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ATTORNEYS AT LAW

DOLBY LABORATORIES LICENSING CORP. v. UNIFIED PATENTS, LLCE{f. k&5 2023-2110
(CAFC, 2025%F6H5H), Moore#ZHIE . Clevenger#HI'H . ChenffiI'BIZ K 2558, Frirsfl(PTAB)D
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Unifiedthi%. DolbyttDH#F D 5 HDOMED 7 L— AN BUS R ARETH S & FEL T, YHEERL
t'a—( [IPR] YA FERE L7z, UnifiedthiL, BEZME—Om Y FE( RPL )& L CTREE L7223, Dolby
fHiZ, RPIE L THRESNDIRE THHAT-EEZLNDHMDI DOFZHEMR( HEERP) VA RE LT=,
PTABIE. #EERPINRPIE L CHEEESNAHRX ThHoT2nE I nEHET D Z &L A L. Unifiedtt: 2 Mt
—@RPI¢ LCLEa—%BE LT,

PTABIE, HfEMEIREICIVT, Unified fH1E, BEFEDLH LY THNTEWTHO 7 b— A SRS
RAGETH D Z EBNFEL 7)o 7= I L7, PTABIX. RPURFDHRTEXFHEHE LS L=, £ LT, #
EERPIO W T U ERERN & L < 1325 S (estopped) D72 HIPRAHZEL T 5 Z 8 TE 72vy, b L < [dUnified
RS BALICHFI & 722 D £ O ITHEERPIO W & BIKIANZE W2 & W D FEILA 2N e 2D K 5 7eik
EXARETH D L L7z, DolbythlZ Ziva AIkE LT EFF L, Unified f(38 L O AFE & L TOXKE
B P T R BV BRI TDolby fE D& I SV TR A 2 7,
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DolbyfhiZ, LEFFFICIRWTOREBIES3SFRICE S < 4 FHHE M (Article 1T standing) % 788D 2 DIZ+43 72
R EOBEEEIELD, &, EIRITEAIN,

BHANE:

YHEAIL, PRGOS L <IZPTABORE DEAFIZHIRICE D YEHEME 2 LH L LRV,
PTAB®D Ff& E R EIZ KT HCAFCOFEI % R D H 55 121L, Y FE WK A AT H L E N H 5, Dolby
FE, (1)35U.8.C. § 31912 85< TR & < (dissatisfied) | 4 FH OIERHMEF] &, (2)35U.S.C.

§ 312(a)2)IZFD < DolbytE D HIZ kT DIERMERIDRE & . (3) PTABOERITER T 5, FHE EDE
FITHY T D8k 2 2BFE LIS X RPURFFOIIEZPTABIES L7 Z LTk LT EFFT 280 H
% EFER LTz, CAFCIZZ D3AT X TIZHE W TDolbyfh D FEIZFEE L7272,

35U.S.C. §319TiE 1§ 318(a)lc D < [PTAB|DHRAEFHMRIE 2 AR & 95 HHEE X, LOWRIEITH L
T EfFT % Z & 23T & %([a] party dissatisfied with the final written decision of the [Board] under section 318(a)
may appeal the decision) ] & JHE STV S2, CAFCIE, AIAIZHEED IEE RIFMEIZFEISRICE S Y H
FHAE A RS 5 b O TIERWZ LI HICVRES LTV D & Lz, E7z. CAFCIE, AIAILIE HiiE
(informational right) Z AlFX 95 H O Tlidlewn b L, 72 & X FFFPITE #7335 U.S.C. § 312(a)(2)I2 &5 X RPI
BREEHELTLLIMMEAT L LTH, TD L) RHEFIIIPRFR X IZEBWCOLEETHHDT
HY . FOERITHKT IS L 72HEFIZAFAE L 72V ([e]ven if patent owners have a right under 35 U.S.C. §
312(a)(2) to have RPI disputes adjudicated, such a right only arises in the context of IPR proceedings; there is no
freestanding right to that information)| & = A >k L7z, CAFClE, Dolbyftt:23E5ET %2 DM OIEEIZ-DOU
Th, FIRICESS HBEHRBERZAET DITTHEV ITHHERR T E 2 &l L7z, #1213, Dolbyft:
Id. #EEERPINS T A & o AZFINTEL L CW D ATREME N B 5 & FIE L7228, [Dolbyfhid, #YEERPIOWT
NbDolbyttE DT A v U ARFIOM R THD L ERLTE LT, £ L TOMEERPIN T A & v AT
EX LTV & W9 FELE #7% LTV 720 (Dolby does not argue any of the Alleged RPIs are subject to license
agreements with Dolby, much less provide evidence the Alleged RPIs are breaching license agreements)] , £
7=, Dolbyttid, FROME SN DHFIFFRICIN T, PEERPUI T 2 EE F (estoppe) D ERZEE L S5
THHAHI LEWVIFHLBIR L TWeho iz,
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