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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
MARSHALL DIVISION

MONDIS TECHNOLOGY LTD.,

Plaintiff, Case No. 2:11-CV-378 (TIW)
V. severed from
CHIMEI INNOLUX CORP. and INNOLUX Case No. 2:07-CV-565 (TJW-CE)

CORPORATION,

Defendants.

AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL TO THE
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT
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Notice is hereby given that Defendants Chimei Innolux Corp. and Innolux Corporation
(collectively, “CMI”) in the above-named case hereby appeal to the United States Court of
Appeals for the Federal Circuit from the Final Judgment (Dkt. No. 47), entered on April 30,
2012, and from the Memorandum Opinion and Order granting-in-part and denying-in-part
Mondis’s Motion for Supplemental Damages for 2011 and for an Ongoing Royalty Rate (Dkt.
No. 11), entered on September 30, 2011; the Memorandum Opinion and Order denying CMI’s
Motion for Reconsideration (Dkt. No. 25), entered February 27, 2012; and the Memorandum
Opinion and Order regarding various issues related to supplemental damages and ongoing
royalties (Dkt. No. 46), entered April 30, 2012.

Dated: May 8, 2012 Respectfully submitted,

/s/ _Eamonn Gardner
James P. Brogan
Colorado State Bar No. 32573
E-Mail: jbrogan@cooley.com
Eamonn Gardner
Colorado State Bar No. 38088
E-Mail: egardner@cooley.com
COOLEY LLP
380 Interlocken Crescent, Suite 900
Broomfield, CO 80021
Telephone: (720) 566-4000
Facsimile: (720) 566-4099

Thomas J. Friel, Jr.

California State Bar No. 80065
E-Mail: tfriel@cooley.com
3000 El Camino Real

Five Palo Alto Square

Palo Alto, CA 94306-2155
Telephone: (650) 843-5000
Facsimile: (650) 857-0663

Attorneys for Defendants
CHIMEI INNOLUX CORPORATION and
INNOLUX CORP.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that the foregoing document was filed electronically in
compliance with Local Rule CV-5(a). Therefore, this document was served on all counsel who
are deemed to have consented to electronic service. Local Rule CV-5(a)(3)(A). Pursuant to
Fed. R. Civ. P. 5(d) and Local Rule CV-5(e), all other counsel of record not deemed to have
consented to electronic service were served with a true and correct copy of the foregoing by

facsimile and/or U.S. First Class Mail.

Dated: May 8, 2012

/s/  Eamonn Gardner
COOLEY LLP
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