscaino 

Withdrawn 

Doug Lan'; Dtilc Bu1Cnino 

Witb.dmWn 

Wi1hdrawn 

Withdra.wn 

Withdrawn 

Wltl\drawn 

Withdrawn 

Wil11drawn 

Withdraw.a 

Wlthdr•\Yn 

Will\drtl'\vn 

Wi1hctrawa 

Wi11tdra\vn 

Withdrawn 

Withdraw• 

WilhdtD\Til 

~~~•t~~i~~1~~~w~m~~;{f.®~i~; 
Withdrt:wn WithdraWJl 

Wilhdmm Witlldmm 

lnfringcincn1 l/IMOIJ 

~Wll IW;llidrllWA 

Inr""8ernem l/llln013 

WitMrawa Wilhdrtwn 

Withdn"m Wilhdrawn 

Widw::lr1uvn Wilhdrawn 

Wilhdrawn Willw::lrown 

Witbdrown Wilhdrnwa 

~ WitbdtAwn 

Wilhdnl\m Withdr1\m 

WilJw::lra\m Withdrawn . 
Witbdmwn ~ 

Withdr11.wn Widtdn\vn 

Wilhdnn.,,. Withdr3Wn 

Wi1hdrawn Wid\dr3wn 

Wi1hdrcnm Wilbc.Jrawn 

Will\dmvn Withdrawn 

Wilhdruwn Withdr;nYn 



mv. m ·TA-141 
CmpWMnl T«lwriogy """"1tlet U..ilal U.C. 
Fin>lDooi"""""Yl!xtlil>OU.O(C-~) 

E~i~~~~~J. ~~j~;£~~(i~~~~~~~~lii~!l~:~i~j1~! ~~;~~~~~;;~~~i~\~~~~~~~AJ%~i;~~f.~~#J~l~;~: 
CX~JOOl Witl!ldt'a.Wll Wi1hdrawn 

CX0 lll02 Witlldf'llwn IWilhdrawn Wi1bdrowr1 Wilhdrnwn Withdrown 

CX· IOOJ rW•hdr•'"" 
--

Wi.lhdrawa Withdt1'Tl"I Withdrawn Witltdrawa 

CX-1004 Wi1hdrown Withdruwn Wilhdrawn Withdrawn W'n.hdmwn 

CX·IOOS Wilhdrawa lw;u.inn,. Wilhdrawp. Wilhdrl"lm Withdt1wn 

CX-1006 Withdtawn IWiihdra'm WilbdrD\w. Wi.l.hdnwn Wilhdniiwn 

CX-11107 Willtdr1.Ml W"d.hdrntn WithdtaWn Withdrawn Wi1hdmwn 

CX·IOOS IC Withdrawn. Withdmvn Witltdniwn Withdnrwn lWithdrown 

CX·I009 IC Withdrawn WidwJnnm Wtthdniw11 Wilhdrawn (Wil.bdoiwn 

CX-1010 IC ritbdnl•m Withdllt\vo Wiibdrawn Willuln!w!I (W'rthdrnwn 

CX·lOIJ IC tW"tthdflWn WiltulraWtl Widwit1\m Wrtbdnswn Wilhdmvn 

CX-1012 IC rlhdnwn Wilhdro\¥1' Withd""" WllbdniWD Wilhdmm 

CX-1013 IC IWill1drawn W-lthdr&\Tl'I Wid\drnwn Widwlr"vn Withdm\m 

CX-1014 IC WilbdtDWA Withdrawn Withdr•Wn WiLhdrawn Withdrawn 

CX-IOIS Withdf'll\'f'n Wilhdrowr. Witlwtnnm Withdrawn Witbd""" 

CX-1016 WithdOP.'TI1 Wi11\dr:awn Wjlhdrl\m Withdrawn Wilhdmm 

CX·IOl7 Withdra1?11 Willutntwa Wilhdn\m Wilhdl"l\Wll Wilhdrnwn 

CX·IOll IC W'ltbdrawn Wilhdrawu Withdtl\Yn WithdtAWll WithdQWf\ 

CX-IOl9 IC Wjthdrawn Wilhdrown Withdrawn Wjlhdrawn Withdrawn 

CX-1020 IC Wilhdr.o.wn Wilhdrttwn Withdra'vn I Withdrawn IWilhdrawA 

""" 



1m'..ll7·TA-141 
CotnptaWwd:T~~LimhcclllC'1 

r .. t~·EMil<Lm<~-> 

2~~t*Jr-iE ~1:::~t,~~~~~%~f-~i~t~{~~;~:~~t!t·; ~~f.t1\1t~~3W ~~~~z;.:~\:~~~;~~~~z~:i.~~Jt0~ s~;s~~;:~~{~L~~:~X 
CX·llJ21 C W•••·"'·"•- nr.:.1 . ..1 - - •u,.L-'-· -·- .. .... • ·· - • • Wi&hdrt\'fn WllhdntWn nr1uu.uawn TYW11U1r•'m WIQtclrtWn 

CX·IU22 IC Withdruwn Withdnrwn Withdr)\wo Witbdrowa Whhdrow• 

CX-1023 IC iWi1hdrnw11 Wilhdrawn Wrtbdr1,vn Wilhdr1wn Wilhdrawn 

CX-11124 Wolhdmm IWJlhdr1wu Wilhdr.:awn w-.. Withdra.wD 

CX·I025 Wl1hdrilwn Withdrawn W'llhdn1M11 Withdrawn Wilhdrawn 

CX-1026 IC Wl1hdnwn Withdniwn Wi1hdrawn Wi!bdrawa WilhdtAwa 

CX-1027 IC Withdrrwn 1Wi1hdm"' Withdrawa W~hdrnrn Widldnw1> 

CX-1021 IC Wilhdrown I Withdrawn Withdr.iwn Withdt.twn Wilhdrawn 

CX-IU29 IC Whhdniw• IWillldt':lwo Wilhdrawn Withdrawn Wilhdr.lwn 

CX·IOJO IC rWill.irown Withdrawn Withdrowa Withdrawn 1Wilhdr1wn 

CX-IOJJ IC IWilhdrawn Will•dra~ Wilhdrawn Wi1Mnw11. jWithdrnwa 

CX-1032 IC W'uhclr11'm Willw:lniwn Wilbdnw:i Withdrawn Wi1hdmm 

CX- IOJJ IC Witbdruwn Wi1hdnwn Withdtfl\'n Wrtlldnw• Wilbd"'YR 

CX-IOJ4 IC Wi1hdrown Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn Wilhdr4Wl' 

CX-IOJ5 IC Withdni.wn Wirh<lnnirn Withdrawn Withdft,m Wilhdr1\'tn 

CX-1036 \C Withdra\'m W1lhdtawn Wrtl.irawn Withdraw• Whhdt1w11 

CX-1037 IC W-nbdraw:a Withdnwn Wi1hdrawn Withdnw11 Wilhdtl\'tO 

CX-IOJI IC Wdhdre'm Wilhclrl\vn Withdraw. Withdnwn Wi.a.drcr.vn 

CX-1039 IC Wilhdrawa Wi1hdniwl Wilhdtl\'tn Withdnwa. Withdtl\m 

CX-1040 IC Wilbdr.a\VU Wilhdtawa Withdmvn Wi.thd111wa Wilhdmm 

.... ,, 



hw. U7-TA-841 
C-plan•IT«lmtosy""""'""' Liotilcd ILC'• 
Fl,.\ ~F.icNIMlu.t~) 

~~~r~1~tJ€J.~mit~~:tt:~~0}~ri.i.~~::;PJ~a:li%~!~1i&i4~f~;~ ~l~~?:&t:f~;g:n:r~~~l.;Uift~i~*~~~~f:i~~~rr;~:: fr.:£:,~\:;·;~::.~,=fi.:.i:~; 
OC· I041 IC IWrthdr.wri IWll.hdrawn fWithdmm IWithdr;wu IWitlldniwn 

CX-l<M2 IC Wi!bdr::iwa Withdrawn Wilhdrawn Withdt111wn Wi1hdr11wn 

CX· I04J Wilhdrawn Witbdraw1 WilhdrJwn WitJtdrl\m Withdra"'" 

0<·1044 W'1thdra\WO Withdrawn Withdrnm Wilhdrawa Wi1hdrawn 

CX-104l Wilhdrawu Wilhdrmn Withdrawn Wilhdri wn Wilhdrtwll 

CX-1046 Wilhdr1\m WilM!rawa W~hd"""' Withdrawa Withdrnn1 

I 
CX-1047 Withdrawn Wrthdr1'm WitbdrnWB Withdnwn Wi1hdtaw11 

CX-1048 I Withdrawn Willidrawl\ Wichdrt\Yn Wi1hdnnva Wl111dn>wn 

cx.1049 IWi1hdr1w11 Witbdrawn Wilhdr111w11 Withdtt\m Withdr1w11 

CX-JOjO Withdra.wn Withdrawn Withdnwn Wi1\drawa Wsthd1"11W11 

CX-IOjl IC Witldrawn Withdrawn Wilbdtawn Withdrl\m Wilhdrawa 

CX-1Dj2 IC W.ithdrum Wil}.drnWA Wllhdrawn Wilbdnwn WillMtmm 

CX-lnSJ IC [Whhdrawa Wilhdrwwn Witbdr1wn Witltdrawa W,thd1'\1"1 

CX-IOS4 IC I Wi 1hdrawo W4hdn"n Wi1hdraw. Wi1l\dtawn WiJ[tdf&WA 

CX-!Oll IC Withdmm Withdrawn WUhdrawn WilJ\dta\Yll Withdrawn 

CX-10'6 IC Wilhdraw• Withdrawn 'Wtthdfl\Wft Willldtawn Withdr1,~ 

CX·IDl7 IC W'Mhdtawn Wilkdn:w• Wlthdrown WitNltawn W"tlhdrawn 

CX-JOll IC Withdr1wn Wilhdnwn WitbdraWtt Wi1hdrewn Withdm~n 

CX-10'9 IC Witlldrawn Withdmwn WithdmYll Withdrawn Withdrawn 

cx .. 1060 ~ IWi1hdr111m IWithdnwn I Withdrawn IWiLhdrawn 

...... 



~~;~'~t~i:: ;r~J~~'-it~~il~• 
CX-1061 c Withdr..wa 

CX-1062 c Will1dr1wn 

CX-1063 c Widtdn.wn 

C''<-1064 c Withdrawn 

CX-1065 c Wi!hdrl\'IR 

CX-1066 c Wilhdra\\rn 

CX-1067 c Withdr.nvn 

CX-1061 c Withdrami 

CX-1069 Withdrawn 

cx-1010 Wi1hdrawt1 

CX-1071 Withdrawn 

CX-IU72 Withdrawn 

ex-ion c Wilhdn'!Wl!I 

CX-1074 c Wrthdrawn 

CX-1015 c Willutrawn 

CX-1076 r W.ilidr11wn 

CX-1077 IC Wilhdniwn 

CX-IU78 c Wjtbdrtt.wa 

CX-1079 c Withdrawn 

CX~I080 Wlfhdrawn 

lnv. :1'.\7·TA-IMI 
Cttoplom.ncT~Pmponinl.boikdw:'o 

l'WI Docw.r<ort ll>h>bii Lio!(~~) 

~b .. ~~~~ .. 9:~i(~tlI~~l:1UJif;:'~~i~~~~::'~, 
Witbdtawa. Wilhdmm Wilhdrawn Withdrawn 

Wilhdra\Y'l1 Withdraw# Wilhdnnm Withdr.nvn 

Wilhdn:iwn Withdrawn Withdruwn Withdraw)!. 

Willtdrawn Withdnmn Wilmlt'lhvn Wilhdn:iwn 

Withdrawn Wi1hdrawn Witbdruwn Withdrawn 

Wilhdrawn Withdnawn Withdrawo Wilhdr'awn 

Wilhdruwn Wlthdrown Wit.bdru\vti Withdrawn 

Wilhdrttvn Withdrawn Wi1hdr1'"" W.ithJtt.wn 

Withdrawn Wtehd111wn Wilhdroiwn Withdrawn 

WitlKlnnw Withdrawn Wi!hdruwo W'rthdnwn 

Wi1hdrown Withdniwn Withdra\Y'lt Wilhdrawn 

Wi(hdrawtt Withdrawn W"rthdfll\'f'O Withdrawn 

Wi1bdrQwa W'Hhdrawn Witlldrawa Witbdrawlt 

W"llhd.tl\Yn Withdntwn. Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Wi1hdrnw11 Wid1dn1'vn Witbdraw11 Wrthdnwn 

Wilhdrawn Witbd01wn WlthdrJwn lWithdrawo 

WilidrD.Wft Wilhdnnvn W'•kdniwa Withdrown 

Withdrawn Withdrawn. WidK1n1wn Withdrawn 

Withdntwn Wtthclniwn Wilhdl"lt\m Withdrawn 

Wilhdrnwn Withdn1m Withdrawn fWithdnwn 

, .... 



Tm•. lX?-TA-141 
C<imj\lllinlril TecM.~ Prtipeniff Uni1MI U.Ct 
Firal ON:\~PJ(hihit Lisi (°'1mpr~ .. ) 

'~;11i!t·~~ i(.~y2;~ f.~i.Tt\~~@~:2~a~1w.$8~~¥~~1~1tf~*~~~; s.~i~~~~i~~;~~~'.i-
CX-1011 Wilhdrawn Withdrawn Wilhdrawa WitbdtuwJ1 

CX·IOSl IC WithdrlhTil Wubdrilwn. Wilhdt'awn W1tltdrawn Wllhd"'wn 

CX-IOBJ IC Withdrawn Withdrawn W'lthdtl\YQ Wilbdrnwa Witbdrnwn 

CX-1014 IC TP.L Product Soles Revcn11cby Ye... Oc.1obct 2006 to A11si.ast20l l TPl.3119901·389902 Dwayne Hannah.; Nichobs Domestic rrduSUy ln1Z013 
Anlonopot11os 

CX-1085 IC Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn .,W•hd<nm IWithdrown 

cx.1016 IC N:., S7750 Guide ACEl\-141·1TC-0069787· O:iJoBucoino pnrrinscmcnt jlll012Ul3 
AC1lR·841 -ITC.007006j) 

CX-1087 IC rllroth« Mf'C.5195cw Ser.ice M1n"l BROTHEROl74JJjl. Dale Bt1JCAi'no 
- ---

lnfrintCmcnt 
--

- - lllJU/2013 
DROTHEROl743798 

I 
CX·IOU IWjtlldrawn Wi.lhdrawn W.ilbdr1wn Withdrawn IWitlldro.,vn 

CX-1039 IWithdrnvn Wnbdrawn Withdrawn Withdr1wn r•hdrown 
cx.1090 rwitl>dn"'11 Withdr':lwn Withdriwn Willldrawn f\'Yithdrawn 

CX-109 1 rwithdr•wn Withdrawn Wi1hdrawi1 Withdt1lvn Wilhdrawn 

CX-1092 rWitltdrown Wilhdntwn Withdnwn Withdt>wn Withdrnvn 

CX-1093 lw;~ .. W'uhdrawn Withdruwn Wi1hdtonva Willtdrnvn 

CX-IU'J4 IWilhdr.I'"" Wrtbdrawn Wi1'1dr1.Wll Withdrawn Willtdrama 

CX·I095 IC Withdr1mi Wiltadnrwn Withdrawn W'ithdmm Wilhdrnwn 

CX-1096 IC Wi1hdrawn Withdnnvn Withdrawn Wilhdrawn W)(hdr1wn 

CX·lll97 IC WitbdrJ.'m Willldt&wa Withdrawn Withdrawt1 WilhdrDWll 

CX·IO'JI Wi1hdnawn Withd'11Wl'I Withdnwn Wi1hdrawn Withdrewn 

CX-1099 Seiko Artisan 730 UWs Guide EAil411TC_0001'62· Dile BoJCaitlO lnfrii'&Cfl.ent 11101201) 
EAl8411TC_OOOIK6! 

CX-1100 Wilhdr"vn \Withdr1wn Withdru'fl'l Wilhdr1wa \Wilhdtir.Vlt 

...... 



lnl;•. l~7·1A..S41 
Cotop~-T""°"iotJYl'mr><tlks Llllliled u.c'• 
"'""'°"""""NYlldUl>iLill(~•) 

_:~~;g~;~~J§~r. ;?t~ -~i~i:i~~:G~1~1I:fr~}~iifi~; J~?£~~t~ ~~f~~~i I~:~iit~~~1'. ~tT~vri~~f~~~~R4~ ;~;zit#Jr!i#i::.~t~~:~~f~~}~(¥;f:-, 
CX-llOl •••.. .. .... . ·- -· l'w 1UlGr:nl'f1 Withdr:nm Wilhdtawn "'"'tur.nm w11norcwn 

CX-Jl02 Wi1bdrawa Wilkdrnwn Witlldra"n Wilhdrawn Wilhdr•,.., 

CX·llOJ WithdtaWll Wi!Mn.wu Wi1hdn1wn Witlldrnwa Wi1hdrawn 

CX-1104 Wilhdr.iwn Withdmvn Wilhdni.wn Wilhdnrwn Withdra\vn 

CX-llOS Withdrawn Wi1lutn1wa Withdrawn Wilhdniwn Wilhdnawn 

CX-1106 WithdnlWR Witbdrnwa. Wilhdmvn Withdrawn Wilhdrnwn 

CX-1101 Withdtawtl w-.hdnwn Withdnawn WitlKfntwn Withdntwn 

CX-1101 Witlwlta\Yn Withdrawn Wilhdtew> Wilhdmvn Wi1hdr1nm 

CX-1109 K ...... n FCR-HSJ PtocluotLilcnlnrc; llcl)<Hit;o,.ofJoolTq, fahibo 4 KTOOOOOJ-KT00004 Dalo BaK1ino Jnfrlllscmon1 ilmnm 

CX-1110 IC Wilhdrawn Wilbdrawn. Willldr1w11 Witbdtown Withd11.wn 

CX·ll11 KStgston fCR..fiS2 19/l Protluet U1Mtute; Deposition or Joel Tartg, E."(hibit' KTU00007-KTOOOU03 DaloBusc.tioo lnfrin11omen< 1/1012013 

CJ(.)) 12 Wilhdt*1nl Withdr1wn Wi1hdrawa Wilhdnnm Wuhdrown 

CX-1113 IC Wilhdrawn Wilhdrawn Wilhdr•'"" Wilhcbwn WitluiraWJt 

cx.1114/Jx.0016 c ISab of0ct$pec:01ip12006-201J TPl.03106\J-TPl..OJIOn Nicholas Anton09011los Domosttc lndu1try ?nl 13~Moved to Joint 5;dlibil Ult os JX-0076C 

CX-111S c Summary of CoteFtlSI\ Revenue 2007·20 l2 YTD TPl.319797 Dan L.cckrol90 Domc:atic lodustry ln12013 

CX·1116 c Schema lies HP176110 In~ Bt11Uino In.rrlngcmcnt 1110/2013 

CX·lll7 c Wi1hdtll\VI. Withdrtwq Wilhdra\Yn. Wiihdm'nl Widtdmvn 

CX-111x c Wilhdrawa Wichdr1,1111 WiLhdraw• Withdrtwn Wi1hdrewn 

CX·lll9 c Flom TOMJCr $pccilicotion, doled AuguSI 7, 2000 TPLI 24 72S-TPL124730 Dile Bus:eaiuo, Sroo l)a' Priority OfhiYcnlion inno13 

CX- 1120 c Wilhdrnwn Withdruwn Withdrawn Whhd~wn WilhdIOIYO 

...... 



Im. lll·T~41 

~T ......... y l ............ tmi.d~ 
l'inol~6xhol>illbl (c.nirr~•) 

ti~i:~~;r ~w ~t0t~1£JA~¥1il.:~i.~m..~~~A~~~IL~~~*; ~&i.~iiAt~*~xf. %;,i~~\i~~w~ ~:~~~{~~~~+$fifi?.; ~t-il.1tqff}j;;.f)·~1@£~~fti; 
CX·ll2l c ur .. ~ ..... _.. Ull •I..-' ·-·- ur..L..L..- • . - .. .. _ •• 

1W•hdm'" Withdrawn .... o.v_, ..... .,...,.,,.,.,_n 
I~ .... ~~ 

cx.11n le Schcnanbc CANITC0002.l6 o.~ &1IC4hlo rnrtingemont jl/10/2013 

cx.1123 IC Withdrnwn Withdra\¥n Withdni.wu· Withdrawn Wiltuftown 

CX-1124 IC Withdrawn Withdrawn Wilhdrawn Wrthdnnvn W;iJidmm 

CX-1m - IC Wilhdnrwa W•hdr.wn WitbdrawA Wilhdmm Withdrown 

CX-1126 IC Witbdruwn Withdrawn Withdrnwn Withdrawn Wrtbdn.wn 

CX-1127 IC Brother SoRwrc UICt'S Gllid.1; TPLllW6334·TPLI046,40 Oa~Bu10aino ?afrinQCmtll t l / IU/2013 

CX-112! Photograph of Aspire M3970 TPLl031491 Dale Buacaino lnrrin~·ncnt 1111012013 

CX-1129 IWilhdm"1 
r·thdt- lw;lhd,.-m Withdrtwn 1Withdt1m1 

CX-llJO GLS26, USS 2.0 MultiSlo1 Ft...h c-d Rc«1or CotMroU..-, Rcv~io• 1.0' ITPLl03816J-TPLI0)8184 JD1lol!usclmo lnrrin1c:mcn1 11/10/201) 

CX-1131 IC Anis.an. 730 Scbem :alid ISEC11<1_001 3n9 Dalo B1:1SC.ino lnfringcmcnl e,..Juded 1/4113 

CX-1132 Purchase Receipt for the AecrVN211G/Act::!tVcri1on N TPLIO<l6U7- ll't.10461'8 Diie Su!ltiano; Douilu Ulm. infrinaomcnt; importatian lfl/2013 

CX-1133 PurchttSC Rcecip1 for \llO Acor AZ3771-UlUOP/Aecr AU-in-One ZJ TPLI046 l,9·TPL100160 Dale Butci#'\OO Dougl11 Lum inliia5c::rpcnt; importation lfl/20 13 

CX-1134 Purchmc Roccipt for Lk A«:r AXJ9JS TPLI 046155-TPLJ046156 Dale Buseiano; Oou1Ios Ltuu. infringomonl; import1Uon lfl/2013 

cx-1m P11n:hsc Rctcip1 for lllc A= Aspiw Ml/ A= AM3970 TPLJ046296.TPl.1046297 O.lo iltlSC;ano; Dou&I• l..om infrinaomcnt; importation lfl/20 1) 

CX-1136 Pt.1rcha1e RccciPI rcr tile .N:.er- AS77'0 TPL1046J.14 Oak 8dciono;Do11&los I.Mm W'rintCSle'U: iJnOOl1Alion lfl/201) 

CX-1137 Purchnc J\cccipt for tk A«K R.cvo l 00 1'1'1.1046299-TPU°"6300 Dalcllaaciono;Do•~Lwn inrringcntCitl; itnJ)Of'lalion lfl/201 ) 

CX·llJI Pwd"*' R.occ::ipl fordtC ACGraspins 'r'erac~nc X TPL10462?! Dato Bu1eiDno; Douglas Lwn infrin;cmcnl; import. tion 1n1201J 

CX-1139 P11rcltosc Receipt for ltto 8fl)(l)Cr MFCJ220 TPLJ°'6 161 O.dc BuJeitcao: Dou1los Lum infringcmcn10 impar11tiom lfl/20 13 

CX- 1140 Plll'Ch.:c RD<:cipt for lhC Brol.hct Mf"C..162.lDW TPLI046 l6' Dtlc 8usc.U1no; Ooualas Ltun infrinscmcnt; importation ll fl/2013 

_ .. 



Jnv. ll7-fA-MI 
c ... ,.....,.T~ Proporti#IJml>:d Ll.C'• 
v ... 1~IMll1>0Lid(Compr-.) 

~~;~}~f£~t ~~~r ·:±1:~~i~~~~~~W~~~~~*lf~~i~~1~ii?1~0 :;;:i~~YI ~-~tg ~&~:~f~il:i%T&Jl~~t ~~li;\2tJt~I~J~,~~¥~K~~~~:,~:· 
CX-1141 Puroh.,.R=ip1forlho&o!UtMFCJ6llOOW TPL1046162- TP!.1046164 OnlcBuociono;OouglosLum ' - · 1111nn1cnncn1; 11npontn0n 1lm2013 

CX·ll42 Purclusc Receipt for the Brott.er MFC-,19.k\v TPit046lOI I Dalo Busciano; Douc.1• 4m ~on~ill1porta1iorl 1ln1201J 

CX-1143 PurcltllSC Rcccipe for th.e CA.n.Otl PIXMA MCl320 TPLIU46161· TPL1046169 I Dale Busciono; Dou&lm l..oao #tfrin_getncnt; Unport•tiocl 11n1201J 

CX-1144 Purchase Receipt for the C,noo PIXMA M01210 TPLJ046170 IO.lo Busciaoo; Dooglt11 Lem U.rritigcmen1~ iatportG&ion 11n1201J 

CX-ll4l Purchase Receipt for lhc Canon A2:372 I 8002AA iPLl046J67 IOoilo 811sciano; Don1las Luat ~mportlliion 11m2m 

CX-1146 Ptnd\.Mo Rct:cipt for" tbc Canon PlXMA MG,220 TPL1046302-TPLI046JO) IOalc Bu,.lcno; Doug)M I.um iaftingemont; iaiportmion 11n1201J 

CX-1147 Pun:ha<o R<:<:cipt ford"' C..... SELPHY CPIOO TPLI046171·TPLI046172 I Date Butciano; Oooo&)os Lom inflinscmcnt; imporu1ion 1Jnno1J 

CX-1141 Purclac Recc;pt lbr the C.non SEU'HY CP900 TPL104617J-. TPLI046174 IO.le 811sciono; Dou&f*' Lum infrinscrnont; imporutic>n 11n1201J 

CX-1149 Wilkdrawn Wi1hdrawJ1 IWHhdr~non ~p Wilhdnlm 

CX·l 150 Pu.rchosc Reecipt for the OcR.560 TPLI 0463 l 4- TPL l 046316 I D11lc Busciano: Dou alas Lum inrrinpcnl; importation 1/712013 

CX-llll Wilhdr;iwn WillMlrawn I Withdrawn WilhdmYn Willidra\lln 

CX-lll2 Withdnn.Vll Withdr.iwn IWilhdrawn IWi11tdrt1wn Wilbdnnm 

CX-1133 Will\Clrawn Wi1hdrawn IWithdra.\vti Wilhdrawn Wilhdta~ll 

CX·llS< Pprcliasc R.eoc~t for the DcU Opti.Plc:r..lOIO Ocsldop TPLICM6ll9, TPl..fOot6190, lD1iO:-&sciano; Ooual• Lant inC'ringomeni; imponahon Jn/1013 
TPLI046191 

CX-lm Pmcfl~ R.cccipc fot lbc DcU J.S.H TPLHM6J t 7, TPL1046318. !D11'0 Susciano; Dou,las Lwn infritlic.mc:nt; i.uporueion tn12013 
TPL1046Jl9 

CX-lll6 W"ll.bdratm. Wi1l1dn!.WTI l Withdrawn Wi1bdrawn Withdrawn 

CX-llS7 Withdr1wn Withdrawn I Withdrawn. Wid\dmm Withdrawn 

CX-ml Wilhdra\Vn Withdrawn IWitbdr1nm Withdniwn WitMlntwa 

CX-lll9 Purchase Rcccip1 for lh.a Ft1jilst1 Llfcbook TSIO TPL1046J'22. TPLI046323 jD1lc Busciano; Oot111m: L..un infringcrnCAl; intportabon 1'17/2013 

CX-1160 Ptttehosc R.cccipc for the Fujitsu LifC'boolc P702 TPL10462D9 !Oolo Bu1<iano; Douclos Lum inCrin1eruciu; ia1portation 111712013 

_,. 



h1".ll7-Tl\.K4t 
Comrlnwt T~l'rnrcniuLimilcdU.C. 
FiNl~J!lchibitUtt(~W.) 

cx-t l61 Lnfrin~c.n•~ impottAlion 1n12u1J 

CX-1162 PurchHC Rccoipt for the Fujill\i Ukbool< LH'3 I TPLI046208 0e.e&.11ciaoo; Douglas 1..\1111 infrin,mont; in1port1tior1. 111712013 

ICX-1163 Purclo"" Rcccipt for die fr.Ti Pl lOS 1'PLID4621J Onie: llo.lci1ro; Dooglos l11m i1fringemcnt; importltion 1117120 13 

ICX-116" Pal"Cha9e Receipt for dlCI Htli pjlOS TPL1046214, Tl'LI04611S O.,lc 811tci:n>; Doo~ Lunt infringcmcnl; impotWioll 111712013 

-
CX-1161 Purcluise Receipt for lho HiTi POOlo Prinlor S-l20 TPl.1046324, TPL11l46315 b:i:lc Bwscio.110~ Oouel• Lum inftingCl'lllonl~ iNpcxta1ton \117/2013 

CX-1166 Pu""'- Reecif>t for ti... HP 630 Notebook TPLHM6216 Ollie B\lsciono; Doualu 1.rua infMpcnt; ii11poruWon 1117/2013 

CX-1167 Pu1<buc Rcccipt for the HP 1 I0-42SONR TPLI046234 Dale Burciaoo; llo<IJ(IS l.oM tn.Cringcmcnt; impo11n1ion hn/2013 

CX-116' P\1rcbac Roccipl for tho HP 4430s TPLIOol6248 Dale Buscb11to; ~los Lura infMc:et1.ettl: importation 111712013 

CX-1169 Putchnc Rccc:ipt for tho HP 2170p TPLJ0462l4, TPLHM611S, Dale Butciuo; Doualas Lura infM&cnicnt~ in1-port11tion 111712013 
TPLI046216 

CX-ll70 I lPurchtse Rcccip1 for tho HP 3420 All~in-One TPI.1046217 O.lc &sciu10; Dou1l11 Lara l;,rrin,......, ~ impon.tion h1712UJ) 

CX-1171 I IPurchuc Roccipt for the HP h9~1 IJO TPl.1046240 Dalo &.1sc~: Douglas Lum linfrinscmcnt; imponotio11. 11n12013 

CX-lln I IPu..i..,. Rcccipt for the HP Phol0Sman331D o-ALl..-IN-ONE TPl.10462<6-TPLllM62•7 Dato Busciano~ DougllK Lum infriAgcmcw; irupot1alio11 1117/2013 

CX-1173 I IPnroh..a R=iplfortbe HPp7"1132 TPl.1046242, TPLI046243 Dale: Busciano; Do•gloo Lum inrrinicment: importation 
\'"/2013 

CX-1174 I IPutchOIC R<cciplfot the HP hl-1220 TPL1046241 O.dc Busciano; Douala Ll.U11. in~cnt; impor11tton pn12011 

CX-117' I IPurchocc Rece;pt for ohc HP ENVY 14 tcries 'l'PLI046316 Dale: Busciano; Dooalac Lum infrip1c:nJcnl; M•ponlllioa T17no13 

CX-1176 I IPurcbnc Roccipt foe oho HP Omni 120< series TPL1046307 Dale Btosciano; Doosl.u lun1 infrinJement; importntion 111712013 

CX-1177 I (l'urckuc llcccipl for lkc HP Pavilion dn1 Ir. TPLlll46317 Oak Bu.sciM"IO; Douglas Lum tnfri.itgcmont; impomitioo 117no13 

CX-1171 I I Purchase Reccipl ror lhc: HP C·Al!.in-OllC Pm.ct. C4101 TPI..1046321· TPLl046329 DA\e Bosciano~ Oongbs Lum mrrmacmcm: ilnponation 1nnu1J 

CX-117'J I IPurchaso Receipt for IN HP Pavition Slimlint1htserics 1070 TPLI046ll0-TPL1046331 Do\c Buseiano; Dou;.IM Lum infrinccmcnl; importmion 11712013 

CX·llBO I IP\orchsc Rcocipc r0<lhcHP 6170')7-001 TPL1046222-TPLI046223 OaJe Baxiono; Do11(llas Lum in1iiD gcnltnl; im ponltliott 111712013 

...... 



hw. ll7-TA..tl41 
c..,,,....., r..w1or.,.,.,,._um•••lll.C• 
>""1Do,.,..,"°')•&hil>I Lilf(C...,...........) 

~~l~i~~~;a~~g~1~~i ~l?l.f?f~~~~~~~i-1 ~&~;.\~t~~~~:~2~1:ttE· 1.~~~~t~}~1~{~~~i~~~~~t~-~~~~~~r: 
CX·I UU Purch:Mc Rc:ccipt for the HP644491~l 111"'1.l\MOLl~~ 1 n..1U40:.u:1 Dalo Bu~; uou11.a1 Lwn infrin;an~l; importation 11n12013 

CX-1112 

CX-1183 

CX- 1114 

CX-118l 

O<-ll86 

0<-1 187 

O<· llU 

0<-11•9 

CX-1190 

CX·ll91 

CX-ll92 

CX-1193 

CX-1194 

CX-119l 

CX- 1196 

CX·ll97 

CX-1191 

CJC.1199 

CX-1200 

1\1,.luisoRceoipt forlhe HP 636166-001 1TPLICM62lllTPl.1046219 

P\lrcblO RO<Ciptforlho Kingston FCR-HS3 ITPL1 0462.l4· TPLI04625S. 

P11rehbsc Receipt fer tho K.in1ston FCR.MUJ3 ITPLl<M6249--TPLI0462'1 

Pun>lwc Rccclpt rortho Kin;s!Oll FCR-Hll9/I ITPLI0462.12-TPl. 1046253 

Pun:hacRmciptforoho Ro....;11 J\DCR-11002 ITPl.1046270, TPL1046271 

Purcb"° Roccipt for the Roo:will RCR-IMlOOl,Roocwill RCR-IC002 ITPLICM626.l-67 

Pul'Cbm: Receipt forlhc Rosewill fa'°""I. RSO.CRI06 ITPL.1046332 

Purc:li.aae Receipt Cot the Rosowill RDCR-11004 ITPL.l0462S9--60 

Purcbsc Receipt fM Lho Rotcwib 7.il- ift..I hucraol- RCR-AK-JM,002; R.wcwil RCR.-AK- ITPLHH6261-62 
IMSOOl 

l'llrch"" Roccipt [0<tho Ros.will RCR-YJ-EX601 1TPLI0462GU9 

Puroh,.. R=ipl rot iliORO.cwill iU>Clf.lili01 lTPl.1046272·73 

~n:luso Rocejpt for the Rotewill RCR-ICOOl [TPLI lW626C 

PurdaueRocoipc forlhcSoi;o EpsonPic:t\&rdwh1c.Ch11tm PhokJ Prirecr ITPLl<M6276-71 

Pun:hasc Roccipt for!M: Seiko Epson WF-?SIO ITPl.1046284-IS 

Putdiasc Rocc;pt for tho Seiko Epmn Slytns NX62.5 ITPLI046279-ll 

Pu,.._ R=ipt for the Scol<o Epson WorkFon:c 4ll ITPLI046282 

Plll'ChMc Rccciptfortbc Seiko EpsoaXP-400 ITPLl D4c5216 

Purchase Rccciptforlhc Seiko EpsoJl Artisan 730 ITPL.1046l7.i4-TPLUM627S 

l'urohno Rcccipl Jbr tho Sci~ Epson WorkPon:o 'd 1TPL1046213 

..... 

Dnlo Btl.lciano; Douglos Lum infril~importation 1117/2013 

DnJc Butciano; Oon~LM U.srn infrinJemcnt; imJ)Ort1tion I 117/2013 

Daio Susciano; Douglllt Lum inrrin~ru; importAlio1 I 1n1201J 

D1k: Busciano; OouJlas LAm infringcmcn1; imporwion l 11712013 

O.lo Buaciano; Douglos l.am S.frins,aaenl~ iinportatior'I I 117/2013 

Dole Bciciaoo; DouaJas Lum i'lf'ringcment; impc>r11tion 1ln12013 

Dalo &aciano; Douglm Lmn inni.ntcmcnt; import11ion 1117/2013 

Dale Iktcimlo~ Oonilm Lum inrri•!o.nen1; impan1tioa 11n12013 

Dalo B111::iaoo; J>og;.l.m Lum infriJl1ancnt; imponoit.icu' 11n12013 

Diiie Bu9CiorQ; l>o•~las Lum infriDacuncnt; in1portaaion ll/7/2013 

O.la Buxiao; Dooa,lm Utm. inrrina,cmcnt; iinPol'tAtion 1117/201) 

Dale .Butciano ~ DouBltt Lum i'lf~mpo!Ufio• hn12U1J 

Oda Bo::imlo; Oo• Qb: Lum iAGirl&cmcrt~ ia1JD11A1io11 111712013 

0.la 6u1eimo; Dougl11 Luna inrrirtgcrncnlt imporbltion ll/7/2013 

"""' BuJci>no: °""''" Lum i1frinsomcn1~ importltioa 11712013 

Oalc BuscimlD; Oonglls Lum S\ff'il\aert1ent; ioiportJtioa 117/2013 

Dalo &sciano; OouiJ- l.um infrin&ciucnt; inloortatio11 1171201) 

0111c Bcsci.'IO; Oou;.lm Lum inlNlaemont; U.portotion 1117/2013 

Dole Bus:iooo; Douglas l.a1a infrS.aancnl; iniportlt.ioe ll/7/201J 



Inv. 3:t?·Tl.l41 
Coaiplainm'ITi:e~PR,testin Linri.tad U..C• 
Forolo..a...-yllldu•uocc.m,...,..,....J 

,{.1~$~~~ ~~: ;r:;iJ~~:f£~~~~1~~;Rft'j:~~~~_s~,~t.~~~~:.~j~~*-(~0r~~~21~~~~~ ;{~:i¥-~~:~~r~ m2tk3~1~~~1Bl: ~~~~f!~:~~~t:~1:§1S:t;;~ 
CX·llOI Purcltasc Receipt forlho Seil;o Epson Atliw\ 12S Alkfl..OnefrirKc::r·Arc&ic EditKsn TPLIU46320·TPLJ0.6321 infrinacmont; inlpormicu\ 1nno11 

CX-1202 Phol.ogroph for lhc HP 119-l 130 T1'LI046<o?4 Dale Busciano; Douglas Lum iofriil&Cwcnt; import1rion 1111ono1J 

CX-1203 PholOQT;iph for lbc HP Slimline Sj-1260 TPLI04669l D.1.lcBaUno J.Urine:cment 1111ono1J 

CX-1204 c Wilhdrawn Wilhdniwa Witlwlrawn Withdn1wn IWithdromi 

CX-120l c Rebuttal WmcssStatcmcrt d Dale Buscaino lllA Dale Buicaino Vafidity, conocpl'°'1; n:chtctlott IO prachce'. j l/l0/201) 
priority dalo;. d1tcorUt"C11tM>n 

CX-1206 c Wiflulrown Wrthd"""' WithdraWll Withdr8'm Wilhdta\m 

CX-1207 c Rebuttal Wimeu Stak:mcn1 afNicbolas A1uonopolau1 NIA Nicholas /Ullonopot1lc>1 Second al)' coosKlcrattoas 11n12013 

CX·l2DM c Wilbdrawn Wilhdnt"'" Withdn.wa Wilhdrawn Wilhdrawa 

CX-1209 IC Wi1hdrawa Wtlhdmm Wrtbd""1! Wilhdrawn Wi1hdntwa 

CX-1210 IC IWilhdn""' Wilhdfl\m Wi1hdn:wn Withdrawn Wi1bdnnm 

CX- 1211 
IC 

Withdr.i.wn Withdrawn W-ll:bcfr1""1 Wilhdrnwa Wt\hdmw 

CX-1212 IC Wollodnwn Wilkdrawa WithdmTI'I Wdbdrnvn. IWrthclrown 

CX·l213 c Withdr11\m W1thdmvn WithdraWll Withdrawn WiLhdl'llwa 

CX-1214 c With.drown Withdt8'\m Withdrawn Withdrawn Wrthdnnm 

CX-l:? l !ii c Wilbdrnwll Wilhdr1wn Wtthdr1,vn Witbdrawll Withdnnm 

CX-1216 IC Wi!MniWll Wtthdrawn WidMJt'l,TII Wi1Mnawn Wilhd~\m 

CX-1217 c Withdn.wn Wi~wil Wilhdmvn Wi1bdr1wn Wilhdnmn 

CX- 1218 c Wilhdra\\rlt Withdrawn Withdmm Wi\hdrawa Withdl'3'm 

CX-12 19 c Withdrawii Withdrnwn Wilhdra,m Wilbdrnwtt Withdm\vn 

CX-1220 IC Wicbdrawn Wilhdrawa IWilhdfll\n IWithdrawu IWi1bdrawn 

...... 



CX-1221 IC IWithdt11\m 

- - ---- -----
CX-1222 c Wilhdniwn 

CX-1223 c Withdrnwn 

CX-1224 c Willi.drawn 

C:X- llli c W-rthdmWJI 

CX-1 226 c Witbdtaw:rt. 

CX-1227 c Withdrawn. 

CX-1228 c WilhdroWR 

CX-1229 c WithdraWll 

--
CX-1230 c Withdr.awa 

CX-1231 c Witt.drawn 

CX·l2J2 c Wrthdr11.wn 

CX-1233 IC Withdrawn 

- -

1w, )J1.TM41 
C...-T_,,Pm,..Kulimi1cdUC• 
Pinol~E>hhllu.t(~•) 

I Withdrawn Willldtawn 

Wi1hd1"vn Withdrawn 

Wi1hdnnvn WitMr:iwn 

WithdtOWll \YAAdt8\fll 

Wilhdrawn Wrthdt1\m 

Withdrawn WWIC!nWn 

Witltdniwn WiJ.hdr•Wn 

WitUdtuwn Willtdr1"n 

Wilhdrowa Withdm•n 

Witbdn:iwa Withdni'TII 

With<hwn WiJhdrawn 

Withdrznwn Withdrawn 

WilhdrtWn Witlldnwi1 

_ .. 

Wi\hdnt\m Withdtawn 

Wilhdrtwn Witltdr"-m 

Withd r•wn Wilhdra\¥t1 

Wilhdtown Withdrawrt 

WilbdraW'lt Withdmm 

Witb.U.W. Wilhdrnwn 

Withdrawn Willutrawn 

Willidnnvn Withdrawn 

Willtdrawn Witbdntwn. 

Willldn\Ya Withdrawn 

Witbdl'llWQ W"nhdrawq 

Wicbdrawn Wi\hdrawn 

Withdrl'm'I Wit~ 



,CPX-0001 

I 
ICPX-0002 

CPX-0003 

CPX-0004 

CPX-0005 

CPX-0006 

CPX-0007 

CPX-000& 

CPX-0009 

CPX-0010 

CPX-0011 

CPX-0012 

CPX-0013 

CPX-0014 

CPX-OO!S I 

ICPX-0016 I 

lcPX-0017 I 
CPX-0018 I 

CPX-0019 IC 

CPX-0020 c 

CPX-0021 

CPX-0022 

I CPX-0023 

Withdrawn Wi1hdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Wi1hdmwn 

Withdrawn Wi1hdrawn 

Witl1drawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Wdhdrawn Withdrawn 

Witl1drawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Witlidrawn Wtl'hdtawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

!Withdrawn Withdrawn 
! 

Withdrnwn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

OnSpcc EVlllUation Board; PbysiClll Exhibit 

Itw. ll7eTA~4 1 

Comp1Am.n1 Trdvio~ """""'ios Llmilod l!.C'> 
F'nl Phys:te.1 Exlu'bit Utt (ComptchcmiVt:) 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrnwn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Wi1h:Jrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Wid1drawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

W11hdrawn 

Withdrawn 

WitMrnwn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Witlulrown · 

Withdrawn 

Wi1hdrawn 

Withdr•wn 

Withdrown 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Wididmwn 

Witltdrawn 

!Pictured in Inv. 337-807 Iyer Deposition Exhibit 8 NIA Sree Iyer, Dale Buscamo Invention date, domestic industry 

I Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn Witbdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Witl1drawn Withdrawn 

Prod11ct Sllll1plc for the Acer VN28 IG TPL2000017 Dale Buscoino: Douglas L11m Infringement: importation 

lProducf s.amplo for the Acer AZ3771-UR20P TPL2000032, Tl'_l..2000033 Dale Bnscaino; Douglas Lum lnfiingcment: importation 

ITPl..2000116, TPl..2000117 !Dale B<>scaino; Douglos Lum J!nfringement; importation Product samole for tho Acer AX1935 

Pace136 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Witl1drawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrnwn 

Wi1h:Jrawn 

Witlidrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdmwn 

Wi1hdrawn 

Widulrawn 

Withclrnwn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

In/2013 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

11n12013 

11n1201s 

11n12013 



CPX-0024 Product sample for the Acer Vcriton N 

CPX-002S Pr<>duct sample for tho Acer Aspir,: M3 

CPX..0026 Product sample for !he Acer AS7750 

CPX-0027 Product sample for the Acer All-in-One Z3 

CPX..002& Product sample for !he Acer AM3970 
i 

CPX..0029 Producl sample for the Acer Revo 100 

ICPX-0030 Withdrawn 

CPX..0031 Product sample for the Brother MFCJ220 

CPX-0032 Product ~•nl!lle for tl1c Brolher MFC-I62SDW 

CPX..0033 Product sample for the Brother MFCIGS IODW 

CPX..0034 Product sample for the Brother MFC-5 895cw 

Product sample for !he Bro!her PrinterMFC· 
CPX-0035 I l589SCW 

CPX-0036 I I Product sample for the Canon PIXMA MGS320 

CPX-0037 I I Product s•mple for the Canon PIXMA M06220 

CPX-0038 I IProducl sample for the Canon A2:3nJB002AA 

CPX-0039 I I Product sample for lhe Canon P!XMA MGS220 

CPX-0040 I I Product S8ntplc for !he C•non SELPHY CPSOO 

CPX..0041 I !Product sample for the Canon SELPHY CP900 

ICPX-0042 I I Withdrawn 

lcrx-0043 I I Product sample for the Dell S60 

Cl'X..0044 Withdrttwn 

CPX-0045 Widxlrawn 

CPX..0046 Withdrawn 

bw. ll7-TA-14 I 
Campl•hu1nr Tcdr..kim' Pmpimict Llmikd LLC'I 

Final 1'11f'icol E<llihit Litt (C°""'"""9i"I 

NIA Dale Bnscaino; Douglas Lum 

NIA Dale 811sc1ino~ Douglas Lum 

TPL20001I8, TPL2000119 Dale Buscaino; Douglas Linn 

NIA Dftle Buscaino; Douglas Lum 

TPL2000128,TPL2000129 Drue Buscaino; Douglas Lum 

NIA Dale Buscaino; Douglas Lum 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

TPL2000007 Dalo Buscaino; Douglas Ltnn 

TPL2000008 Dale Buscaino; DoucJas Lum 

TPL2000009 Dale Buscaino; Douglu Lum 

NIA Dale Buscaino; Douglas Linn 

TPL2000136, TPL2000!37 Dale Buscaino; Douglas Lum 

TPL2000001 Dale Buseaino; Douglas Lum 

TPL2000000 Dale Bnseaino; Douglas Lltm 

TPL2000134,TPL2000J35 Dale B11scaino: Douglos Lttm 

NIA Dalo Bnscaino; Douglas Lltm 

TPI..2000003 Dole Bnscaino; Douglas Linn 

TPL2000002 Dftlc 8UJcaino; Douglas Lum 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

TPL2000122,TPL2000123 Dale B11Scoino: Douclas Lum 

Withdrawn Witl>dr:iwn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Wi!hdrawn Withdrawn 

P1&cl!7 

Infringement: imnortation l1n12013 

Infringement, importation l1n120!3 

Infringement; importation l1n12013 

lnJiingcmont: importation l1n12013 

Inliingernent: importation 111712013 

Infringement; importation ll/712013 

Withdrawn [W'tthdrawn 

Jnfiingcmcnt; importation l1n1201> 

Io!Hngcmcnt: importation 11n12013 

Infringement: importation IJn/2013 

Infringement: importation 11nt2013 

lnftingemcnt; importarion lln/2013 

Infiingement: importntion 11n12013 

Infringement: importation 11n12013 

Infringement: importation 11n12013 

Jn!Tiit~ement; importation 11n12013 

Infringement: importirtion 11n12013 

Infringement; ~rtntion 11n12013 

Withdrawn 1Withdrawn 

Infringement: iJ11>ortation l1n12013 

Withdrawn IWithdraMt {Duplicate ofCPX-0041) 

Withdrawn I Withdrawn 

Wrthdrawn IWrthdrawn 



CPX-0047 I 

CPX..0048 

CPX-0049 

CPX-0050 

CPX-0051 

CPX-0052 

CPX-0053 

CPX-0054 

CPX-0055 

CPX-0056 

CPX-0057 

CPX-0058 

CPX-0059 I 

CPX-0060 I 

CPX-0061 I 

Cl'X-0062 I 

CPX-0063 I 

CPX-0064 I 

CPX-0065 I 

ICPX-0066 I 

ICPX-0067 I 
CPX-006g I 

Cl'X-0069 I 

IWrtlidrawn 

Product sample for the Dell ()ptiPlex 3010 
Desktop 

Product samD)C for the Dcll 3555 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdtawn 

Witltdrawn 

Product sample for the HITi Pl lOS 

!Product sample for the HiTi P510S 

!Product sample (or the HiTi Photo Printer 8420 

!Product samnle for the HP 630 Notebook 

I Product sample for the HP 11~25DNR 

!Product sample for 1l1e HP 4430s 

!Product sample for the HP 2170p 

!Product sallljlle for the HP 3420 All-in-One 

I Product S•llllllc for the HP h9-1130 

Int•. JJ7 .. TA-841 
c.n..,10- Tocbnalosr .....,.,,. ... Umi!cd I.LC'> 

FiMI ~"'I E.<lli1"1 L;,t (t:ompi.hetviw) 

Withdrawn Witbdrawn 

TPL2000126,TPL2000!27 Dale Bn•caino; Doul!las Lum 

TPL2000124, TPL2000125 Dale BUS<:•ino; Douglas Lum 

Withdrawn Wi1hdrawn 

Withdrawn Witl1drawn 

Wilhdrawn Wilhdniwn 

Withdn1wn Withdrawn 

Witltdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdmwn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

TPL2000046,TPL2000047 Dale Busc:aino: Douglos Lum 

TPL200004&,TPL2000049 Dale Busellino; Oouglns Lum 

NIA Dale Buscoino; DonglM Lnm 

TPl.2000132, TPL2000!33 Dale Buscaino; Douglas Lum 

TPL2000011 Dale Buscaino; Douglas Lum 

TPl.2000012 Dale Buscaino; Do\1~\M L11m 

TPL2000042,TPL2000043 Dale Buscaino: Douglas Lmn 

TPL2000106,TPL2000J07 Dale Buscaino; Douglas Lwn 

TPI.2000108, TPl.2000109 Dnlc Buscaino: Douglas Lum 

I Product sample for the HP Photosmart 5510 c-ALL 
JN-ONE TPl.2000015 D•le Buscaino; Dougl83 Lum 

I Product sample for tho HP p7-1232 I TPL2000 I 00, TPL2000I01 !Dale Buscaino: Douglas Lum 

!Product somplc for the HP hG-1220 JTPI.2000014 Dale Buscaino: Doucl•• Lnm 

'•"' 

Withdrawn I Withdrawn 

Jnfrinacmcnt; importation Jrn12013 

Infringement; impomtion 11n12013 

Withdrawn Wid1dnwn 

Withdr.rwn Withd1"11wn 

Withdrawn Witbdn1wn 

Withdrawn Withd111wn (DUl)licatc ofCPX-0049 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Wid1drawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

lofringernent; importation 1n12on 

Tnfiingement; importation lin12013 

Infringement; importation 11n12013 

Infringement, importation 11n120 13 

Infringement, impomtion l1n1201J 

lnfrinccmcnt: imponarion 1in1201; 

Infringement, importation 11n12013 

Inftingcrncnt; importation lm12013 

Jnfrin~ement, importation l1n12013 

Infringement; importntion 11n12013 

Infringement; iJ11>0r!ation 11n12013 

Infringement; importation 11n12013 



CPX-0070 Product sample for the HP ENVY 14 series 

CPX-0071 Product sample for the HP Omni 120z series 

CPX-ll072 Product sample for the HP Povilion dm l:r; 

Product sample for the HP e-All-in-Onc Printer· 
CPX-0073 I IC410a 

I 
Product sample for the HP Pavilion Slimline sSKI 

CPX-0074 series 1070 

CPX-0075 I Product sample for tho HP 687097-001 

CPX-0076 Product sample for the HP 644491-001 

CPX-0077 Product sample for the HP 636166-001 

CPX-0078 W1tMrawn 

ICPX..0079 I I Product sample for the Kingston FCR-HS3 

lcPX-0080 I I Product sall!Dle for the Kingston FCR-MLG3 

ICPX-0081 l \Product mnple for the Kini:;ston FCR-HS219/1 

ICPX-0082 I lwrthdrawn 

CPX-0083 I I Product sample for tho Ro<cwill RDCR-11 DOZ 

CPX-0084 I I Product sample for llte RosewUI RCR-IMSOOJ 

Product sample for the RosewUl El<tcmal - RSD-
CPX--0085 I ICRI06 

CPX-0086 I I Prod net so nip le for the Rosewill RDCR-1 I 004 

Product somple for tne Roscwill 74-in-I lntemol -
CPX-0087 I IRCR-AK-JMS002 

CPX-0088 I !Product sample for tho .Rosewill RCR·YJ-EX601 

CPX-0089 I I Product sample for the Rosewill RCR-IC002 

Cl'X-0090 I !Product sample forllte Rosewill RDCR-12001 

CPX-0091 I I Product sample for the Rosewill RCR-ICOO I 

CPX-0092 I I Product 1.0mple for the Rosewill RCR-AX-IM5002 

lll\'. 117-TA.Ul 
COl\1f'l•b•11< To:t""'iov Prnp<11iOI Limiled LLC's 

FiMI Pi.,.;c.IE.wbilLi~(Co~""I 

NIA Dalo Buscaino; Douglos Lum 

NIA Dale Buscaino; Douglas Ltun 

NIA Dale Buscaino; DouJJlas Lum 

NIA Dale Buscalno: Douglas Lum 

NIA Dale Bnscoino; Doug!As Lum 

TP!.2000010 Dale Buscaino; Douglas Lum 

TP!.2000013 Dale Buscaino; Douglas Lum 

TPL2000022, TPL2000023 Dale Buscaino; Douglas Lum 

Withdrawn Witl1drawn 

TPL2000090,TPL2000091 Dale Buscaino; Douglas Lt1m 

TP!.2000092, TPL.2000093 Dole Buscaino; Douglas Lum 

TPL2000130,TPL2000131 Dale Busc.aino ~ Douglas L1.1m 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

TPL2000058,TPL2000059 Dale Buscaino; Douglas Llm1 

TPU000062, TPI.2000063 Dale Buscaino; Doni:las Lt1m 

NIA Dale Buscaino; Douglas unn 

I TPl.2000060,TPl.2000061 JDnle Buscaino; DousJas Lum 

IN/A !Dale Buscaino; Douglas Lum 

TPL2000024,TPL2000025 Dale Buscaino; Douglas Lum 

TPL2000098, TPl..20000!>9 Dale Buscoino; Douglns Lum 

TPUOOOOS6,TPL20000S7 Dale Buscaino; Douglas L111n 

Infringement: importation 

lnliingemcnt; importotion 

Jnrringemcnt; importation 

In 6ingemcnt: importation 

lnliingement; importation 

Infringement; importation 

Inliingement; importation 

lnfiingemcnt; ;mportation 

Witbdmvn 

Infringement; Importation 

Infringement; importotlon 

lnfring.emCl'1t; importation 

Wi1hdrawn 

Infringement; importntion 

Infringement; !mportorion 

lnfrinsement; importation 

lnfiingemcnt: tmportlltion 

Infringement; importntion 

Infringement; importation 

Infringement; lmportotion 

Infringement; importation 

TPl.2000094, TPl.2000095 Dale Buscaino: Douglas Lun\ llnfrini:ement; Importation 

TPL2000096, TP!.2000097 _ Dale Buscaino; Douglas Llnn linfringemcnt; Importation 

Pasell9 

11n1201; 

llf7/2013 

lin12013 

11n1201J 

lln/201:1 

lin12013 

11n12013 

lln/2013 

IWitlldrawn 

lln/2013 

11n1201J 

11n12013 

I Withdrawn 

!1n120;3 

11n12013 

11n12013 

1ln12013 

llnt2013 

ltn/2013 

11n12m 

1in12013 

l!n/2013 

11n12on 



Product snnlplc for the Seiko Epson PicturcMate 
CPX-0093 I ICbnrm Photo Printer 

iCPX-0094 I I Product sample for the Seiko Epson WF-7510 

[CPX-0095 I I Product Sllmple for the Seiko Epson Stylus NX62S 

Product sample for the Seiko Epson WorkForce 
CJ>X-0096 I 1435 

ICPX-0097 I I Product sample for the Setl<o Epson XP-400 

CPX-0098 { I Prodnct sample for the Seiko Epson Artisan 730 

CPX-0099 I 
I Product sample for the Seiko Epson Workforce 
1545 

Prodrn::t sample for 1he Seiko Epson Artisan 725 
CPX-0100 All-in-One l'rintor • Arctic Edition 

CPX-0101 Withdrawn 

CPX-0102 Withd"'wn 

CPX-0103 Withdrawn 

CJ>X-0104 Withdrawn 

CPX-0105 Witl!drawn 

CJ>X-0106 Withdrawn 

CPX-0107 Withdrawn 

CPX..0108 I I Withdrawn 

ICPX-0109 I I Withdrawn 

lcPX..0110 l I Withdrawn 

CPX-0111 Withdrown 

CPX-0112 Withdmwn 

CJ>X-Ol13 Withdrawn 

CPX-0114 I I Withdrawn 

CPX-OllS I Withdrawn 

Jrn-. l3'1·TM41 
Cnmpl•iroinl T•cl\nlllogy l'roperli<t Llmitcd UC's 

Pi.nol rhpical £,<di:ihit Lttl (ComprthcMl\1!J 

TPL2000026,TPL2000027 Dole Buscaino; Douglos Lum 

TPL2000034,TPL200003S Dale Buscaino: Douglas Lum 

TPl..2000004 Dale Busi:aino: Douglas Liun 

TPI..2000005 Dale Buscaino: Douglas Lum 

TPI..2000006 Dale BuSC3ino: Douglas Lum 

TPL.2000019 Dale Buscaino; Donglu Lum 

TPI..2000038,TPl.2000039 Dale Buscaino: Douglas Lum 

NIA Dalo Buscaino; Douglos Lum 

Withdrawn WitlKlmwn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Witl1drawn Witbdrnwn 

Withdrawn With drown 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Witlul111wn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Widldrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrnwn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

f>ltt140 

in!Hngcment; inlprrtati on 11n12013 

infringement; inlportation 11n1201J 

infringement; importation l1n12013 

infringement; import:ition r1n1201J 

infringement; inlportation l!n/2013 

inftingement; importation I tn12013 

inftingement; in1>ortarion lln/2013 

inliingemenr, importation 11nt2013 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

With drown Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdr:iwn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn With drown 

WithdrAwn Withdrawn 

Witbdntwn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Wrthdrawu 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrnwn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn I Withdrawn 



CPX-0116 Witbdniwn Withdrawn 

CPX-0117 Product sample for the HP Slimline SS-1260 TPI.2000105 

CPX-OllS IC Card Identification Demoomiitive NIA 

CPX-OLI9 le I Controller Mapping Demonstrative NIA 

CPX-0120 le lsD and MMC data lnlnsfers Dcmonmative IN/A 

ICPX-0121 c Shared signal lines Demonstrative 
NIA 

CPX-0122 Witbdrnwn Withdmwn 

CPX-0123 Withdrawn Withdrnwn 

CPX-0124 WiUKlrawn Withdrawn 

CPX-0125 Wjthdmwn Withdmwn 

CPX-0126 Withdrziwn Withdrawn 

CPX-0127 Withdmwn Withd111wn 

ICPX-0128 I IWrthdtawn Withdrawn 

CPX-0129 Withdrawn Withdrawn 

ICPX-0130 I IWithdmwn Withdrawn 

ICPX-0131 l lwithdmwn Withdrawn 

CPX-0132 I I Withdrawn Witlldniwn 

CPX-0133 I I Withdrawn Withdrawn 

CPX-0134 Withdrawn Withdrawn 

CPX-0135 Withdrawn Withdrawn 

CPX-0136 Withdrawn Withdrawn 

CPX-0137 Withdrawn I w ithdrawn 

CPX-0138 Withdrawn I withdrawn 

Jfl\·. l37-TA..Z41 
Cnmploi..,. T<Chmla;y """'1m Limited lLC'o 

FiMll..,..lE.'th."bilLitt~\IC} 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Dole Bnscaino: Douglns Lum I infringement; importation 

Dole Buscoino infringement 

Dale Bnscaino in&in~ement 

Dale Bu•coino infriiii;ement 

Dale Buscaino infringement 

Withdrown Withdmwn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdmwn 

Witlulruwn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdr•wn 

Withdrnwn Withdmwn 

Witl1drBwn Witlldrnwn 

!Withdrawn Withdrawn 

IWitltdmwn Withdmwn 

I Withdrawn Withdrawn 

I withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Witbclrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

I Withdrawn I Withdrawn 

-141 

il~i~~~~1~l 
Witl1drawn 

Jn/2013 

Arlmitted on 1/10/13: Moved to COX list•• CC 

Admitted on 1110/13: Moved to COX list a• CC 

Admitted on 1110/13: Moved to CDXlist as CI: 

Admitted on 1/10113; Moved to COX list as CC 

Widldntwn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdmwn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Wrthdrawn 

Withdrnwn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 



CPX-0139 Wididrawn Withdrawn 

CPX-0140 Withdrnwn Withdrawn 

CPX-0141 Withdmwn Withdrawn 

CPX-0142 Withdrawn Withdrawn 

CPX-0143 Withdrawn Withdrawn 

CPX-0144 Withdrawn Withdrawn 

CPX-0145 Withdrawn Withdrawn 

CPX-0146 Withdrawn Withdrawn 

CPX-0147 Withdrawn Withdrawn 

CPX-0148 I IWith<IBwn Wilhdrawn 

CPX-0149 I I Withdrawn Withdrawn 

CPX-0150 I I Withdrawn Wllhdrawn 

CPX-0151 I I Withdrawn Withdrawn 

CPX-0152 Witl1drawn Withdrawn 
I 

CPX-0153 Withdrawn Withdrawn 

lcPX-0154 Wi!hdrnwn Withdrawn 

ICPX·OlS5 I [Withdrawn Withdrawn 

lcrx.01sG l Witlidrawn Withdrawn 

CPX-0157 Withdrawn Withdrawn 

CPX-OlH Withdrawn Withdrawn 

CPX-0159 Withdrawn Withdrawn 

ICPX-0160 

I 
I Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

lcPX-0161 IWilhdmwn Withdrawn 

ln•.ll7·TM41 
Cmnpl•m,.. T«lw>lo&Y Proportics Limilcd LI.C's 

Final l'byo~alE:<Nbil Lirt (Co~~yeJ 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Widulmwn 

Withclmwn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Witl1drawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdmwn 

Witlidrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

I Withdrawn 

Pi!Pl-42 

Withdrawn W1tl1drnwn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrnwn 

Withdrawn Withclrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrnwn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Witl1drawn 

Withdrnwn Wirhdrawn 

Withdrawn WW!drawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

WithdraWl\ Withdrawn 

Wi1hdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Wi1hdrawn Witl1drawn 

Withdrawn Withdrnwn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Witlldrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

IWilhdrawn IWithdnlwn 



CPX-0162 Withdrawn Withdrawn 

CPX..0163 Withdrawn Wilhdrawn 

CPX..0164 Wtthdrawn Withd111w11 

Im•. '.\31-Tl\-141 
Camploi111nl T"""'°loaY Prop;:rlia lin~led LLC'1 

FlMIJ'~t:l.!Ediihit LU't ~hm.ti•J 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrnwn 

hl•14J 

Wjthdrawn Withdrawn 

WithdT11wn Withdrawn 

Wilhdmwn Wi1hdT11wn 





E~~::~z.::~~=r,.;:;::- 1~:~s:~J~}:>'.·~::;-:.:3t·'f::±·:;:·'·~·:.':>.:::.:G~· 

CDX-0081 c Withdrawn 

CDX-0082 c Withdrawn 

CDX-0083 c Withdrawn 

CDX-0084 c Withdrawn 

CDX-0085 c Withdrawn 

CDX-0086 c Withdrawn 

CDX-0087 c Withdrawn 

CDX-0088 Withdrawn 

CDX-0089 Withdrawn 

CDX-0090 Withdrawn 

CDX-0091 Withdrawn 

CDX-0092 Withdrawn 

CDX-0093 Withdrawn 

CDX-0094 Withdrawn 

CDX-0095 Withdrawn 

CDX-0096 Withdrawn 

CDX-0097 Withdrawn 

CDX-0098 Withdrawn 

ICDX-0099 Withdrawn 
I 

CDX-0100 Withc[rawn 

Inv. 337-TA,..141 
Compl1in>nt Technology l'ropetties Limit<d LLC's 
Final Deomm.tiveExhibit List (Comprehensive) 

s· .: ~ l~a~i:S~i~: .. '<:J?;<.XAil~C~s-:in~:~i~~:::f:) :d~~r~~~i : .. ·,:·'~ •· ~·· ' lnat~~~~~i~ld :·. 
Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn Withclrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Widldrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

I Withdrawn I Withdrawn /Withdrawn Withdrawn 

l'lgel.!7 



E~hir;1;·~~~:c·, '~.: 1g::<~/ l~~~ri~~~~;,~·::~: .'~::. ·. . · .. 

CDX-0101 Withdrawn 

CDX-0102 I Withdrawn 

CDX-0103 I withdrawn 

CDX-0104 Withdrawn 

CDX-0105 Withdrawn 

CDX-0106 Withdrawn 

CDX-0107 Withdrawn 

CDX-0108 Withdrawn 

CDX-0109 Withdrawn 

CDX-0110 Withdrawn 

CDX-OJll Withdrawn 

CDX-0112 Withdrawn 

CDX-0113 Withdrawn 

CDX-Oll4 I Withdrawn 

I 
CDX-0115 Withdrawn 

CDX-011 6 Withdrawn 

CDX-0117 Withdrawn 

CDX-0118 Withdrawn 

COX-0119 I Withdrawn 

CDX-0120 !withdrawn 

Inv. 337-TA-841 
Complainant Technology Properties Limited LLC'.s 
Pinal Deomstrativt E..hibil List (Comprehensive) 

,• .. ,, .: .... :'.·. :: > .. :(: .• :'. l~~i~fab~~; ·~~.>:· ' ·· · .. :.· .... ··,;) ~::':l~:~~~:dr~~~;i~~ r: .. ; · ::· 'Jtu~,ose' 
Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Pase-158 

, . : . :,: ln~~~:~~~~i~~~ ?:": · 
Withdrawn 

w~ 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

I 
Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

w~ 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 

Withdrawn 



·i:~i~1~;~2:::::: .. ii~~~; ~ ~~: 

CDX-0121 

CDX-0122 

CDX-0123 

CDX-0124 

CDX-0125 c 

CDX-0126 c 

CDX-0127 c 

CDX-0128 c 

CDX-0129 c 

CDX-0130 c 

CDX-0131 c 

CDX-0132 c 

CDX-0133 c 

CDX-0134 c 

CDX-0135 c 

CDX-0136 c 

CDX-0137 c 

CDX-0138 c 

CDX-0139 c 

CDX-0140 c 

Inv. 337-TA-841 
Complai,.nt Technology Properti" Limited LLC's 
Fino! Dcomstrative Exhibit List (Comprehensive) 

t~~k~~;~·: J,:;:/i:\~~:(; ::~::;k{;t:'.f ;:~~_{~;~;;~~ ( \~:/~;:: .. ;: .. \ ~L:'~~~~~:\\:~~.::<:i'.{'/~:E:c~: 
Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn - Withdrawn 
Acer Ex. 2- 424 Acer AXl 935 to Dale Buscaino's Initial 
Expert Report TPL1043120-TPLI043 l59 
Acer Ex. 3 -424 Acer AS7750 to Dale Buscaino's Initial 
Expert Report TPLl 043160-TPLI043196 
Acer Ex. 4 - 443 Acer AXl935 to Dale Buscaino's Initial 
Expert Report TPLI043197-TPLI043212 
Acer Ex. 5 -443 Acer AS7750 to Dale Buscaino's Initial 
Expert Report TPL1043213-TPL1043224 
Acer Ex. 6- 549 Acer AXl 935 to Dale Buscaino's Initial 
Expert Report TPL1043225-TPL1043252 
Acer Ex. 7- 549 Acer AS7750 to Dale Buscaino's Initial 
Expert Report TPLI 043253-TPL1043280 
Acer Ex. 8- 623 Acer Aspire M3970 to Dale Buscaino's Initial 
Expert Rep0rt TPL I 043281-TPL 1043294 
Acer Ex. 9-847 Acer AX! 935 to Dale Buscaino's Initial 
Expert Report TPL1043295-TPL1043315 
Acer Ex. l 0- 84 7 Acer AS7750 to Dale Buscaino's Initial 
Expert Report TPL1043!01-TPL1043119 
Acer Ex. 11 - Acer Infringement Analysis Chart to Dale 
Buscaino's Initial Expert Report TPL1043316-TPL1043319 

Amended Acer Exhibit I - Acer Infringement Analysis Chart 
to Dale Buscaino's Initial Expert Report 

TPLI 043220-TPL1043224 
Brother Ex. 1- Brother Infringement Analysis Chart to Dale 
Buscaino's Initial Expert Report TPL1043325-TPL1043327 
Brother Ex. 2 -424 Brother MFC-165 I ODW to Dale 
Buscaino's Initial Expert Report TPL I 043328-TPL 1043349 
Brother Ex. 3-443 Brother MFC-J6510DW to Dale 
Buscaino's Initial Expert Report TPL1043350-TPLI 043377 
Brother Amended Exhibit 2 - 424 Brother MFC-J651 ODW to 
Dale Buscaino's Initial Expert Report TPLI043378-TPL1043399 

Pogo159 

~~~~;~~~~~·2;;:·jf/JJ ~:1~~i.::~:);:i:·,:'.,::., ti~L~~~;l1i;i~ /\)'. ·· 
Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Withdrawn Withdrawn Withdrawn 

Dale Buscaino Infrin,,ement 1/10/2013 

Dale Buscaino lnfrim!ement · 1/10/2013 

Dale Buscaino lnfrinaement 1/1012013 

Dale Buscaino lnfrinaement 111012013 

Dale Buscaino Infrinizement 1/1012013 

Dale Buscaino lnfrinl!ement 1/10/2013 

Dale Buscaino lnfrimrement 1/1012013 

Dale Buscaino InfriM:ement 1/1012013 

Dale Buscaino lnfrin.,ement 1110/2013 

Dale Buscaino lnfrin,,ement Excluded 1/4/13 
1/8/13 -Redacted per 
Motion in Limine Ruling 

Dale Buscaino Infrinaement 1/4/13 

Dale Buscaino lnfrino:ement 11812013 

Dale Buscaino lnfrin,.ement 1/10/2013 

Dale Buscaino Jnfrim!ement l/]0/2013 

Dale Buscaino lnfrimrement Excluded 114113 



Inv . .337-TA-841 
Complainant TechnologyProperti09 Limlttd LLC~ 
Final Deomstrative Exhibit List (Comprehensive) 

Brother Amended Exhibit 3 • 443 Brother MFC-J 65 l ODW to 

CDX-0141 IC \Dale Buscaino's Initial Expert Report \TPLl 043400-TPLl 043427 \Dale Buscaino llnfrin2ement 

CDX-0142 c 

CDX-0143 c 

CDX-0144 c 

CDX-0145 c 

CDX-0146 c 

CDX-0147 c 

CDX-0148 c 

CDX-0149 c 

CDX-0150 c 

CDX-0151 c 

CDX-0152 c 

CDX-0153 c 

CDX-0154 c 

CDX-0155 c 

CDX-0156 c 

CDX-0157 c 

CDX-0158 c 

CDX-0159 c 

CDX-0160 c 

Canon Ex. l - Infringement Analysis Chart to Dale Buscaino's 
Initial Expert Report ITPLl 043428-TPL1043430 

Canon Ex. 2-424 Canon PIXMA MG8220 to Dale Buscaino's 

Initial Expert Report ITPL 1043431-TPL 1043469 

Canon Ex. 3 -443 Canon PIXMA MG8220 to Dale Buscaino's 
Initial Expert Report ITPL1043470-TPL1043499 

DellEx. l-424Dell 19inl LongBayReadertoDale 

Buscaino's Initial Expert Report I TPL 1043500-TPLl 043533 

Dell Ex. 2- 424 Dell Vostro 3555 to Dale Buscaino's Initial 
Expert Report 

Dell Ex. 3-443 Dell 19inl Long Bay Reader to Dale 
Buscaino's Initial Expert Report 

Dell Ex. 4- 443 Dell Vostro 3555 to Dale Buscaino's Initial 
Expert Report 

Dell Ex. 5 - 549 Dell 19inl Long Bay Reader to Dale 
Buscaino's Initial Expert Report 

Dell EX. 6- 549 Dell Vostro 3555 to Dale Buscaino's Initial 
Expert Report 

Dell Ex. 7- 623 Dell 19in I Long Bay Reader to Dale 
Buscaino's Initial Expert Report 

Dell Ex. 8 - 638 Dell l 9in 1 Long Bay Reader to Dale 
Buscaino's Initial Expert Report 

Dell Ex. 9- 847 Dell Vostro 3555 to Dale Buscaino's Initial 
Expert Report 

Dell Exhibit 10 to Dale Buscaino's Initial Expert Report 

Dell Amended Ex. I -424 Dell J 9in I Long Bay Reader to 

TPLI 043534-TPL1043568 

TPL1043S69-TPL1043581 

TPLI043582-TPL1043593 

TPLI 043594-TPLI 043620 

TPL1043621-TPLI043647 

TPLl 043648-TPLl 043665 

TPL 1043666-TPLI 043719 

TPL1043720-TPL1043738 

TPLI 043739-TPL I 043750 

Dale Buscaino's Initial Expert Report ITPLI 043751-TPLl0437&4 

Dell Amended Ex. 3-443 Dell ! 9inl Long Bay Reader to Dale 
Buscaino's Initial Expert Report · ITPL 1043785-TPL 1043797 

Dell Amended Ex. S-549 Dell 19in I Long Bay Reader to Dale 
Buscaino's Initial Expert Report ITPLI 043798-TPL 1043824 

Dell Amended Ex. 7-623 Dell l 9in I Long Bay Reader to Dale 
Buscaino's Initial Expert Report . ITPL1043825-TPL1043842 

Dell Amended Ex. 8 -638 Dell l 9inl Long Bay Reader to 
Dale Buscaino's Initial Expert Report . ITPL 1043843-TPL 1043896 

Fujitsu Ex. I - Infringement Analysis Chart to Dale Buscaino's 
Initial Expert Report ITPL1043897-TPLl043900 

Page 160 

Dale Buscaino lnfrimzement 

Dale Buscaino Infrinmmient 

Dale Buscaino Infrimzement 

Dale Buscaino [nfringement 

Dale Buscaino Infrin o-ement 

Dale Buscaino Infrinaement 

IDale Buscaino fnfrin2ement 

lnale Buscaino lnfringement 

Dale Buscaino Infrimr:ement 

I Dale Buscaino Infringement 

!Dale Buscaino Infringement 

Dale Buscaino Infrinaement 

Dale Buscaino Infiin2ement 

Dale Buscaino Infrini:tement 

Dale Buscaino Infrin!!ement 

Dale Buscaino Infringement 

Dale Buscaino Infrin!!elTlent 

I Dale Buscaino Infringement 

Dale Buscaino Infringement 

Excluded 1/4/13 

1/812013 

1/10/2013 

1/10/2013 

1/10/2013 

1/10/2013 

111012013 

1/10/2013 

1/10/2013 

1/10/2013 

1/10/2013 

1/10/2013 

1/10/2013 

Excluded 1/4/13 

Excluded 1/4/13 

Excluded l /4/13 

Excluded 1 /4/13 

Excluded 1 /4/13 

Excluded 1/4/13 

1/812013 



Inv. 337-TA-841 
Compt.ioant Technoloi:y Properties Limited LLC. 
Final Dconutrative Exhibit List (Comprehensive) 

~, :'.: :' .-:::~~ .:-: jt~~f':/· !·7·/~-'.:?-Y<>>:-:~<·).:.·~t'.:~/:.;. ::.:.:;:(:':g;;;i·:·~; ~ .. :' '.. · .. :·· 
Exh1b1tNo. ... Des ... .. ,,.•: Descnption· ::, ·: ........... ._ . ........ ... . ,. .. :. "" ...... . ~;~: rL;~~~/ ;~:.~ .~ .. -~ . ~~.;;·~<? s~~;Jr~i ~~i~~~~~:: ~;'.Ll;A~~~~·~~·"·'-'-: · ::. :. '.? · /~~~~ ~e~:i~~f . .;:::.'.:.. .. .. 

Fajitsu Ex. 2- 424 Fuj itsu Lifebook S752 to Dale Buscaino's 
CDX-0161 lC (Initial Expert Report TPL1043901-TPLI043911 Dale Buscaino Infringement 1/1012013 

Fujitsu Ex. 3 -443 Fujitsu Lifebook S752 to Dale Buscaino's 
CDX-0162 c Initial Expert Report ITPL1043912-TPLI043931 Dale Buscaino Tntiin11:ement 1/1012013 

HiTi Ex. l -Infringement Analysis Chart to Dale Buscaino's 
CDX-0163 c Initial Expert Report ITPL1043932-TPL1043933 Dale Buscaino Inftingement 1/812013 

HiTi Ex. 2 - 424 HiTi Pl I OS to Dale Buscaino's Initial Expert 

CDX-0164 c Report ITPL1043934-TPL1043976 Dale Buscaino Inftfogement 1/1012013 
Hin Ex. 3 -443 HiTi P l !OS to Dale Buscaino's Initial Expert 

CDX-0165 c Report ITPL1043977-TPLI 043988 Dale Buscaino Infringement 1/10/2013 
HP Ex. I - Notebook Infringement Analysis Chart to Dale 

CDX-0166 c Buscaino's Initial Expert Report lTPLI 043989-TPL 1043996 Dale Buscaino Infringement 1/8/2013 
HP Ex. 2- Printer Infringement Analysis Chart to Dale 

CDX-0167 c Buscaino's Initial Expert Report ITPL1043997-TPL1043999 Dale Buscaino Infringement 1/1012013 
HP Ex. 3 -424 HP 630 to Dale Buscaino's Initi.al Expert 

CDX-0168 c Report 1TPL1044000-TPL1044018 Dale Buscaino Infringement 1/1012013 
HP Ex. 4 -424 HP 644491-001 Card Reader to Dale 

CDX-0169 c Buscaino's Initial Expert Report ITPL I 0440J9-TP.L1044040 Dale Buscaino Inftin11:cment 1/1012013 
HP Ex. 5 -424 HP ID! l Stargell Card Reader to Dale 

CDX-0170 c Buscaino's Initial Expert Report ITPL1044041-TPL1044080 Dale Buscaino lnftin11:ement 1/1012013 
HP Ex. 6 -424 HP Photosmart 5510 to Dale Buscaino's Initial 

CDX-0171 c Expert Report ITPL104408l-TPLl044116 Dale Buscaino Infringement 1/1012013 

HP Ex. 7 - 443 HP 630 to Dale Buscaino's Initial Expert 

CDX-0172 c Report ITPL1044117-TPL1044126 Dale Buscaino Infri n11:ement 111012013 

HP Ex. 8- 443 HP 644491-00 I Card Reader to Dale 

CDX-0173 c Buscaino's Initial Expert Report \TPL1044127-TPLl044143 Dale Buscaino Infringement 111012013 

HP Ex. 9 - 443 HP ID 11 Stargell Card Reader to Dale 

CDX-0174 c Buscaino's Initial Expert Report ITPLI044144-TPL1044158 Dale Buscaino Infrin11:ement l/1012013 

HP Ex. 10 -443 HP Photosmart 5510 to Dale Buscaino's 

CDX-0175 c Initial Expert Report ITPLl 044159-TPL! 044187 Dale Buscaino lnfrinaement 1/1012013 

HP Ex. 11-549 HP 644491-001 Card Reader to Dale 

CDX-0176 c Buscaino's Initial Expert Report ITPL1044188-TPLI044219 Dale Buscaino InfrinRement 1/1012013 

HP Ex. 12 - 549 HP ID! I Stargell Card Reader to Dale 

CDX-0177 c Buscaino's Initial Expert Report ITPLI 044220-TPL I 044248 Dale Buscaino Infringement 1/1012013 

HP Ex. 15 - 847 HP ID 11 Stargell Card Reader to Dale 

CDX-0178 c Buscaino's Initial Expert Report ITPLI 044249-TPL I 044269 Dale Buscaino Infrin2ement 1/1012013 

HP Amended Exhibit4 -424HP 644491-001 Card Reader to 

CDX-0179 c Dale Buscaino's Initial Expert Report ITPL l 044270-TPLI 044297 Dale Buscaino Infringement Excluded 114113 
HP Amended Exhibit 5-424 HP ID I l Stargell Card Reader to 

CDX-0180 c Dale Buscaino's Initial Expert Report JTPLl044298-TPL1044340 Dale Buscaino Infringement Excluded 1/4/13 
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HP Amended Exliibit 8 -443 HP 644491-001 Card Reader to 

CDX-0181 le !Dale Buscaino's Initial Expert Report jTPL1044341-TPLI044363 
HP Amended Exhibit 9 • 443 HP 101 l Stargell Card Reader 

CDX-0182 le Ito Dale Buscaino's Initial Expert Report jTPL1044364-TPL1044380 
HP Amended Exhibit 11 - 549 HP 644491-001 Card Reader 

CDX-0183 IC I to Dale Buscaino's Initial Expert Report jTPLI044381-TPLI044418 
HP Amended Exhibit 12 • 549 HP IDl I Stargell Card Reader 

CDX-01&4 IC !to Dale Buscaino's Initial EXpert Report ITPLI 044419-TPLl 044449 
HP Amended Exhibit 15 - 847 HP ID! l Stargell Card Reader 

CDX-0185 IC Ito Dale Buscaino's Initial Expert Report ITPL l 044450-TPLI 044472 
Kingston Ex. 1 -Infringement Analysis Chart to Dale 

CDX-0186 IC j Buscaino's Initial Expert Report ITPL1044473-TPLI044474 
Kingston Ex. 2 - 424 Kingston FCR-HS2 l 9- l to Dale 

CDX-0187 le IBuscaino's Initial Expert Report ITPL1044475-TPLI044513 
Kingston Ex. 3-443 Kingston FCR-HS219-l to Dale 

CDX-0188 IC !Buscaino's Initial Expert Report ITPL I 044514-TPLI 044528 
Kingston Ex. 4- 623 Kingston FCR-HS2 J 9-1 to Dale 

CDX-0189 IC I Buscaino's Initial Expert Report ITPLI044529-TPLI044542 
Rosewill Ex. l - Infringement Analysis Chart to Dale 

CDX-0190 IC I Buscaino's Initial Expert Report ITPLI 044543-TPL! 044544 
Rosewill Ex. 2 -424 Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 to Dale 

CDX-0191 IC jBuscaino's Initial Expert Report ITPLl 044545-TPL I 044561 
Rosewill Ex. 3 -443 Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 to Dale 

CDX-0192 le !Buscaino's Initial Expert Report ITPL1044562-TPL1044572 
Rosewill Ex. 4- 549 Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX601 to Dale 

CDX-0193 IC !Buscaino's Initial Expert Report ITPLI 044573-TPLI 044598 

Rosewill Ex. 5 -623 Rosewill RCR-YJ-EX60 I to Dale 
CDX-0194 IC I Buscaino's Initial Expert Report ITPL1044599-TPLI044615 

Seiko Ex. I -Seiko Epson Infringement Analysis Chart to Dale 

CDX-0195 IC jBuscaino's Initial Expert Report ITPLI044616-TPL1044619 
Seiko Ex. 2 - 424 Seiko Epson Artisan 730 to Dale Buscaino's 

CDX-0196 IC I Initial Expert Report I TPL I 044620-TPLI 044659 

Seiko Ex. 3 -443 Seiko Epson Artisan 730 to Dale Buscaino's 
CDX-0197 IC j lnitial Expert Report I TPLI 044660-TPLI 044692 

Seiko Ex. 4 -549 Seiko Epson Artisan 730 to Dale Buscaino's 

CDX-0198 IC 1rnitial Expert Report \ TPL 1044693-TPL I 044 720 

Demonstrative of Exhibit C to Dale Buscaino's Initial Expert 
CDX-0199 IC j Re22rt with citations to Hearing Exhibits IN/A 

Demonstrative Exhibit used in Cross-Examination of Dr. 
CDX-0200 I I Wolfe IN/A 
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Dale Buscaino Jnfrinacmcnt Excluded 1/4/13 

Dale Buscaino lnfrimzement Excluded 1/4/t 3 

Dale Buscaino Infrin11.ement Excluded 1/4/13 

Dale Buscaino Infringement Excluded l /4/13 

Dale Buscaino lnfrinri:ement Excluded 1/4/13 

Dale Buscaino I Infrinl!ement 1/8/2013 

Dale Buscaino llnfiingement 1/1012013 

Dale Buscaino Tnfrinl!ement 1/10/.2013 

Dale Buscaino Infiin11.ement 1/10/.2013 

Dale Buscaino Infringement l/8fl013 

Dale Busca.ino Infrinaemcnt 1/1012013 

Dale Buscaino Infringement 1/10/2013 

Dale Buscaino Jnfrino:ement 1/1012013 

Dale Buscaino Infrinaement 1/10/2013 

IDale Buscaino lnfrinl!ement 1/812013 

IDale Buscaino Infringement 1/10/.2013 

Dale Buscaino Infrino:ement 1/10/.2013 

IDale Buscaino Infrin~ment 1/10/2013 

I 

Dale Buscaino Domestic industrv 1n12013 

Dr. Wolfe ~ Infringement 11812013 

I . 
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CDX-0201 

CDX-0202 

CDX-0203 

CDX-0204 

CDX-0205 

CDX-0206 

CDX-0207 

CDX-0208 

CDX-0209 

CDX-0210 

CDX-0211 

CDX-0212 

CDX-0213 

CDX-0214 

CDX-0215 

CDX-0216 

CDX-0217 

CDX-0218 

CDX-0219 

CDX-0220 
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Demonstrative Exhibit used in Cross-Examination of Dr. 
Baneriee 
Demonstrative Exhibit used in Cross-Examination of Dr. 
McAlexander 

Dimonstrative Exhibit used in Cross-Examination of Dr. 
McAlexandcr 

Demonstrative Exhibit used in Cross-Examination of Dr. 
McAlexander 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-5 Sony VRD-MC6 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-6 Sony VRD-MC6 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-7 Sony VRD-MC6 

TPL Complaint Exhibit I 05-8 Addonics Internal SAT A/USB 
DigiDrive AEIDDSAU I WP 

TPL Complaint Exhibit l 05-10 Addonics Intcl'nal SA TA/USB 

NIA 

NIA 

NIA 

NIA 

TPLI 023063-TPL 1023084 

TPL I 023085-TPL 1023096 

TPL1023097-TPL1023117 

TPL1023118-TPL1023151 

DigiDrive AEIDDSAU /WP ITPL1023163-TPL1023181 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-12 Addonics PCMCIA Flash 
DigiAdapter Extreme ADPMAF-X 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-14 Addonics PCMCIA Flash 
DigiAdaptcr Extreme ADPMAF-X 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-15 Addonics Pocket 
eSATA/USB DigiDrive AEPDDESU /WP 

TPL Complaint Exhibit I 05-16 Addonics Pocket 
eSA T A/USB DigiDrive AEPDDESU I WP P 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-18 Addonics Pocket 
eSAT A/USB DigiDrive AEPDDESU I WP 

TPL Complaint Exhibit I 05-19 Addonics Pocket 
eSA TA/USB DigiDrive AEPDDESU I WP 

TPL Complaint Exhibit I 05-20 CMING - Digigear 
SDISDHCISDXC to High-Speed Extreme CF Type Tl SDXCF 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-21 CMTNG • Digigear 
SD/SDHC/SDXC to High-Speed Extreme CF Type II SDXCF 

TPL 1023202-TPLI 023213 

TPL 1023235-TPL I 023256 

TPL1023257-TPL1023291 

TPLI 023292-TPL 103305 
TPL1023326-TPL1023337 

TPL1023338-TPLl023359 

TPL1023360-TPLl023372 

TPL1023373-TPL1023393 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-22 CompuApps OrnniFlosh Card ITPLl 023394-TPLI 023436 
ReaderUnoMas MS-UMl00-1 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-23 CompuApps OmniFlash Card ITPLI023437-TPL1023458 
ReaderUnoMas MS-UMI00-1 
TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-24 CompuApps OmniFlash Card fTPLl 023459-TPLI 023470 
ReaderUnoMas MS-UMl00-1 

P1ge l63 

Dr. Banerjee 

Dr. McAlexander 

Dr. McAlexander 

Dr. McAlexander 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale BtlSCaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 
Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

' .. .. ~ . ·.·. 
~ii>ose' ' " ' ' .. ' ····.· 
Infringement I 
Validity 

Validity /Domestic 

i)'~te ~e~I~i~ ~\ . 
1/1012013 

Industrv I 111012013 

Validity I Domestic 
Industrv 1111012013 
Validity I Domestic 
Industry I 111012013 

Domestic industry I 112812013 

Domestic industry 112812013 

Domestic industry 112812013 

Domestic indu~ 1n12013 

Domestic industry 112812013 

Domestic industry 1/2812013 

Domestic industry 112812013 

Domestic industry 1n12013 

Domestic industrv 112812013 

Domestic industry 112812013 

Domestic industry 1/2812013 

Domestic industry 1128/2013 

Domestic industry 112812013 

Domestic industrv 112812013 

!Domestic industry 112812013 

IDomestie industry l/2812013 
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CDX-0221 

CDX-0222 

CDX-0223 

CDX-0224 

CDX-0225 

CDX-0226 

CDX-0227 

CDX-0228 

CDX-0229 

CDX-0230 

CDX-0231 

CDX-0232 

CDX-0233 

CDX-0234 

CDX-0235 

CDX-0236 

CDX-0237 

CDX-0238 

CDX-0239 

CDX-0240 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-25 CompuApps OmniFlash Card ITPL1023471-TPL1023491 
Reader UnoMas MS-UMJ00-1 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-26 CompuApps OmniFlash 
eSA TA Kiosk Flash Media Card Reader xSil 145-G-ES I 

TPLComplaint Exhibit 105-27 CompuApps OmniFlash 
eSA TA Kiosk Flash Media Card Reader xSill 45-G-ES I 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-29 CompuApps OmniFlash 
eSATA Kiosk Flash Media Card Reader xSil 145-G-ES I 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-30 CompuApps OmniFlash 
eSATA Kiosk Flash Media Card Reader xSi1145-G-ES 1 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-31 CompuApps OmniFlash IDE 
Kiosk Flash Memory Card Reader xSill46-G 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-33 CompuApps OmniFJash !DE 
Kiosk Flash Memory Card Reader xSill46-G 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-34 CompuApps OmniFlash 
!DE741 Multislot Flash Card Reader/Writer 90C46D-LF 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-35 CompuApps OmniFlash 
IDE741 Multislot Flash Card Reader/Writer 90C46D-LF 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-36 CompuApps OmniFtash 
IDE74 l Multislot Flash Card Reader/Writer 90C46D-LF 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-41 Lexmark X5650 

TPL Complaint Exhibit I 05-42 Lexmark X5650 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-43 Lexmark X5650 

TPL Complaint Exhibit I 05-44 Lexmark X5650 

TPL Complaint Exhibit I 05-45 Belkin PM00525-A 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-46 Belkin PMOOS25-A 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-47 Belkin PM00525-A 

TPLI023492-TPL1023528 

TPL l 023529-TPL I 023541 

TPL1023561-TPLI023573 

TPL1023574-TPL!023593 

TPLI 023594-TPLI 023607 

TPL1023627-TPLI023643 

TPLI 023644-TPL1023678 

TPL l 023679-TPLI 023689 

TPLI023690-TPL!023709 

TPL1023723-TPL1023738 

TPL 1023739-TPL! 023 763 

TPLI023764-TPL1023787 

TPL 1023788-TPL 1023 810 

TPL1023811-TPL1023843 

TPL 1023844-TPLI 023857 

TPLI 023858-TPLI 023876 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-48 Gearhead 23-in-l Card ReaderlTPLI 023877-TPLl 023893 
All-in-One CR4200 
TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-49 Gearhead 23-in-1 Card Reader1TPLl023894-TPLI 023916 
All-in-One CR4200 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-50 Gearhead 58-in-1 Card ReaderlTPLI023917-TPL1023934 
CR7400M 
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Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah !Domestic industry I I/2812013 
Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah JDomestic industry I 112812013 
Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah I Domestic industry 1112812013 
Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah !Domestic industry I 112812013 
Dnle Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah Domestic industry I 1/28/2013 
Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah Domestic industry II/2812013 

Dale Buseaino; Dwayne 
Hannah I Domestic industry I 1/2812013 

Dale Buseaino; Dwayne 
Hannah !Domestic indust!1 11n12013 
Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah Domestic industry 1112812013 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah Domestic industry lt/2812013 
Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah Domestic industry 1119/2013 
Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah Domestic industry I 119/2013 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah Domestic industry I 1/9/2013 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah Domestic industry ll/9/2013 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah Domestic industry ll/9/2013 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah Domestic industry I 119/'2013 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah Domestic industry I 119/2013 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah Domestic industry I 1/912013 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah Domestic industry I 11912013 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah Domestic industry 1119/2013 

I 
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CDX-0241 

CDX-0242 

CDX-0243 

CDX-0244 

CDX-0245 

CDX-0246 

CDX-0247 

CDX-0248 

CDX-0249 

CDX-0250 

CDX-0251 

CDX-0252 

CDX-0253 

CDX-0254 

TPL Complaint Exhibit I 05-51 Gearhead 58-in-1 Card Reader/TPL 1023935· TPL 1023958 'Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
CR7400M Hannah 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-52 Gearhead 58-in-I Cnrd Render! TPL I 023959-TPLI 023980 
CR7400M 

TPLComplaint Exhibit 105-53 Lenovo 58-in-1 Card Reader ITPLI023981-TPL1023992 
CR7500H 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-54 Lenovo H320-4041-1JU 

TPL Complaint Exhibit I 05-55 Lenovo H320-4041-1 JU 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-56 Lenovo IdeaPad ZS60-
09144D 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-57 Lenovo IdeaPad ZS60-
09144D 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-58 Lenovo IdeaPad 2560-
091440 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-59 Xi MTower 2P64X 

TPL Complaint Exhibit I 05-60 Xi MTower 2P64X 

TPL Complaint Exhibit I 05-61 Xi MTower 2P64X 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-62 Xi MTower 2P64X 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-63 Apple 13" Macbook Pro 
(2011) 

TPL Complaint Exhibit 105-64 T Apple 13" Macbook Pro 
(2011) 

TPL I 023993-TPLI 024009 

TPL1024010-TPLL024033 

TPL I 024034-TPLl 024045 

TPLI024046·TPL1024066 

TPL1024067-TPLI024086 

TPL1024087-TPL1024130 

TPL102413 l·TPL1024142 

TPL1024143-TPL1024166 

TPL I 024167-TPLI 024187 

TPLI024188-TPL!024198 

TPL I 024199· TPLl 024214 
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Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Dale Buscaino; Dwayne 
Hannah 

Domestic industry" 

!Domestic indust~ 

Domestic industry" 

Domestic industry" 

Domestic industry 

Domestic industry" 

Domestic industry" 

Domestic industry" 

Domestic industry 

Domestic industry 

Domestic industry" 

Domestic industry 

Domestic industry 

Domestic industry 
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1/9/2013 

I 1/9/2013 

ll/912013 

I 11912013 

I 1/9/2013 

111912013 

I 119/2013 

lt/9/'2013 

I t/9/2013 

lt/9/2013 

lt/9/2013 

lt/9/2013 

I 119/2013 

I 119/2013 



CERTAIN COMPUTERS AND COMPUTER PERIPHERAL 
DEVICES AND COMPONENTS THEREOF AND 
PRODUCTS CONTAINING THE SAME 

Inv. No. 337-TA-841 

PUBLIC CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, Lisa R. Barton, hereby certify that the attached INITIAL DETERMINATION has 
been served upon the following parties as indicated on August 21, 2013. 

Lisa R. Barton, Acting Secretary 
U.S. International Trade Commission 
500 E Street, SW, Room 112 
Washington, DC 20436 

On Behalf of Complainant Technology Properties Limited 
LLC: 

Anthony G. Simon, Esq. 
THE SIMON LAW FIRM PC 
800 Market St., Ste. 1 700 
St. Louis, MO 63101 

On Behalf of Respondent Hewlett-Packard Company: 

Marcia H. Sundeen, Esq. 
KENYON & KENYON LLP 
1500 K Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20005 

On Behalf of Respondent HiTi Digital Inc.: 

Jenny W. Chen, Esq. 
c/o Darrin A. Auito, Esq. 
WESTERMAN HATTORI DANIELS & ADRIAN LLP 
1250 Connecticut Avenue, NW, Suite 700 
Washington, DC 20036 

On Behalf of Respondent Acer Inc.: 

Eric C. Rusnak, Esq. 
K&L GATES LLP 
1601 K Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20006-1600 

( ) )?ia Hand Delivery 
( vf Vfa Express Delivery 
( ) Via First Class Mail 
( ) Other: _____ _ 

( ) Via Hand Delivery 
( 0'Via Express Delivery 
( ) Via First Class Mail 
( ) Other: ___ __ _ 

( ) )?ia Hand Delivery 
( vfVia Express Delivery 
( ) Via First Class Mail 
( ) Other: _____ _ 

( );Nia Hand Delivery 
( "}Via Express Delivery 
( ) Via First Class Mail 
( ) Other:. _____ _ 



CERTAIN COMPUTERS AND COMPUTER PERIPHERAL 
DEVICES AND COMPONENTS THEREOF AND 
PRODUCTS CONTAINING THE SAME 

Certificate of Service - Page 2 

On Behalf of Respondent Brother Industries Ltd.: 

Joseph M. Potenza, Esq. 
BANNER & WITCOFF LTD 
1100 13th Street, NW, Suite 1200 
Washington, DC 20005 

On Behalf of Respondent Seiko Epson Corporation: 

Louis S. Mastriani, Esq. 
ADDUCI, MASTRIANI & SCHAUMBERG LLP 
1133 Connecticut Avenue, NW, 12th Floor 
Washington, DC 20036 

On Behalf of Respondent Canon Inc.: 

David M. Maiorana, Esq. 
JONES DAY 
901 Lakeside A venue 
Cleveland, OH 44114 
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