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BROC.783M TTAB
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

Broadcom Corporation, Opposition No.: 91198660

Opposer, Subject Mark: BROADCHIP
Application No.: 77/855,572
v. _

Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.,

Applicant.

BROADCOM CORPORATION’S MOTION TO COMPEL INTERROGATORY RESPONSES,
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, AND ATTENDANCE AT DEPOSITIONS

I. MOTION AND SUMMARY OF RELIEF SOUGHT

Opposer Broadcom Corporation (“Broadcom”) hereby moves pursuant to 37 C.FR. § 2.120(e)
and Sections 523.01 and 527.01(c) of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board’s Manual of Procedure
(“TMBP”) for Orders compelling Applicant Broadchip Technology Group Ltd. (“Applicant”) to:
(1)  Provide full and complete responses to Broadcom’s First Set of Interrogatories, without
objections;

(2)  Provide written responses without objections and produce the documents sought in
Broadcom’s First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things; and

3) Produce in the United States and within two weeks of the date of the Order the following
witnesses for oral deposition: (a) Applicant’s designated FRCP 30(b)(6) witness;
(b) Applicant’s President Jerry Dai; and (c) Applicant’s Secretary Kathy Geng.

In addition, because Applicant’s refusal to even respond to Broadcom’s discovery has delayed

and disrupted Broadcom’s ability to prepare for trial in this action, Broadcom respectfully requests,



pursuant to TMBP § 523.01, that this proceeding be suspended until a decision is rendered on this
motion, and that ypon resolution of this motion the Board extend discovery for a reasonable period
solely for the benefit of Broadcom’s taking of follow-up discovery.!

This Motion to Compel is supported by the declarations of Susan Natland and Evan Hawrysh and
Exhibits thereto. As discussed below and in the declaration of Susan Natland, Broadcom has made a
good faith effort by correspondence over thé past several months to meet and confer with Applicant on
the issues that are the subject of this Motion, but has been unable to reach agreement. Applicant’s
repeated failure to respond to Broadcom’s discovery requests and Applicant’s refusals to produce
witnesses for their properly noticed depositions have left Broadcom with no choice but to file this
Motion to seek the Board’s intervention.

II. INTRODUCTION AND FACTUAL BACKGROUND

A. The Parties

1. Broadcom

Broadcom is a public United States semiconductor design company based in Irvine, California.
Broadcom employs approximately 10,000 employees, the majority of whom are located in the United
States. More than half of Broadcom’s employees are engineers, and more than 800 hold Ph.Ds.
Broadcom’s semiconductor chips power internet and wireless communication devices, globél
positioning equipment, digital televisions, and other equipment and devices that are critical to U.S.
commerce. These products provide key functionality for mobile phones such as the Apple iPhone, home
cable boxes and other Ethernet solutions, and network communication equipment such as the national

cellular network. Natland Decl., Ex. A.

I In addition to the matters addressed herein, Applicant also failed to serve timely responses to
Broadcom’s First Set of Requests for Admissions. However, this discovery is not included in the
present Motion to Compel because Broadcom’s requests are deemed admitted by operation of law.
TMBP § 525.



2. Applicant Broadchip

Applicant claims to be a Chinese semiconductor design corporation that specializes in —
according to Applicant’s employees — selling semiconductor chips for use in counterfeit mobile phones.
Natland Decl., §3. According to Applicant’s website: “main applications” for its devices include
“portable device [sic] like cell phone [sic], MP3/4 Players, PDA, digital camera, the computer, HDTV,
LCD display, automobile electron [sic] and so on.” Natland Decl., Ex. B. These markets mirror directly
the markets for Broadcom’s semiconductor products. |

In conversations with Broadcom’s counsel, Applicant’s counsel indicated that Applicant has
historically focused on Asian markets for its semiconductor chips, but now is seeking to expand its chip
sales into the United States market and has filed an “intent to use” registration for its purported mark,
“Broadchip.” Natland Decl., § 13. While no patent action is currently pending, applicant’s chips
appear to use technologies that implicate U.S. patents held by Broadcom. But Applicant, who has filed
its application in the name of its parent entity based in Shanghai rather than its U.S. operating arm,
claims to be immune from the jurisdiction of the U.S. District Courts.

Since May 12, 2009, Applicant’s California operating subsidiary has been registered under the
name Broadchip Semiconductor Inc. with an address at 1008 Sfrayer Drive, San Jose, CA 95129. Id,, Ex.
C. Applicant’s President, Mr. Dai (aka Zhongwei Dai), and Secretary, Ms. Geng (aka Wen Geng), own
the personal residence located at the 1008 Strayer Drive, San Jose, California address. Natland Decl.,

6. Further, the 1008 Strayer Drive, San Jose, California address is the personal address of record and

2 Broadchip originally asserted to the USPTO that it had already begun selling chips in the
United States. Later, however, (after receiving Broadcom’s cease and desist letter and apparently to
avoid subjecting itself to U.S. District Court jurisdiction) Broadchip submitted a Preliminary
Amendment to a Section 1(b) intent-to-use basis, claiming that it had not yet begun selling in the US
market. Natland Decl., 11, Ex. G. Contrary to Broadchip’s claims to the USPTO, in fact Broadchip
products are being sold in the United States. Hawrysh Decl., 16 and 7, Exs. B and C. One of the
reasons Broadcom needs the discovery requested herein is to investigate the contradictory statements
that Broadchip has made to the USPTO regarding its actual domestic use of its purported mark.
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apparent full time residence for Ms. Geng. Ms. Geng is the appointed representative for Applicant in
this opposition, and 1008 Strayer Drive is listed as Applicant’s correspondent address for the

“Broadchip” application at issue. Id., § 7. Applicant’s internet domain name, www.broadchip.com, is

registered to Zhongwei Dai, also in Sunnyvale, California. Id,, Ex. D. Applicant’s website states that its
company was “founded in Silicon Valley, USA by a group of entrepreneurs,” apparently referring to Mr.
Dai and Ms. Geng. Id., Ex. B.

Interestingly, Applicant largely cut and pasted from Broadcom’s trademark application to
describe its requested mark and the markets it intended to serve. Broadcom’s registration for its
“Broadcom” mark states:

Semiconductors; computer chipsets; semiconductors, computer chipsets and
computer software for communication, wireless communication and
connectivity....

Natland Decl., Ex. E. Applicant’s registration filing with the USPTO states:
[S]emiconductors; computer chipsets for use in transmitting data to and from a
central processing unit; semiconductors and computer chipsets used in
transmitting data to and from a central processing unit for communication,
wireless communication....

Natland Decl., Ex. G.

Likewise, Broadcom’s signature “tag line” — included prominently on the splash page of its
website, in its marketing materials, press releases and elsewhere — is the Federally registered
“Connecting Everything” mark. Natland Decl., Ex. F. Applicant has taken to using the knock-off
tagline “Connecting the Real World.” Id., ] 4.

Additionally, Broadcom’s products are well known and easily identifiable in the industry for

their naming convention, using the letters “BCM” followed by a four-or-five digit numbering sequence —

for example the “BCM4329” chip that is used to give the Apple iPhone its wireless, GPS and Bluetooth



functionality. Natland Decl., Ex. A3 Applicant has copied Broadcom’s naming convention, switching
only “BCM” for “BCT” — for instance, the “BCT4223” advertised on Applicant’s website. Natland
Decl., Ex. B.

In short, if Applicant had any desire at all to disguise its efforts to copy from Broadcom and
confuse consumers as to its relationship with the Broadcom, it has failed quite miserably. Rather,
Applicant brags about its efforts to copy Broadcom. In response to Broadcom’s cease and desist letter
and request that it rebrand its goods, Applicant’s attorney (who has since withdrawn from representing
Broadchip, apparently based on fee payment issues) informed Broadcom that his client would not
withdraw its registration for “Broadchip” primarily because it would be “cheaper” for his client to force
Broadcom to litigate before the Board. Natland Decl., § 12 and 13.

B. Applicant’s Failure to Resgond to Broadcom’s Discovery

To prepare for trial in this action, Broadcom has served interrogatories, document requests and
three deposition notices of Broadchip’s witnesses. Aside from sending a few emails, Applicant has
simply chosen to ignore Broadcom’s discovery requests in their entirety.

Most of Broadcom’s discovery requests were served on September 2, 2011, with Applicant’s
responses being initially due on October 7,2011. This date was extended to November 3, 2011 asa
result of the Board’s suspension of the proceedings to permit Broadchip to engage new counsel*
Despite multiple reminders and follow up efforts by Broadcom, Applicant has failed to serve any

responses (and among other things, has thus waived any objections). Applicant likewise refuses to

3 Natland Dec., § 2, Ex. A.

4 The discovery served was (i) Broadcom’s First Set of Interrogatories, (ii) Broadcom’s First Set
of Requests for Production of Documents and Things and Broadcom’s First Set of Requests for
Admissions, and (iii) a 30(b)(6) deposition notice to Broadchip, and (iv) a deposition notice to
Applicant’s President, Jerry Dai. See Natland Decl., Exs. I - L. An additional deposition notice to
Plaintiff’s Secretary, Kathy Geng, was served on November 2, 2011. Natland Decl., Ex. BB. As with
the September 2 discovery, Applicant has refused to produce Ms. Geng for deposition. Natland Dec.,
38, Ex. DD.



produce witnesses for their depositions as noticed, or even to provide suitable alternative dates for the

depositions.

C. Broadcom’s Meet And Confer Efforts Have Failed

Broadcom’s numerous attempts to meet and confer, over two and a half months, to secure
Applicant’s compliance with its discovery obligations have been entirely unsuccessful. See Declaration
of Susan M. Natland in Support of Broadcom’s Motion to Cbmpel (“Natland Decl.”), Exs. M - EE.
Given Applicant’s intransigence, Broadcom now has no alternative but to seek the Board’s assistance in
compelling Applicant to abide by its discovery obligations.

III. APPLICANT MUST BE ORDERED TO RESPOND TO BROADCOM’S DISCOVERY

Applicant has flouted the Board’s rules and authority. Broadcom respectfully requests that the

Board order Applicant to properly respond to Broadcom’s discovery.

A. Applicant’s Activities Show a Systematic Attempt to Cause a Likelihood of Confusion With
and Dilution of Broadcom’s Marks

Broadcom opposes registration of Applicant’s “Broadchip” mark because:

() Applicant’s mark is likely to cause confusion with Broadcom’s well-known “Broadcom”
trademark, as well as Broadcom’s family of “Broad” marks, including, “Broadcore,”
“Broadrange,” and “Broadvoice” (collectively “Broadcom Marks™); and

(i)  Applicant’s mark will cause or is likely to cause dilution of the distinctive quality of the
Broadcom Marks.

Broadcom is a well-known semiconductor design company, and based on Applicant’s cut-and-
pasted trademark application, Applicant apparently intends to sell products that are directly competitive
with Broadcom’s products. Compare Natland Decl., Ex. A with Natland Decl., Ex. B. Applicant’s
“Broadchip” mark is merely a combination of the first and prominent portion of Broadcom’s well-known
Broadcom Marks, and the generic name for the goods sold by Broadcom — chips. Applicant has also

adopted the tag line “Connecting the Real World,” which is conspicuously similar to Broadcom’s well-
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known and federally registered “Coﬁnecting Everything” tag line. Natland Decl., Ex. F. Further,
Applicant sells its products under the three letter naming convention “BCT,” which is strikingly similar
to Broadcom’s “BCM” naming convention. Natland Decl., Exs. A - B.

There can be little doubt that Applicant’s branding efforts are systematically and intentionally
designed to take advantage of the goodwill in the Broadcom Marks and overall branding strategy.
Applicant has essentially admitted as much in asserting that it is persisting in its registration efforts
because it is “cheaper” to do so than to rebrand its products. Natland Decl., § 13. Given the array of
facts demonstrating the similarity of the marks and the intentional efforts to create confusion, Broadcom
should be granted the discovery it seeks to prove its case at trial.

B. The Board Should Order Applicant to Provide Full and Complete Responses to
Broadcom’s Written Discovery

Broadcom’s written discovery to Applicant was served on September 2, 2011.5 Due to a short
stay of this proéeeding, Applicant’s responses were due no later than Noverﬁber 3.6

Broadcom’s long record of correspondence with Applicant and reminders to Applicant of the due
dates for discovery is attached as Exhibits M - EE to the concurrently-filed declaration of Susan Natland.
.Each back-and-forth with Applicant will not be recounted at length here, but the most relevant
communications are as follows:

e On October 18, 2011, immediately upon the Board’s termination of the stay, Broadcom
wrote to Applicant at its address of record for case correspondence, advising Applicant

5 See Natland Decl., Ex. I (Broadcom’s First Set of Interrogatories Nos. 1-50); Ex. J (Broadcom’s
First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things). Broadcom also served its RFAs that '
same date, but an Order requiring responses to the RFAs is not requested here as the RFAs are deemed
admitted under TMBP § 525.

6 As noted above, on September 8, 2011 Applicant’s attorney of record withdrew from
representing Broadchip, apparently due to fee payment issues. Accordingly, on September 20, the Board
suspended this action. On October 11 Applicant filed a paper with the Board stating that it would be
representing itself in the opposition, and listed Kathy Geng, Secretary of Applicant, with an address at
1008 Strayer Drive, San Jose, California, as its representative. Id., § 7. On October 17, the Board,
therefore, resumed the opposition and reset the discovery and trial dates. Id., § 28.
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that its responses to Broadcom’s Discovery Requests would be due no later than
November 3, 2011. Natland Decl., Ex. U. Broadcom attached another (a third) courtesy
copy of the same. Id.

e On November 2, the day before the discovery responses were due, Broadcom’s counsel
wrote to Applicant once again. Natland Decl., 35, Ex. AA. Broadcom’s counsel
attached another copy (a fourth copy) of Broadcom’s Discovery Requests, and offered
another courtesy reminder to Applicant that responses were due no later than the
following day. Id.

e Broadcom did not receive any responses to the discovery requests by their November 3
due date.

¢ On November 4, Broadcom’s counsel again wrote to verify that the responses had not
somehow been lost in transit, and advising that the failure to have served responses

waived any objections on the merits. Natland Decl., Ex. CC.

e Finally, on November 8, Applicant sent Broadcom’s counsel a response, but did not even
bother to address the issue of its written discovery responses. Natland Decl., Ex. DD.

e On November 9, Broadcom informed Appliéant that it would be filing a Motion to
Compel. Applicant has not responded.

In short, despite every effort by Broadcom, Applicant is simply ignoring its discovery obligations,
forcing Broadcom to seek Board intervention.

Based on Applicant’s conduct and failure to respond to Broadcom’s discovery, Broadcom is
entitled to an order compelling Applicant’s responses to its Discovery Requests, and production of the
requested documents, without objection. See TMBP § 523.01; 37 C.F.R. § 2.120(¢). “A party which
fails to respond to a request for discovery ... during the time allowed therefor... may be found, upon
motion to compel filed by the propounding party, to have forfeited its right to object to the discovery
requests on the merits.” TMBP § 527.01(c); see also FRCP 33(b)(4).

Here, Broadcom has provided Applicant with no less than four copies of the Discovery Requests
(including three courtesy copies), has on three occasions reminded Applicant of its duty to respond to
Broadcom’s Discovery Requests by the initial deadline, and on three occasions has reminded Applicant
of its duty to respond to Broadcom’s Discovery Requests by the re-set deadline of November 3, 2011.

Natland Dec. § 19 - 25, 27,29 - 35. Broadcom’s Discovery Requests vary in substance, are all relevant
8



to this action and within the proper scope of discovery needed for Broadcom’s trial preparation.’
Despite all of the correspondencé and reminders described above, Applicant has still failed to respond to
Broadcom’s Discovery Requests. Applicant’s disregard of deadlines, as well as its continued failure to
meaningfully meet and confer, have left Broadcom no choice but to incur the time and expense of this
motion seeking Board review. Accordingly, for the reasons set forth, Broadcom respectfully requests
that Applicant be ordered to provide full and complete responses to Broadcom’s First Set of
Interrogatories and First Set of Document Requests no later than two weeks after the issuance of an

Order on this Motion, and that all responsive documents be ordered produced by that time.

C. The Board Should Order Applicant to Produce a 30(b)(6) Deponent On Broadcom’s
Noticed Topics, As Well As Its President and Secretary

Broadcom also requests that the Board order Applicant to produce the deponents requested by

Broadcom.

1. Applicant’s 30(b)(6) Deponent Must Appear for a Deposition on All Noticed Topics

Broadcom’s 30(b)(6) notice was served on September 2, 2011, with a deposition scheduled for
September 22, 2011 in San Francisco, California. Natland Decl., Ex. L.# No objections to the 30(b)(6)
topics were ever served. As such, any objections to errors or irregularities in the deposition notice have
been waived. Fed. R. Civ. P. Rule 32(d)(1).

The most relevant facts are as follows:

e The 30(b)(6) deposition was noticed for September 21. Broadcom tried three times to

confirm the date. Finally, two days before the deposition, Applicant informed Broadcom
that it would not show up that day. Natland Decl., Ex. Q.

7 Because Applicant has failed to respond at all, or to meet and confer on the merits of
Broadcom’s discovery, Applicant has waived its right to object to the discovery on the merits and must
provide full responses to the discovery “as put,” without objections. See TMBP § 527.01(c); FRCP
33(b)(4); Crane Co. v. Shimano Industrial Co., Ltd., 184 USPQ 691 (TTAB 1975).

8 San Francisco is within forty-five miles from Applicant’s record “correspondent” address on
the USPTO TARR page. Natland Decl., Ex. G.



The Board’s suspended this action on September 20. Perhaps aware of the suspension,
the next day, on September 21, Applicant proposed a deposition in early October in
Sunnyvale, California. Natland Decl., Ex. S.

Broadcom promptly responded that due to the Board’s suspension, the parties would be
required to reschedule the depositions for sometime after the proceedings resumed. /d.,
Ex. T. Applicant never responded.

On October 18, Broadcom notified Applicant that the proceeding had been resumed, and
proposed that its FRCP 30(b)(6) deposition be held on November 15 in Palo Alto,
California (i.e., a very short distance from Applicant’s record address, as well as from the
Sunnyvale location previously proposed by Applicant). Id., Ex. U.

Applicant proposed to schedule the deposition of Jerry Dai and Applicant’s FRCP
30(b)(6) designee for December 19-21instead, and Broadcom accepted on October 26.
Natland Decl., Exs. W - Y.

On October 31, Applicant reneged and stated that its witnesses would not attend on
December 19-21. Id., Ex. Z. Accordingly, On November 2 and again on November 4,
Broadcom requested alternative dates. Natland Decl., Exs. AA and CC.

On November 8, Applicant said again that it would not produce Mr. Dai or its FRCP
30(b)(6) designee for the deposition. Natland Decl., Ex. DD.

On November 9, Broadcom notified Applicant that, because the discovery period is set to
close on December 18, 2011, suitable dates for all depositions must be agreed upon to
take place prior to the close of discovery, and that Broadcom would shortly be required to
file a motion to compel if hard dates were not put in place immediately. Natland Decl..,
Ex. EE.

Applicant has not responded to Broadcom’s November 9 correspondence.

As with the written discovery requests, despite every effort by Broadcom, Applicant is simply

ignoring its discovery obligations, engaging in delay tactics, and forcing Broadcom to seek Board
intervention. Broadcom’s deposition topics, like its written discovery requests, vary in substance, are all
relevant to this action and within the proper scope of discovery needed for Broadcom’s trial preparation.
Broadcom has gone above and beyond in its attempts to schedule the deposition of Applicant’s witness,
to no avail. Applicant has repeatedly delayed, tentatively set, and then retracted dates for its 30(b)(6)
deposition. Applicant’s current position is that it will not produce its FRCP 30(b)(6) designee for

deposition at all.

10



In light of these facts, Broadcom’s Motion to Compel should be granted in its entirety. See 37
C.F.R. § 2.120(e)(1) (“[i]f a party fails to ... designate a person pursuant to Rule 30(b)(6) ... of the
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, or, if a party, or such designated person, or an officer, director or
managing agent of a party fails to attend a deposition ... the party seeking discovery may file a motion to
compel ... a designation, or attendance at a deposition....”); see also 37 C.F.R. § 2.120(¢); TMBP §
523.01. For the reasons set forth, Broadcom respectfully requests that Applicant be ordered to provide a
knowledgeable deponent regarding each of Broadcom’s noticed topics no later than two weeks after the
issuance of an Order on this Motion.

2. Applicant’s President and Secretary Must Appear for Their Depositions

Applicant’s President and Secretary also should be compelled to attend their personal
depositions. Of course, Applicant may nominate either or both of such witnesses to serve as their
30(b)(6) witnesses also.

Broadcom’s personal deposition notice to Applicant’s President, Jerry Dai, and Secretary, Kathy
Geng, were served on September 2 and November 2, 2011, respectively® As set forth above, Mr. Dai
has repeatedly delayed, tentatively set, and then retracted dates for his personal deposition (which was
planned to be combined with his 30(b)(6) deposition). Currently, with the December 18, 2011,
discovery deadline fast approaching, Applicant has offered no dates for Mr Dai’s deposition. Likewise,
Applicant has yet to offer any dates for Ms. Geng’s deposition. Broadcom respectfully requests that
Applicant be ordered to produce its President and Secretary for their personal depositions within two

weeks of the Order on this Motion.

9 Natland Decl., Exs. K and BB. Mr. Dai’s deposition was noticed to take place in San Francisco
(within forty-five miles of his personal residence and the USPTO address for Applicant). Ms. Geng’s
deposition was scheduled for Palo Alto (within forty-five miles of the Applicant’s USPTO address and
her personal address).
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3. All Requested Depositions Should Occur in Northern California Because Applicant

Is Located in Northern California and Its Officers Reside and Are Based There

Depositions Ordered by the Board in response to the Motion should be required to occur in
Northern California. Since May 12, 2009, Applicant has operated an active California subsidiary under
the name Broadchip Semiconductor Inc. with an address at 1008 Strayer Drive, San Jose, CA 95129. Id.,
Ex. C. Applicant’s President, Mr. Dai (aka Zhongwei Dai), and Secretary, Ms. Geng (aka Wen Geng),
own the pérsonal residence located at the 1008 Strayer Drive, San Jose, California address. Id., 6.
Further, the 1008 Strayer Drive, San Jose, California address is the personal address of record and
apparent full time residence for Ms. Geng. Ms. Geng is the appointed representative for Applicant in
this opposition, and 1008 Strayer Drive is listed as Applicant’s correspondent address for the

“Broadchip” application at issue. /d., § 7. Applicant’s internet domain name, www.broadchip.com, is

registered to Zhongwei Dai, also in Sunnyvale, California. /d,, Ex. D. Applicant’s website states that its
company was “founded in Silicon Valley, USA by a group of entrepreneurs,” apparently referring to Mr.
Dai and Ms. Geng. Id,, Ex. B. Finally, Mr. Dai himself proposed a deposition in Northern California
(before he reneged on the proposed date). Id., Ex. S.

Applicant has previously endeavored to claim that it is beyond US jurisdiction and has
endeavored to drive up Broadcom’s costs in this action. Broadcom thus anticipates that Applicant may
endeavor to claim that Broadcom’s counsel should be required to travel to China for depositions in this
matter. Having invoked the Board’s jurisdiction itself, having provided a US location as its headquarters
and address of record, and owning property and a residence here, Applicant and its Officers should not

be permitted to play these types of financial games.!0

10 Courts regularly require US depositions under circumstances far less compelling than those
present here. See, e.g., HighBeam Marketing, LLC v. Highbeam Research, LLC, 85 USPQ2d 1902
(TTAB 2008); Re/Maxx Int’l, Inc. v. Singh, 2010 WL 147899 (N.D. Cal. 2010); Lorillard Tobacco Co.
v. California Imports, LLC, 2011 WL4625953 (E.D. Va. 2011).
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IV. THE DISCOVERY PERIOD SHOULD BE EXTENDED FOR BROADCOM’S BENEFIT

Because Applicant’s refusal to even respond to Broadcom’s discovery has delayed and disrupted
Broadcom’s ability to prepare for trial in this action, Broadcom respectfully requests, pursuant to TMBP
§ 523.01 , that upon resolution of this motion the Board extend discovery for a reasonable period solely
for the benefit of Broadcom’s taking of follow-up discovery.

V. CONCLUSION

Broadcom respectfully requests the Board issue an order compelling Applicant to immediately
serve Broadcom with written responses to its Discovery Requests, without objections, produce all
responsive documents within two weeks of an Order on this motion, and to produce its President Jerry
Dai, its Secretary Kathy Geng, and its FRCP 30(b)(6) witness for oral deposition within two weeks of an
order on this motion. Further, Broadcom requests, pursuant to TMBP § 523.01, that the subject
proceeding be suspended with respect to all matters not germane to this motion until a decision on the
motion is rendered. Finally, upon decision by the Board, Broadcom requests that the Board extend
discovery for a reasonable period solely for the benefit of Broadcom since Applicant’s delay has unfairly

deprived Broadcom of its full right to take follow-up discovery.

Respectfully submitted,
KNOBBE, MARTENS, OLSON & BEAR, LLP

Dated: _Newtbv Z3, 70// M / WMM

Lynda’f Zadra-Symes

Susan M. Natland

2040 Main Street, 14" Floor

Irvine, CA 92614

(949) 760-0404

Attorneys for Broadcom Corporation
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I served a copy of the foregoing OPPOSER BROADCOM
CORPORATION’S MOTION TO COMPEL INTERROGATORY RESPONSES, PRODUCTION OF
DOCUMENTS, AND ATTENDANCE AT DEPOSITIONS upon Applicant by depositing a copy
thereof in the United States Mail, first-class prepaid, on November 23, 2011, addressed as follows:

Kathy Geng
Secretary
Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
1008 Strayer Drive
San Jose, CA 95129

@

Pantela Pisofial

12329435

112311
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BROC.783M TTAB
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

Broadcom Corporation, Opposition No.: 91198660

Opposer, Subject Mark: BROADCHIP
Application No.: 77/855,572
v.

Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.,

Applicant.

DECLARATION OF SUSAN M. NATLAND IN SUPPORT OF OPPOSER’S MOTION TO
COMPEL RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF
DOCUMENTS AND THINGS AND ATTENDANCE AT DEPOSITION

I, Susan M. Natland, do declare:

1. I am Partner in the law firm of Knobbe, Martens, Olson & Bear, LLP, counsel of record for
Opposer, Broadcom Corporation, (“Broadcom”) in the above-captioned action. I am licensed to
practice law in the State of California. I have personal knowledge of the following facts, and
would competently testify as to their truth if called upon to do so.

2. Attached hereto as Exhibit A are true and correct copies of printouts from Broadcom’s website

located at www.broadcom.com which (1) describes the overall nature of Broadcom’s business

and (2) shows use of “BCM” followed by a four or digit numbering sequence adopted as a
naming convention by Broadcom.

3. Applicant, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd., (“Applicant”) is located at 33 Leshan Road,
Building 1, Suite 305 Xuhui District, Shanghai, China 200030. On March 17, 2010, I obtained an

investigation report from a firm in China stating that one of Applicant’s employees in China



advised that Applicant’s “clients are cell phone design companies, including companies designing
counterfeit cell phones.”
Attached hereto as Exhibit B are true and correct printouts of pages from Applicant’s English

version website located at www.broadchip.com/en/ indicating that (1) Applicant was ““founded

in Silicon Valley, USA by a group of entrepreneurs,” (2) Applicant’s “main applications will be
portable device like cell phone, MP3/4 Players, PDA, digital camera, the computer, HDTV, LCD
display, automobile electron and so on”, (3) showing Applicant’s use of the tagline “Connecting
the Real World”, and (4) showing Applicant’s use of “BCT” followed by a four digit numbering
sequence adopted as a naming convention by Applicant.

Attached hereto as Exhibit C is a true and correct copy of a printout from the business search
section of the website of the California Secretary of State, sos.ca.gov, showing information
regarding the corporate status of Broadchip Semiconductor Inc. and listing its address as 1008
Strayer Drive, San Jose CA 95129,

On September 9, 2010, T obtained an investigation report indicating that the President of
Applicant, Jerry Dai is also known as Zhongwei Dai and that the Secretary of Applicant, Kathy
Geng is also known as Wen Geng. Mr. Dai and Ms. Geng jointly own a personal residence
located at 1008 Strayer Drive, San Jose CA 95129.

On October 4, 2011, Applicant filed a paper with the TTAB indicating that Kathy Geng (aka Wen
Geng) is Applicant’s appointed representative in this opposition with an address of 1008 Strayer
Drive, San Jose CA 95129, the same address as the personal residence Ms. Geng owns with Jerry
Dai.

Attached hereto as Exhibit D is a true and correct copy of a printout from Betterwhois.com,

showing the registration information for the domain name, broadchip.com, including that the



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

registrant’s name is Zhongwei Dai, and that his P.O. box address is located at P.O. Box 70145,
Sunnyvale, California 94086.

Attached hereto as Exhibit E is a true and correct copy of USPTO online TARR printout of
Broadcom’s Registration No. 3,787,260 for the mark BROADCOM covering goods in Class 9.
Attached hereto as Exhibit F is a true and correct copy of USPTO online TARR printout of
Broadcom’s Registration No. 2,601,945 for the mark CONNECTING EVERYTHING covering
goods in Class 9 and services in Class 42.

Attached hereto as Exhibit G is a true and correct copy of USPTO online TARR printout of
Applicant’s Application Serial No. 77/855,572 for the mark BROADCHIP covering goods in
Class 9 and services in Class 42, together with a true and correct copy of the Preliminary
Amendment filed by Applicant on January 7, 2011 to amend the filing basis of the application
from use-based (Section 1(a)) to intent-to-use (Section 1(b)).

On November 23, 2010, my Partner Steven J. Nataupsky, sent a cease and desist letter to
Applicant demanding that Applicant withdraw its applications for “Broadchip”, cease all use of
the mark “Broadchip”, and recall and destroy any promotional materials with the “Broadchip”
mark. Attached hereto as Exhibit H is a true and correct copy of that letter.

On January 14, 2011, I had a telephone conversation with Applicant’s prior attorney, Jay
Landrum, in which Mr. Landrum advised me that Applicant was seeking to expand its chip sales
in the U.S. Market and that Applicant would not withdraw its registration for “Broadchip”
primarily because it would be “cheaper” for his client to force Broadcom to litigate before the
Board than to rebrand its products.

Attached hereto as Exhibit I is a true and correct copy of Broadcom’s First Set of Interrogatories

Nos. 1-50, properly served on Applicant on September 2, 2011.



15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Attached hereto as Exhibit J is a true and correct copy of Broadcom’s First Set of Requests for
Production of Documents and Things Nos. 1-177, properly served on Applicant on September 2,
2011.

Attached hereto as Exhibit K is a true and correct copy of Broadcom’s Notice of Oral Deposition
of Applicant’s President Jerry Dai to take place on September 21, 2011, properly served on
Applicant on September 2, 2011.

Attached hereto as Exhibit L is a true and correct copy of Broadcom’s Notice of Oral Deposition
of Applicant pursuant to FRCP 30(b)(6) to take place on September 22, 2011, properly served on
Applicant on September 2, 2011.

On September 8, 2011, Applicant filed a Motion to Withdraw as Attorney with the TTAB.
Attached hereto as Exhibit M is a true and correct copy of an email I wrote to Applicant on
September 10, 2011 to confirm Applicant’s new contact information, and to confirm whether the
depositions would go forward on September 21 and 22, 2011, and if not, asking Applicant to
provide suitable alternative dates. As a courtesy to Applicant, I also attached a second set of
copies of Broadcom’s First Set of Interrogatories and First Set of Requests for Production of
Documents and Things, as well as Broadcom’s First Set of Requests for Admissions (collectively,
“Discovery Requests”).

On September 13, 2011, after having received no response from Applicant to my email of
September 10, 2011, I sent another email to Applicant asking that it confirm its witnesses’
attendance at the depositions noticed for September 21 and 22, 2011, or to again, provide suitable
alternative dates for the depositions. Attached hereto as Exhibit N is a true and correct copy of
this email I sent to Applicant on September 13, 2011.

Attached hereto as Exhibit O is a true and correct copy of an email I received from Applicant on

September 14, 2011, wherein Applicant stated that it would need to “review all these docs” and



22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

would “get back” to me the following week, and wherein no mention was made that Applicant
would not produce witnesses for their properly noticed depositions.

Attached hereto as Exhibit P is a true and correct copy of the email I wrote to Applicant on
September 15, 2011, attempting to confirm whether the September 21 and 22, 2011 depositions
would go forward as noticed.

Attached hereto as Exhibit Q is a true and correct copy of an email I received from Applicant on
September 18, 2011, just two days before the depositions were scheduled to commence, wherein
Applicant informed me that the witnesses would not be produced for deposition on the dates
noticed, and that alternative dates would be necessary.

Attached hereto as Exhibit R is a true and correct copy of the email I sent to Applicant on
September 18, 2011, indicating that Broadcom would be happy to find alternative dates, and
asking Applicant for its witnesses’ availability from September 20 — October 4, 2011.

Attached hereto as Exhibit S is a true and correct copy of an email I received from Applicant on
September 21, 2011, indicating that October 4, 2011 would be a suitable date for both
depositions, and requesting that the depositions take place in Sunnyvale, California.

On September 20, 2011, the TTAB granted Applicant’s Motion to Withdraw as Attorney and
suspended the case pending further action by Applicant.

Attached hereto as Exhibit T is a true and correct copy of the email I sent to Applicant on
September 26, 2011, indicating that in light of the Board’s suspension order, it would be
necessary to reschedule the depositions for a time after the proceedings resumed. I did not
receive a response from Applicant to this email.

On October 17, 2011, the TTAB reset the trial and discovery dates and resumed the proceeding.
Attached hereto as Exhibit U is a true and correct copy of an email I sent to Applicant on October

18, 2011, confirming resumption of the proceeding, and attaching amended notices of deposition



30.

31.

32.

33.

of Jerry Dai and Applicant’s FRCP 30(b)(6) designee to be held on November 15 and 16, 2011,
respectively, in Palo Alto, California (approximately 15 miles from Applicant’s location in San
Jose, California). As a courtesy to Applicant, I also attached a third set of copies of Broadcom’s
Discovery Requests, and provided Applicant with the date Broadcom calculated to be last day for
Applicant to file responses thereto. I did not receive a response from Applicant to this email.
Attached hereto as Exhibit V is a true and correct copy of the email I sent to Applicant on
October 24, 2011, seeking confirmation of the November 15 and 16, 2011 deposition dates for
Jerry Dai and Applicant’s FRCP 30(b)(6) designee, and asking for alternative dates if those dates
were not convenient.

Attached hereto as Exhibit W is a true and correct copy of an email I received from Applicant on
October 24, 2011, indicating that Applicant would not be producing witnesses on November 15
and 16, 2001, and instead offering Broadcom three options, one of which was to reschedule the
deposition of Jerry Dai and Applicant’s FRCP 30(b)(6) designee as noticed for December 19-21,
2011.

Attached hereto as Exhibit X is a true and correct copy of an email I sent to Applicant on October
26, 2011, indicating that Broadcom would be willing to accommodate Applicant by rescheduling
the depositions of Jerry Dai and Applicant’s FRCP 30(b)(6) designee for December 19-21, 2011.
I did not receive a response from Applicant to this email.

Attached hereto as Exhibit Y is a true and correct copy of an email I sent to Applicant on October
28, 2011, reiterating that Broadcom would be willing to accommodate Applicant by rescheduling
the depositions of Jerry Dai and Applicant’s FRCP 30(b)(6) designee for December 19-21, 2011,

and asking for confirmation of those new deposition date proposed by Applicant.
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35.

36.

37.

38.

Attached hereto as Exhibit Z is a true and correct copy of an email I received from Applicant on
October 31, 2011, indicating that Applicant would not be producing witnesses for oral deposition
on December 19-21, 2011, as Applicant had originally promised.

Attached hereto as Exhibit AA is a true and correct copy of an email I sent to Applicant on
November 2, 2011, asking for alternative dates for the depositions of Jerry Dai and Applicant’s
FRCP 30(b)(6) designee. As a courtesy to Applicant, I also attached a fourth set copies of
Broadcom’s Discovery Requests, and reminded Applicant that responses were due to be served
no later than November 3, 2011. T also attached a courtesy copy of Broadcom’s Notice of
Deposition of Kathy Geng to take place on November 15, 2011.

Attached hereto as Exhibit BB is a true and correct copy of Broadcom’s Notice of Oral
Deposition of Applicant’s Secretary Kathy Geng to take place on September 15, 2011, properly
served on Applicant on November 2, 2011.

Attached hereto as Exhibit CC is a true and correct copy of an email I sent to Applicant on
November 4, 2011, seeking confirmation from Applicant that it had served its responses to
Broadcom’s First Set of Interrogatories and First Set of Requests for Production of Documents
and Things and noting that if that had not occurred, any objections on the merits would be waived
and that Broadcom’s Requests for Admissions would be deemed admitted. In this email, T also
reiterated Broadcom’s request for alternative deposition dates for Jerry Dai and Applicant’s
FRCP 30(b)(6) designee, noting that Broadcom would be forced to file a Motion to Compel
appearance should Applicant fail to provide alternative dates. In this email, I also requested
confirmation of Kathy Geng’s attendance at the deposition to take place on November 15, 2011
as noticed.

Attached hereto as Exhibit DD is a true and correct copy of an email I received from Applicant on

November 8, 2011, indicating that Applicant would not produce Jerry Dai or its FRCP 30(b)(6)



designee for deposition, and indicating that Applicant would not be producing Kathy Geng for
deposition on the noticed date, but would “let [Broadcom] know the suitable date later”.

39. Attached hereto as Exhibit EE is a true and correct copy of an email I sent to Applicant on
November 9, 2011, indicating that the discovery in this proceeding is set to close on December
18, 2011, and that suitable alternative dates for all depositions in this matter must be provided. 1
did not receive a response from Applicant to this email.

40. As of the date of this Declaration, Applicant has not responded to Broadcom’s Discovery
Requests, has not produced any documents, and has not proposed any dates for the noticed
depositions of Applicant’s witnesses.

41. Pursuant to TMBP § 523.02, I have made a good faith effort through the correspondence with
Applicant described above, to resolve the issues presented in this motion, but have been unable to

reach agreement with Applicant to resolve such issues.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the

foregoing is true and correct and that this Declaration was executed on the 23rd day of November, 2011

Susan M. @w

at Irvine, California

12323675
112211
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Broadcom Quick Facts

Key Facts

Founded: 1991; IPO: April 1998
Stock Symbol: BRCM (NASDAQ)

President, CEO and Member of the Board of Directors: Scott A. McGregor; Chairman of the Board: John E.
Major

Worldwide Employees: 9,690
2010 Revenue: $6.82 billion; Q3 2011 Revenue: $1.96 billion

Broadcom is a major technology innovator and global leader in semiconductors solutions for wired and
wireless communications: Broadcom products enable the delivery of voice, video, data and multimedia to and
throughout the home, the office and the mobile environment. The company provides the industry's broadest portfolio
of state-of-the art; system-on-a-chip and software solutions to manufacturers of computing and networking equipment,
digital entertainment and broadband access products, and mobile devices.

Broadcom is one of the world's largest fabless semiconductor companies: The company designs and develops
its products in labs and design centers in the U.S. and around the world and then works closely with independent
chipmaking facilities to manufacture those products. Last year, Broadcom produced more than one billion chips, and
currently produces some five million chips a day through a variety of fab partners.

Engineering driven: Of Broadcom’s nearly 10,000 full-time employees and temporary workers (excluding interns),
76 percent are engineers, with more than 800 holding Ph.D.s. Broadcom is an engineering-driven and R&D-focused
company, with an industry reputation for superior engineering execution and market leadership in a number of
product areas.

A Global Company: Broadcom is a FORTUNE 500% company based in Irvine, California, with dozens of sales
offices and customers around the world and research facilities in North America, Asia and Europe.

Patents: Broadcom has more than 5,700 U.S. and 2,400 foreign patents, more than 7,600 additional pending patent
applications, and holds one of the broadest intellectual property portfolios addressing both the wired and wireless
transmission of voice, video, data and multimedia.

Acquisitions: Nearly 50 companies acquired since 1999.

Customer Base of Industry Leaders: Acer, Alcatel-Lucent, Ambit, Apple, Cisco, Dell, DirecTV, EchoStar, H-P, 1BM,
LG Electronics, Nintendo, Nokia, Nortel, Motorola, Pace, Samsung, Thomson, among others.

Broadcom has more than 20 lines of business and holds leadership positions in nearly a dozen product
areas.



Broadcom’s products are grouped in three market areas:

Home: Hand: Infrastructure:
Broadband Communications | Mobile & Wireless Enterprise Networking
¢ Cable and DSL modems ¢ Mobile handset ¢ Physical layer
¢ Cable, satellite and IP set-top ¢ Cellular baseband * Broadband processor
boxes ¢ Bluetooth e Controller

e DSL solutions . GPS * Security

¢ Mobile multimedia ¢ Optical

¢ Power management e Switch

* VoIP * Server and storage

* Wireless LAN (Wi-Fi)

* NFC (Near Field Communication)

Broadcom and the Consumer

As consumers go through their day — at work, at home or on the road — they are likely to find
Broadcom technology touching their life many times and in many ways:

» Chances are good that Broadcom chips are in the cable or DSL modem that enables consumers to quickly surf
the web and download their favorite videos and music.

» Consumer’'s mobile phones may be powered by Broadcom cellular baseband processors, or their Bluetooth/Wi-
Fi/GPS hands-free headset could be connected to the phone by a Broadcom combo chip.

» The Wi-Fi router in the home or at the local coffee shop that allows people to work wirelessly on laptops may be
powered by Broadcom’s Wi-Fi and switching technology, which also could be in the laptop itself.

¢ Broadcom technology is right at home in the living room or entertainment center, where cable, satellite or IP set-
top boxes deliver hundreds of HD TV shows, video-on demand and DVR services, or enable people to record
now and watch later in any room.

* The wireless Nintendo Wii® wand that consumers use to play tennis or to bowl is made possible by Broadcom
Bluetooth chips, and the console contains a Broadcom Wi-Fi chip.

e The latest connected digital TV may contain Broadcom chips that include 802.11n Wi-Fi and Bluetooth
capabilities, enabling networked entertainment, instant streaming applications, wireless freedom and a Bluetooth
remote control. ’

¢ The network and data center in the office building that routes, prioritizes and manages the massive flow of voice,
video and data from the office desktop to other users very likely uses equipment powered by Broadcom chips.

Go to broadcom.com for more information. Broadcom may be contacted at +1.949.926.5000.

Broadcom®, the pulse logo, Connecting everythingG’ and the Connecting everything logo are among the trademarks of Broadcom
Corporation and/or its affiliates in the United States, certain other countries and/or the EU. Any other trademarks or trade names
mentioned are the property of their respective owners.

BROADCOM.
Y A

Connecting

everything’

BROADCOM CORPORATION
5300 Califormia Ave
Irvine, California 92617
Phone: 949-926-5000
Fax: 949-826-6607



Broadcom.com - BCM4329 - Low-Power 802.11n with Bluetooth® 2.1 + EDR and FM (Tx and Rx)

i ) B BREOL BHARY  WKSX - Search
amgm ' -AboutUs - Investors:  Broagband Communications - Moblle & Wirgless : ‘Network Infrastructure - Dowrﬂoads&Suppori

wsrgthing g

Home > Products » Bluetooth = Bluetooth RF:Silicon and: Software: Solutions » BCM4329 - Low-Power 802,110 with Bkuetooth@ -
2.0 % EDR and EM.(Tx and Rx) :

BCM4329 Low Power 802. 11n Wlth Bluetooth@ 2 1 + EDR and FM (Tx
and Rx)

The Broadcom BCM4329 mtegrates a complete IFEE 802,11 a/b/g/n. system (MAC/baseband/radio) with Bluetooth@
2.1+ EDR (Enhanced Data:Rate), and FM radio receiver and transmitter, By combining several proven wireless i
technologies onta-a ‘single silicon die, the BCM4329 enables mobile devices to support today's toughest media . i & : :

applications: -- without impacting device size or baltery life. : : : - Browse by Application ¢

BROWSE PRODUCGTS

The BCM4329 ehmmates the bartiers of addlng the-fatest:wireless connectivity features to small, battery-operated T I
: devices. in addmon to bringing greater Wi-Fi throughput and coverage to-mobile consumer electronics, the i © Browse by Brand %
BCM4329. Is. Broadcom s srmigilest and fowest: cost -dual-band 802.11n solution. It features integrated 2.4°GHz and 5
GHz WLAN CMOS power amphﬂers, which reduce BoM costs while maintaining. superiof performance; The BCM4323 4 s
: also: utilizes advancedvdestgn techniques and ‘process technologles to reduce active and idle power consumptwn and : : Browse by Technology ¢
vextend battery llfe : it - g

] g B
. Products At Z
i " ProductInfo @ Applications
« Broadcom’s most.integrated. 65 nm single-chip combo device with:single-band (2.4.GHz) 802.11b/g/n or dual- : PRODUCT NEWS
band (2.4 GHz and 'S GHz) 802.11a/b/g/n, plus Bluetooth 2.1+ EDR and FM receiver and transmitter features : G
. _— R . e 02/09/ 1.1 = Broadcom Announces
4 Offers one of the industry’s most advanced Blugtooth/Wi-Fi coexistence technologies to ensure the best possible Smartpho sandChip with

user experience Lo HSPA% Cellular:Modem and
Merlyn™ vAppllcatlons Processor
‘Capable of 1080p Video and
« Bluetooth Core Specification Version 2.1 + EDR compliant with provisions supporting future specifications and : : Graphlcs ;
o 1 2 i & i
Bluetooth Class 1 or Class 2 transmitter operation 02/ o 5 / 11 - Broadcom's New

4 Full featured, on-chip Power Management Unit supporting direct battery (2.3V to 5.5V} connection

&

4 Supports 802.11n performance and range features, such as Space Time Block Coding (STBC), Short Gual Interval ¢ i's Smartphone Chip-Delivers. - gy
(SGI), A-MPDU aggregation, Black Ack, Greenfield, RIFS : “.;Androld™ with Advanced Graphics .- - - -
. iw7 o at'an-Affordable Price Point ;
4.02/09/10.- Broadcom :
Demonstiates: Androld™ Support i
Across: Its Wireless Connectwlty FRY .
“Products . i .

http://www.broadcom.com/products/Bluetooth/Bluetooth- RF-Silicon-and-Software-Solutions/BCM4329[11/23/2011 9:47:47 AM]
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" Pruducts LA

P SiIM Card Controller Series
* Dual SIM Card Controlter
P Analog Switch
7 QPQT analog switch
“ SPDT analog switch
P Power Management
* LED Driver
* Power Switch
* MOSFET Driver
= DC-DC
P Amplifiers & Comparator
* CMOS Low Noice Amplifier
# CMOS Highspeed Amplifier
P Audio PA
“ (lass AB
* Class D
P ADC & DAC

* DAC

“ ADC

[ About US |-} Pruducts News |7 Solutions -} = Contact

BROADCHIP TECHNOLOGY GROUP LTD. is a semiconductor fabless design company which
was founded in Silicon Valley, USA by a group of entrepreneurs. Our goal is to provide high performance.
high quality, cost effective analog and mixed-signal 1C solutions to our customers
We will utilize the advanced analog design expertise and innovation ideas from Silicon Valley and
combine with the high quality science and engineer resources in China to build up a technology leading
semiconductor company
Broadchip will focus on designing. developing. and marketing a broad range of high performance,high
quality analog and mixed signal integrated circuit products targeting toward broad industrial, computer,
communication, and consumer markets. The power management 1C will be company’s main product Jine,
its main applications will be portable device like cell phone, MP3/4 Players, PDA, digital camera, the
computer, HDTV, L.CD display, automobile electron and so on, the company will also provide the high

quality technical service and the technical suppori to the customers.

ICP 080007558

http://www.broadchip.com/en/company.asp[11/21/2011 10:51:55 AM]
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BROADCHIP
. l;rﬁduéts
?  SIM Card Controller Series
“ Dual SIM Card Controller
P Analog Switch
* QPQT analog switch
* SPDT analog switch
P Power Management
¥ LED Driver
¥ Power Switch
# MOSFET Driver
= DC-DC
¥ Amplifiers & Comparator
* CMOS Low Noice Amplifier
* CMOS Highspeed Amplifier
P Audio PA
= Class AB
* Class D
P ADC & DAC

© DAC

= ADC

Home

G
3

About US

Pruducts

Pruducts

s -
i Power Management---LED Driver
2 Power Management---LED Driver
3 Power Management---MOSFET Driver
4 Power Management-~LED Driver

| 3 ‘Power Management---LED Driver

6 Audio PA---Class AB
7 Analog Switch---SPIDT analog switch
8 Analog Switch---SPDT analog switch
0 SIM Card Controller Series---Dual SIM
’ Card Controller
10 Analog Switch---SPDT analog switch
11 Analog Switch---SPDT analog switch
12 Analog Switch---SPDT analog switch
13 Analog Switch---SPDT analog switch
14 Analog Switch---SPIT analog switch
13 Analog Switch---QPQT analog switch

TPl

http://www.broadchip.com/en/products.asp{11/21/2011 11:05:35 AM]

News

Solutions

SR H
BCT3288
BCT3222
BCT3538
BCT3221
BCT3220
BCT2899

BCT4222A
BCT4222C
BCT4303
BCT4223
RCT4268
BCT4257
BCT4158
BCT4699

BCT4698

FICp ICP

e
B

Contact
58 > Pruducki e
Saft

16-Channel 64steps Constant-Current
LED Driver

Co-Anode&Co-Cathode LED Driver
Half Bridge MOSFET Drivers
4 Charnnel LED Driver

4 Channel LED Driver (Common-Anode
& Common-Cathode)

Mono 1.8W Audio Power Amplifier

High-Speed DPDT Analog Switch

High-Speed DPDT Analog Switch
Dual SIM Card Controller

Low-Voliage. 0.47 Dual-SPDT Analog

Switch
Low-Voltage, 0.47 Dual-SPDXT Analog
Switch
Ultra Low 0.37 3V SPDT Analog
Switch
Low-Voltage, 4.57 Dual SPDT Analog
Switch

0.32, 3.3V Quad-SPDT Analog Switch

0.3? 40MHz QFN3x3
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Business Search - Business Entities - Business Programs

&
P

Secretary of State Administration .. Elections ”Busih_ ITLRILNIIG R Political Reform - Archives . . Registries
* Business Entities (BE) Business Entity Detail
Online Services
- Business Search Data is updated weekly and is current as of Friday, November 11, 2011. It is not a complete or
-:Risclosure Search - certified record of the entity.

- E-File Statements
--Processing Times

BROADCHIP SEMICONDUCTOR INC.
Main Page

Service Options

Name Availability

Forms, Samples & Fees
Annual/Biennial Statements

Filing Tips
Information Requests

(certificates, copies &
status reports)

Service of Process
FAQs
Contact Information

* Indicates the information is not contained in the California Secretary of State's database.

Resources
-+~ Business Resources « If the status of the corporation is "Surrender,” the agent for service of process is automatically
# .~ Tax Information revoked. Please refer to California Corporations Code section 2114 for information relating to
# - ‘Starting A Business service upon corporations that have surrendered.
- International Business « For information on checking or reserving a name, refer to Name Availability.
Relations Program « For information on ordering certificates, copies of documents and/or status reports or to request

Customer Alerts

- Business Identity Theft « For descriptions of the various fields and status types, refer to Field Descriptions and Status
- Misleading Business . -

Solicitations

Copyright © 2011  California Secretary of State

http://kepler.sos.ca.gov/cbs.aspx[11/15/2011 11:03:34 AM]
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BetterWhois.com: Results for broadchip.com

3 F &

SEARCH ALL DOMAIN HEGISTRARS

broadchip.com is

Registrar: MELBOURNE IT, LTD. D/B/A Status:
INTERNET NAMES WORLDWIDE clientTransferProhibited

Domain options / additional information: (Click below to expand)
+ if you own this domain...

+ if you are trying to registerlbdy this domain...
+ if you are researching this domain...

[Querying whois.verisign-grs.com]
[whois.verisign-grs.com]Whois Server Version
2.0Domain names in the .com and .net domains can
now be registered
with many different competing registrars. Go to
http://www.internic.net
for detailed information. Domain Name:
BROADCHIP.COM

Registrar: MELBOURNE IT, LTD. D/B/A INTERNET
NAMES WORLDWIDE

Whois Server: whois.melbourneit.com

Referral URL: http:// www.melbourneit.com

Name Server: YNS1.YAHOO.COM

Name Server: YNS2.YAHOO.COM

Status: clientTransferProhibited

Updated Date: 09-dec-2007

Creation Date: 30-jun-2007

Expiration Date: 30-jun-2012NOTICE: The expiration
date displayed in this record is the date the
registrar's sponsorship of the domain name
registration in the registry is
currently set to expire. This date does not necessarily
reflect the expiration
date of the domain name registrant’'s agreement with
the sponsoring
registrar. Users may consult the sponsoring
registrar's Whois database to
view the registrar's reported date of expiration for this
registration.

Sponsored Link:

Ready for a web site? Save thousands by doing if yourself. ..
Innovative all-in-one site-building, hosting and marketing product makes it
easy!

[Querying whois.melbourneit.com]

Home page
Link-to-Us
Contact Us

Featured
Registrar

Register a domain name

with Register.com for
only $20. Includes:

- Free starter web site

- Free web forwarding

- Free e-mail forwarding
- Free domain locking

- Name portfolio
manager

- Dynamic DNS service

lick f
ii ted rate,

Domain Registrars

ldnicom
st Domain.net

4Domains.com
Active ISP ASA
Address Creation
Altdomains.com
Alice's Registry, Ing,
Alldomains.com, lac
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BetterWhpis.com: Results for broadchip.com

[whois.melbourneit.com]

Domain Name.......... broadchip.com
Creation Date........ 2007-07-01
Registration Date.... 2007-07-01
Expiry Date.......... 2012-07-01
Organisation Name.... ZHONGWEI DAI
Organisation Address. P.O.BOX 70145
Organisation Address.

Organisation Address. SUNNYVALE
Organisation Address. 94086
Organisation Address. CA

Organisation Address. UNITED STATES

Admin Name........... ZHONGWEI DA
Admin Address........ P.O.BOX 70145
Admin Address........

Admin Address........ SUNNYVALE
Admin Address........ 94086

Admin Address........ CA _

Admin Address........ UNITED STATES

Admin Email.......... zw_dai@yahoo.com
Admin Phone.......... +1.4088388666
Admin Fax............
Tech Name............ YahooDomains TechContact
Tech Address......... 701 First Ave.
Tech Address.........
Tech Address......... Sunnyvale

Tech Address......... 94089
Tech Address......... CA
Tech Address......... UNITED STATES

Tech Email........... domain.tech@YAHOO-INC.COM
Tech Phone........... +1.4089162124
Tech Fax............
Name Server.......... yns1.yahoo.com
Name Server.......... yns2.yahoo.com
WWW,

l Search |

[ Searches shared database registry and queries appropriate registrar. |

http://betterwhois.com/bwhois.cgi?verification=497 1&domain=broadchip.com&submitbtn=Continue[ 11/15/2011 11:06:21 AM]
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Latest Status Info Page 1 of 3

Thank you for your request. Here are the latest results from the TARR web server.

This page was generated by the TARR system on 2011-11-23 12:31:37 ET

Serial Number: 77836513 Assignment Information Trademark Document Retrieval

Registration Number: 3787260

BROADCOM

(words only): BROADCOM
Standard Character claim: Yes

Current Status: Registered. The registration date is used to determine when post-registration
maintenance documents are due.

Date of Status: 2010-05-11

Filing Date: 2009-09-28

Transformed into a National Application: No
Registration Date: 2010-05-11

Register: Principal

Law Office Assigned: LAW OFFICE 114

If you are the applicant or applicant's attorney and have questions about this file, please contact
the Trademark Assistance Center at TrademarkAssistanceCenter@uspto.gov

Current Location: 650 -Publication And Issue Section

Date In Location: 2010-05-11

LAST APPLICANT(S)/OWNER(S) OF RECORD

1. Broadcom Corporation

Address:
Broadcom Corporation

http://tarr.uspto.gov/tarr ?regser=registration&entry=3%2C787%2C260+&action=Reques... 1 1/23/2011
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5300 California Avenue

Irvine, CA 92617

United States

Legal Entity Type: Corporation

State or Country of Incorporation: California

GOODS AND/OR SERVICES

International Class: 009

Class Status: Active

Semiconductors; computer chipsets; semiconductors, computer chipsets and computer software for
communication, wireless communication and connectivity; firmware for using and controlling wireless
broadband communication technology and to enable communication and wireless communication
Basis: 1(a)

First Use Date: 1994-11-07

First Use in Commerce Date: 1994-11-07

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
Prior Registration Number(s):
2132930
2392925
2595174
MADRID PROTOCOL INFORMATION
(NOT AVAILABLE)

PROSECUTION HISTORY

NOTE: To view any document referenced below, click on the link to "Trademark Document
Retrieval'" shown near the top of this page.

2010-05-11 - Registered - Principal Register

2010-02-23 - Notice Of Actual Publication E-Mailed

2010-02-23 - Published for opposition

2010-01-20 - Law Office Publication Review Completed
2010-01-20 - Assigned To LIE

2009-12-29 - Approved for Pub - Principal Register (Initial exam)
2009-12-29 - Examiner's Amendment Entered

2009-12-29 - Notification Of Examiners Amendment E-Mailed

http://tarr.uspto.gov/tarr?regser=registration&entry=3%2C787%2C260+&action=Reques... 1 1/23/2011
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2009-12-29 - Examiners amendment e-mailed

2009-12-29 - Examiners Amendment -Written

2009-12-24 - Assigned To Examiner

2009-10-09 - Notice Of Pseudo Mark Mailed

2009-10-08 - New Application Office Supplied Data Entered In Tram

2009-10-01 - New Application Entered In Tram

ATTORNEY/CORRESPONDENT INFORMATION

Attorney of Record
Susan M. Natland

Correspondent

SUSAN M. NATLAND

KNOBBE MARTENS OLSON & BEAR LLP
2040 MAIN ST FL 14

IRVINE, CA 92614-8214

Phone Number: (949) 760-0404

Fax Number: (949) 760-9502

http://tarr.uspto.gov/tarrregser=registration&entry=3%2C787%2C260+&action=Reques... 11/23/2011
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Thank you for your request. Here are the latest results from the TARR web server.

This page was generated by the TARR system on 201 1-11-23 12:44:41 ET

Serial Number: 75909155 Assignment Information Trademark Document Retrieval

Registration Number: 2601945

Mark (words only): CONNECTING EVERYTHING

Standard Character claim: No

Current Status: A Sections 8 and 15 combined declaration has been accepted and acknowledged.
Date of Status: 2008-08-26

Filing Date: 2000-02-04

Transformed into a National Application: No

Registration Date: 2002-07-30

Register: Principal

Law Office Assigned: LAW OFFICE 102

If you are the applicant or applicant's attorney and have questions about this file, please contact
the Trademark Assistance Center at TrademarkAssistanceCenter@uspto.gov

Current Location: 830 -Post Registration

Date In Location: 2008-08-26

LAST APPLICANT(S)/OWNER(S) OF RECORD

1. Broadcom Corporation

Address:

Broadcom Corporation

5300 California Avenue

Irvine, CA 92617

United States

Legal Entity Type: Corporation

State or Country of Incorporation: California

GOODS AND/OR SERVICES

International Class: 009
Class Status: Active

http://tarr.uspto.gov/tarr?regser=registration&entry=2%2C601%2C945+&action=Reques... 11/23/2011
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COMPUTER HARDWARE; INTEGRATED CIRCUITS; AND SOFTWARE FOR CONTROLLING
AND USING INTEGRATED CIRCUITS

Basis: 1(a)

First Use Date: 2002-03-13

First Use in Commerce Date: 2002-03-13

International Class: 042

Class Status: Active

DESIGN OF COMPUTER HARDWARE, INTEGRATED CIRCUITS, COMMUNICATIONS
HARDWARE AND SOFTWARE, AND COMPUTER NETWORKS FOR OTHERS

Basis: 1(a)

First Use Date: 2002-03-14

First Use in Commerce Date: 2002-03-14

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

(NOT AVAILABLE)

MADRID PROTOCOL INFORMATION

USPTO Reference Number: A0014585

International Registration Number: 0988173

International Registration Date: 2008-12-02

Original Filing Date with USPTO: 2008-12-02

International Registration Status: Application For IR Registered By IB
Date of International Registration Status: 2009-01-08

International Registration Renewal Date: 2018-12-02

Irregularity Reply by Date: (DATE NOT AVAILABLE)

Madrid History:

01-08-2009 - 17:42:56 - Application For IR Registered By IB
12-02-2008 - 21:02:33 - IR Certified And Sent To IB
12-02-2008 - 17:31:54 - Automatically Certified

12-02-2008 - 17:31:54 - New Application For IR Received

PROSECUTION HISTORY

NOTE: To view any document referenced below, click on the link to ""Trademark Document
Retrieval" shown near the top of this page.

2008-08-26 - Section 8 (6-year) accepted & Section 15 acknowledged
2008-08-26 - Assigned To Paralegal

2008-07-16 - Assigned To Paralegal

2008-07-03 - TEAS Section 8 & 15 Received

2007-12-31 - Case File In TICRS

http://tarr.uspto.gov/tarrfregser=registration&entry=2%2C601%2C945+&action=Reques... 11/23/2011



Latest Status Info

2007-04-06 - Applicant/Correspondence Changes (Non-Responsive) Entered
2007-04-06 - TEAS Change Of Owner Address Received
2006-05-22 - Attorney Revoked And/Or Appointed
2006-05-22 - TEAS Revoke/Appoint Attorney Received
2006-05-01 - TEAS Change Of Correspondence Received
2002-07-30 - Registered - Principal Register

2002-05-24 - Allowed for Registration - Principal Register (SOU accepted)
2002-05-03 - Communication received from applicant
2002-05-03 - PAPER RECEIVED

2002-04-18 - Non-final action mailed

2002-04-12 - Statement Of Use Processing Complete
2002-03-28 - Use Amendment Filed

2002-03-28 - PAPER RECEIVED

2002-04-03 - Extension 1 granted

2002-03-11 - Extension 1 filed

2002-03-14 - PAPER RECEIVED

2001-09-11 - NOA Mailed - SOU Required From Applicant
2001-06-19 - Published for opposition

2001-06-06 - Notice of publication

2001-01-12 - Approved For Pub - Principal Register
2001-01-08 - Examiner's amendment mailed

2000-12-21 - Final refusal mailed

2000-09-11 - Communication received from applicant
2000-07-21 - Non-final action mailed

2000-07-11 - Assigned To Examiner

http://tarr.uspto. gov/tarr?regser=registration&entry=2%2C601%2C945+&action=Reques...
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2000-07-06 - Assigned To Examiner

ATTORNEY/CORRESPONDENT INFORMATION

Attorney of Record
Susan Natland

Correspondent

Susan Natland

Knobbe, Martens, Olson & Bear LLP
14th Floor

2040 Main Street

Irvine CA 92614

Phone Number: 949-760-0404

Fax Number: 949-760-9502

http://tarr.uspto.gov/tarr?regser=registration&entry=2%2C601%2C945+&action=Reques... 11/23/2011
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Thank you for your request. Here are the latest results from the TARR web server.

This page was generated by the TARR system on 2011-11-23 12:44:29 ET

Serial Number; 77855572 Assignment Information Trademark Document Retrieval

Registration Number: (NOT AVAILABLE)

BROADCHIP

(words only): BROADCHIP
Standard Character claim: Yes

Current Status: An opposition after publication is pending at the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board.
For further information, see TTABVUE on the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board web page.

Date of Status: 2011-02-18

Filing Date: 2009-10-22

Transformed into a National Application: No
Registration Date: (DATE NOT AVAILABLE)
Register: Principal

Law Office Assigned: LAW OFFICE 117

Attorney Assigned:
MITTLER ROBIN M

Current Location: 650 -Publication And Issue Section

Date In Location: 2010-12-21

LAST APPLICANT(S)/OWNER(S) OF RECORD

1. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd

Address:
Broadchip Technology Group Ltd

http://tarr.uspto.gov/tarr regser=serial&entry=77%2F855%2C572&action=Request+Status  11/23/2011
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33 Leshan Road, Building 1, Suite 305
Shanghai 200030

China

Legal Entity Type: Corporation

State or Country of Incorporation: China
Phone Number: (86) 21-64472385

Fax Number: (86) 21-64472183

GOODS AND/OR SERVICES

International Class: 009

Class Status: Active

Handheld and mobile digital electronic devices in the nature of mobile data terminals and secure
terminals for electronic transactions, namely, telecommunication terminal for the sending and receiving
of telephone calls, faxes, electronic mail, and other digital data; MP3 and digital audio players; handheld
computers, personal digital assistants, electronic personal organizers, handheld computers in the nature
of electronic notepads; telephones, mobile cellular telephones; computer game consoles for use with an
external display screen or monitor, videophones, cameras; software for the redirection of messages,
Internet e-mail, and other data to one or more electronic handheld devices from a data store on or
associated with a personal computer or a server; software for the synchronization of data between a
remote station or device and a fixed or remote station or device; computer hardware and software for
providing integrated telephone communication with computerized global information networks;
semiconductors; computer chipsets for use in transmitting data to and from a central processing unit;
semiconductors and computer chipsets used in transmitting data to and from a central processing unit for
communication, witeless communication, industry control and connectivity; computer software for
communication, wireless communication, industry control and connectivity, namely, communication
software for providing access to the Internet, communications software for connecting computer
network users and global computer networks, computer software for communicating with users of hand-
held computers, computer software for wireless content delivery, computer software for controlling and
managing access server applications, industrial process control software, computer firmware for using
and controlling wireless broadband communication technology and to enable wireless communication,
communication over the internet, and communication by connecting computer network users and global
computer networks

Basis: 1(a)

First Use Date: 2007-05-09

First Use in Commerce Date: 2007-08-01

International Class: 042

Class Status: Active

Design and development of computer hardware and software; design and development of
telecommunication-related computer hardware and software; design and development of semiconductor-
related computer hardware and software; computer hardware and software consulting services for
others; consulting in the field of telecommunications technology, namely, telecommunication hardware
and software consulting services for others; multimedia and audio-visual computer software consulting
services for others; computer programming; development of voluntary standards for developing
telecommunication systems, wireless systems, industry control systems, semiconductors, computer
systems, databases and applications; consulting in the fields of telecommunications technology and
information technology, namely, technical consultation services for developing telecommunication
systems, wireless systems, industry control systems, semiconductors, computer systems, databases and
applications; technical information relating to computer hardware and software provided on-line from a

http://tarr.uspto.gov/tarr?regser=serial&entry=77%2F855%2C572&action=Request+Status  11/23/2011
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global computer network, telecommunication network and the Internet; creation and maintenance of
web-sites for others; providing search engines for obtaining data on a global computer network;
computer services, namely, creating indexes of service information, websites and other resources
available on global computer networks for others; hosting of digital content on the Internet, namely,
hosting of digital content composed of technical information provided over a global computer network
Basis: 1(a)

First Use Date: 2007-05-09

First Use in Commerce Date: 2007-08-01

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

(NOT AVAILABLE)

MADRID PROTOCOL INFORMATION

(NOT AVAILABLE)

PROSECUTION HISTORY

NOTE: To view any document referenced below, click on the link to ""Trademark Document
Retrieval' shown near the top of this page.

2011-09-08 - Withdrawal Of Attorney Granted
2011-09-08 - TEAS Withdrawal Of Attorney Received
2011-02-18 - Opposition instituted for Proceeding
2011-02-18 - Opposition papers filed

2011-01-25 - Notice Of Actual Publication E-Mailed
2011-01-25 - Published for opposition

2011-01-07 - Attorney Revoked And/Or Appointed
2011-01-07 - TEAS Revoke/Appoint Attorney Received
2011-01-07 - TEAS Voluntary Amendment Received
2011-01-07 - TEAS Voluntary Amendment Received
2010-12-21 - Law Office Publication Review Completed
2010-12-21 - Assigned To LIE

2010-11-30 - Approved for Pub - Principal Register (Initial exam)

2010-11-09 - Teas/Email Correspondence Entered

http://tarr.uspto.gov/tarrregser=serial&entry=77%2F855%2C572&action=Request+Status  11/23/2011



Latest Status Info Page 4 of 5

2010-11-09 - Communication received from applicant

2010-11-09 - TEAS Response to Office Action Received
2010-10-29 - Notification Of Non-Final Action E-Mailed
2010-10-29 - NON-FINAL ACTION E-MAILED

2010-10-29 - Non-Final Action Written

2010-10-13 - Petition To Revive-Granted

2010-10-13 - TEAS Petition To Revive Received

2010-08-26 - Abandonment Notice Mailed - Failure To Respond
2010-08-26 - Abandonment - Failure To Respond Or Late Response
2010-03-12 - Letter Of Protest Accepted

2010-01-28 - Notiﬁcatibn Of Non-Final Action E-Mailed
2010-01-28 - Non-final action e-mailed

2010-01-28 - Non-Final Action Written

2010-01-26 - Assigned To Examiner

2009-10-30 - Notice Of Pseudo Mark Mailed

2009-10-29 - New Application Office Supplied Data Entered In Tram

2009-10-26 - New Application Entered In Tram

ATTORNEY/CORRESPONDENT INFORMATION

Correspondent

KATHY GENG

BROADCHIP TECHNOLOGY GROUP LTD
1008 STRAYER DRIVE

SAN JOSE, CA 95129

Phone Number: (86) 21-64472385

Fax Number: (86) 21-64472183

Domestic Representative
James F Landrum Jr

Phone Number: 408-246-9100
Fax Number: 408-246-9101

http://tarr.uspto.gov/tartregser=serial&entry=77%2F855%2C572&action=Request+Status  11/23/2011
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Preliminary Amendment

The table below presents the data as entered.

|SERIALNUMBER = | 77855572

LAW OFFICE ASSIGNED | LAW OFFICE 117
MARK SECTION (no change) |
‘GOODS AND/OR SERVICES SECTION (009)(current)
| INTERNATIONAL CLASS | 009

 DESCRIPTION

Handheld and mobile digital electronic devices in the nature of mobile data terminals and secure
terminals for electronic transactions, namely, telecommunication terminal for the sending and receiving
of telephone calls, faxes, electronic mail, and other digital data; MP3 and digital audio players; handheld
computers, personal digital assistants, electronic personal organizers, handheld computers in the nature
of electronic notepads; telephones, mobile cellular telephones; computer game consoles for use with an
external display screen or monitor, videophones, cameras; software for the redirection of messages,
Internet e-mail, and other data to one or more electronic handheld devices from a data store on or
associated with a personal computer or a server; software for the synchronization of data between a
remote station or device and a fixed or remote station or device; computer hardware and software for
providing integrated telephone communication with computerized global information networks;
semiconductors; computer chipsets for use in transmitting data to and from a central processing unit;
semiconductors and computer chipsets used in transmitting data to and from a central processing unit
for communication, wireless communication, industry control and connectivity; computer software for
communication, wireless communication, industry control and connectivity, namely, communication
software for providing access to the Internet, communications software for connecting computer
network users and global computer networks, computer software for communicating with users of hand-
held computers, computer software for wireless content delivery, computer software for controlling and
managing access server applications, industrial process control software, computer firmware for using
and controlling wireless broadband communication technology and to enable wireless communication,
communication over the internet, and communication by connecting computer network users and global
computer networks

FILING BASIS ‘ | Section 1(a)
FIRST USE ANYWHEREDATE | At least as early as 05/09/2007
FIRST USE IN COMMERCE DATE | At least as early as 08/01/2007

GOODS AND/OR SERVICES SECTION (009)(proposed)

INTERNATIONAL CLASS 009




DESCRIPTION

Handheld and mobile digital electronic devices in the nature of mobile data terminals and secure
terminals for electronic transactions, namely, telecommunication terminal for the sending and receiving
of telephone calls, faxes, electronic mail, and other digital data; MP3 and digital audio players; handheld
computers, personal digital assistants, electronic personal organizers, handheld computers in the nature
of electronic notepads; telephones, mobile cellular telephones; computer game consoles for use with an
external display screen or monitor, videophones, cameras; software for the redirection of messages,

| Internet e-mail, and other data to one or more electronic handheld devices from a data store on or

associated with a personal computer or a server; software for the synchronization of data between a
remote station or device and a fixed or remote station or device; computer hardware and software for
providing integrated telephone communication with computerized global information networks;
semiconductors; computer chipsets for use in transmitting data to and from a central processing unit;
semiconductors and computer chipsets used in transmitting data to and from a central processing unit
for communication, wireless communication, industry control and connectivity; computer software for
communication, wireless communication, industry control and connectivity, namely, communication
software for providing access to the Internet, communications software for connecting computer
network users and global computer networks, computer software for communicating with users of hand-
held computers, computer software for wireless content delivery, computer software for controlling and
managing access server applications, industrial process control software, computer firmware for using
and controlling wireless broadband communication technology and to enable wireless communication,
communication over the internet, and communication by connecting computer network users and global

i computer networks

FILING BASIS ' ¢ Section 1(b)

‘GOODS AND/OR SERVICES SECTION (042)(mo change)

SIGNATURE SECTION
:DECLARATION'SIGNATURE - /James F Landrum Jr/
SIGNATORY'S NAME § James F Landrum Jr
SIGNATORY'S POSITION ‘ | Attorney of record, California bar member
DATE SIGNED | 101/07/2011
RESPONSE SIGNATURE /James F Landrum Jr/
SIGNATORY'SNAME James F Landrum Jr
SIGNATORY'S POSITION : Attorney of record, California Bar Member
DATE SIGNED g ~ |owo7n2011
AUTHORIZED SIGNATORY | YES
+ FILING INFORMATION‘ SECTION
SUBMITDATE ~ |FriJan 07 13:55:26 EST 2011
; ‘ USPTO/PRA-74.85.27.254-20
I v - 110107135526650364-778555
'TEAS STAMP , A 72-4704079¢6566265dd3bbd0




a57aec3d74e5-N/A-N/A-2011
. ‘ R 0107133700192565

¢ GI2008)

{Exp. 0423672611

Preliminary Amendment
To the Commissioner for Trademarks:

Application serial no. 77855572 has been amended as follows:

CLASSIFICATION AND LISTING OF GOODS/SERVICES

Applicant proposes to amend the following class of goods/services in the application:

Current: Class 009 for Handheld and mobile digital electronic devices in the nature of mobile data
terminals and secure terminals for electronic transactions, namely, telecommunication terminal for the
sending and receiving of telephone calls, faxes, electronic mail, and other digital data; MP3 and digital
audio players; handheld computers, personal digital assistants, electronic personal organizers, handheld
computers in the nature of electronic notepads; telephones, mobile cellular telephones; computer game
consoles for use with an external display screen or monitor, videophones, cameras; software for the
redirection of messages, Internet e-mail, and other data to one or more electronic handheld devices from a
data store on or associated with a personal computer or a server; software for the synchronization of data
between a remote station or device and a fixed or remote station or device; computer hardware and
software for providing integrated telephone communication with computerized global information
networks; semiconductors; computer chipsets for use in transmitting data to and from a central processing
unit; semiconductors and computer chipsets used in transmitting data to and from a central processing unit
for communication, wireless communication, industry control and connectivity; computer software for
communication, wireless communication, industry control and connectivity, namely, communication
software for providing access to the Internet, communications software for connecting computer network
users and global computer networks, computer software for communicating with users of hand-held
computers, computer software for wireless content delivery, computer software for controlling and
managing access server applications, industrial process control software, computer firmware for using and
controlling wireless broadband communication technology and to enable wireless communication,
communication over the internet, and communication by connecting computer network users and global
computer networks

Original Filing Basis:

Filing Basis: Section 1(a), Use in Commerce: The applicant is using the mark in commerce, or the
applicant's related company or licensee is using the mark in commerce, on or in connection with the
identified goods and/or services. 15 U.S.C. Section 1051(a), as amended. The mark was first used at least
as early as 05/09/2007 and first used in commerce at least as early as 08/01/2007, and is now in use in
such commerce.

Proposed: Class 009 for Handheld and mobile digital electronic devices in the nature of mobile data
terminals and secure terminals for electronic transactions, namely, telecommunication terminal for the
sending and receiving of telephone calls, faxes, electronic mail, and other digital data; MP3 and digital
audio players; handheld computers, personal digital assistants, electronic personal organizers, handheld
computers in the natuie of electronic notepads; telephones, mobile cellular telephones; computer game



consoles for use with an external display screen or monitor, videophones, cameras; software for the
redirection of messages, Internet e-mail, and other data to one or more electronic handheld devices from a
data store on or associated with a personal computer or a server; software for the synchronization of data
between a remote station or device and a fixed or remote station or device; computer hardware and
software for providing integrated telephone communication with computerized global information
networks; semiconductors; computer chipsets for use in transmitting data to and from a central processing
unit; semiconductors and computer chipsets used in transmitting data to and from a central processing unit
for communication, wireless communication, industry control and connectivity; computer software for
communication, wireless communication, industry control and connectivity, namely, communication
software for providing access to the Internet, communications software for connecting computer network
users and global computer networks, computer software for communicating with users of hand-held
computers, computer software for wireless content delivery, computer software for controlling and
managing access server applications, industrial process control software, computer firmware for using and
controlling wireless broadband communication technology and to enable wireless communication,
communication over the internet, and communication by connecting computer network users and global
computer networks

Deleted Filing Basis: 1(a)

Filing Basis: Section 1(b), Intent to Use: The applicant has a bona fide intention to use or use through
the applicant's related company or licensee the mark in commerce on or in connection with the identified
goods and/or services as of the filing date of the application. (15 U.S.C. Section 1051(b)).

SIGNATURE(S)

Declaration Signature

If the applicant is seeking registration under Section 1(b) and/or Section 44 of the Trademark Act, the
applicant has had a bona fide intention to use or use through the applicant's related company or licensee
the mark in commerce on or in connection with the identified goods and/or services as of the filing date of
the application. 37 C.F.R. Secs. 2.34(a)(2)(1); 2.34 (2)(3)(i); and 2.34(a)(4)(ii); and/or the applicant has
had a bona fide intention to exercise legitimate control over the use of the mark in commerce by its
members. 37 C.F. R. Sec. 2.44. If the applicant is seeking registration under Section 1(a) of the Trademark
Act, the mark was in use in commerce on or in connection with the goods and/or services listed in the
application as of the application filing date or as of the date of any submitted allegation of use. 37 C.F.R.
Secs. 2.34(a)(1)(i); and/or the applicant has exercised legitimate control over the use of the mark in
commerce by its members. 37 C.F.R. Sec. 2.44. The undersigned, being hereby warned that willful false
statements and the like so made are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under 18 U.S.C. Section
1001, and that such willful false statements may jeopardize the validity of the application or any resulting
registration, declares that he/she is properly authorized to execute this application on behalf of the
applicant; he/she believes the applicant to be the owner of the trademark/service mark sought to be
registered, or, if the application is being filed under 15 U.S.C. Section 1051(b), he/she believes applicant
to be entitled to use such mark in commerce; to the best of his/her knowledge and belief no other person,
firm, corporation, or association has the right to use the mark in commerce, either in the identical form
thereof or in such near resemblance thereto as to be likely, when used on or in connection with the
goods/services of such other person, to cause confusion, or to cause mistake, or to deceive; that if the
original application was submitted unsigned, that all statements in the original application and this
submission made of the declaration signer's knowledge are true; and all statements in the original
application and this submission made on information and belief are believed to be true.

Signature: /James F Landrum Jr/  Date: 01/07/2011
Signatory's Name: James F Landrum Jr
Signatory's Position: Attorney of record, California bar member



Voluntary Amendment Signature

Signature: /James F Landrum Jr/  Date: 01/07/2011

Signatory's Name: James F Landrum Jr

Signatory's Position: Attorney of record, California Bar Member

The signatory has confirmed that he/she is an attorney who is a member in good standing of the bar of the
highest court of a U.S. state, which includes the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, and other federal
territories and possessions; and he/she is currently the applicant's attorney or an associate thereof; and to
the best of his/her knowledge, if prior to his/her appointment another U.S. attorney or a Canadian
attorney/agent not currently associated with his/her company/firm previously represented the applicant in
this matter: (1) the applicant has filed or is concurrently filing a signed revocation of or substitute power
of attorney with the USPTO; (2) the USPTO has granted the request of the prior representative to
withdraw; (3) the applicant has filed a power of attorney appointing him/her in this matter; or (4) the
applicant's appointed U.S. attorney or Canadian attorney/agent has filed a power of attorney appointing

‘him/her as an associate attorney in this matter.

Serial Number: 77855572

Internet Transmission Date: Fri Jan 07 13:55:26 EST 2011
TEAS Stamp: USPTO/PRA-74.85.27.254-20110107135526650
364-77855572-4704079¢6566265dd3bbd0a57ae
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Knobhe Martens Olson & Bear LLP 2040 Wiin Suet

Faurteenth Floor
Intellectual Property Law : Irvine, CA 92614
o Tel 949-760-0404
Fax 949-760-9502
www.kmob.com

Steven J. Nataupsky

November 23, 2010

VIA FACSIMILE / EMAIL / FEDERAL EXPRESS
" Fax # 011-86-21-64472183

Mr. Zhongwei “Jerry” Dai

Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

33 Leshan Road, Building 1, Suite 305
Xuhui District, Shanghai

200030 CHINA

Mr. Zhongwei “Jerry” Dai
Broadchip Semiconductor, Inc.
P.O. Box 70145

Sunnyvale, CA 94086

Re:  Infringement of Broadcom Corporation Trademarks
Our Reference No.: BROC.783TIS

Dear Mr, Dai:

We represent Broadcom Corporation (“Broadcom”) in connection with its intellectual property
matters, including the enforcement of its trademarks. As you are no doubt aware, Broadcom is a global
leader in the semiconductor and computer and networking hardware, chipset, and software fields, with
annual net revenues in excess of 4.49 Billion U.S. Dollars.

Broadcom has operated and used its famous trade name and house mark BROADCOM®
worldwide since at least as early as 1994. As its house mark, the BROADCOM® trademark is used in
connection with Broadcom’s entire portfolio of products and services. In fact, in addition to use directly
on its products and/or packaging, Broadcom’s BROADCOM® mark is displayed on virtually every
advertisement, product brochure, product brief, flyer, web page, power point presentation, and other
promotional materials distributed by Broadcom to promote its goods and services. Consequently,
consumers around the world have come to recognize goods and services promoted under the
BROADCOM?® mark as emanating from Broadcom,

To protect its substantial goodwill and investment in its famous BROADCOM® mark, Broadcom
has a strict trademark protection and enforcement protocol and aggressively enforces its rights against
others. Broadcom has also obtained trademark registrations throughout the world for its BROADCOM®
mark and other BROAD-inclusive marks (henceforth referred to collectively as “BROADCOM®
Marks”), including, registrations in- the U.S. and China. Broadcom also owns hundreds of
applications/registrations for its BROADCOM® Marks in various other countries.

San Diego San Francisco Los Angeles . Riverside Seattle Washington, DC
858-336-9000 415-954-4114 . 310-551-3450. 951-781-9231 206-405-2000 202-640-6400
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November 23, 2010
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Through its extensive use and registration of its BROADCOM® Marks, Broadcom has generated
strong rights under U.S. and foreign trademark and unfair competition laws. Among other things, these

" rights prohibit unauthorized use of the BROADCOM® Marks, or marks that are confusingly similar

thereto, including marks that conflict with Broadcom’s family of BROAD containing marks (individually
or collectlvely)

It has recently come to our attention that your companies, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd. and
Broadchip Semiconductor, Inc. (collectively “Broadchip™), are using the mark and trade name
BROADCHIP in connection with semiconductors, integrated circuit chips, and other electronic and
computer rated devices and that you are using and have registered the domain name www.broadchip.com.
In addition, you filed U.S. Trademark Application Serial No. 77/855,572 for BROADCHIP clalmmg
rights in the mark in connection with goods and services in Classes 9 and 42.

Your related company (Guang-Core Elecronic Technology Co., Ltd.) also filed PRC Trademark
Application No. 7521490 for B BROADCHIP claiming the goods “semi-conductors; sensors; electronic
chip; integrated circuit; printed circuit.”

This letter is to place you on notice that your use of the BROADCHIP mark and trade name is
likely to caunse confusion and dilution of Broadcom’s well-known BROADCOM® mark and family of
BROAD marks in violation of trademark and unfair competition laws in the U.S., China and elsewhere.
You sell identical goods to those of BROADCOM® under a mark that is merely a combination of the first
and prominent portion of Broadcom’s well-known marks and the generic name of goods sold by
Broadcom, “CHIPS™. In addition, like Broadcom, you also use a three letter naming convention for your
products “BCT” which is similar to Broadcom’s “BCM?” product identifiers. Further, you utilize a tag
line CONNECTING THE REAL WORLD to promote your products, which bears an uncanny
resemblance to the tag line CONNECTING EVERYTHING® that Broadcom has consistently used for
over 10 years to promote its goods and services. Your use of Broadcom’s branding elements individually
and in combination is clearly designed to trade off the goodwill that Broadcom has generated through
years of use and promotion of its brands.

Your activities are likely to cause consumers, suppliers and others in the industry to mistakenly
believe that there is some affiliation, sponsorship or relationship between your companies and Broadcom.
The likelihood of confusion is exacerbated by the fact that both Broadcom and your companies operate in
the exact same industry, deal or are likely to deal with the same companies, and market or are hkely to
market their goods and services to the same consumers or potential consumers.

Further, your U.S. trademark application for BROADCHIP identifies goods that are identical to
goods set forth in Broadcom’s prior trademark filings. Notably, only Broadcom’s and your company’s
trademark applications claim these exact goods, which suggests that Broadchip directly copied these
goods from Broadcom’s prior trademark filings. Based on your involvement in the same field as
Broadcom and the copying of portions of Broadcom’s identification of goods in your U.S. application for
BROADCHIP, it is clear that you were aware of Broadcom and its rlghts prior to your use or adoption of
the BROADCHIP mark and trade name, :
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Violation of trademark and unfair competition laws may subject you to an injunction preventing
or restraining your infringing activities. In addition, you may face liability, including payment of
monetary damages, punitive damages, treble damages and attorneys’ fees to Broadcom.

' Broadcom is committed to the vigorous enforcement of its valuable trademark rights and is
greatly concerned with your use of and trademark applications for the BROADCHIP brand.
Accordingly, Broadcom requests that you immediately:

1. Abandon/withdraw all trademark applications and/or trademark registrations for or that include
BROADCHIP, including U.S. Trademark Application No. 77/855,572 for BROADCHIP and
PRC Trademark Application No. 7521490 for B BROADCHIP;

2. Agree to cease all use of BROADCHIP in any manner, including use of BROADCHIP as a
brand, company name, and in the domain name www.broadchip.com; and

"~ 3. Agree to recall and destroy all products and promotional materials, including business cards,
‘brochures and other marketing collateral that bear or reference BROADCHIP. :

Broadcom has indicated that if you promptly comply with these requests, it will not pursue
damages, costs or its attorneys’ fees in connection with this matter. On the other hand, failure to comply
with the above will be regarded as further evidence of the willful and intentional nature of your
violations.

Due to the seriousness of this matter, we insist that we receive from you, or your attorney,
written assurances that you agree to Broadcom’s requests no later than December 10, 2010. If we do not
hear from you by this date, we will assume that you do not intend to comply with these requests and that
you are not interested in an amicable resolution of this matter. In that case, Broadcom will have no
choice but to take all steps necessary to protect its brand.

. If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact us, or have your attorney do so.
Please note that in naming the specific causes of action above, we do not intend to catalog all possible
causes of action arising as a result of your activities. Moreover, the requests asserted in this letter are
without prejudice to, and with full reservation of, all other rights or remedies Broadcom may have in this
matter. .

Sincerely,

AP T=

Steven J. Nataupsky

cc: Broadcom Corporation

10050070/112210
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BROC.783M TTAB
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

Broadcom Corporation, Opposition No.: 91198660
Opposer, Subject Mark: BROADCHIP

Application No.: 77/855,572

\A

Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.,

Applicant.

OPPOSER’S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES NOS. 1-50

Pursuant to the Rules of Practice of the United States Patent and Trademark Office, and
the applicable Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Applicant is hereby required to answer
separately and fully, in writing and under oath, each of the following Interrogatories.

DEFINITIONS

" The following definitions shall apply to each of the Interrogatories herein:

A, The term “Applicant” shall refer to Broadchip Technology Group Ltd., and any
present or former owner, officer (including but not limité_d to Jerry Dai), director, employee,
servant, agent, attorney or other representative acting on behalf of it, and shall include any related
entity, parent corporation, or wholly-owned or partially-owned subsidiary, predecessor,

successor, or affiliate either within the United States or a foreign country.

B. The term “Opposer” shall refer to Broadcom Corporation, and any present or

former owner, officer, director, employee, servant, agent, attorney or other representative acting
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on its behalf, and shall include any parent corporation, or wholly-owned or partially-owned
_subsidiary, predecessor, successor, or affiliate either within the United States or a foreign
country.

C. The term “You” or “Your” shall mean Applicant and/or the party or person to
whom the Interrogatory is propounded, all agents, employees, servants, attorneys, and all other
representatives, and persons over whom the person or party to whom the Interrogatory is
propounded has the right to or does control or direct any activities.

D. As used herein, the term “document” is used in the broadest sense permittea by
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and expressly includes without limitation any tangible thing
upon which information is or has been stored, recorded, or communicated and any written,
printed, typed, and visually or aurally reproduced material of any kind, whether or not privileged,
such as (by way of example and not by way of limitation) correspondence, letters, notes,
memoranda, diaries, invoices, purchase orders, records, minutes, bills, contracts, agreements,
orders, receipts, price lists, studies, drawings or sketches, telephone messages, films, pictures,
photographs, electronic mail, microfilm, magnetic media (including but not limited to hard disks
or drives, floppy disks, compact disks, CD-ROMs, DVD-ROMs, and magnetic tapes of any kind)
tapes or discs capable of being mechanically read, advertising or promotional literature, operating
manuals or instruction bulletins, cables or telegrams, maps, charts, surveys, test data, reports,
tape or other recordings, HTML code, and Internet website pages, every copy of every such
writing or record where the original is not in the possession, custody, or control of Applicant, and
every copy of every such writing or record where such copy is not an identical copy of the
original or where such copy contains any commentary that does not appear on the original.

E. The term “thing” shall mean all tangible objects of any type, composition,

construction, or nature.



F. The term “communication(s)” includes the disclosure, transfer, or exchange of

information by any means, written, verbal, electronic, or otherwise.

G. The term “concerning” means relating to, referring to, describing, evidencing or
constituting.

H. The term “all” or “each” shall be construed to include all and each.

I. The term “and” shall be construed to include “or” and vice versa, and shall be the

logical equivalent to “and/or,” as necessary in order to bring within the scope of the Interrogatory
all responses which might otherwise be construed as outside its scope.

J. The use of the singular form of any word also includes the plural and vice versa.

K. The phrases “used in commerce,” “use in United States commerce,” “used in
commerce” and “used in United States commerce,” >and similar phrases, shall mean and refer to
the definition provided under 15 U.S.C. § 1127.

L. The term “person” shall include both natural persons _and corporate . or other
business entities, whether or not in the employ of Applicant, and the acts and knowledge of a
person are defined to include the acts and knowledge of that person’s directors, officers,
members, employees, representatives, servants, agents, and attorneys.

M. The term “trademark” or “mark” includes trademarks, service marks, collective
marks, certification marks, and trade names as defined in 15 U.S.C. § 1127.

N. The term “Applicant’s Mark” shall mean the mark as shown in U.S. Application
Serial No. 77/855,572.

0. The terms “Opposer’s Marks” shall mean the marks as alleged by Opposer in the
Notice of Opposition in Opposition No. 91198660.

P. The term “Opposer’s Goods” shall mean and refer to all of the goods covered

under Opposer’s Marks or as alleged in the Notice of Opposition in Opposition No. 91198660.
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Q. The term “Opposer’s Services” shall mean and refer to all of the services covered
under Opposer’s Marks or as alleged in the Notice of Opposition in Opposition No. 91198660.

R. The term “Opposer’s Goods/Services” shall mean and refer to all of the
goods/services covered under Opposer’s Marks or as alleged in the Notice of Opposition in
Opposition No. 91198660.

S. The term “Applicant’s Goods” shall mean the goods identified in U.S. Application
Serial No. 77/855,572.

T. The term “Applicant’s Services” shall mean the services identified in U.S.
Application Serial No. 77/855,572.

U. The term “Applicant’s Goods/Services” shall mean the goods/services identified in
U.S. Application Serial No. 77/855,572.

V. The term “Applicant’s Application” refers to U.S. Application Serial No. 77/855,572.

W. The term “U.S.” means the “United States.”

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS

1. In multi-part Interrogatories, the separate parts of such Interrogatories are to be
read in the context of the entiré Interrogatory, but each part is to be answered separately.

2. All requests contained in the following Interrogatories to identify a person are to
be answered by providing sufficient information to enable the undersigned to contact the person
by telephone and mail and to serve legal documents on such person. If such a person is a natural

person, state his or her:

a. full name;

b. ‘ current business and residence addresses, including telephone numbers;
c. present employer, occupation, and position;

d. a brief description of the job responsibilities of such person; and
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€. a brief description of the responsibilities of such person with the
pertinent organization.
If such person is other than a natural person, state:
a. its full name or designation;
b. the legal classification of the entity (e.g., corporation, partnership, etc.),

giving the state of incorporation or business registration where

appropriate;
c. the principal place of business;
d. the current or last known address and telephone number of the
organization; and
€. any other information reasonably necessary to permit efficient contact with
the organization. |
3. All requests contained in the following Interrogatories to identify a document

means to provide a description in terms sufficient that the document can be readily and
unambiguously sought in a Request for Production of Documents under Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure 34 and shall include:

a. a statement of the general nature and contents of the document (e.g., whether the

document is a letter, memorandum, notebook, pamphlet, report, email, etc.);

b. the date;

c. the author;

d. all addresses and copy recipients; and

e. the person who has custody of the document.



In lieu of such identification, Opposer will accept a clear and legible copy of the document at
the time Applicant answers this set of Interrogatories with a correlation of the produced

document to the Interrogatory number.

4, The term “date” means the exact day, month, and year, if ascertainable and, if not,
the best approximation thereof.

5. If you claim that any information requested is privileged, please provide all
information falling within the scope of the Interrogatory which is not privileged, and identify
with sufficient particularity for purposes of a Motion to Compel the information, document, or

thing, separately, with respect to which you claim a privilege, and state:

a, the basis on which the privilege is claimed;
b. the author or creator of the information, document, or thing;
c. each individual or other person to whom the information, document, copy

thereof, or thing was sent or otherwise disclosed,;

d. the date of the information or document;

e. the type of information, document, or thing (e.g., letter, memorandum,
etc.); and

f. the general subject matter of the information, document, or thing.

You are not requested to provide privileged information or documents or things for which
you claim privilege but only to identify such information, document, or thing.

6. If any document or thing was, but no longer is, in Applicant’s possession, custody,
or control, state whether it has been lost, destroyed, transferred, or is missing, or has otherwise
been disposed of, and in each instance, explain the circumstances surrounding the disposition of

the document or thing and the date it occurred.



7. If the answer to any Interrogatory is that Applicant lacks knowledge of the
requested information, describe all efforts made by Applicant to obtain the information necessary
to answer the Interrogatory, and answer the Interrogatory to the best of Applicant’s information

and beljef.

8. Applicant’s obligation to respond to these Interrogatories is continuing, and the
responses to the following Interrogatories are to be promptly supplemented to include
subsequently acquired information in accordance with the requirements of Rule 26(e) of the

Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.

INTERROGATORIES

INTERROGATORY NO. 1

Explain how an English language website, English language business cards, an English
language mark and an English language trade name is or is not intended to target English
language markets, including, but not limited to, the U.S.

INTERROGATORY NO. 2

Describe the basis for the statement that “Broadchip Technology Group Ltd. ... was
founded in Silicon Valley ...” as shown in Exhibit A attached.

INTERROGATORY NO. 3

Identify the person(s) associated with Applicant, who has the most comprehensive
knowledge of Applicant’s past or present use or plans to use Applicant’s Mark in the U.S. or any
variation thereof.

INTERROGATORY NO. 4

Describe in detail the circumstances under which Applicant first became aware of

Opposer and Opposer’s Marks.



INTERROGATORY NO. 5

Describe any business organization or entity formed or applied for by Applicant or that
utilizes BROADCHIP in the U.S. in any manner, and identify any officers, direct;)rs, registered
agents, members, and/or employees and their respective positions and responsibilities within
such organization or entity.

INTERROGATORY NO. 6

Describe the education and employment history of all officers (including but not limited
to Jerry Dai), directors, employees, servants, or agents of Applicant.
INTERROGATORY NO. 7

Describe the circumstances surrounding the decision of Applicant to file Applicant’s
Application, identifying the nature of the use or intent to use Applicant’s Mark in U.S.
commerce.
INTERROGATORY NO. 8

Identify the names of the owners and occupants of the property located at 1008 Strayer
Drive, San Jose, California, and the name of any business operating out of or in any manner
connected to that address, and all activities that take place out of that address.

INTERROGATORY NO. 9

Identify the names of the owners and occupants of the property located at 14595 W.
Lisbon Lane, Surprise, Arizona, and the name of any business operating out of or in any manner
connected to that address, and all activities that take place out of that address.

INTERROGATORY NO. 10

Identify the names of the owners and occupants of the property located at 39648 Blacow
Road, Fremont, California, the name of any business operating out of or in any way connected to

that, and all activities that take place out of that address.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 11

Identify the name of all businesses or persons that pay for and receive mail at or are in
any way connected to the following Post Office Box: P.O. Box 70145, Sunnyvale, California.

INTERROGATORY NO. 12

Identify the name(s) or business connected to the telephone number (408) 916-2124,
including but not limited to, the name(s) or businesses that registered such telephone number.

INTERROGATORY NO. 13

Describe the nature of and names of all entities or business organizations that were
created, or anticipated to be created for the purposes of providing Applicant’s Goods/Services in
the U.S. under Applicant’s Mark or a variation thereof.

INTERROGATORY NO. 14

Describe in detail any third party U.S. trademark applications or registrations that You

reviewed prior to filing Applicant’s Application.

INTERROGATORY NO. 15

Identify any businesses or individuals in the U.S. with which Applicant has ever been in -
contact in relation to Applicant’s intent to use or use of Applicant’s Mark in the U.S.

INTERROGATORY NO. 16

Describe in detail the following information as to Applicant and any related entity to

Applicant, including but not limited to, Broadchip Electronics Technology (Shanghai) Co., Ltd.,
Guang-core Electronics Technology (Shanghai) Co., Ltd., /T S®BFEAR(LEBFRALH,
Broadchip Technology Group Ltd, and Broadchip Semiconductor, Inc. (California): (i) the exact

legal name for each such business; (ii) all officers, directors, agents, owners, members, and

employees of each such identified business; (iii) all business addresses for and websites for each



such identified business; (iv) all corporate or entity filings with any Secretary of State,
vg'overnment agency, municipality or other government entity for each such identified business;
(v) any tax identification number or other identifying numbers for each such identified business;
(vi) the amount of revenue by year received as a result of U.S. activities from the inception of
each such identified business to the present; (vii) the goods and/or services provided by each
such identified business; (viii) all assets owned by each such identified business; and (ix) each
customer of each of such identified businesses.

INTERROGATORY NO. 17

Describe in detail the U.S. citizenship status or the status of any U.S. visa, U.S. work
permit or similar authorization obtained for any officer, director, owner, employee, or agent of
Applicant or an entity related to Applicant, including, but not limited to, Jerry Dai and Wen

Geng.

INTERROGATORY NO. 18

Describe in detail the relationship (familial, business or otherwise) between each of the
occupants of the addresses identified in Interrogatories Nos. 8-10 on the one hand, and any
officer, director, owner, employee, or agent of Applicant or an entity related to Applicant on the
other hand, including, but not limited to, Jerry Dai and Wen Geng.

INTERROGATORY NO. 19

Describe in detail including the address of all properties in the U.S. owned or partially
owned by any officer, director, owner, employee, or agent of Applicant or entity related to
Applicant, including, but not limited to, Jerry Dai and Wen Geng.

INTERROGATORY NO. 20
Identify all businesses to which Jerry Dai waé President, an owner of, or an officer of at

the time of filing Applicant’s Application.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 21

Describe in detail the circumstances surrounding Applicant’s use of or intention to use
Applicant’s Mark in the U.S. in connection with each of Applicant’s Goods/Services.

INTERROGATORY NO. 22

Describe in detail the steps that Applicant has taken to use or prepare to use Applicant’s
Mark in the U.S. in connection with each of Applicant’s Goods/Services.

INTERROGATORY NO. 23

As of the date of filing Applicant’s Application, describe all education and business
experience of all officers, directors, employees, or agents of Applicant that would be relevant to
providing each of Applicant’s Goods/Services in the U.S.

INTERROGATORY NO. 24

Identjfy, by full name and address, eéch location presently maintained by Applicant
where goods and/or services are sold under Applicant’s Mark or any variation thereof. |
INTERROGATORY NO. 25

Describe in detail all goods and services ever promoted, sold, intended to be provided, or
intended to be sold in connection with Applicant’s Mark in the U.S.

INTERROGATORY NO. 26

Identify all dates when an officer, director, employee, or ageht of Applicant, including,
but not limited to Jerry Dai, visited or entered the U.S. and describe in detail the purpose of each
such visit or entering into the U.S.

INTERROGATORY NO. 27

Detail the basis for Applicant’s alleged misrepresentation to the U.S. Trademark Office in
Applicant’s Application that it had used Applicant’s Mark in U.S. commerce in connection with

Applicant’s Goods/Services.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 28

Describe the significance of the August 1, 2007 date listed in Applicant’s Application as
the date Applicant first used Applicant’s Mark in the U.S. in connection with Applicant’s
Goods/Services.

INTERROGATORY NO. 29

Describe in detail every shipment of Applicant’s Goods to the U.S. for any reason.

INTERROGATORY NO. 30

With regard to each of the goods and services identified in response to Interrogatory No,
25, provide the date upon which Applicant’s Mark or any variation thereof was first used in U.S.
commerce or intended to be used in U.S. commerce.

INTERROGATORY NO. 31

With regard to each of the goods and services identified in response to Interrogatory No.
25, identify the date Applicant’s Mark or any variation thereof was first exposed to a third party
and/or customer in the U.S. or potential customer in the U.S., whether or not such exposure
constitutes a date of first use of the mark in U.S. commerce.
INTERROGATORY NO. 32

With respect to the goods and services identified in response to Interrogatory No. 25,
describe in detail the manner in which Applicant’s Mark or any variation thereof is advertised
and/or promoted in the United States, including but not limited to, via websites owned, operated
or controlled directly or indirectly by Applicant.
INTERROGATORY NO. 33

Describe in detail all agreements Applicant has entered into with any U.S. national, U.S.

citizen, U.S. resident, U.S. company or U.S. entity for any reason, including but not limited to,
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agreements related to websites, domain names, payroll, advertising, supply, and/or the sale or
~ purchase of any goods or services.

INTERROGATORY NO. 34

Identify all advertising agencies, public relations agencies, and market research agencies
which Applicant has used, participated with, or coopérated with in advertising, marketing, or
promoting Applicant’s Goods/Services and indicate the time period(s) during which such
activities were conducted.

INTERROGATORY NO. 35

Describe in detail every search or investigation conducted by or on behalf of Applicant in
connection with Applicant’s Mark or any variation thereof, including any search of the records of
the United States Patent and Trademark Office or of any other records or publications.

INTERROGATORY NO. 36

Describe in detail all manners by which goods and/or services offered under Applicant’s
Mark are marketed or promoted to customers or intended to be marketed or promoted to
customers.
INTERROGATORY NO. 37

Identify representative purchasers of the goods or services provided under Applicant’s
Mark.

INTERROGATORY NO. 38

Identify the number of units sold annually and the total annual revenue for each good or
service sold under Appiicant’s Mark from the first sale of each such good or service to the

present.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 39

Identify all advertising and promotional methods, or types of media, used in advertising
or promoting the sale of any goods or services offered or sold under Applicant’s Marks,
identifying each publication, radio station, television station, Internet website or other outlet or
medium in which such advertisement or promotion appeared or occurred, and the date or dates
on which each such advertisement or promotional activity appeared or occurred.

INTERROGATORY NO. 40

State the factual basis for Applicant’s denial of or refusal to admit any of the Requests for
Admissions in Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Admissions to Applicant.
INTERROGATORY NO. 41

Explain in detail all steps Applicant has taken to use Applicant’s Mark in the United
States. | |

INTERROGATORY NO. 42

Identify all sales of Applicant’s Goods and Services in the United States.

INTERROGATORY NO. 43

Identify each and every entity that has ever distributed Applicant’s products in the U.S.,
including the date(s) on which any distribution agreement(s) begun and ended and the terms of
any such distribution.

INTERROGATORY NO. 44

Describe in detail the circumstances surrounding Applicant’s decision to adopt

Applicant’s Mark.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 45

Identify and describe Applicant’s business plan associated with Applicant’s use or
intention to use in U.S. commerce Applicant’s Mark in connection with each of Applicant’s
Goods/Services.

INTERROGATORY NO. 46

Identify and describe any meetings, negotiations, pitchés, fundraising sessions, “road
shows” or other instances in which Applicant used, promoted, or otherwise explored the use of
Applicant’s Mark in the U.S. for Applicant’s Goods/Services.

INTERROGATORY NO. 47

Describe and identify .all channels of trade, including, but not limited to, the name and

address of all offices, locations, and websites, through which Applicant’s Goods/Services are

provided or intended to be provided in the U.S. under Applicant’s Mark.

INTERROGATORY NO. 48

Describe and identify all channels of marketing, including, ‘but not limited to, the type,
number, target audience, and expense associated with any and all advertisements, marketing
efforts, promotion, press, and other efforts to promote Applicaﬂt’s Mark in the U.S.

INTERROGATORY NO. 49

Identify all facts that support or tend to support Applicant’s contentions in its AnsWer to
the Notice of Opposition filed Against Applicant’s Mark (Opposition No. 91198660), including,
but not limited to, all facts that support or tend to support each and every Affirmative Defense
therein, identifying all persons with knowledge thereof and all documents relating thereto.

INTERROGATORY NO. 50

Describe in detail the relationship between each of the following entities to each other:

Broadchip Electronics Technology (Shanghai) Co., Ltd., Guang—core.Electronics Technology
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(Shanghai) Co., Ltd., J"iS BT R(L#E)HERL 8, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd, and

Broadchip Semiconductor, Inc. (California).

Respectfully submitted,

KNOBBE, MARTENS, OLSON & BEAR, LLP

Dated: ___September 2. 2011 By: %

Susan M. Njtland

Lynda ZadrgtSymes

2040 Main Street, 14™ Floor -

Irvine, CA 92614

(949) 760-0404

Attorneys for Opposer, Broadcom Corporation

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I served a copy of the foregoing OPPOSER’S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES NOS. 1-50 upon Applicant’s counsel by depositing one copy thereof in

the United States Mail, first-class postage prepaid, on September 2, 2011 addressed as follows:

James F Landrum Jr.
LANDRUM & COMPANY INC.
560 S. Winchester Blvd., 5th Floor
San Jose, CA 95128

[ fefegtess@

f’ayﬁa PascuU

11861530/090211
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BROC.783M TTAB
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

Broadcom Corporation, Opposition No.: 91198660

Opposer, Subject Mark: BROADCHIP

v Application No.: 77/855,572

Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.,

Applicant.

OPPOSER’S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR ,
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND THINGS NOS. 1-177

Pursuant to Rule 2.120(d) of the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office Trademark Rules of
Practice, 37 C.F.R. Section 2.120(d), and Rule 34 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure
(“FRCP”), Opposer hereby requests that Applican’_c produce the following documents and things
(“Requests™).

DEFINITIONS

A. The term “Applicant” shall refer to Broadchip Technology Group Ltd., and any
present or former owner, officer (including, but not limited to, Jerry Dai), director, employee,
servant, agent, attorney or other representative acting on behalf of it, and shall include any related
entity, parent corporation, or wholly-owned or partially-owned subsidiary, predecessor,

successor, or affiliate either within the United States or a foreign country.

B. The term “Opposer” shall refer to Broadcom Corporation.
C. The term “You” or “Your” shall mean the Applicant and/or the party or person to

whom the Request is propounded, all agents, employees, servants, attorneys, and all other



representatives, and persons over whom the person or party to whom the Request is propounded
has the right to or does control or direct any activities.

D. As used herein, the term “document” is used in the broadest sense permitted by
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and expressly includes without limitation any tangible thing
upon which information is or has been stored, recorded, or communicated and any written,
printed, typed, and visually or aurally reproduced material of any kind, whether or not privileged,
such as (by way of example and not by way of limitation) correspondence, letters, notes,
memoranda, diaries, invoices, purchase orders, records, minutes, bills, contracts, agreements,
orders, receipts, price lists, studies, drawings or sketches, telephone messages, films, pictures,
photographs, electronic mail, microfilm, ‘magnetic media (including but not limited to hard disks
or drives, floppy disks, compact disks, CD-ROMs, DVD-ROMs, and magnetic tapes of any kind)
tapes or discs capable of being mechanically read, advertising or promotional literature, operating
manuals or instruction bulletins, cables or telegrams, maps, charts, surveys, test data, reports,
tape or other recordings, HTML code, and Internet website pages, every copy of every such
writing or record where the original is not in the possession, custody, or control of Applicant, and
every copy of every such writing or record where such copy is not an identical copy of the
original or where such copy c;ontains any commentary that does not appear on the original.

E. The term “thing” shall mean all tangible objects of any type, composition,
construction, or-nature.

F. The term “communication(s)” includes the disclosure, transfer, or exchange of
information by any means, written, verbal, electronic, or otherwise.

G. The term “concerning” means relating to, referring to, describing, evidencing or
constituting.

H. The term “all” or “cach” shall be construed to include all and each.

2



I The term “and” shall be construed to include “or” and vice versa, and shall be the
logical equivalent to “and/or,” as necessary in order to bring within the scope of the Request all
responses which might otherwise be construed as outside its scope.

J. The use of the singular form of any word also includes the plural and vice versa.

K. The phrases “used in commerce,” “use in United States commerce,” “used in
commerce” and “used in United States commerce,” and similar phrases, shall mean and refer to
the definition provided under 15 U.S.C. § 1127.

L. The term “person” shall include both natural persons and corporate or other
business entities, whether or not in the employ of Applicant, and the acts and knowledge of a
pérson are defined to include the acts and knowledge of that person’s directors, officers,
members, employees, representatives, servants, agents, and attorneys.

M. The term “trademark” or “mark” includes trademarks, service marks, collective
marks, certification marks, and trade names as defined in 15 U.S.C. § 1127.

N. The term “Applicant’s Mark” shall mean the mark as shown in U.S. Application
Serial No. 77/855,572.

0. The terms “Opposer’s Marks” shall mean the marks as alleged by Opposer in the
Notice of Opposition in Opposition No. 91198660.

f’. The term “Opposer’s Goods” shall mean and refer to all of the goods covered
under Opposer’s Marks or as alleged in the Notice of Opposition in Opposition No. 91198660.

Q. The term “Opposer’s Services” shall mean and refer to all of the services covered
under Opposer’s Marks or as alleged in the Notice of Opposition in Opposition No. 91198660.

R. The term “Opposer’s Goods/Services” shall mean and refer to all of the
goods/services covered under Opposer’s Marks or as alleged in the Notice of Opposition in

Opposition No. 91198660.



S. The term “Applicant’s Goods” shall mean the goods identified in U.S. Application
Serial No. 77/855,572.
| T. The term “Applicant’s Services” shall mean the services identified in U.S.
Application Serial No. 77/855,572.

U. The term “Applicant’s Goods/Services” shall mean the goods/services identified in
U.S. Application Serial No. 77/855,572.

V. The term “Applicant’s Application” réfers to U.S. Applicé.tion Serial No. 77/855,572,

W. The term “U.S.” means “United States”.

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS

1. If you claim that any document requested is privileged, please provide all
information falling within the scope of the Document Request which is not privileged, and
identify with sufficient particularity for purposes of a Motion to Compel each item, document or
thing, separately, with respect to which you claim a privilege, and state:

a. the basis on which the privilege is claimed,;
b. the author of the document, if applicable;
c. each individual or other person to whom the document or copy thereof was

sent or otherwise disclosed;

d. the date of the document;
e. the type of document (e.g., letter, memorandum, etc.); and
f. the general subject matter of the document.

You are not requested to provide privileged information, or information for which you
claim privilege, but only to identify such information, document or thing.
2. If any document which you would have produced in response to any Document

Request was, but is no longer, in Your present possession or subject to Your control or is no
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longer in existence, please state whether any such document is:

a. missing or lost;

b. destroyed;

c. transferred to others; and/or

d.' - otherwise dispos’ed of, and in such instance, set forth the surrounding

circumstances and any authorization of such disposition and state the
approximate date of any such disposition, and the present location and
custodian of such document.

3. The documents produced pursuant to these Document Requests shall be separately
produced for each paragraph of the same or, in the alternative, shall be identified as complying
with the particular paragraphs of the Document Requests to which they are responsive.

4. Applicant’s responses to the fbllowing Document Requests are to be promptly
supplemented to include subsequently acquired information in accordance with the requirements

of Rule 26(e) of the FRCP.

REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND THINGS

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 1:

All documents and things identified in response to Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories
to Applicant, or from which Applicant derived information used in preparing those responses.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 2:

All documents and things referring or relating to the creation, selection, or adoption of
Applicant’s Mark, including but not limited to, those sufficient to identify each person who

participated in the creation, selection, or adoption of Applicant’s Mark or any variation thereof.



REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 3:

All documents and things referring or relating to Applicant’s first use of Applicant’s
Mark or any variation thereof.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 4:
* All documents and things referring or relating to Applicant’s current use of Applicant’s
Mark or any variation ther;of.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 5:

All documents and things referring or relating to authorizations or agreements with third
parties involving use of Applicant’s Mark or any variation thereof.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 6:

All documents and things referring or relating to advertising or promotion of Applicant’s
Mark conducted by Applicant or third parties authorized by Applicant.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 7:

Representative samples of all goods, products and services in connection with which -
Applicant has used, is currently using, or intends to use Applicant’s Mark.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 8:

Representative samples of all documents or other materials on which Applicant or has
displayed Applicant’s Mark.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 9:
~ All documents and things referrihg or relating to the geographical area by region or state
over which Applicant has used or is currently using (inc'l.uding but not limited to, in promotions,
advertisements, and sales) Applicant’s Mark or any variation thereof, including the time during

which such use has occurred in each geographical area.



REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 10:

All documents and things referring or relating to the geographical area by region or state
over which Applicant intends to use (including but not limited to, in promotions, advertisements,
and sales) Applicant’s Mark or any variation thereof, including the time during which such use has
occurred in each geographical area.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 11:

All documents and things sufficient to show annual sales of Applicant’s goods or services
upon which Applicant’s Mark or any variation thereof have been used, in both units and dollars,
since the date of initial adoption to the present.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 12:
All documents and things showing how Applicant has advertised or promoted, or intends

to advertise or promote, Applicant’s Mark in the United States.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 13:

All documents and things sufﬁcient to show the annual advertising expenditures in
dollars incurred by Applicant for Applicant’s Mark or any variation thereof and for any good or
service upon which Applicant’s Mark or any variation thereof have been used.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 14:

All documents referring or relating to Applicant’s Mark that were sent to or received
from any advertising agency, public relations firm or design firm.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 15:

All documents and things referring or relating to Applicant’s channels of distribution, or
intended channels of distribution, to ultimate consumers including, but not limited to, those
sufficient to identify each of the channels of distribution for each of Applicant’s goods or

services, which bear Applicant’s Mark.



REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 16:

All documents and things sufficient to show annual sales, through each of the channels of
distribution identified, of Applicant’s goods or services upon which Applicant’s Mark or any
variation thereof have been used, in both units and US dollars, since the date of their initial
adoption to the present.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 17:

All documents and things sufficient to identify each publication by name through which
Applicant advertises or intends to advertise the goods or servicés provided under Applicant’s
Mark or any variation theréof.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 18:

All documents and things sufficient to identify each class of purchasers, or intended class

of purchasers, of Applicant’s goods or services provided under Applicant’s Mark or any variation

thereof.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 19:

All documents and things sufficient to identify each class of users, or the intended class
of users, of Applicant’s goods or services provided under Applicant’s Mark or any variation
thereof (i.e., the ultimate consumers of such goods or services).

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 20:

All documents and things sufﬁcient to identify all goods and services which Applicant
provides or intends to provide under Applicant’s Mark or any variation thereof.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 21:

All documents and things referring or relating to ‘plans by Applicant to expand the

number or type of products or services under which Applicant’s Mark or any variation thereof are



used, to alter the present channels of distribution, or to-sell to persons other than Applicant’s
present customers.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 22:

All documents and things referring or relating to any search or investigation of records of
the United States Patent and Trademark Office or any other records or publications in connection
with the adoption, use, or application for registratibn of Applicant’s Mark or any variation
thereof. |

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 23:
| VAil .documents and things referring or relating to any reports of the results of any search
or investigation in connection with Applicant’s Mark or any variation thereof or any of
Opposer’s Marks or any variation thereof.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 24:

All documents and things referring or relating to the prosecution of Applicant’s Mark or
any variation thereof with the United States Patent and Trademark Office or any state, including
but not limited to, file histories, attempts to register, and decisions to register.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 25:

All documents and things referring or relating‘ to any claimed predecessor in interest or
title to Applicant’s Mark or any variation thereof.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 26:

All documents and things referring or relating to any attempt by Applicant to register
Applicant’s Mark or any variation thereof under the laws of any state or before the United States

Patent and Trademark Office.



REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 27:

All documents and things referring or relating to Applicant’s first knowledge of Opposer
or Opposer’s Marks.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 28:

All documents and things referring or relating to Opposer.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 29:

All documents and things referring or relating to Opposer’s Marks or to Opposer’s use of
its marks. |
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 30:

All documents and things referring or relating to any instances of confusion between
Opposer’s Marks and Applicant’s Mark or any variations thereof.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 31:

All documents and things referring or relating to any communication received by
Applicant which was intended for Opposer.
, REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 32:

All docufnents and things referring or relating to any disclaimer made by Applicant as to
an association with Opposer in connection with Applicant’s Mark or any variation thereof.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 33:

All documents and things referring or relating to a disclaimer made by Applicant as to an
association with Opposer in connection with Applicant’s Goods or Applicant’s Services.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 34:

All documents and things referring or relating to any proceeding involving Applicant’s
Mark or any variation thereof before the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board, Bureau of Customs,

Federal Trade Commission, or any court.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 35:

All documents and things referring or relating to any objection raised by any third party to
Applicant’s use or registration of Applicant’s Mark or any variation thereof.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 36:

All documents and things referring or relating to any objection made by Applicant to the
use by others of marks believed by Applicant to be‘confusingly similar to Applicant’s Mark or
any variation thereof.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 37:

All documents and things referring or relating to any research or investigation conducted

on behalf of Applicant in connection with Applicant’s Mark or any variation thereof.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 38:

All documents and things referring or relating to any investigation conducted by or on
behalf of Applicant in connection with Opposer’s Marks.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 39:

All documents and things referring or relating to ahy focus group, survey or poll
conducted by or on Applicant’s behalf relating to Applicant’s Mark, any of Opposer’s Marks, or
any variations thereof. |
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 40:

Representative samples of all uses by Applicant of Applicant’s' Mark or any variation
thereof since the date of initial adoption to the present, including but not limited to, products,
labels, tags, packaging, containers, advertisements, promotions, and publications.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 41:

All documents referring or relating to communications relating to the adoption of, filing

for or plans to use Applicant’s Mark in the U.S.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 42:

All documents referring or relating to connnﬁnications between Applicant and its
employees regarding the use and/or protection of Applicant’s Mark.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 43:

All documents upon which Applicant relied or referred to in preparation of its responses
to Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Admissions to Applicant.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 44:

All documents referring or relating to the compliance or non-compliance by Applicant
with federal, state and local laws and regulations pertaining to products, goods or services sold or
intended for sale under Applicant’s Mark, or packaging labels and/or advertisements used in
connection with such producfs, -goods or services.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 45:

All documents referring or relating to any agreements related to Applicant’s Mark.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 46:

All documents referring or relating to the identity of any wholesalers, retailers,
franchisees, licensees, or others that have ever sold, intend to sell or were identified to sell any

products, goods or services under Applicant’s Mark.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 47:

All documents and things provided to or from any expert or potential expert in connection
with this opposition proceeding.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 48:

All documents and things relating to Applicant’s drafting of its identification of goods set

forth in U.S. Application Serial No. 77/855,572.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 49:

All documents and things supporting the Section 1(a) filing basis of U.S. Application

Serial No. 77/855,572.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 50:

All documents and things sufficient to identify each trade show Applicant has attended.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 51:

All documents and things sufficient to identify each conference Applicant has attended.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 52:

All documents and things sufficient to identify the types of products Applicant will offer
under the BROADCHIP mark.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 53:

All documents and things sufficient to identify all U.S. suppliers of goods or services
Applicant.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 54:

All documents and things sufficient to identify each person who has or had actual or
personal knowledge of Applicant’s use of th¢ BROADCHIP mark.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 55:

All documents and things sufficient to identify each person who has or had actual or
personal knowledge of Applicant’s current use of the BROADCHIP mark.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 56:

All documents and things sufficient to identify each person who has or had actual or
personal knowledge of Applicant’s intended use of the BROADCHIP mark.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 57:

All documents and things sufficient to identify each person who has or had actual or
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personal knowledge of Applicant’s plans to use the BROADCHIP mark.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 58:

All documents and things sufficient to identify each person who has or had actual or
personal knowledge of Applicant’s use of Applicant’s Mark on Applicant’s Goods at the time
Applicant’s Application was filed.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 59:

All documents and things sufficient to identify each person who has or had actual or
personal knowledge of Applicant’s use of Applicant’s Mark on Applicant’s Services at the time
Applicant’s Application was filed.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 60:

All documents and things sufficient to identify each person who has or had actual or
personal knowledge of Applicant’s plans to use Applicant’s Mark on Applicant’s Goods at the
time Applicant’s Application was filed or published for opposition.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 61:

All documents and things sufficient to identify each person who has or had actual or
personal knowledge of Applicant’s plans to use Applicant’s Mark on Applicant’s Services at the
time Applicant’s Application was filed or published for opposition.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 62:

All documents and things sufficient to support Applicant’s claim that it has a bona fide
intent to use Applicant’s Mark on Applicant’s Goods.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 63:

All documents and things sufficient to support Applicant’s claim that it has a bona fide

intent to use Applicant’s Mark on Applicant’s Services.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 64:

All documents and things sufficient to support Applicant’s amendment of its application
from Section 1(a) to Section 1(b).
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 65:

All documents and things sufficient to show Applicant’s plans to use the BROADCHIP
mark in the U.S..

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 66:

All documents and things sufficient to show Applicant had plans to use the BROADCHIP
mark in the U.S. at the time of filing Applicant’s Application.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 67:

All documents and things sufficient to show Applicant’s intention to use the
BROADCHIP mark on each good set forth in U.S. Application Serial No. 77/855,572.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 68:

All documents and things sufficient to show Applicant’s intention to use the
BROADCHIP mark on each service set forth in U.S. Application Serial No. 77/855,572..
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 69:

All documents and things sufficient to show all steps Applicant has taken to use the
Applicant’s Mark in the United States.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 70:

All documents and things sufficient to show all product development Applicant has

made regarding the use of Applicant’s Mark in the U.S.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 71:

All documents and things sufficient to identify all patents filed by Applicant.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 72:

All documents and things sufficient to show all product testing Applicant has conducted
regarding the use of Applicant’s Mark.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 73:

All documents and things sufficient to show all market research Applicant has conducted
regarding the use of Applicant’s Mark.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 74:

All documents and things sufficient to show that Applicant has produced Applicant’s
Goods.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 75:

All documents and things bearing or related to the domain name www.broadchip.com.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 76:

All documents and things sufficient to show the relationship between Applicant and
Broadchip Semiconductor, Inc.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 77:

All documents and things sufficient to show that Applicant has conducted manufacturing
activities in the United States.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 78:

All documents and things sufficient to show that Applicant has taken steps to acquire

distributors for Applicémt’s Goods.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 79:

All documents and things sufficient to show that Applicant has taken steps to obtain

government approval in the U.S. for Applicant’s Goods.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 80:

All documents and things sufficient to show that Applicant has purchased raw materials
from the U.S. for Applicant’s Goods.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 81:

All documents and things sufficient to show that Applicant has made product designs for
Applicant’s Goods.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 82:

All documents and things sufficient to show that Applicant has conducted product testing

in the United States.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 83:

All documents and things sufficient to show Applicant’s marketing activities in the
United States.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NOQ. 84:

Any and all documents in Your possession which purport to establish Your right to use
the BROADCHIP mark in connection with the manufacturing, sale, or distribution of any of
Your products.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 85:

All documents and things sufficient to identify each and every entity that has ever
distributed Your products, including the date(s) on which any distribution agreement(s) begun

and ended and the terms of any such distribution.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 86:
All documents and things sufficient to identify who You contend to be Your customer

base for Your products.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 87:

All documents and things sufficient to identify all retail locations that sell Your products.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 88:

All documents and things sufficient to identify all wholesalers of Your products.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 89:

All documents and things sufficient to identify all websites that sell or offer for sale Your
products.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 90:

All documents and things sufficient to identify the physical location of each of
Applicént’s officers, directors, owners and employees.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 91:

All documents and things sufficient to identify the location of all of Applicant’s offices.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 92:

All documents and things relating to any taxes paid by Applicant in the United States,

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 93:

All documents and things relating to any taxes paid by Applicant in California.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 94:

All documents and things sufficient to identify all trips officers, directors, owners or
employees of Applicant have taken to the United States on behalf of Applicant.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 95:

All documents and things sufficient to identify all trips officers, directors, owners_ or

employees of Applicant have taken to California on behalf of Applicant.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 96:

All documents and things consulted in preparing responses to Opposer’s First Set of
Interrogatories, segregated by Interrogatory number.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 97:

All documents and things referring or relating to any attempt by Applicant or any related
entities to Applicant to register Applicant’s Mark or anything that includes the same or is a
variation thereof as a business name, trade name, or fictitious name with -any state or
municipality.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 98:

All documents and things referring or relating to any claim, charge, inquiry, or assertion
that Applicant is engaged in, or Applicant’s Goods are used in, the manufacturing of counterfeit
cellular phones, mobile phones, or electronic devices.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 99:

All documents and things relating to any corporate filings by Applicant and any related
entities to Applicant made in the United States.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 100:

All documents and things relating to any corporate filings by Applicant and any related
entities to Applicant made in California.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 101:

All documents and things sufficient to identify each trade and/or professional association
through which Applicant promotes or intends to promote goods and/or services under Applicant’s

Mark, or any variation thereof.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 102:

All documents and things relating to any registrations or applications submitted to any
federal, state or local tax boards.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 103:
All documents and things sufficient to identify:
a) The projected date and nature of the first use of Applicant’s Mark, or any
variation thereof, for each of Applicant’s Goods-and Services;
b) The projected date and nature of the first use of Applicant’s Mark, or any
variation thereof, in U.S. commerce;
) The present stage of development of Applicant’s Goods and Services; and
d) The steps that have been taken toward the éxploitation of Applicant’s
Mark, or any variation thereof, in connection with each of Applicant’s Goods and
Applicant’s Services.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 104:
Represen;ati\?e samples of all invoices, purchase orders, sales reports, shipping orders,
inventory reports, or other records concerning any sales of or provision of goods and/or services to
any person or entity under Applicant’s Mark, or any variation thereof.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 105:

All documents and things, including financial, accounting and corporate records concerning
the total amount of sales of or provision of goods and/or services to any person or entity under
Applicant’s Mark, or any variation thereof.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 106:

All documents and things, including financial, accounting and corporate records

concerning:
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a) the total amount spent on promoting and advertising Applicant’s Mark; and
b) the projected total amount that will be spent on promoting and advertising
Applicant’s Mark. |
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 107:
Each press release issued by or on behalf of Applicant which refers to Applicant’s Mark, or
any variation thereof. |
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 108:
Each unsolicited press mention, article, release or other story relating to Applicant and/or
Applicant’s Mark, or any variation thereof.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 109:
All advertisements in any magf;tzinc, newspaper or other printed publication, and all
advertisements or links placed on any websites relating to Applicant, Applicant’s Goods and/or
Applicant’s Mark, or any variation thereof.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 110:

A copy of each market survey and other research documents, including, but not limited to

surveys, polls, tests, focus group studies Applicant has conducted, have commissioned, or plan to

conduct directed to:
a) Goods and/or services rendered under Applicant’s Mark, or any variation
thereof, by Applicant;
b) Applicant’s Mark, or any variation thereof, as perceived by purchasers and
potential purchasers;
c) confusion between Applicant’s Mark, or any variation thereof, and the mark

or name of any other entity; or

d) possible use in this Opposition proceeding.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 111:

All documents and things which evidence, refer, or relate to any actual confusion, or the
- likelihood or possibility of confusion, between Opposer and Applicant, or between the goods and/or
services offered, sold, or distributed by Applicant or Opposer, including, but not limited to,
consumer statements, misdirected mail and inquiries as to affiliation.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 112:

All documents and things to identify each domain name registered or owned by Applicant

incorporating or comprised of BROADCHIP.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 113:

All documents and things sufficient to show the geographical location of all visitors to Your

www.broadchip.com website.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 114:

All documents and things relating or referring to Broadchip Semiconductor, Inc.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 115:

All documents and things sufficient to show all U.S. or California state Tax ID Numbers
relating to Applicant or any of its subsidiaries or related entities.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 116:

All documents and things sufficient to identify any cell phones, mobile phones or smart
phones entering the U.S. market which include Applicant’s Goods as a component part or

otherwise.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 117:

All documents and things sufficient to identify any officers, directors, owners or employees

of Applicant that reside in the United States.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 118:

All documents and things sufficient to show compensation from Applicant’s activities or
sales in the United States.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 119:

All documents and things relating to any agreements between Applicant or a related entity
to Applicant and companies in the United States, including but not limited to, domain name
registrars or payroll services.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 120:

All documents and things sufficient to identify all owners, residents, or occupants of 1008
Strayer Drive, San Jose, California.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 121:

All documents and things sufficient to identify all owners, residents, or occupants of 14595
W. Lisbon Lane, Surprise, Arizona.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 122:

All documients and things sufficient to identify all owners, residents, or occupants of 39648
Blacow Road, Fremont, California.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 123:

All documents and things sufficient to identify each person or entity that receives mail at

P.0.Box 70145, Sunnyvale, California.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 124:

All documents and things relating to Guang-core Electronics Technology (Shanghai) Co.,

Ltd.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 125:

All documents and things relating to [~/ B FHAR(LBFRLF.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 126:

All documents and things relating to Broadchip Electronics Technology (Shanghai) Co.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 127:

All documents and things sufficient to identify every officer of Guang-core Electronics
Technology (Shanghai) Co., Ltd.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 128:

All  documents and  things  sufficient to  identify  every  officer

of BB FHEAR(EBRRAF.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 129:

All documents and things sufficient to identify every officer of Broadchip Electronics
Technology (Shanghai) Co.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 130:

All documents and things sufficient to identify every office or location owned or operated
by Guang-core Electronics Technology (Shanghai‘).Co., Ltd.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 131:

All documents and things sufficient to identify every office or location owned or operated

by BB FRAR(EBERLA.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 132:

All documents and things sufficient to identify every office or location owned or operated
by Broadchip Electronics Technology (Shanghai) Co.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 133:

All documents and things sufficient to identify each United States customer of Applicant,

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 134:

~ All documents and things sufficient to identify each business owned by or affiliated with
Jerry Dai.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 135:
All documents and things sufficient to identify each business owned by or affiliated with

Wen Geng.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 136:

All documents and things sufficient to identify each channel of trade through which any
goods or services have been sold under Applicant’s Mark.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 137:

All documents and things sufficient to identify representative purchasers of the goods or

services sold under Applicant’s Mark.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 138:

All documents and things sufficient to show all steps Applicant has taken to use
Applicant’s Mark in the United States.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 139:

All documents and things relating to any meetings, negotiations, pitches, fundraising
sessions, “road shows” or other instances in which Applicant used, promoted, or otherwise

explored the use of Applicant’s Mark in the U.S. for Applicant’s Goods or Applicant’s Services
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 140:

All documents and things that demonstrate Applicant’s intention to provide each of
Applicant’s Goods in the United States under the BROADCHIP mark:
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 141:

All documents and things that demonstrate Applicant’s intention to provide each of
Applicant’s Services in the United States under the BROADCHIP mark.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 142:

All documents and things indicating the steps Applicant took to establish a business to
use the BROADCHIP mark in connection with Applicant’s Goods in the United States.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 143:

All documents and things indicating the steps Applicant took to establish a business to
use the BROADCHIP mark in connection with Applicant’s Services in the United States.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 144:

All documents and things referring to the decision to list the specific goods and services
covered under Applicant’s Application.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 145:

All documents and things referring to the identification of goods in Applicant’s
Application.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 146:

All documents and things sufficient to show Applicant’s use of BCT as a product
identifier.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 147:

All documents and things referring to the decision to use BCT as a product identifier.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 148:

All documents and things showing the tagline CONNECTING THE REAL WORLD.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 149:

All documents and things referring to the decision to use the tagline CONNECTING THE
REAL WORLD.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 150:

All business records, including but not limited to minutes of organization meetings,
‘employee listings, or filings with any municipal, local, state or federal government or agency,
that were drafted for, or on behalf of, Applicant.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 151:

For each expert whose opinion may be relied upon in this proceeding, each document

concerning:
‘ a) any opinions that may be presented in the opposition;
b) the reason for such opinions;
c) any data or information considered by the witness in forming the opinions;
d) any exhibits used in support of or summarizing the opinions;
) the compensation being paid to the witness; and
f) any cases in which the witness has testified at trial or by deposition from
1998 to date.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 152:

All documents and things supporting, tending to support, or refuting Your assertion in
Paragraph 22 of Your Answer that Opposer “has failed to assert its rights against similar marks
and has acquiesced to the use of the work ‘BROAD”’ in the registration of other trademarks for

similar goods/services.”
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 153:

.All documents and things supporting, tending to support, or refuting Your .assertion in
Paragraph 22 of Your Answer that Opposer “is now estopped from objecting to the applicant’s
application on the basis that applicant’s use of the word ‘BROAD’ is confusingly similar or
dilutive.” |

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 154:

All documents and things supporting, tending to support, or refuting Your assertion in
Paragraph 23 of Your Answer that “Opposer does not have the exclusive right to use the word
‘BROAD,’ as this word in found in numerous live Registered Trademarks for similar goods.”
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 155:

All documents and things supporting, tending to support, or refuting Your assertion in
Paragraph 24 of Your Answer that “Applicant’s mark is sufficiently and distinctively different
from opposer’s marks to avoid confusion, deception or mistake as to the source or sponsorship or
association of applicant’s goods.”

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 156:

All documents and things, including financial, accounting and corporate records
concerning:

a) Your total income from the sale of goods and/or services sold under
Applicant’s Mark annually by good or service per calendar year, from first use of Applicant’s Mark
for each such good or service to the present; and

b) Your projected income from the sale of goods and/or services sold under

Applicant’s Mark annually by good or service per calendar year.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 157:

All documents and things concerning amendments to Applicant’s Application made by
Applicant during the prosecution of Applicant’s Application.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 158:

All documents and things sufficient to identify each predecessor, subsidiary, affiliate, sister
corporation, franchisee, licensee, importer, exporter, retailer, wholesaler or distributor located,
domiciled, or with offices in the United States.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 159:

All documents and things referring or relating to Your registration of the domain name

www.broadchip.com or any other domain name incorporating or comprised of the mark
BROADCHIP.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 160:

All documents and things sufficient to support United States work permits or visas for any
officers, directors, owners or employees of Applicant.
' REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 161:
All documents and things sufficient to support U.S. citizenshib of any officers, directors,
owners or employees of Applicant. |

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 162:

All documents and things sufficient to identify all property in the United States owned by

any officers, directors, owners or employees of Applicant.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 163:

All documents and things concerning any inquiries received from a U.S. customer, a U.S.

citizen, a U.S. resident, a U.S. national or a U.S. company.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 164:

All documents and things sufficient to identify any U.S. income or U.S. property tax paid
by officers, directors, owners or employees of Applicant from 2000 to 2011.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 165:

All documents and things sufficient to support Applicant’s claim that it has a bona fide
intent to use Applicant’s Mark on Applicant’s Goods at the time of filing Applicant’s
Application.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 166:

All documents and things sufficient to support Applicant’s claim that it has a bona fide
intent to use Applicant’s Mark on Applicant’s Services at the time of filing Applicant’s
Application.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 167:

All agreements with third party concerning the provision of Applicant’s Goods or

Services in the U.S.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 168:

Representative samples of all doéuments and things referring or relating to Applicant’s
selection, adoption, development, and/or creation of Applicant’s Mark for use in the u.s,
including, but not limited to, business plans and presentations, invoices, advertisements in any
media, promotional materials in any media, brochures, catalogs, labels, tags, packaging, signage,

containers, websites, or web blogs, produced by or on behalf of Applicant.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 169:
All documents and things indicating any business plan, proposal, or other forecast involving

Applicant’s Mark for use in the U.S.
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 170:

All documents and things concerning business plans, including, but not limited to,
marketing plans, advertising plans and business forecasts for goods and/or services used, or
contemplated to be used, by Applicant in connection with Applicant’s Mark in the U.S.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 171:

Provide all documents that refer or relate to the basis for the decision to have an English
language website.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 172:

Provide all documents that refer or relate to the basis for the decision to have English

language business cards.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 173:

Provide all documents that refer or relate to the basis for the decision to have an English

language mark.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 174:

Provide all documents that refer or relate to the basis for the decision to have an English
language trade name.
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 175:
All documents and things to sufficient to identify all assets owned by Applicant or a related
entity to Applicant.
"
i
"
i

1
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 176:

Provide all documents to support the product design activities of Applicant in the U.S.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 177:

Provide all documents to support the business activities of Applicant in the U.S.

Respectfully submitted,

KNOBBE, MARTENS, OLSON & BEAR, LLP

Dated: September 2, 2011 By:

Susan NLNaﬂénd

Lynda Zadra-Symes

2040 Main Street, 14® Floor

Irvine, CA 92614

(949) 760-0404

Attorneys for Opposer, Broadcom Corporatlon

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I served a copy of the foregoing OPPOSER’S FIRST SET OF
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND THINGS NOS. 1-177 upon
Applicant’s counsel by depositing one copy thereof in the United States Mail, first-class postage
prepaid, on September 2, 2011 addressed as follows:

James F Landrum Jr,
LANDRUM & COMPANY INC.

560 S. Winchester Blvd., 5th Floor
San Jose, CA 95128

[ Pl

Pa:;zéla PascuAL/

11861745/090211
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EXHIBIT K



BROC.783M , TTAB
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

Broadcom Corporation, Opposition No.: 91198660
Opposer, Subject Mark: BROADCHIP

Application No.: 77/855,572
V.

Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.,

Applicant.

OPPOSER’S NOTICE OF DEPOSITION OF JERRY DAI

TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD:
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT, pursuant to 37 C.F.R. §2.120(b), Chapter 400 of the TMBP, and
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30, Opposer, Broadcom Corporation (“Broadcom”) will take the
deposition upon oral examination of Jerry Dai, President of Applicant, Broadchip Technology Group
Ltd, whose address is 1008 Strayer Drive, San Jose, California 95129 and/or 14595 W. Lisbon Lane,
»Surprise, Arizona 85379 and/or 33 Le Shan Road, Bldg, 1, Suite 305 Shanghai, China 200030. This
deposition will commence on September 21, 2011, at 10:00 a.m., at the offices of Knobbe, Martens,
Olson & Bear, LLP, 333 Bush Street, 21" Floor, San Francisco, California 94104 or at such other
location mutually agreed upon.

The deposition will be taken before and transcribed by a court reporter, notary public, or other
person authorized by law to administer oaths. The deposition will be recorded stenographically and may

be recorded by video. The deposition will continue from day to day until completed, weekends and



holidays excepted, with such adjournments as to time and place that may be necessary. You are invited
to attend and cross-examine if you so desire.

KNOBBE, MARTENS, OLSON & BEAR, LLP

Susan M. Natlaxd :
Lynda\ Zadrg,8ymes
2040 Main Street, 14" Floor

Irvine, CA 92614
(949) 760-0404
Attorneys for Opposer,
Broadcom Corporation

Dated: September 2, 2011 By:

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I served a copy of the foregoing OPPOSER’S NOTICE OF DEPOSITION
OF JERRY DAI upon Applicant’s counsel by depositing a copy thereof in the United States Mail, first-

class prepaid, on September 2, 2011, addressed as follows:

James F Landrum Jr.
LANDRUM & COMPANY INC.
560 S. Winchester Blvd., 5th Floor
San Jose, CA 95128

"Pj}ﬂela Pasctial/

11849991 _2



EXHIBIT L



BROC.783M TTAB

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

Broadcom Corporation, .| Opposition No.: 91198660

Opposer, Subject Mark: BROADCHIP
Application No.: 77/855,572
V.

Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.,

Applicant.

OPPOSER’S NOTICE OF DEPOSITION OF APPLICANT PURSUANT TO
FEDERAL RULE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 30(b)(6)

TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD:
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT, pursuant to 37 C.F.R. §2.120(b), Chapter. 400 of the TMBP and
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6), Opposer, Broadcom Corporation (“Broadcom™) will téke the
deposition upon oral examination of Broadchip Technology Group Ltd., on the topics described in
Exhibit A attached hereto. This deposition will commence on September 22, 2011, at 10:00 am, at the
offices of Knobbe, Martens, Olson & Bear, LLP, 33 Bush Street, 21* Floor, San Francisco, California
94104 or at such other location mutually agreed upon.

The deposition will be taken before and transcribed by a court reporter, notary public, or other
person authorized by law to administer oaths. The deposition will be recorded stenographically and may

be recorded by video. The deposition will continue from day to day until completed, weekends and



holidays excepted, with such adjournments as to time and place that may be necessary. You are invited

to attend and cross-examine if you so desire.

KNOBBE, MARTENS, OLSON & BEAR, LLP

Dated: ___September 2, 2011 By:
: ’ Susan M.\Ng_t_l_anc\l

Lynda J, Zadra-Symes

2040 Main Street, 14" Floor

Irvine, CA 92614

(949) 760-0404 -

Attorneys for Opposer,

Broadcom Corporation
11851778 2



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby cértify that I served a copy of the foregoing OPPOSER’S NOTICE OF DEPOSITION
OF APPLICANT PURSUANT TO FEDERAL RULE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 30(b)(6) upon
Applicant’s counsel by depositing a copy thereof in the United States Mail, first-class prepaid, on September 2,
2011, addressed as follows:

James F Landrum Jr.
LANDRUM & COMPANY INC.
560 S. Winchester Blvd., 5th Floor
San Jose, CA 95128

/Ihéela PasW

11851778_2



EXHIBIT A

Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6), You are requested to designate one or more
officers, directors, managing agents or other persons to testify on behalf of the company with respect to
the following topics.

The deposition may be recorded by videotape, and will be taken before a Notary Public or other

officer authorized by law to administer oaths,

DEFINITIONS

A, The term “Applicant” shall refer to Broadchip Technology Group Ltd., and any present or
former owner, officer, director, employee, servant, agent, attorney or other representative acting on
behalf of it, and shall include any parent corporation, or wholly-owned or partially-owned subsidiary,
predecessor, successor, or affiliate either within the United States or a foreign country.

B. The term “Opposer” shall refer to Broadcom Corporation, and any present or former
owner, officer, director, employee, servant, agent, attorney or other representative acting on its behalf,
and shall include any parent corporation, or wholly-owned or partially-owned subsidiary, predecessor,
successor, or affiliate either within the United States or a foreign country.

C. The terms “You” or “Your” shall mean Broadchip Technology Group Lid., all agents,
employees, servants, attorneys, and all other representatives, and persons directing any activities of
Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

D. The term “document” shall mean any tangible thing upon which information is or has
been stored, recorded, or communicated, and any written, printed, typed and visually or aurally
reproduced material of any kind, whether or not privileged, such as (by way of example and not by way
of limitatiovn) correspondence, letters, notes, memoranda, diaries, invoices, purchase orders, records,
minutes, bills, contracts, agreements, orders, receipts, price lists, studies, drawings or sketches, tapes or

discs capable of being mechanically read, films, pictures, photographs, electronic mail, advertising or



promotional literature, operating manuals or instruction bulletins, voice recording, cables or telegrams,
maps, charts, surveys, test data, HTML code, Website pages and reports; every copy of every such
writing or record where the original is not in the possession, custody or control of Applicant, and every
copy of every such writing or record where such copy is not an identical copy of the original or where
such copy contains any commentary that does not appear on the original.

E. The term “thing” shall mean all témgible objects of any type, composition, construction,
or nature.

F. The term “communication(s)” includes the disclosure, transfer, or exchange of
information by any means, written, verbal, electronic, or otherwise.

G. The term “person” shall include both natural persons and corporate or other business
entities, whether or not in the employ of Applicant, and the acts and knowledge of a person are defined
to include the acts and knowledge of that person’s directors, officers, members, employees,
representatives, servants, agents, and attorneys.

H. The term “trademark” or “mark” includes trademarks, service marks, collective marks,
certification marks, and trade names as defined in 15 U.S.C. § 1127.

L The terms “use,” “used,” or “using” and similar phrases, shall mean or refer to “use in
commerce” as defined 15 U.S.C. §1127.

J. The term “Applicant’s Mark” shall mean the mark as shown in U.S. Application Serial
No. 77/855,572.

M. The terms “Opposer’s Marks” shall mean the family of Broadcom Marks set forth in the
Notice of Opposition in Opposition No. 91198660 (“the Opposition™).

TOPICS FOR EXAMINATION

1. Documents and things produced by You in response to Broadcom’s document requests in

the Opposition, and the authentication thereof.



2. All communications between You and any non-party, including but not limited to
communications with any of Your retailers, online retailers, distributors, suppliers, and wholesalers,

relating to Broadcom and/or this Opposition.

3. All communications, research, investigations, polls, and/or surveys relating to Broadcom
or Your products.
4, Your creation, selection, and decision to adopt and/or use any mark including the word

“pbroad” including but not limited to Your consideration and selection, and adoption of the
BROADCHIP mark.

5. Your use of each mark having the word “broad,” including BROADCHIP, Your products
marketed, sold or advertised under each of those marks, and the facts and circumstances surrounding the
development and/or redesign of any products marketed, advertised or sold under those marks.

6. Your intent to use the BROADCHIP mark in the United States.

7. Inventory of each of Your products sold, marketed or advertised under a mark with the
term “broad,” including monthly inventory of BROADCHIP products.

8. The manufacture, production, and labeling of Your BROADCHIP products.

9. Sales, profits, and costs for each of Your BROADCHIP products including total net‘sales,
gross sales, total net profits, and total gross profits (both in units and dollars) for sales of Your products.

10.  Retail or wholesale sales of Your products under the BROADCHIP mark and/or a mark
with the word “broad” and any agreements relating to retail or wholesale sales of those products.

11.  The amounts You have budgeted and spent and/or intend to spend, on a monthly and
annual basis, on advertising and/or promoting Your BROADCHIP products, and the types of
expenditures made by You that are included in such amounts. Y

12.  Marketing, advertising, and/or promotion of Your BROADCHIP products including
through Your websites.

13.  Distribution and sale of Your BROADCHIP products, and any agreements relatiﬁg to
distribution or sale of those products.

14. Al facts relating to inquiries or comments from third parties concerning the source and/or

affiliation of Your BROADCHIP products.



15.  Opinions of counsel, written or oral, upon which You intend to rely at trial relating to
Broadcom or Your BROADCHIP products. |

16.  Your knowledge of the Opposer’s Marks, including the facts and circumstances
surrounding Your first awareness of each such mark.

17.  The market for Your BROADCHIP products, the manner of distribution and display of
Your products in the marketplace, and the types of consumers who purchase Your products.

18.  Your document management and retention policies and procedures.

19,  All communications between You and any non-party, including but not limited to the
USPTO, relating to the use or registration of BROADCHIP in connection with any of Your products.

20.  All consumer complaints, industry complaints and/or investigations involving any of
Your BROADCHIP products.

21.  Any communication from any consumer or potential consumer concerning Broadcom or
its products.

22.  The history of Your company and its corporate structure.

23, Your company’s considerations or plans, past or present, actual or potential, to sell or
market any BROADCHIP products in the United States.

24.  Any government permits, approvals, or licenses for Your BROADCHIP products.

25.  Your participation at trade shows, conference, industry organizations, or standard setting
organizations.

26.  The channels of trade through which You offer or offered Your products, including
without limitation the idenﬁties and locations of the retailers, online retailers, distributors and
wholesalers of Your products, and an identification of the class of customers to whom each of Your
products is marketed and/or sold.

27.  All facts relating to Your affirmative defenses in this Opposition.

28.  All facts relating to Your assertion in Paragraph 22 of Your Answer that Opposer “has
failed to assert its rights against similar marks and has acquiesced to the use of the work ‘BROAD’ in
the registration of other trademarks for similar goods/services.”

29.  All facts relating to Your assertion in Paragraph 22 of Your Answer that Opposer “is now

7



estopped from objecting to the applicant’s épplic'ation on the basis that applicant’s use of the word
‘BROAD’ is confusingly similar or dilutive.”

| 30.  All facts relating to Your assertion in Paragraph 23 of Your Answer that “Opposer does
not have the exclusive right to use the word ‘BROAD,’ as this word in found in numerous live
Registered Trademarks for similar goods.”

31. All facts relating to Your assertion in Paragraph 24 of Your Answer that “Applicant’s
mark is sufficiently and distinctively different from opposer’s marks to avoid confusion, deception or
mistake as to the source or sponsorship or association of applicant’s goods.”

32.  Your company’s assets, offices, inventory, or property in the United States.

11851778_2
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Page 1 of 2

From: Susan.Natland [Susan.Natland@kmob.com]

Sent: Saturday, September 10, 2011 2:01 PM

To: jdai@broadchip.com

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwces.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Attachments: ttabvue-91198660-OPP-5[1].pdf; 2011-09-02 - Opposer_s First Set of Interrogatories -
BROC.783M.PDF; 2011-09-02 - Opposer_s First Set of Request for Admissions -
BROC.783M.PDF; 2011-09-02 - Opposer_s First Set of Request for Prod of Docs and Things
- BROC.783M.PDF; 2011-09-02 - Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai - BROC.783M.PDF; 2011-
09-02 - Notice of Deposition per 306(b)(6) - BROC.783M.PDF

Dear Mr. Dai,

Upon review of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board records, we note that the attached Request to Withdraw as Attorney
was filed on September 8, 2011 in connection with the above-identified opposition. Based on the same, we understand that
the new contact information for the Applicant in connection with the Opposition is as follows:

Jerry Dai

President, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
33 Le Shan Road, Building #1, Suite 305
Shanghai, 200030

email: jdai@broadchip.com

Please note that pursuant to TBMP §113.01, "[E]very paper filed with the United Sates Patent and Trademark Office in an
inter partes case...must be served by the filing party upon every other party to the proceeding." In addition, the requirement
for service "applies not only to documents filed in an inter partes proceeding before the Board, but also to documents filed in
an application or registration which is the subject of such a proceeding, if the documents could have an effect on the inter
partes proceeding." Further, there is also a requirement that all such filings include a proof of service of the same upon every
other party to the proceeding. TBMP §113.02.

We have not received the Request to Withdraw as Attorney nor does it appear that such document included a proof of
service.

Please ensure to properly serve our firm, as counsel for Broadcom Corporation, in connection with all further documents filed
with the United State s Patent and Trademark Office in connection with this proceeding or in connection with the subject
application in accordance with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Rules.

Next, as a courtesy we are forwarding to you via attachments to this email the following documents, already properly
served September 2, 2011 on your counsel at the time, Jay Landrum:

Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories Nos. 1-50

Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Admissions Nos. 1-206

Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things Nos. 1-177

- Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6)
Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai

Finally, we are beginning to make our travel arrangements and are in the process of securing a court reporter for the
following Depositions already properly noticed: (i) the deposition of Jerry Dai and (ii) the deposition pursuant to Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6) to be held on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011, respectively, at our firm's San
Francisco office. Therefore, please confirm that these depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable alternative
dates for the depositions.

Sincerely,
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Susan Natland
Partner
susan.natland@kmob.com

949-721-2909 Direct

KnobbeMartens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.natland

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally
privileged information. The information is intended only for use by the recipient named above. If you have
received this electronic message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. Any
disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.
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From: Susan.Natland [Susan.Natland@kmob.com]

Sent: Tuesday, September 13, 2011 12:24 PM

To: 'idai@broadchip.com’

Cc: Pam.Pascual; 'broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com'; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Attachments: 2011-09-02 - Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai - BROC.783M.PDF; 2011-09-02 - Notice of
Deposition per 306(b)(6) - BROC.783M.PDF

Dear Mr. Dai,

As we have not received a response to our email below, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed on
September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office (see attached) or provide suitable alternative dates
for the depositions.

Please respond to this email as soon as possible and no later than Friday, September 16, 2011 so that we can finalize travel
and other arrangements for the depositions.

Please let me know if you have any questions.
Best,
Susan

Susan Natland
Partner
susan.natland@®kmob.com

949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
www . kmob.com/susan.natland

From: Susan.Natland

Sent: Saturday, September 10, 2011 2:01 PM

To: jdai@broadchip.com

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,
Upon review of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board records, we note that the attached Request to Withdraw as Attorney

was filed on September 8, 2011 in connection with the above-identified opposition. Based on the same, we understand that
the new contact information for the Applicant in connection with the Opposition is as follows:

Jerry Dai

President, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
33 Le Shan Road, Building #1, Suite 305

11/15/2011
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Shanghai, 200030
email: jdai@broadchip.com

Please note that pursuant to TBMP §113.01, "[E]very paper filed with the United Sates Patent and Trademark Office in an
inter partes case...must be served by the filing party upon every other party to the proceeding.” In addition, the requirement
for service "applies not only to documents filed in an inter partes proceeding before the Board, but also to documents filed in
an application or registration which is the subject of such a proceeding, if the documents could have an effect on the inter
partes proceeding." Further, there is also a requirement that all such filings include a proof of service of the same upon every
other party to the proceeding. TBMP §113.02,

We have not received the Request to Withdraw as Attorney nor does it appear that such document included a proof of
service.

Please ensure to properly serve our firm, as counsel for Broadcom Corporation, in connection with all further documents filed
with the United State s Patent and Trademark Office in connection with this proceeding or in connection with the subject
application in accordance with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Rules.

Next, as a courtesy we are forwarding to you via attachments to this email the following documents, already properly
served September 2, 2011 on your counsel at the time, Jay Landrum:

- Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories Nos. 1-50

- Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Admissions Nos. 1-206

- Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things Nos. 1-177

- Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6)
- Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai

Finally, we are beginning to make our travel arrangements and are in the process of securing a court reporter for the
following Depositions already properly noticed: (i) the deposition of Jerry Dai and (ii) the deposition pursuant to Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6) to be held on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011, respectively, at our firm's San
Francisco office. Therefore, please confirm that these depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable alternative
dates for the depositions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
www. kmob,com/susan.natiand

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally
privileged information. The information is intended only for use by the recipient named above. If you have
received this electronic message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. Any
disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.

11/15/2011
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From: Susan.Natland [Susan.Natland@kmob.com]

Sent: Tuesday, September 13, 2011 12:24 PM

To: 'idai@broadchip.com'

Cc: Pam.Pascual; 'broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com'; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Attachments: 2011-09-02 - Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai - BROC.783M.PDF; 2011-09-02 - Notice of
Deposition per 306(b)(6) - BROC.783M.PDF

Dear Mr. Dai,

As we have not received a response to our email below, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed on
September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office (see attached) or provide suitable alternative dates
for the depositions.

Please respond to this email as soon as possible and no later than Friday, September 16, 2011 so that we can finalize travel
and other arrangements for the depositions.

Please let me know if you have any questions.
Best,
Susan

Susan Natland
Partner
susan, natland@kmob.com

949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
www. kmob.com/susan.natiand

From: Susan.Natland

Sent: Saturday, September 10, 2011 2:01 PM

To: jdai@broadchip.com

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,
Upon review of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board records, we note that the attached Request to Withdraw as Attorney

was filed on September 8, 2011 in connection with the above-identified opposition. Based on the same, we understand that
the new contact information for the Applicant in connection with the Opposition is as follows:

Jerry Dai

President, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
33 Le Shan Road, Building #1, Suite 305

11/15/2011
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Shanghai, 200030
email: jdai@broadchip.com

Please note that pursuant to TBMP §113.01, "[E]very paper filed with the United Sates Patent and Trademark Office in an
inter partes case...must be served by the filing party upon every other party to the proceeding.” In addition, the requirement
for service "applies not only to documents filed in an inter partes proceeding before the Board, but also to documents filed in
an application or registration which is the subject of such a proceeding, if the documents could have an effect on the inter
partes proceeding."” Further, there is also a requirement that all such filings include a proof of service of the same upon every
other party to the proceeding. TBMP §113.02.

We have not received the Request to Withdraw as Attorney nor does it appear that such document included a proof of
service.

Please ensure to properly serve our firm, as counsel for Broadcom Corporation, in connection with all further documents filed
with the United State s Patent and Trademark Office in connection with this proceeding or in connection with the subject
application in accordance with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Rules.

Next, as a courtesy we are forwarding to you via attachments to this email the following documents, already properly
served September 2, 2011 on your counsel at the time, Jay Landrum:

Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories Nos. 1-50

Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Admissions Nos. 1-206

Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things Nos. 1-177

Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6)
Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai

Finally, we are beginning to make our travel arrangements and are in the process of securing a court reporter for the
following Depositions already properly noticed: (i) the deposition of Jerry Dai and (ii) the deposition pursuant to Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6) to be held on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011, respectively, at our firm's San
Francisco office. Therefore, please confirm that these depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable alternative
dates for the depositions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe|Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTYY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvineg, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.natiand

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally
privileged information. The information is intended only for use by the recipient named above. If you have
received this electronic message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. Any
disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited,

11/15/2011



EXHIBIT O



. Page 1 of 3

From: Jerry Dai [jdai@broadchip.com]

Sent:  Wednesday, September 14, 2011 8:59 PM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re:. TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan,;

I didn't receieve your last e-mail. Also I just receievd the documents you sent to me via Fedex.
We need to review all these docs and get back to you next week. Thanks

Best Regards

Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech

----- Original Message ~----

From: Susan.Natland

To: 'jdait@broadchip.com’

Ce: Pam.Pascual ; "hroc. 783m. kmob@iwes kmob.com' ; Lynda. Zadra-Symes

Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 3:24 AM

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

As we have not received a response to our email below, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed on
September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office (see attached) or provide suitable alternative dates
for the depositions.

Please respond to this email as soon as possible and no later than Friday, September 16, 2011 so that we can finalize travel
and other arrangements for the depositions.

Please let me know if you have any questions.
Best,
Susan

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natiand@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
www. kmob.com/susan.natland

From: Susan.Natland
Sent: Saturday, September 10, 2011 2:01 PM
To: jdai@broadchip.com
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Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Lid.

Dear Mr. Dai,

Upon review of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board records, we note that the attached Request to Withdraw as Attorney
was filed on September 8, 2011 in connection with the above-identified opposition. Based on the same, we understand that
the new contact information for the Applicant in connection with the Opposition is as follows: .

Jerry Dai

President, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
33 Le Shan Road, Building #1, Suite 305
Shanghai, 200030

email: jdai@broadchip.com

Please note that pursuant to TBMP §113.01, "[E]Jvery paper filed with the United Sates Patent and Trademark Office in an
inter partes case...must be served by the filing party upon every other party to the proceeding.” In addition, the requirement
for service "applies not only to documents filed in an inter partes proceeding before the Board, but also to documents filed in
an application or registration which is the subject of such a proceeding, if the documents could have an effect on the inter
partes proceeding." Further, there is also a requirement that all such filings include a proof of service of the same upon every
other party to the proceeding. TBMP §113.02.

We have not received the Request to Withdraw as Attorney nor does it appear that such document included a proof of service.
Please ensure to properly serve our firm, as counsel for Broadcom Corporation, in connection with all further documents filed
with the United States Patent and Trademark Office in connection with this proceeding or in connection with the subject

application in accordance with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Rules.

Next, as a courtesy we are forwarding to you via attachments to this email the following documents, already properly
served September 2, 2011 on your counse!l at the time, Jay Landrum:

Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories Nos. 1-50

Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Admissions Nos. 1-206

Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things Nos. 1-177

Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6)
Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai

Finally, we are beginning to make our travel arrangements and are in the process of securing a court reporter for the following
Depositions already properly noticed: (i) the deposition of Jerry Dai and (ii) the deposition pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 30(b)(6) to be held on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011, respectively, at our firm's San Francisco
office. Therefore, please confirm that these depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable alternative dates for the
depositions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.natiand

11/15/2011
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PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally
privileged information. The information is intended only for use by the recipient named above. If you have
received this electronic message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. Any
disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.
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From: Susan.Natland {Susan.Natland@kmob.com]

Sent: Thursday, September 15, 2011 3:31 PM
To: jdai@broadchip.com
Cc: broc.783m. kmob@iwcs.kmab.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: TM Opp. No. 81198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
Attachments: 2011-08-02 - Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai - BROC.783M.PDF; 2011-09-02 - Notice of Deposition per 306(b)(6) - BROC.783M.PDF
Dear Mr. Dai,

The email address we are using to correspond with you and that you responded from is the email address that you indicated in your contact information in the Request to Withdraw signed by you and filed
with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board on September 8, 2011,

In addition, we have sent these documents to you and your former counsel numerous times, and therefore, you have clearly been on notice of the depositions next week. Accordingly, we have arranged to
take the depositions on the dates noticed and for court reporters to be present.

We expect you to appear at the depositions noticed for 10 am on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office located at the following address (see attached):

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
33 Bush Street, 21st Floor,
San Francisco, California 94104

If you fail to appear, we will take appropriate legal action.
If you have any questions, please let us know.

Sincerely,

Susan

Susan Natland

Partner

susan . natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

i
Knobbe Martens
INTELLECTUAL FROFERTY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
www. kmob.com/stisan.natlan

From: Jerry Dai [mailtajdai@broadchip.com]

Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 8:59 PM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.7&8m.kmob@Iwces.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technobgy Group Lid.

Hi, Susan,

1 didn't receieve your last e-mail. Also I just receievd the documents you sent to me via Fedex.
We need to review all these docs and get back to you next week. Thanks

Best Regards

Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech

- Original Messagge ~--

From: Susan Natland

To: jdai@broadchip.com'

Cc: Pam,Pascual ; ‘broc.783m kmob@iwes.kmob.com'’ ; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 3:24 AM

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

As we have not received a response to our email below, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office {see
attached) or provide suitable alternative dates for the depositions.

Please respond to this email as soon as possible and no later than Friday, September 16, 2011 so that we can finalize travel and other arrangements for the depositions.
Please let me know if you have any questions.

Best,

Susan

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natiand@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

;;IYELLECYUAL PROPERTY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
e, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.natiand




From: Susan.Natland

Sent: Saturday, September 10, 2011 2:01 PM

‘To: jdal@broadchip.com

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.78m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadoom Corporation vs, Broadchip Technology Grouw Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,
Upon review of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board records, we note that the attached Request to Withdraw as Attorney was filed on September 8, 2011 in ion with the above-identified opp
Based on the same, we understand that the new contact information for the Appli in ion with the Opposition is as follows:
Jen'y Dai
B p Technology Group Ltd.

33 Le Shan Road, Bu1ldmg #1, Suite 305
Shanghai, 200030

email: jdai@broadchip.com

Please note that pursuant to TBMP §113.01, "[E]very paper filed with the United Sates Patent and Trademark Office in an inter partes case...must be served by the fllmg party upon every other party to the
proceeding.” In addition, the requirement for service "applies not only to documents filed in an inter partes proceeding before the Board, but also to d filed in an appli or regi ion which is
the subject of such a proceeding, if the documents could have an effect on the inter partes proceeding." Further, there is also a requirement that all such filings include a proof of service of the same upon
every other party to the proceeding. TBMP §113.02.

We have not received the Request to Withdraw as Attorney nor does it appear that such document included a proof of service.

Please ensure to properly serve our firm, as counsel for Broadcom Corporation, in connection with all further documents filed with the United States Patent and Trademark Office in connection with this
proceeding or in connection with the subject application in accordance with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Rules.

Next, as a courtesy we are forwarding to you via attachments to this email the following documents, already properly served September 2, 2011 on your counsel at the time, Jay Landrum:

- Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories Nos. 1-50

- Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Admissions Nos. 1-206

- Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things Nos. 1-177

- Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6)
- Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai

Finally, we are beginning to make our travel arrangements and are in the process of securing a court reporter for the following Depositions already properly noticed: (i) the deposition of Jerry Dai and (ii) the
deposition pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6) to be held on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011, respectively, at our firm's San Francisco office. Therefore, please confirm that
these depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable alternative dates for the depositions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland@krnob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

INTELLUCYUAL PRROPURIY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Tvine, CA 92614
W 5 .natlan

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

“This electronic transmussion, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or tegally privileged Information. The information is mtended only for use by the
recipient named above. If you have received this eiectronic message in error, please notify the sender end delete the electronic message. Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use
the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.

PP P N



EXHIBIT Q



Page 1 of 3

From: Jerry Dai {jdai@broadchip.com]

Sent:  Sunday, September 18, 2011 2:16 AM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan;
Sorry, we can not attend this meeting based on such a short notice. Better to arrange another date that is convenient for both parties. Thanks!
BRs

Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech

----- Original Message -----
From: Susan.Natland

To: jdai@broadchip.com
Ce: broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com ; Pam.Pascual ; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
Sent: Friday, September 16, 2011 6:31 AM

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
Dear Mr. Dali,

The email address we are using to correspond with you and that you responded from is the email address that you indicated in your contact information
in the Request to Withdraw signed by you and filed with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board on September 8, 2011.

In addition, we have sent these documents to you and your former counsel numerous times, and therefore, you have clearly been on notice of the
depositions next week. Accordingly, we have arranged to take the depositions on the dates noticed and for court reporters to be present.

We expect you to appear at the depositions noticed for 10 am on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office located at the
following address {see attached):

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
33 Bush Street, 21st Floor,
San Francisco, California 94104

If you fail to appear, we will take appropriate legal action.
If you have any questions, please let us know.

Sincerely,

Susan

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
www . kmob.com/susan.natland

From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]

Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 8:59 PM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan;

I didn't receieve your last e-mail. Also [ just receievd the documents you sent to me via Fedex.
We need to review all these docs and get back to you next week. Thanks

11/15/2011
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Best Regards

Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech

----- Original Message -----
From: Susan.Natland
To: jdai@broadchip.com’

Cec: Pam,Pascual ; 'broc.783m kmob@iwcs.kmob.com' ; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 3:24 AM

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

As we have not received a response to our email below, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed on September 21, 2011 and
September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office (see attached) or provide suitable alternative dates for the depositions.

Please respond to this email as soon as possible and no later than Friday, September 16, 2011 so that we can finalize travel and other arrangements
for the depaositions.

Please let me know if you have any questions.
Best,
Susan

Susan Natland
Partner
susan.natland@kmob.com

949-721-2909 Direct

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.natland

From: Susan.Natland

Sent: Saturday, September 10, 2011 2:01 PM

To: jdai@broadchip.com

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes ’ _
Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd. #

Dear Mr, Dai,

Upon review of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board records, we note that the attached Request to Withdraw as Attorney was filed on September 8§,
2011 in connection with the above-identified opposition. Based on the same, we understand that the new contact information for the Applicant in
connection with the Opposition is as follows:

Jerry Dai

President, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
33 Le Shan Road, Building #1, Suite 305
Shanghai, 200030

email: jdai@broadchip.com

Please note that pursuant to TBMP §113.01, "[E]very paper filed with the United Sates Patent and Trademark Office in an inter partes case...must be
served by the filing party upon every other party to the proceeding.” In addition, the requirement for service "applies not only to documents filed in an
inter partes proceeding before the Board, but also to documents filed in an application or registration which is the subject of such a proceeding, if the
documents could have an effect on the inter partes proceeding." Further, there is also a requirement that all such filings include a proof of service of the
same upon every other party to the proceeding. TBMP §113.02.

We have not received the Request to Withdraw as Attorney nor does it appear that such document included a proof of service.

Please ensure to properly serve our firm, as counsel for Broadcom Corporation, in connection with all further documents filed with the United States
Patent and Trademark Office in connection with this proceeding or in connection with the subject application in accordance with the Trademark Trial
and Appeal Board Rules.

Next, as a courtesy we are forwarding to you via attachments to this email the following documents, already properly served September 2, 2011 on your
counsel at the time, Jay Landrum:

11/15/2011
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- Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories Nos. 1-50

- Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Admissions Nos. 1-206

- Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things Nos. 1-177

- Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6)
- Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai

Finally, we are beginning to make our travel arrangements and are in the process of securing a court reporter for the following Depositions already
property noticed: (i) the deposition of Jerry Dai and (ii) the deposition pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6) to be held on September 21,
2011 and September 22, 2011, respectively, at our firm's San Francisco office. Therefore, please confirm that these depositions will go forward as
noticed or provide suitable alternative dates for the depositions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland
Partner
susan.natiand@kmob.com

949-721-2909 Direct

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.natland

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. The
information is intended only for use by the recipient named abave, If you have received this electronic message in error, please notify t
sender and delete the electronic message. Any disclosure, copying, distribation, or use of the contents of information received in error i
strictly prohibited.
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From: Susan.Natand [Susan.Natland@kmob.com]

Sent: Sunday, September 18, 2011 1:25 PM

To: Jerry Dai

Ce: broc.783m kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporaticn vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
Attachments: 2011-09-02 - Notice of Depositon of Jerry Dai - BROC.783M.PDF; 2011-09-02 - Notice of Deposition per 30(b)(6) - BROC 783M (2).pdf

Dear Mr. Dai,

We are happy to find alternative dates for the depositions in the next two weeks. Please provide suitable alternative dates between September 20, 2011 and October 4, 2011 for the Depositions noticed In

the attached.
Sincerely,
Susan

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

KnobbeiMartens
IRTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW
2040 Main Sireet, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

ww kmoh . com/susan. natian

From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]

Sent: Sunday, September 18, 2011 2:16 AM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwes.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No, 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan;

Sorry, we can not attend this meeting based on such a short notice. Better to arrange another date that is convenient for both parties. Thanks!

BRs

Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech

-— Original Message ~--
From: Susan.Natland
To: jdsibroadchip.com

Ce: broe, 783 kmobed : com ; PaPascual 3 Lynda Zadr-Symes

Sent: Friday, Scptember 16, 2011 6:31 AM

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - d ¢ ion vs. dchip T Group Lid.
Dear Mr. Dai,

with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board on September 8, 2011.

to take the depositions on the dates naticed and for court reporters to be present.

We expect you to appear at the depositions noticed for 10 am on September 21, 2011 and Sep b

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear

33 Bush Street, 21st Floor,

San Francisco, California 94104

If you fail to appear, we will take appropriate legal action.
If you have any questions, please let us know.

Sincerely,

Susan

Susan Natland
Partner

Ekrioh.

949-721-2909 Direct

KnobbeMartens

INTELLEOTUAL PROPERTY LAW

204G Main Strest, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

The emall address we are using to correspond with you and that you responded from is the email address that you indicated in your contact Information in the Request to Withdraw signed by you and filed

In addition, we have sent these documents to you and your former counsel numerous times, and therefore, you have clearly been on notice of the depositions next week. Accordingly, we have arranged

22, 2011 at our San Francisco office located at the following address (see attached):

From: Jerry Dai {mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]

Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 8:59 PM

Tos: Susan.Natland

Cc: Pam,Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

11/15/2011
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Hi, Susan;

1 didn't receieve your last e-mail. Also I just receievd the documents you sent to me via Fedex.
We nced to review all these docs and get back to you next week, Thanks

Best Regards

Jenry Dai
Broadchip Tech

—-- Original Message —-
From; Spsan.Natland
To: ‘jdaidbroadchip.com'
Ce: Pam. Pasoual ; 'broc, 783m kimob/@iwes kmob.cont ; Lynda. Zadra-Synies
Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 3:24 AM
"| Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Ca vs. ip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dal,

As we have hot received a response to our email below, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office (see
attached) or provide suitable alternative dates for the depositions.

Please respond to this email as soon as possible and no later than Friday, September 16, 2011 so that we can finalize travel and other arrangements for the depositions.
Please let me know if you have any questions.
Best,

Susan

Susan Natland

Partner

SUSaN. I j@km i
949-721-2909 firect

(RTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

From: Susan.Natland

Sent: Saturday, September 10, 2011 2:01 PM

To: jdai@broadchip.com

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

Upon review of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board records, we note that the attached Requ&st to Withdraw as Attomey was filedon 8 ber 8, 2011 in ion with the above-identified
opposition. Based on the same, we understand that the new contact information for the App in with the Of is as follows:

Jerry Dai |

President, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

33 Le Shan Road, Building #1, Suite 305
Shanghai, 200030
email: jdai@broadchip.com

Please note that pursuant to TBMP §113.01, "(E]very paper filed with the United Sates Patent and Trademark Office in an inter partes case...must be served by the filing party upon every other party to the

" In the for service “applies not only to documents filed in an inter partes proceeding before the Board, but also to d filed in an appli or registration which
is the subject of such a proceedmg, if the documents could have an effect on the inter partes proceeding.” Further, there is also a requirement that all such filings include a proof of service of the same upon
every other party to the proceeding. TBMP §113.02.

We have not received the Request to Withdraw as Attorney nor does it appear that such document included a proof of service.

Please ensure to properly serve our firm, as counsel for Broadcom Corporati ion with all further documents filed with the United States Patent and Trademark Office in connection with this
proceeding or in connection with the subject application in accordance with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Rules.

Next, as a courtesy we are forwarding to you via attachments to this email the following documents, already properly served September 2, 2011 on your counsel at the time, Jay Landrum:

- Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories Nos. 1-50

- Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Admissions Nos. 1-206

- Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things Nos. 1-177

- Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6)}
- Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai

Finally, we are beginning to make our travel arrangements and are in the process of securing a court reponer for the following Depositions already properly noticed: (i) the deposition of Jerry Dai and (ii)
the deposition pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)Y(6) to be held on September 21, 2011 and S ber 22, 2011, resp ly, at our firm's San Francisco office. Therefore, please confirm
that these depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable altemative dates for the depcsmons

Sincerely,

Susan Natland
Partner

IRTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Strest, 14th Floor
Irving, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.n
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From: Jemy Dai {jdai@broaddhip.com]

Sent:  Wednesday, September 21, 2011 12:56 AM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ud.

Hi, Susan:
Oct. 4, 2011 will be good for us. Also, can we change the meeting place to Sunnyvale? I know Broadcom has an office in Sunnyvale downtown, we can meet there. Thanks
Best Regards

Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech

----- Qriginal Message —--
From: Susao.Natland

To: Jemy Dai

Ce: brog, 783m kmob@iwes.kmob.com ; Pam.Pascual ; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Sent: Monday, September 19, 2011 4:25 AM

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No, 91198660 - d C ion vs. Broadchip T Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

We are happy to find alternative dates for the depositions in the next two weeks. Please provide suitable alternative dates between September 20, 2011 and October 4, 2011 for the Depositions noticed in
the attached.

Sincerely,
Susan

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe Martens
INTELLECTUAL PROFPERTY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

www .kmob.com/susan.natland

From: Jerry Dai {mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]
Sent: Sunday, September 18, 2011 2:16 AM
To: Susan.Natland
Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
Subject: Re: TM Opp. No, 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
Hi, Susan;
Sorry, we can not attend this meeting based on such a short notice. Better to arrange another date that is convenient for both partics. Thanks!
BRs

Jemy Dai
Broadchip Tech

e Original Message «----
I}

rom:
To: jdai@broadehip.com

Ce: broc,783m.kmob@iwes.kmob.com ; Pam.Pascual ; Lynda. Zadra-Symes

Sent: Friday, September 16, 2011 6:31 AM

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - d Ci jon vs. hip Technology Group Lid.
Dear Mr. Dai,

The email address we are using to correspond with you and that you responded from is the email address that you indicated in your contact information in the Request to Withdraw signed by you and
filed with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board on September 8, 2011.

In addition, we have sent these documents to you and your former counsel numerous times, and therefore, you have clearly been on notice of the depositions next week. Accordingly, we have arranged
to take the depositions on the dates noticed and for court reporters to be present.

We expect you to appear at the depositions noticed for 10 am on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office located at the following address (see attached):
Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear

33 Bush Street, 21st Floor,

San Francisco, Catifornia 94104

If you fail to appear, we will take appropriate legal action.

if you have any questions, please let us know.

Sincerely,

Susan

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland @kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

i
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Knobbe|Martens

INFELLECTUAL PROFERTY LAW
204G Main Street, 14th Floor

Irving, CA 92614
wwiv.kmob.com/susan. natian

Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 8:55 PM

To: Susan.Natiand

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.k kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Sy

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan;

I didn't receieve your last e-mail. Also I just receievd the documents you sent to me via Fedex.
(We need to review all these docs and get back to you next week. Thanks

Best Regards
Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech
e Original Message ~eees
From: Susan.Natland
 To: jdai@broadchip.com’
Ce: Pam.Pascual ; broc.783m.kmob@iwes kmob.com' ; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
[Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 3:24 AM
Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - C ion vs. ip T¢ Group Ltd.
Dear Mr. Dai,

As we have not received a response to our email below, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office {see
attached) or provide suitable alternative dates for the depositions.

Please respond to this email as soon as possible and no later than Friday, September 16, 2011 so that we can finalize travel and other arrangements for the depositions.
Please let me know if you have any questions.
Best,

Susan

Susan Natland

|Partner

susan natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

KnobbeiMartens

PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Fioor
Irvine, CA 92614
kmgb.com, .nattan

From: Susan.Natland
Sent: Saturday, September 10, 2011 2:01 PM
0: jdai@broadchip.com
Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

[Dear Mr. Dai,

Upon review of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board records, we note that the attached Request to Withdraw as Attomey was filed on § ber 8,201 1 in jon with the above-identified
opposition. Based on the same, we understand that the new contact information for the Appli in with the Opposition is as follows:

Jerry Dai

President, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
33 Le Shan Road, Building #1, Suite 305
Shanghai, 200030

lemail: jdai@broadchip.com

Please note that pursuant to TBMP §113.01, "[E]very paper filed with the United Sates Patent and Trademark Office in an inter partes case...must be served by the filing party upon every other party to
the ding." In addition, the for service "applies not only to documents filed in an inter partes proceeding before the Board, but also to d filed in an appli

which is the subject of such a proceedmg, if the documents could have an effect on the inter partes proceeding.” Further, there is also a requirement that all such filings include a proof of servrce of the
same upon every other party to the proceeding. TBMP §113.02.

We have not received the Request to Withdraw as Attomey nor does it appear that such document included a proof of service.

Please ensure to properly serve our firm, as counse! for Broadcom Corporation, in connection with all further documents filed with the United States Patent and Trademark Office in connection with this
proceeding or in connection with the subject application in accordance with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Rules.

[Next, as a courtesy we are forwarding to you via attachments to this email the following documents, already properly served September 2, 2011 on your counsel at the time, Jay Landrum:

- Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories Nos. 1-50

- Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Admissions Nos. 1-206

- Opposer's First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things Nos. 1-177

- Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(bX(6)
- Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai

Finally, we are beginning to make our travel arrangements and are in the process of securing a court reporter for the following Depcsmons already properly noticed: (i) the deposition of Jerry Dai and (i}
the deposition pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6) to be held on September 21, 2011 and S ber 22, 2011, respectively, at our firm's San Francisco office. Therefore, please confirm
that these depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable altemative dates for the depositions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

11/15/2011
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From: Suysan.Natland [Susan.Natland@kmob.com)

Sent:  Monday, September 26, 2011 8:32 PM

To: Jorry Dai

Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwces.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,
Given the recent notice, we believe we need to reschedule the depositions until sometime after the case has been resumed. Please advise if that doesn't work for you.
Sincerely,

Susan Natland
Partaer

atland @k .COMm
949-721-2909 Direct

KnobbeiMartens
RQPERTY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Fioor
Irving, CA 92614

WWW. natl

From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]

Sent: Wednesday, September 21, 2011 12:56 AM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp, No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan:
Oct. 4, 2011 will be good for us. Also, can we change the meeting place to Sunnyvale? I know Broadcom has an office in Sunnyvale downtown, we car mect there. Thanks
Best Regards

- Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech

~=en= Original Message —~---
From: SusanNatland

To: Jerry Dai

Ce: broc, 783m kmob@iwes kmob.com ; Pam.Pascual ; Lynda, Zadra-Symes

Sent: Monday, Scptember 19, 2011 4: 25 AM

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - C: vS. ip T Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

We are happy to find alternative dates for the depositions in the next two weeks. Please provide suitable alternative dates between September 20, 2011 and October 4, 2011 for the Depositions noticed in
the attached.

Sincerely,
Susan

Susan Natland
Partner
20,0 ned @km

949-721-2909 Direct

IRTELLEGTEAL PROPERTV LAW

204C Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 82614
www_ kmob.com/susan.natland

From: Jerry Dai [mailto;jdai@broadchip.com]

Sent: Sunday, September 18, 2011 2:16 AM

To: Susan.Natland

Ce: broc.783m.kmob@iwgs kmob.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan;
Sorry, we can not attend this meeting based on such a short notice. Better to arrange another date that is convenicnt for both partics, Thanks!
BRs

Jerry D
Broadchip Tech

~—-—- Original Message —-
rom:
To: jdai@broadchip.com
Cc: broc.783m kmob@iwcs.kmob.com ; Pam. Pascual ; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
Sent: Friday, September 16, 2011 6:31 AM
Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - C vs. ip T Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

11/15/2011
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The email address we are using to correspond with you and that you responded from is the email address that you indicated in your contact information in the Request to Withdraw signed by you and

filed with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board on September 8, 2011,

in addition, we have sent these documents to you and your former counsef numerous times, and therefore, you have clearly been on notice of the depositions next week. Accordingly, we have arranged

to take the depositions on the dates noticed and for court reporters to be present.

We expect you to appear at the depositions noticed for 10 am on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office located at the following address (see attached):

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear

133 Bush Street, 21st Floor,

San Francisco, California 94104

If you fail to appear, we wilf take appropriate legal action.
If you have any questions, please let us know.

Sincerely,

Susan

Susan Natland

Fartner
susan.natiand@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

[ NTELLECTAAL PROSERTY LAW

204C Main Street, 14th Fioor
lrvine, CA 92614
Wi 837 san.n n

From: Jerry Dai {mailto:jdai@broadchip.com}

Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 8:59 PM

To: Susan.Natiand

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc,783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Hi, Susan;

T didn't receicve your last e-mail. Also I just receievd the documents you sent to me via Fedex.
(We need to review all these docs and get back to you next week. Thanks

Best Regards

Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech

---—- Original Message ——-
From: St Natl.

To: 'idai@broadchip.com'

(Ce: Pam Pascual ; ‘broc.783m kmob@iwes kmob comt' ; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 3:24 AM

Subjeet: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - C vs. dchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

attached) or provide suitable alternative dates for the depositions.

-[Please let me know if you have any questions.

Best,
Susan

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natiand@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

KnobbeMartens

TUAL FROPERYY LAW

ENYEHLL
2040 Main Street, 14th Fioor
Irving, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan. natiand

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Please respond to this email as soon as possible and no later than Friday, September 16, 2011 so that we can finalize travel and other arrangements for the depositions.

As we have not received a response to our email below, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office {see

From: Susan.Natland

Sent: Saturday, September 10, 2011 2:01 PM

To: jdai@broadchip.com

Ce: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: TM Opp. No, 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

identified

with the Opposition is as follows:

[President, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
33 Le Shan Road, Building #1, Suite 305

11/15/2011
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Shanghai, 200030
email: jdai@broadchip.com

Please note that pursuant to TBMP §113.01, "{E}very paper filed with the United Sates Patent and Trademark Office in an inter partes case...must be served by the fil lmg party upon evcry cther party to the

“In the for service “applies not only to documents filed in an inter partes proceeding before the Board, but also to d filed in an app which
is the subject of such a proceedlng, if the documents could have an effect on the inter partes proceeding.” Further, there is also a requirement that alt such filings include a proof of scmce of the same
upon every other party to the proceeding. TBMP §113.02.

We have not received the Request to Withdraw as Attomey nor does it appear that such document included a proof of service.

Please ensure to properly serve our firm, as counsel for Broadcom C; ion, in ion with all further documents filed with the United States Patent and Trademark Office in connection with this
proceeding or in connection with the subject application in accordance with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Rules.

L

Next, as a courtesy we are forwarding to you via attachments to this email the following d already properly served Sep 2, 2011 on your counse} at the time, Jay Landrum:
- Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories Nos. 1-50

- Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Admissions Nos. 1-206

- Opposer’s First Set of Req for Prod of D and Things Nos. 1-177

- Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6)

- Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai

Finally, we are beginning to make our travel arrangements and are in the process of securing a court reporter for the following Depositions already properly noticed: (i) the deposition of Jerry Dai and (if)
the deposition pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b}(6) to be held on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011, respectively, at our fimn's San Francisco office. Therefore, please confirm
that these depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable altemative dates for the depositions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland
Partner

( Ekmi
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe|Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor

lrvine, CA 925654

www.kmob com/susan.natiand

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached herets, may contain confidential and/or legally privileged Information. The information is intended only for use by the
acipiant named above. If you have received this electronic message in error, please notify the sender and delete the alectronic message. Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or u
the contents of information received in ervor is strictly prohibited.

11/15/2011
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From: Susan.Natland [Susan.Natland@kmob.com]
. Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 2011 5:30 PM

To: Jerry Dai

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Attachments: 2011-10-18 - Amended Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai - BROC.783M.PDF; 2011-10-18 - Amended Notice of Deposition
per 30(b)(6) - BROC.783M.PDF; 2011-09-02 - Opposer_s First Set of Interrogatories - BROC.783M.PDF; 2011-09-02 -
Opposer_s First Set of Request for Admissions - BROC.783M.PDF; 2011-09-02 - Opposer_s First Set of Request for Prod
of Docs and Things - BROC.783M.PDF

Dear Mr. Dai:
We refer to our email below and note that the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board has now resumed the above opposition.

In this regard, please find attached Amended Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai and Amended Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6). As you will note, we have reset the depositions for November 15, 2011 and November 16, 2011, respectively, to
be held at 10:00 am at our firm's Palo Alto office, located at:

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
2465 East Bayshore Road, Suite 302
Palo Alto, California 94303

In addition, this is also to advise that Broadchip's responses to Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories, First Set of Requests for Admissions, and First Set of
Requests for Production of Documents and Things previously served ("Opposer's Discovery Requests”) are now due by November 3, 2011. We have
attached additional copies of Opposer's Discovery Requests for your convenience.

Please let us know if you have any guestions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natiand@kmob.com
949-721-2909 birect

Knobbe Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.natland

From: Susan.Natland [mailto:Susan.Natland@kmob.com]

Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 8:32 PM

To: Jerry Dai

Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual

Subject: RE: T™ Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

Given the recent notice, we believe we need to reschedule the depositions until sometime after the case has been resumed. Please advise if that doesn't
work for you.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natiand@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct
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INTELLECYUAL PROPERYY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Fioor
Irvine, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.natland

[mailtosjdai@broadchip.com]

Sent: Wednesday, September 21, 2011 12:56 AM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan:
Oct. 4, 2011 will be good for us. Also, can we change the meeting place to Sunnyvale? I know Broadcom has an office in Sunnyvale downtown, we can meet there. Thanks
Best Regards

Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech

----- Original Message -----

From; Susan.Natland

To: Jerry Dai

Cec: broc.783m.kmob@iwcs kmob.com ; Pam.Pascual ; Lynda Zadra-Symes
Sent: Monday, September 19, 2011 4:25 AM

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
Dear Mr. Dai,

We are happy to find alternative dates for the depositions in the next two weeks. Please provide suitable alternative dates between September 20,
2011 and October 4, 2011 for the Depositions noticed in the attached.

Sincerely,
Susan

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.natland

From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]

-] Sent: Sunday, September 18, 2011 2:16 AM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan;
Sorry, we can not attend this meeting based on such a short notice. Better to arrange another date that is convenient for both parties. Thanks!
BRs

Jerry Dat
Broadchip Tech

----- Original Message -----

From: Susan.Natland

To: jdai@broadchip.com

Ce: broc.783m.kmob@iwes.kmob.com ; Pam Pascual ; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Sent: Friday, September 16, 2011 6:31 AM

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

The email address we are using to correspond with you and that you responded from is the email address that you indicated in your contact information
in the Request to Withdraw signed by you and filed with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board on September 8, 2011.

11/15/2011
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In addition, we have sent these documents to you and your former counsel numerous times, and therefore, you have clearly been on notice of the
depositions next week. Accordingly, we have arranged to take the depositions on the dates noticed and for court reporters to be present.

We expect you to appear at the depositions noticed for 10 am on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office located at the
following address (see attached):

[Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
33 Bush Street, 21st Floor,
San Francisco, California 94104

If you fail to appear, we will take appropriate legal action.
If you have any questions, please let us know.

Sincerely,

Susan

|Susan Natland
Partner
susan.natiand@kmob.com

949-721-2909 Direct

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irving, CA 92614

www. kmob.com/susan.natland

From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]

Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 8:59 PM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

|subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan;

1 didn't receieve your last e-mail. Also I just receievd the documents you sent to me via Fedex.
(We need to review all these docs and get back to you next week. Thanks

Best Regards

Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech

----- Original Message -----

From: Susan Natland

To: jdai(@broadchip.com’

Ce: Pam,Pascual ; 'broc.783m kmob@iwes.kmob.com' ; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Sent; Wednesday, September 14, 2011 3:24 AM

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

As we have not received a response to our email below, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed on September 21, 2011 and
September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office (see attached) or provide suitable alternative dates for the depositions.

Please respond to this email as soon as possible and no later than Friday, September 16, 2011 so that we can finalize travel and other arrangements for
the depositions.

Please let me know if you have any questions.
Best,

Susan

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

[

11/15/2011
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Knobbe Martens

. PROPERTY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.natland

September 10, 2011 2:01 PM

To: jdai@broadchip.com

Cc: Pam,Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

Upon review of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board records, we note that the atached Request to Withdraw as Attorney was filed on September 8,
2011 in connection with the above-identified opposition. Based on the same, we understand that the new contact information for the Applicant in
connection with the Opposition is as follows:

Jerry Dai

President, Broadchip Technology Group Litd.
33 Le Shan Road, Building #1,Suite 305
Shanghai, 200030

email: jdai@broadchip.com

Please note that pursuant to TBMP §113.01, “[E]very paper filed with the United Sates Patent and Trademark Office in an inter partes case...must be
served by the filing party upon every other party to the proceeding." In addition, the requirement for service "applies notonly to documents filed in an
inter partes proceeding before the Board, but also to documents filed inan application or registration which is the subject of such a proceeding, if the
documents could have an effect on the inter partes proceeding." Further, there is also a requirement that all such filings include a proof of service of the
same upon every other party to the proceeding. TBMP §113.02.

We have not received the Request to Withdraw as Attorney nor does it appear that such document included a proof of service.

Please ensure to properly serve our firm, as counsel for Broadcom Corporation, in connection with all further documents filed with the United States
Patent and Trademark Office in connection with this proceeding or in connection with the subject application inaccordance with the Trademark Trial and
Appeal Board Rules.

Next, as a courtesy we are forwarding to you via attachments to this email the following documents, already properly served September 2, 2011 on your
counsel at the time, Jay Landrum:

- Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories Nos. 1-50

- Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Admissions Nos. 1-206

- Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things Nos. 1-177

- Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6)
- Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai

Finally, we are beginning tomake our travel arrangements and are in the process of securing a court reporter for the following Depositions dready
properly noticed: (i) the deposition ofJerry Dai and (ii) the deposition pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6) to be held on September 21,
2011 and September 22, 2011, respectively, at our firm's San Francisco office. Therefore, please confirm that these depositiors will go forward as
noticed or provide suitable dternative dates for the depositions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

jgnqglggll\nartens

INTE ECTUAL PROPERTY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
irvine, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.natland

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION )
This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. The
information is intended only for use by the recipient named above. If you have received this electronic message in error, please notify t
sender and delete the electronic message. Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the contents of information received in error |
strictly prohibited.
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From: Susan.Natand [Susan.Naland@kmob.com]
Sent: Monday, October 24, 2011 11:08 AM

To: Jerry Dai

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783mkmob@iwcs.kmob.com
Subject: FW: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ld.

Attachments: 2011-10-18 - Amended Notice of Deposition of Jemy Dai - BROC.783M.PDF; 2011-10-18 -Amended Notice of Deposition per 30()(6) - BROC.783M.PDF

VIA EMAIL AND VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

Dear Mr. Dal and Ms. Geng,

Further to our email below, we are making final court reporting, travel and other arrangements for the depositions noticed for November 15, 2011 and November 16, 2011 to be held at 10:00 am at our

firm's Palo Afto office, located at:

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear

2465 East Bayshore Road, Suite 302

Palo Alto, California 94303

Therefore, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable alternative dates.

Sincerely,
Susan

Susan Natland
Partner
san.natl @

949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe Martens
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW
2040 Mair: Sireet, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

www. kmob.comy/susan.

From: Susan.Natland

Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 2011 5:30 PM

To: Jerry Dat

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com
Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai:

We refer to our email below and note that the Trademark Trial and Appeal 8oard has now resumed the above opposition.

In this regard, please find attached Amended Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai and Amended Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civit Procedure 30{b)(6). As

you will note, we have reset the depositions for November 15, 2011 and November 16, 2011, respectively, to be held at 10:00 am at our firm's Palo Alto office, focated at:

Knobbe Martens Oison & Bear

2465 East Bayshore Road, Suite 302

Palo Alto, California 94303

In addition, this is also to advise that Broadchip's responses to Opposer's First Set of Interrogatories, First Set of Requests for Admissions, and First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things

previously served {"Opposer's Discovery Requests"} are now due by November 3, 2011. We have attached additional copies of Opposer's Di:

Please let us know If you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner

susan . natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe Martens
CYUAL ¥ROPERYY LAW
2040 Main Streel, 14th
Trvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan. natlh

From: Susan.Natland [maiko:

Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 8:32 PM

* To: Jerry Dai

Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual
Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Daj,

Given the recent notice, we believe we need to reschedule the depositions until sometime after the case has been resumed. Please advise if that doesn't work for you.

11/15/2011



Sincerely,

Susan Natland
Partner

SUSaAN.| 1 k
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe/Martens

INTELLECTUAL PRCPERTY LAW

2040 Main Sireat, 14th Fioor
Irvine, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.natiand

Page 2 of 4

From: Jerry Dai [mallto:jdai@broadchip.com]
Sent: Wednesday, September 21, 2011 12:56 AM
To: Susan.Natland
Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwes.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan:

Best Regards

Jeny Dai
Broadchip Tech

e Original Message —--
From; it

To: Jerry Daj '

Ce: broc.783m kmob@iwes kmob.com ; P
Sent: Monday, Scptember 19, 2011 4:25 AM

Pam.Pascual ; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
C i ip T

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 -

Dear Mr. Dai,

vs.

Oct. 4,2011 wil! be good for us. Also, can we change the meeting place to Sunnyvale? I know Broadcom has an office in Sunnyvale downtown, we can meet there. Thanks

Group Ltd.

We are happy to find alternative dates for the depositions in the next two weeks. Please provide suitable alternative dates between September 20, 2011 and October 4, 2011 for the Depositions noticed in

the attached.
Slncerely,
Susan

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe|Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW
2048 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irving, CA 62614
www.kmob.com/susan.natland

From: Jerry Dai {mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]

Sent: Sunday, September 18, 2011 2:16 AM
To: Susan.Natland

Cc: broc.783m.kmob®iwcs.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan;

Sorry, we can not attend this meeting bascd on such a short notice. Better to arrange another date that is convenient for both partics. Thanks!

BRs
Jerty Dai
Broadchip Tech
-~~~ Original Message eeee
From:
To: jdai@broadchip.com
Ce: broc7 @iv : ; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
Sent: Friday, Scptember 16, 2011 6:31 AM
Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Vs, ip T¢

Dear Mr. Dai,

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
33 Bush Street, 21st Floor,
San Francisco, California 84104

11/15/2011

if you have any questions, please let us know.

if you fail to appear, we will take appropriate legal action,

Group Ltd.

The emaif address we are using to correspond with you and that you responded from is the email address that you indicated in your contact information in the Request to Withdraw signed by you and
filed with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board on September 8, 2011.

In addition, we have sent these documents to you and your former counsel numerous times, and therefore, you have clearly been on notice of the depositions next week. Accordingly, we have arranged
to take the depositions on the dates noticed and for court reporters to be present.

We expect you to appear at the depositions noticed for 10 am on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office located at the following address (see attached):
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Sincerely,
Susan

Susan Natland
Partner
nath & m

949-721-2909 Diract

Knobb [Martens

PROFERTY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 82614
www.kmob.com/susan. natland

From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]

Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 8:59 PM

To: Susan,Natiand

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc,783m. kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No, 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan;

1 didn't receicve your last e-mail. Also I just receievd the documents you sent to me via Fedex.
(We need to review all these docs and get back to you next week. Thanks

Best Regards

Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech

eeee= Original Message v
FroM' SusanNatlaud
roadchip.com'
Cc Pam.Pascual ; 'broc.783m. kmcb@\\cs kmob com’ ; Lynda. Zadra-Symes
[Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 3:2¢
Subject: RE: TM Opp. No, 91198660 - d VS, ip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

As we have not received a responée to our email below, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office (see
attached) or provide suitable alternative dates for the depositions.

Please respond to this email as soon as possible and no later than Friday, September 16, 2011 so that we can finalize travel and other arrangements for the depositions.
Please let me know if you have any questions.
Best,

Susan

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland@kmaob.com

949-721-2909 Direct

Knobb Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

www . kmob.com/susan.natland

From: Susan.Natland
Sent: Saturday, September 10, 2011 2:01 PM
0; jdai@broadchip.com
Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd,

Dear Mr. Dai,

{Upon review of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board records, we note that the attached Request to Withdraw as Attomey was filed on September 8, 2011 in jon with the above-identified
opposition. Based on the same, we understand that the new contact information for the Apg in ion with the Opposition is as follows:

Jerry Dai

President, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
33 Le Shan Road, Building #1, Suite 305
Shanghai, 200030

email: jdai@broadchip.com

Please note that pursuant to TBMP §113.01, " [E]very paper filed with the United Sates Patent and Trademark Office in an inter partes case...must be served by the filing party upon every other party to
the pmceedmg " In addition, the requirement for service "applies not only to documents filed in an inter partes proceeding before the Board, but also to documents filed in an application or regxstrauon
which is the subject of such a proceeding, if the documents could have an effect on the inter partes proceeding." Further, there is also a requirement that all such filings include a proof of service of the
same upon every other party to the proceeding. TBMP §113.02.

We have not received the Request to Withdraw as Attomey nor does it appear that such document included a proof of service.

Please ensure to properly serve our firm, as counsel for Broadcom Corporation, in ion with all further documents filed with the United States Patent and Trademark Office in connection with this
proceeding or in connection with the subject application in accordance with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Rules.

Next, as a courtesy we are forwarding to you via attachments to this email the following documents, already properly served September 2, 2011 on your counsel at the time, Jay Landrum:

- Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories Nos. 1-50

11/15/2011
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- Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Admissions Nos. 1-206

- Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things Nos. 1-177

- Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)}(6)

- Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai

Finally, we are beginning to make our travel arrangements and are in the process of securing a court reporter for the following Depositions already properly noticed: (i) the deposition of Jerry Dai and (ii)
the deposition pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6) to be held on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011, respectively, at our firm's San Francisco office. Therefore, please confirm
that these depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable altemative dates for the depositions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner
sysan.natiand@kmob,com
949-721-2909 Direct

INYHLLECYUAL PROPERYY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

W, san.natl

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents aitached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. The information is intended only for use by the
recipient named above. If you have recelved this alectronic message in error, please notify the sender and delate the electronic message. Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or u
the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.

11/15/2011
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From: Jeny Dai{jdai@broadchip.com]
Sent:  Monday, October 24,2011 6:38 PM
To: Susan.Natland

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783mkmob@iwcs.kmob.com

Subject: Re: TM Opp‘. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan

Sorry, 1 can not make this on that date. Some choices here:

1). You can come fo china for this deposition
2). We prepare the answers and mail to you
3). Change the date to December 19-21

Thanks

Jerry Dai
Broadchip tech

- Original Mcssage «—-
From:

To: Jenry Dai

Cc: Pam.Pascual ; yi i

Sent: Tuesday, October 25, 2011 2:08 AM

Subject: FW: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - C

VIA EMAIL AND VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

Dear Mr. Dal and Ms. Geng,

firm's Palo Alto office, located at:

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
2465 East Bayshore Road, Suite 302
Palo Alto, California 94303

Sincerely,
Susan

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe Martens
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.

vs. hip Technology Group Ltd.

Therefore, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed or provide sultable alternative dates.

Further to our email below, we are making final court reporting, trave! and other arrangements for the depositions noticed for November 15, 2011 and November 16, 2011 to be held at 10:00 am at our

From: Susan.Natland

Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 2011 5:30 PM

To: Jerry Dai

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs. kmob.com

Dear Mr. Dai:

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
2465 East Bayshore Road, Suite 302
Palo Alto, California 94303

Please let us know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

KnobbeMartens

11/15/2011

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

We refer to our email below and note that the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board has now resumed the above opposition.

In this regard, please find attached Amended Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai and Amended Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civii Procedure 30(b)(6}. As
you will note, we have reset the depositions for November 15, 2011 and November 16, 2013, respectively, to be held at 20:00 am at our firm's Palo Alto office, located at:

In addition, this is also to advise that Broadchip’s responses to Opposer's First Set of Interrogatories, Flrst Set of Requests for Admissions, and First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things
previously served ("Opposer's Discovery Requests"} are now due by November 3, 2011, We have attached additional copies of Opposer's Discovery Requests for your convenience.
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IHTELLECTUAL PROPERIY LAW

2040 Mzin Street, 14th Fioor
Irvine, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.natlan

[mailto: com]

Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 8:32 PM

To: Jerry Dai

Ce: broc,783m.kmob@iwes.kmaob.com; Pam.Pascual

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 51198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr, Dai,
Given the recent notice, we believe we need to reschedule the depositions until sometime after the case has been resumed. Please advise if that doesn’t work for you.
Sincerely,

Susan Natland
Partner
X nd @km

949-721-2909 Direct

PROPERTY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
irving, CA 92614
ww! m/sus

From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com] N
Sent: Wednesday, September 21, 2011 12:56 AM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan:
Oct. 4, 2011 will be good for us. Also, can we change the meeting place to Sunnyvale? 1 know Broadcom has an office in Sunnyvale downtown, we can meet there. Thanks
Best Regards

Jerty Dai
Broadchip Tech

- Original Message
From; Susan.Natland

To: Jery Dai

Ce: broc.783m.kmob@iwes.kmob.com ; Pam.Pascua! ; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Sent: Monday, September 19, 2011 4:25 AM

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - d C ion vs. ip Technology Group Lid.

Dear Mr. Dai,

We are happy to find alternative dates for the depositions in the next two weeks. Please provide suitable alternative dates between September 20, 2011 and October 4, 2011 for the Depositions noticed
in the attached.

Sincerely,
Susan

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Uirect

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW
2040 Main Streel, 14th Ficor
Irvine, CA 92614
www.kmob,.com/susan.natland

From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]

Sent: Sunday, September 18, 2011 2:16 AM

To: Susan.Natland ’

Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwes.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
Hi, Susan;

Sorry, we can not attend this meeting based on such a short notice. Better to arrange another date that is convenicnt for both partics. Thankst
BRs

Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech

---- Original Message ~—--
From: Susan Natland

Jdai@boadehip.com
Ce: broc.783m kmob@iwes kmob.com ; Pam,Pascual ; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
Sent: Friday, September 16, 2011 6:31 AM
Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - C ion vs. ip Tk logy Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

11/15/2011
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he email address we are using to correspond with you and that you responded from is the emall address that you indicated in your contact information in the Request to Withdraw signed by you and
iled with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board on September 8, 2011.

n addition, we have sent these documents to you and your former counsel numerous times, and therefore, you have clearly been on notice of the depositions next week. Accordingly, we have
hrranged to take the depositions on the dates noticed and for court reporters to be present.

We expect you to appear at the depositions noticed for 10 am on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011 at our $an Francisco office located at the foflowing address {see attached):
nobbe Martens Olson & Bear

B3 Bush Street, 21st Floor,

Kan Francisco, California 94104

f you fail to appear, we will take appropriate legal action.

f you have any questions, please let us know.

Bincerely,

Busan

[Susan Natland

Partner
n,nat @ m
549-721-2909 Direct i

MTELLECTOAL PRoPENh LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Figor
[rving, CA 92614
AW . n.nat!

From: Jerry Dal [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]
nt: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 8:59 PM
‘0: Susan.Natland
: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
ubject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan;

1 didn't receieve your last e-mail. Also I just receievd the documents you snt to me via Fedex,
‘e need to review all these docs and get back to you next week. Thanks

Best Regards

erry Dai
Broadchip Tech

t-— Original Message -—--

From: SusanNatland

JTo: ‘idaif @bmggglup com'

Cc: Pam.Pascual ; 'brog,783m kmob@iwes kmob.com' ; Lynda,Zadra-Symies

Bent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 3:24 AM

Bubject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - C Vs, dchip Te logy Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dal,

s we have not received a response to our emait below, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office {see
bttached) or provide suitable alternative dates for the depositions.

Please respond to this email as soon as possible and no later than Friday, September 16, 2011 so that we can finalize travel and other ar for the dep

Please let me know if you have any questions.
Best,
usan

Eusan Natland

1 @

049-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe Martens

BTELL: fxOTVAL I’R()’(H! TY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
rvine, CA 92614

Jyww kmob.com/susan. natiand

From: Susan.Natland
nt: Saturday, September 10, 2011 2:01 PM
'0: jdai@broadchip.com
2 Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
ubject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

pon review of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board records, we note that the attached Requm to Withdraw as Attomey was filed on September 8, 2011 in ion with the above-identified
bpposition. Based on the same, we understand that the new contact inft for the App in with the Opposition is as follows:

Jerry Dai

President, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
B3 Le Shan Road, Building #1, Suite 305
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Shanghai, 200030
email: jdai@broadchip.com

Please note that pursuant to TBMP §1]3 01, “[E]very paper filed with the United Sates Patent and Trademark Office in an inter partes case...must be served by the filing party upon every other party to
the " In for service "applies not only to documents filed in an inter partes proceedlng before the Board, but also to documents filed in an application or registration
which is the subject of such a proceedmg, if the documents could have an effect on the inter partes proceeding." Further, there is also a requirement that all such filings include a proof of service of the
same upon every other party to the proceeding. TBMP §113.02.

We have not received the Request to Withdraw as Attorney nor does it appear that such document included a proof of service.

Please ensure to properly serve our firm, as counsel for Broadcom C: ion, in ion with all further documents filed with the United States Patent and Trademark Office in connection with this
proceeding or in connection with the subject application in accordance , with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Rules.

Next, as a courtesy we are forwarding to you via attachments to this email the following d already properly served Sep 2,2011 on your counse! at the time, Jay Landrum:
- Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories Nos, 1-50

- Qpposer’s First Set of Requests for Admissions Nos. 1-206

~ Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things Nos. 1-177

- Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b}(6)

- Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai

Finally, we are beginning to make our trave! arrangements and are in the process of secunng a court reporter for the following Deposmons already properly noticed: (i} the deposition of Jerry Dai and
(ii) the deposition pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6) to be held on 8 ber 21,2011 and S ber 22, 2011, resp , at our firm's San Francisco office. Therefore, please
confirm that these depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable alternative ‘dates for the deposmons

Sincerely,

Susan Natland
Partner

land @) N}
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe/Martens

INTELLECTYUAL PROPERYY LaW
2040 Main Street, 14th Figor
Irving, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.natland

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic fransmission, and any documents attached harete, may comain confidential and/or legally privieged information, The Information s intended only for use by the
recipient named above. If you have received this electronic message in error, piease notify the sender and delete the elactronic massage. Aay disclosure, copying, distribution, or
the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.

11/15/2011
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. From: Susan.Natland {Susan.Natland@kmob.com}
Sent:  Wednesday, October 26,2011 9.25 PM
To: Jerry Dai
Ce: Pam.Pascual; broc.783mkmob@iwcs.kmob.com
Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai and Ms, Geng,

Thank you for your email below. Pursuant to your email and in order to accommeodate your schedule, we can re-set the depositions for December 19, 2011 and December 20,
2011.

So that we can accommodate your schedule for the depositions, please confirm your consent to the discovery period remaining open until January 29, 2012 (so that the
depositions and any related follow-up discovery may be made) and that subsequent dates be amended accordingly.

Please let us know if you have any questions.
Sincerely,

Susan Natland
Partner

n lan
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe|Martens

CFRERERY TR
2340 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, TA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan

Sent: Monday, October 24, 2011 6:38 PM

To: Susan,Natland

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Comporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan
Sorry, I can not make this on that date. Some choices here:

1). You can come to china for this deposition
2). We prepare the answers and mail to you
3). Change the date to December 19-21

Thanks

Jerry Dai
Broadchip tech

- Original Message ~----

From: Susan Natiand

To: Jerry Dai

Ce: Pam.Pascual 7831 kmob@iwesk

Seat: Tuesday, October 25, 2011 2:08 AM

Subject: FW: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Ci jon vs. ip Technology Group Ltd.

VIA EMAIL AND ViA FEDERAL EXPRESS
Dear Mr. Dai and Ms. Geng,

Further to our email below, we are making final court reporting, travel and other arrangements for the depositions noticed for November 15, 2011 and November 16,
2011 to be held at 10:00 am at our firm's Palo Alto office, located at:

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
2465 East Bayshore Road, Suite 302
Palo Alto, California 94303

Therefore, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable alternative dates.
Sincerely,

Susan

Susan Natland

Fartner

susan natiand @kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

L PROFPERTY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Trvine, CA 62614

wwiw . kmob.com/susan.

11/15/2011
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From: Susan.Natland

Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 2011 5:30 PM

To: Jerry Dai

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corparation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai:
We refer to our email below and note that the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board has now resumed the above opposition.

In this regard, please find attached Amended Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai and Amended Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b){6). As you will note, we have reset the depositions for November 15, 2011 and November 16, 2011, respectively, to be held at 10:00 am at
our firm's Palo Alto office, located at:

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
2465 East Bayshore Road, Suite 302
Palo Alto, California 94303

In addition, this is also to advise that Broadchip's responses to Opposer's First Set of Interrogatories, First Set of Requests for Admissions, and First Set of Requests for
Production of Documents and Things previously served ("Opposer's Discovery Requests") are now due by November 3, 2011. We have attached additional copies
of Opposer's Discovery Requests for your convenience.

Please let us know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner

susan nattand@krmob.com
949-721-2909 D

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Figor
Irvine, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan, natfand

From: Susan.Natland [maito:Susan.Natland@kmob.com]

Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 8:32 PM

To: lenry Dai

Cc: broc.783m.kamob@iwcs.kmob.com; Pam,Pascual

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

Given the recent notice, we believe we need to reschedule the depositions until sometime after the case has been resumed. Please advise if that doesn't work for you.
Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner

. land @km m
949-721-2909 Direet
Knobbe|Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW
2048 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irving, CA 92614

www kmob.com/susan.natland

From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com}

Sent: Wednesday, Sepember 21, 2011 12:56 AM

To: Susan.Natland

Ce: broc.783m.kmob@iwces.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadoom Corparation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan:
Oct. 4, 2011 will be good for us. Also, can we change the meeting place to Sunnyvale? I know Broadcom has an office in Sunnyvale downtown, we can meet there. Thanks
Best Regards

Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech

—— Original Message —--

From: Susan.Natland

To: Jem Dai

Cc: broc. 783mkmob@iwes.kmob,com ; Pam Paseyal ; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Sent: Monday, September 19, 2011 4:25 AM

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - C vs. ip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

We are happy to find alternative dates for the depositions in the next two weeks. Please provide suitable alternative dates between September 20, 2011 and October 4,

11/15/2011
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2011 for the Depositions noticed in the attached.
Sincerely,
Susan

Susan Natland
Partner
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROFHRYY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

www . kmob.com/susan.natland

From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]

Sent: Sunday, September 18, 2011 2:16 AM

To: Susan.Nattand

Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corperation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan;
Sorry, we can not attend this meeting based on such a short notice. Better to arrange another date that is convenient for both parties. Thanks!
BRs

Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech

-—- Original Message ~~-
From: Susan.Natland

I To: jdai@broadchip.com

Cc: broc.783m kmob@iwes kmob.com ; Pam Pascual ; Lynda. Zadra-Symes

Sent: Friday, September 16, 2011 6:31 AM

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - C vs. dchip Technology Group Lid.

Dear Mr. Dai,

The email address we are using to correspond with you and that you responded from is the email address that you indicated in your contact information in the
Request to Withdraw signed by you and filed with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board on September 8, 2011.

In addition, we have sent these documents to you and your former counsel numerous times, and therefore, you have clearly been on notice of the depositions next
week. Accordingly, we have arranged to take the depositions on the dates noticed and for court reporters to be present.

We expect you to appear at the depositions noticed for 10 am on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office located at the following
address (see attached):

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
33 Bush Street, 21st Floor,
San Francisco, California 94104

If you fail to appear, we will take appropriate legal action.
If you have any questions, please let us know.

Sincerely,

Susan

Susan Natland

|Partnar

susan.natland@kmeb.com
949-721-2909 Direet

Knobbe Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPER'\'Y LAw
2040 Main Street, 14th Figor
Irving, CA 92614

WW_KI i13) .natlen

From: Jerry Dai {mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]
Sent: Wednesday, Sepember 14, 2011 8:59 PM
‘o: Susan.Natland
Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technolbogy Group Ltd.

IHi, Susan;

1 didn't receieve your last e-mail. Also I just receievd the documents you sent to me via Fedex.
[We need to review all these docs and get back to you next week. Thanks

Best Regards

Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech

11/15/2011
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|- Original Message ~—-
From: Susan.Natland

[To: Yidai@broadchip.com'

Ce: Pam.Pascual @i ' ; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

KBent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 3:24 AM .

Bubject: RE: TM Opp. No, 91198660 - Broadk C ion vs. ip Technology Group Ltd.

Pear Mr. Dai,

P\s we have not received a response to our email below, piease confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed on September 21, 2011 and September 22,
011 at our San Francisco office (see attached) or provide suitable alternative dates for the depositions.

Please respond to this email as soon as possible and no later than Friday, September 16, 2011 so that we can finalize travel and other arrangements for the
Kepositions.

Please let me know if you have any questions.
Best,

Susan

usan Natland
artnar
susan.natland@kmob.com

049-721-2909 Direct

e —
Knobbe Marten
NTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW
P040 Main Street, 14th Fioor
rving, CA 92614

Juww . kmob.comy/susan. natiand

From: Susan.Natiand
nt Saturday, September 10, 2011 2:01 PM
'0: jdai@broadchip.com
c: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwes. kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
ubject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

fipon review of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board records, we note that the attached Request to Withdraw as Attorney was filed on September 8, 2011 in
onnection with the above-identified opposition. Based on the same, we understand that the new contact information for the Applicant in connection with the
Dpposition is as follows:

Jerry Dai

President, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
33 Le Shan Road, Building #1, Suite 305
Shanghai, 200030

pmail: jdai@broadchip.com

Please note that pursuant to TBMP §113.01, "[Elvery paper filed with the United Sates Patent and Trademark Office in an inter partes case...must be served by the

iling party upon every other party to the proceeding.” In-addition, the requirement for service “applies not only to documents filed in an inter partes proceeding before
¢ Board, but also to documents filed in an application or registration which is the subject of such a proceeding, if the documents could have an effect on the inter
artes proceeding." Further, there is also a requirement that all such filings include a proof of service of the same upon every other party to the

roceeding. TBMP §113.02,

¢ have not received the Request to Withdraw as Attorney nor does it appear that such document included a proof of service.

Please ensure to properly serve our firm, as counsel for Broadcom Corporation, in connection with all further documents filed with the United States Patent and
rademark Office in connection with this proceeding or in connection with the subject application in accordance with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Rules.

Next, as a courtesy we are forwarding to you via attachments to this email the following documents, already properly served September 2, 2011 on your counsel at the
fime, Jay Landrom:

L Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories Nos. 1-50

L Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Admissions Nos. 1-206

L Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things Nos. 1-177

L Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6)
[ Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai

Finally, we are beginning to make our travel arrangements and are in the process of securing a court reporter for the following Depositions already properly noticed:

i) the deposition of Jerry Dai and (ii) the deposition pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6) to be held on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011,
bespectively, at our firm's San Francisco office. Therefore, please confirm that these depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable alternative dates for the
depositions.

Sincerely,

[Susan Natland
Partner
susan.natiand@kmob.com

KnobbeMartens

H
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor

L PROPERTY LAW

(23
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Irvine, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.natland

in this message.

Checked by AVG - www.avg.com

Version: 10.0.1204 / Virus Database: 1435/3422 - Release Date: 02/04/11
Internal Virus Database is out of date.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic kransmission, and any documents attached herets, may contamn confidential andsor tegally privileged information, The informatior: is intended oniy for
recipient named above. If you have raceived this electronic message in arror, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. Any disclosure, copying, dist
the contents of information recaived in error is strictly prohibited.

by the
ution, or use of
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From: Susan.Natland {Susan.Natland@kmob.com]

Sent:  Friday, October 28, 2011 6:34 PM

To: ‘Jerry Daf

Ce: Pam,Pascual; ‘broc.783m.kmob@wcs.kmab.com!

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai and Ms. Geng,
We do not appear to have received a response to our email below. Please reply. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natiand@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

2040 Main Street, 14th Fioor
Irving, CA 92614
VIWW, n, (

From: Susan.Natland

Sent: Wednesday, October 26, 2011 9:25 PM

To: Jerry Dai

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai and Ms. Geng,

Thank you for your email below. Pursuant to your email and in order to accommodate your schedule, we can re-set the depositions for December 19, 2011 and December 20,
2011,

So that we can accommodate your schedule for the depositions, please confirm your consent to the discovery period remaining open until January 29, 2012 (so that the
depositions and any related follow-up discovery may be made) and that subsequent dates be amended accordingly.

Please let us know if you have any questions.
Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe Martens

;H'l VECTURAT WREPERTY CAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

www . kmoh.com/sysan.

Sent: Monday, October 24, 2011 6:38 PM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Braadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan
Somy, I can not make this on that date. Some choices here:

1). You can come to china for this deposition
2). We prepare the answers and mail to you
3). Change the date to December 19-21

Thanks

Jerry Dai
Broadchip tech

-— Original Message ~---
From:

To: Jerry Dai

Ce: Pam.Pascual ; 783 aiwes ki

Sent: Tuesday, October 25, 2011 2:08 AM

Subject: FW: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Ci jon vs. dchi Group Ltd.

VIA EMAIL AND VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS
Dear Mr. Dai and Ms. Geng,

Further to our email below, we are making final court reporting, travel and other arrangements for the depositions noticed for November 15, 2011 and November 16,
2011 to be held at 10:00 am at our firm's Palo Alto office, located at:

11/15/2011
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Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
2465 East Bayshore Road, Suite 302
Palo Alto, California 94303

Therefore, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable alternative dates.
Sincerely,
Susan

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natiand @kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobb ﬁ\llartens

2040 Mzin Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
www.kmob com/susan

From: Susan,Natland

Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 2011 5:30 PM

To: Jerry Dai

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwes.kmob.com

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai:
We refer to our email below and note that the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board has now resumed the above opposition.

In this regard, please find attached Amended Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai and Amended Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6). As you will note, we have reset the depositions for November 15, 2011 and November 16, 2011, respectively, to be held at 10:00 am at
our firm's Palo Alto office, located at:

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
2465 East Bayshore Road, Suite 302
Palo Alto, California 94303

In addition, this is also to advise that Broadchip's responses to Opposer's First Set of Interrogatories, First Set of Requests for Admissions, and First Set of Requests for
Production of Documents and Things previously served ("Opposer's Discovery Requests") are now due by November 3, 2011. We have attached additional copies
of Opposer's Discovery Requests for your convenience.

Please let us know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe[Martens

INTELLECTUAL FROPERTY LAW

2640 Mzin Street, 14th Floor
trvine, CA 92614
ww natl

From: Susan.Natfand [maito:Susan.Natland@kmob.com]

Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 8:32 PM

To: Jerry Dai

Ce: broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,
Given the recent notice, we believe we need to reschedule the depositions until sometime after the case has been resumed. Please advise if that doesn't work for you.
Sincerely,

Susan Natland
Partner
susan. i ik .

e[Martens

AL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floer
frvire, CA 92614

W n

11/15/2011
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From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]

Sent Wednesday, Sepember 21, 2011 12:56 AM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan:
Oct. 4, 2011 will be good for us. Also, can we change the meeting place to Sunnyvale? I know Broadcom has an office in Sunnyvale downtown, we can meet there, Thanks
Best Regards

Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech

~-ner Original Message ~—-

From:

To: Jerry Dai

Ce: brog, 783m.kmob@iwes kinob.com ; Pam.Pascual ; Lynda.Zadma-Symes

Sent: Monday, September 19, 2011 4:25 AM

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - d o ion vs. ip Te logy Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

We are happy to find alternative dates for the depositions in the next two weeks. Please provide suitable alternative dates between September 20, 2011 and October 4,
2011 for the Depositions noticed in the attached.

Sincerely,

Susan

Susan Natland
Partner

PROPERTY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irving, CA 92614
wiww.kmob,com/susan.natiand

From: Jerry Dai [maitto:jdai@broadchip.com]

Sent: Sunday, September 18, 2011 2:16 AM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: broc.783m.kmoh@iwcs.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan;
Sorry, we can not attend this meeting based on such a short notice. Better to arrange another date that is convenient for both parties. Thanks!
BRs

Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech

----- Qriginal Message -~

From: Susan.Natland

To: jdai@broadchip.com

Ce: broc.783m kmob@iwes kinob.com ; Pam.Pascual ; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Sent: Friday, Scptember 16, 2011 6:31 AM

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - C vs. dchip T Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

The email address we are using to correspond with you and that you responded from is the email address that you indicated in your contact information in the
Request to Withdraw signed by you and filed with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board on September 8, 2011.

In addition, we have sent these documents to you and your former counsel numerous times, and therefore, you have clearly been on notice of the depositions next
week. Accordingly, we have arranged to take the depositions on the dates noticed and for court reporters to be present.

We expect you to appear at the depositions noticed for 10 am on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office Jocated at the following
address (see attached): :

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear

33 Bush Street, 21st Floor,

San Francisco, California 94104

If you fail to appear, we will take appropriate legal action.
If you have any questions, please let us know.

Sincerely,

Susan

Susan Natland
Partner

11/15/2011
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KTELLEGCTUAL PROPERTY LAW

040 Main Street, 14th Floor

rvineg, CA 92614

ww.kmob.corm, .natland

nt: Wednesday, Sepember 14, 2011 8:59 PM

0: Susan.Natland

¢t Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

ubject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technobgy Group Ltd.

i, Susan;

L didn't receieve your fast e-mail. Also I just receievd the documents you sent to me via Fedex.
e need to review all these docs and get back to you next week Thanks

est Regards

erry Dai

roadchip Tech

|-~ Original Message —---
: Susan Natland

Cc: Pam.Pascual ; broc.783m kmob@iwes. km m'; Lynda.Zadm-Symes
Kent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 3:24 AM
Bubject: RE: TM Opp. No, 91198660 - i

Corp vs. Broadchip Te logy Group Ltd.

Dear Mr., Dai,

IAs we have not received a response to our email below, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed on September 21, 2011 and September 22,
b011 at our San Francisco office {see attached) or provide suitable alternative dates for the depositions.

Please respond to this email as soon as possible and no later than Friday, September 16, 2011 so that we can finalize travel and other arrangements for the
depositions.

Please let me know if you have any questions.
Best,
Susan

usan Natland
ariner

Ri}
D49-721-2909 Direct

2040 Main Street, 14th Fioor
rvine, CA 92614
vy, kmob.com/susan.natland

From: Susan.Natland
nt: Saturday, September 10, 2011 2:01 PM
‘0: jdai@broadchip.com
c: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
ubject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology. Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

Upon review of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board records, we note that the attached Request to Withdraw as Attorney was filed on September 8, 2011 in
- onnection with the above-identified opposition. Based on the same, we understand that the new contact information for the Applicant in connection with the
Opposition is as follows:

Jerry Dai

President, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
B3 Le Shan Road, Building #1, Suite 305
hanghai, 200030

mail: jdai@broadchip.com

lease note that pursuant to TBMP §113.01, "[E]very paper filed with the United Sates Patent and Trademark Office in an inter partes case...must be served by the
ling party upon every other party to the proceeding.” In addition, the requirement for service "applies not only to documents filed in an inter partes proceeding before
¢ Board, but also to documents filed in an application or registration which is the subject of such a proceeding, if the de could have an effect on the inter

artes proceeding." Further, there is also a requirement that all such filings include a proof of service of the same upon every other party to the

roceeding. TBMP §113.02.

e have not received the Request to Withdraw as Attorney nor does it appear that such document included a proof of service.

lease ensure to properly serve our firm, as counsel for Broadcom Corporation, in connection with all further documents filed with the United States Patent and
rademark Office in c ion with this proceeding or in cc ion with the subject application in accordance with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Rules.

ext, as a courtesy we are forwarding to you via attachments to this email the following documents, already properly served September 2, 2011 on your counsel at the
ime, Jay Landrum:

Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories Nos. 1-50

11/15/2011
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- Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Admissions Nos. 1-206
- Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things Nos. 1-177
- Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6)
- Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai

Finally, we are beginning to make our travel arrangements and are in the process of securing a court reporter for the following Depositions already properly noticed:
(i) the deposition of Jerry Dai and (ii) the deposition pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6) to be held on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011,
respectively, at our firm’s San Francisco office. Therefore, please confirm that these depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable alternative dates for the
depositions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner

. n m
949-721-2909 Direct
Knobbe|Martens

INTECLECTUAL PROFERTY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

www. kmob.com, an.natian

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMURICATION

This electronic transmission, and any decumants attached hereto, may contsin confidential and/or legaily privileged information. The information is mtended only for use by the
recipient named above. If you have received this electronic message in error, piease totify the sender and deiete the electronic message. Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or
the contents of information received w error i ricaly prohibited.

1 this message.

‘hecked by AVG - www.avg.com

Tersion: 10.0.1204 / Virus Database: 1435/3422 - Release Date: 02/04/11
aternal Virus Database is out of date.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION
This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally privilaged information. The information is intended only for use by the
recipient named above. If you have received this electronic message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic massage. Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of

the contents of information received in errer &

strictly prohibited.
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From: Jemy Dai{jdai@broadchip.com]

Sent:  Monday, October 31,2011 11:11 PM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783mkmob@iwcs.kmob.com

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan:

Sorry for late reply. I was on business trip last week,

Since I stay in China most of the time for now, it is better to do the deposition in China. I can not comittee the date for Dec. 19-20 for now.

So I think the better way is that we will provide the documented answers to your questions first. If you think anything missed or want more info, just let us know, we will provide as much as we can. Afier that, then we decide if we

need to meet and place to meet. Thanks
Best Regards

Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech

- Original Message -~

From: Susan Natland

To: Jerry Dai'

Ce: Pam.Paseual ; 'broc,783im. kmob@iwes. kincb.com’

Sent: Saturday, October 29, 2011 9:34 AM

Subject;: RE: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broad C ion vs. ip T¢ Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai and Ms, Geng,
We do not appear to have received a response to our email below. Please reply. Thank you.
Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Fartner

susan.natiand @kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

INTELLEGT
204¢ Main Strest, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

wwiw kmob.com/susan.natland

L PROPERTY LAW

From: Susan.Natland

Sent: Wednesday, October 26, 2011 9:25 PM

To: Jerry Dai

Cc: Pam,Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai and Ms. Geng,

20,2011,

Please let us know if you have any questions.
Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe Martens

Thank you for your email below. Pursuant to your email and in order to accommodate your schedule, we can re-set the depositions for December 19, 2011 and December

So that we can accommuodate your schedule for the depositions, please confirm your consent to the discovery period remaining open until January 29, 2012 (so that the
depositions and any related follow-up discovery may be made) and that subsequent dates be amended accordingly.

WHL L.I:CT»'AI: PROGPERCYLAW
2040 Main Strest, 14th Floor

Irving, CA §2614
www.kmob . 15an

Sent: Monday, October 24, 2011 6:38 PM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan
Sorry, 1 can not make this on that date. Some choices here:

1). You can come to china for this deposition
2). We prepare the answers and mail to you
3). Change the date to December 19-21

Thanks

11/15/2011
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Jerry Dai
Broadchip tech

—-- Original Message —-

From:

To: Jerry Dai

Ce: Pam.Pascual ; broc, 7830 )

Seat: Tuesday, October 25, 2011 2:08 AM

Subject: FW: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - C ion vs, ip Technology Group Lid.

VIA EMAIL AND VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS
Dear Mr, Dai and Ms. Geng,

Further to our email below, we are making final court reporting, travel and other arrangements for the depositions noticed for November 15, 2011 and November 16,
2011 to be held at 10:00 am at our firm's Palo Alto office, located at:

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear

2465 East Bayshore Road, Suite 302

Palo Alto, California 94303

Therefore, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable aiternative dates.

Sincerely,

Susan

Susan Natland

Partner
949-721-2909 Direct

l
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.

STURL PROFERTY LAW

From: Susan.Natland

Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 2011 5:30 PM

To: Jerry Dai

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai:
We refer to our email below and note that the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board has now resumed the above opposition.

In this regard, please find attached Amended Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai and Amended Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b}{6). As you will note, we have reset the depositions for November 15, 2011 and November 16, 2011, respectively, to be held at 10:00 am at
our firm's Palo Alto office, located at:

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
2465 East Bayshore Road, Suite 302
Palo Alto, California 94303

In addition, this is also to advise that Broadchip's responses to Opposer's First Set of Interrogatories, First Set of Requests for Admissions, and First Set of Requests for
Production of Documents and Things previously served ("Opposer's Discovery Requests”} are now due by November 3, 2011, We have attached additional copies
of Opposer's Discovery Requests for your convenience.

Please let us know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland
Partrer

n.natl @ b.com
949-721-2909 Direct

l“.""l'lil.(.’;;‘?‘";: PROSERTY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Ireing, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.natiand

From: Susan.Natiand [maito:Susan.Natland@kmob.com]

Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 8:32 PM

To: Jerry Dai

Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kamob.com; Pam.Pascual

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

11/15/2011
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Dear Mr. Dai,
Given the recent notice, we believe we need to reschedule the depositions until sometime after the case has been resumed. Please advise if that doesn't work for you.
Sincerely,

Susan Natland
Fartner

susan natl
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe Martens

iNTaLL

ECTUAL PROFERTY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irving, CA 92614
{www . kmob.com/susan.natland

From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]

Sent: Wednesday, Sepember 21, 2011 12:56 AM

0: Susan.Natland

Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technobgy Group Ltd,

Hi, Susan:
Oct. 4, 2011 will be good for us. Also, can we change the meeting place to Sunnyvale? I know Broadcom has an office in Sunnyvale downtown, we can meet there. Thanks
Best Regards

Jerry Dai

Broadchip Tech

---- Original Message ~--
From: Susan.Natand

To: Jerry Dai

Ce: broc.783mkmob@iwes kmob.com ; Pam.Pascual ; Lynda. Zadra-Symes

Sent: Monday, September 19, 2011 4:25 AM

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom C ion vs, dchip Technology Group Lid.

Dear Mr. Dai,

\We are happy to find alternative dates for the depositions in the next two weeks. Please provide suitable alternative dates between September 20, 2011 and October
4, 2011 for the Depositions noticed in the attached.

Sincerely,

Susan

Susan Natland -

Partnar
san.ngtland@kmob.

949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe Martens

(B TELLES

2040 Main Street, 14th Fioor
Irvine, CA 92614
wivw.kmob.com/susan.natland

L PROPHERTY LAW

From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]
Sent: Sunday, September 18, 2011 2:16 AM
‘ot Susan,Natland
Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwes.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technobgy Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan;
Sorry, we can not attend this meeting based on such a short notice. Better to arrange another date that is convenient for both parties. Thanks!
BRs

Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech

----- Original Message —---

From: Susan.Natland

To: jdai@broadchip.

Ce: broc.783m, kmgb(duwcs kmob.com ; Pam.Pascual ; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Seat: Friday, September 16, 2011 6:31 AM

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - C vs. hip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

The email address we are using to correspond with you and that you responded from is the email address that you indicated in your contact information in the
Request to Withdraw signed by you and filed with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board on September 8, 2011.

in addition, we have sent these documents to you and your former counsel numerous times, and therefore, you have clearly been on notice of the depositions next
week. Accordingly, we have arranged to take the depositions on the dates noticed and for court reporters to be present.

We expect you to appear at the depositions noticed for 10 am on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office located at the following

11/15/2011
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hddress (see attached):

(nobbe Martens Olson & Bear

B3 Bush Street, 21st Floor,

ban Francisco, California 94104

f you fail to appear, we will take appropriate legal action.
f you have any questions, please let us know.

Bincerely,

busan

usan Natland
artner
s &

P49-721-2909

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW
P040 Main Strest, 14th Floor
rving, CA 92614
vww.kmob.com/susan. natisnd

From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]

Pent: Wednesday, Sepember 14, 2011 8:59 PM

Fo: Susan.Natland

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmab@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Bubject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technobgy Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan;

1 didn't receieve your last e-mail. Also I just receievd the documents you sent to me via Fedex.
e need to review all these docs and get back to you next week. Thanks

Best Regards

erry Dai

Broadchip Tech

= Original Message ~--

From: Susan.Natland

Fo: 'idai@broadchip.cont!

[c; Pam Pascual ; 'broc.783m kmob@iwes.kmob.com' ; Lynda, Zadra-Symes

ent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 3:24 AM

ubject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - de Ci ion vs. dchip Technology Group Ltd.

Pear Mr. Dai,

hs we have not received a response to our emait below, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed on September 21, 2011 and September 22,
P011 at our San Francisco office (see attached) or provide suitable alternative dates for the depositions.

blease respond to this email as soon as possible and no later than Friday, September 16, 2011 so that we can finalize travel and other arrangements for the
iepositions.

Please let me know if you have any questions.
Best,
usan

Busan Natland
Partner

isan. natl @
b49-721-2909 Direct

KnobbelMartens

.;;Y(i Li# ;—;l.l./:: FROPERTY LAaw
EC40 Main Street, 14th Floor
rving, CA 92614
W m, n

From: Susan.Natland

Bent: Saturday, September 10, 2011 2:01 PM

Fo: jdai@broadchip.com

['c: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs. kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Fubject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Pear Mr. Dai,

Jpon review of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board records, we note that the attached Request to Withdraw as Attomey was filed on September 8, 2011 in
bonnection with the above-identified opposition, Based on the same, we understand that the new contact information for the Applicant in connection with the
Dpposition is as follows:

erry Dai

11/15/2011
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President, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
33 Le Shan Road, Building #1, Suite 305
Shanghai, 200030

email: jdai@broadchip.com

Please note that pursuant to TBMP §113.01, "[E]very paper filed with the United Sates Patent and Trademark Office in an inter partes case...must be served by the
filing party upon every other party to the proceeding." In addition, the requirement for service "applies not only to documents filed in an inter partes proceeding
before the Board, but also to documents filed in an application or registration which is the subject of such a proceeding, if the documents could have an effect on the
inter partes proceeding.” Further, there is also a requirement that all such filings include a proof of service of the same upon every other party to the

proceeding. TBMP §113.02.

We have not received the Request to Withdraw as Attorney nor does it appear that such document included a proof of service.

Please ensure to properly serve our firm, as counsel for Broadcom Corporation, in connection with all further documents filed with the United States Patent and
Trademark Office in connection with this proceeding or in connection with the subject application in accordance with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Rules.

Next, as a courtesy we are forwarding to you via attachments to this email the following documents, already properly served September 2, 2011 on your counsel at the
time, Jay Landrum:

- Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories Nos. 1-50

- Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Admissions Nos. 1-206

- Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things Nos. 1-177

- Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6)
- Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai

Finally, we are beginning to make our travel arrangements and are in the process of securing a court reporter for the following Depositions already properly noticed:
(i) the deposition of Jerry Dai and (ii) the deposition pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6) to be held on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011,
respectively, at our firm's San Francisco office. Therefore, please confirm that these depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable alternative dates for the
depositions,

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland@kmaob.com
949-721-2909 Direct .

Knobbe|Martens

AL FROPERYY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Fioor
Irvine, CA 92814
B SUS: (

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

Thig electronic transmission, and any documents attached her may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. The information is intended only for use by the
recipient namad above. If you have received this electronic message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. Any disclosure, copying, distribution, ¢
the contents of information received in ervor is strictly prohibited.

n this message.

Checked by AVG - www.avg.com

Version: 10.0.1204 / Virus Database: 1435/3422 - Release Date: 02/04/11
Intemal Virus Database is out of date.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This eiectronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information, The information is intended only for use by the
recipient named shove, T you have received this electronic message in error, please nolify the sender and delete the electronic rmessage. Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of
the conterts of information received in error is strictly prohibited.
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From: Susan.Nafand [Susan.Natland@kmob.com]

Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2011 10:27 AM

To: ‘Jerry Dal'

Ce: Pam.Pascual; 'broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com’; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: FW: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Attachments: 2011-11-02 - Notice of Depostion of Kathy Geng - BROC.783M.PDF; 2011-09-02 - Opposer_s First Set of Intemogatories - BROC.783M.PDF; 2011-09-02 - Opposer_s
First Set of Request for Admissions - BROC.783M.PDF; 2011-08-02 - Opposer_s First Set of Request for Prod of Docs and Things - BROC.783M.PDF

Dear Mr. Dai,

Thank you for your email below. We are a bit surprised by your email below stating that you can't make the depositions on December 19-21, since the December 19-21
dates were suggested by you and since we have been trying to set a date for these depositions for almost two months (they were properly noticed on September 2, 2011).
We have offered repeatedly the entire time to accommodate your schedule.

Since you now state that you can't make the depositions on December 19-21, we once again request that you provide suitabie alternative dates for your deposition as well
as the deposition under Rule 30(b)(6) (collectively, "Depositions"). As we have been doing, we are willing to work with your schedule.

If you are not willing to provide suitable dates for the Depositions, we will be forced to filea Motion to Compel appearance with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board. We
hope to hear from you as to suitable dates for the Depositions to avoid unnecessary and costly Motion practice before the Board.

Further, please note the attached Notice of Deposition of Kathy Geng, Secretary, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd. to be held on November 15, 2011 at 10 am at our firm's
Palo Alto office, which as previously stated is located at the following address:

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
2465 East Bayshore Road, Suite 302
Palo Alto, California 94303

Finally, as mentioned below, please also note that Broadchip's responses to Opposer's First Set of Interrogatories, First Set of Requests for Admissions, and First Set of
Reguests for Production of Documents and Things previously served ("Opposer's Discovery Requests") are now due by November 3, 2011. We have attached additional
copies of Opposer's Discovery Requests for your convenience.

Please let us know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland
Partner

i Hand@kr
949-721-2909 Direct

KnobbeiMartens

2040 Main Street, 14th Fioor
Irving, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.natlsnd

October 31, 2011 11:11 PM

To: Susan.Nattand

Cc: Pam. Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan:
Sorry for late reply. I was on business trip last week.
Since I stay in China most of the time for now, it is better to do the deposition in China. I can not comittee the date for Dec. 19-20 for now,

So I think the better way is that we will provide the d d to your ions first. If you think anything missed or want more info, just let us know, we will provide as much as we can. After that,
then we decide if we need to meet and place to meet. Thanks

Best Regards

Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech

-—- Original Message ~—--

From: SusanNatland

Ta: Jenry Dai'

Ce: Pam.Pascual ; 'broc,783m kinob@iwes kinob.com'

Sent: Saturday, October 29, 2011 9:34 AM

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - C ion vs. hip Technology Group Lid.

Dear Mr. Dai and Ms. Geng,
We do not appear to have received a response to our email below. Please reply. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

11/15/2011
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IHTERLECTUAL PROPERTIY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA& 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.natland

Sent Wednesday, Ociober 26, 2011 9:25 PM

To: Jerry Dai
Cc: Pam.Pascual;

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660

Dear Mr. Dai and Ms. Geng,

- B.roadc'om Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Page 2 of 6

Thank you for your email below. Pursuant to your email and in order to accommodate your schedule, we can re-set the depositions for December 19, 2011 and December

20, 2011.

So that we can accommodate your schedule for the depositions, please confirm your consent to the discovery period remaining open until January 29, 2012 (so that the

depositions and any related follow-up discovery may be made) and that subsequent dates be amended accordingly.

Please let us know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partnar
susan.patiand@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Birect

Knobbe|/Martens

THTECCECTURL P ROPERIY TAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

www kmob.com/susan,

Sent: Monday, October 24, 2011 6:38 PM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwes.kmob.com
Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan

Sorry, I can not make this on that date. Some choices here:

1). You can come to china for this deposition
2). We prepare the answers and mail to you

3). Change the date to December 19-21

Thanks

Jerry Dai
Broadchip tech

~~=-- Original Message —-
From: Susan.Natland

To: Jetry Dai

Dear Mr. Dai and Ms. Geng,

Palo Alto, California 94303

Sincerely,
Susan

Susan Natland
Partner
susen.natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

KnobbeMartens

;:"ELI:;CT—U;L PROPERTY LAW
2040 Main Streat, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.

11/15/2011

Cc: Pam,Pascual ; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs kmob.com
Sent: Tuesday, October 25, 2011 2:08 AM
Subject: FW: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 -

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
2465 East Bayshore Road, Suite 302

C ion vs, dchip Technology Group Ltd,

VIA EMAIL AND VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

Therefore, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable alternative dates.

Further to our email below, we are making final court reporting, travel and other arrangements for the depositions noticed for November 15, 2011 and November 16,
2011 to be held at 10:00 am at our firm's Palo Alto office, located at:
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From: Susan.Natland
Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 2011 5:30 PM
o: Jerry Dai
[Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com
Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai:

We refer to our email below and note that the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board has now resumed the above oppaosition.

In this regard, please find attached Amended Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai and Amended Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6). As you will note, we have reset the depositions for November 15, 2011 and November 16, 2011, respectively, to be held at 10:00 am at

our firm's Palo Alto office, located at:

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
2465 East Bayshore Road, Suite 302
Palo Alto, California 94303

In addition, this is also to advise that Broadchip's responses to Opposer's First Set of Interrogatories, First Set of Requests for Admissions, and First Set of Requests for
Production of Documents and Things previously served ("Opposer's Discovery Requests") are now due by November 3, 2011. We have attached additional copies
of Opposer's Discovery Requests for your convenience.

Please let us know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland
Partner
@]

949-721-2909

Knobbe|Martens

inve

L PROFERTY LAW

2040 Main Strget, 14th Floor
Irvineg, CA 62614
(WWW, §1) W n

From: Susan.Natland [maito:Susan.Natland@kmob.com]

Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 8:32 PM

To: Jerry Dai

Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,
Given the recent notice, we believe we need to reschedule the depositions until sometime after the case has been resumed. Please advise if that doesn't work for you.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland @kmob.com
949-721-2909 Di

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

204G Main Strest, 14tk Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
www . kmob.com, an.natland

From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com}

Sent: Wednesday, Sepember 21, 2011 12:56 AM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: broc,783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corparation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan:
Oct. 4, 2011 will be good for us. Also, can we change the meeting place to Sunnyvale? I know Broadcom has an office in Sunnyvale downtown, we can meet there. Thanks
Best Regards

Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech

[~ Original Message —---

From: §3§gn,Na(land R
To: Jerry Dai

Ce: l_)mg 783m kmob@iwcs kmob.com ; Pan,Pascnal ; Lynda Zadra-Symes

Sent: Monday, September 19, 2011 4:: 25 AM

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - C Vvs. ip Technology Group Litd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

11/15/2011
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e are happy to find alternative dates for the depositions in the next two weeks. Please provide suitable alternative dates between September 20, 2011 and October
, 2011 for the Depositions noticed in the attached.

NTELLECYUAL PROPERTY LAW
040 Main Street, 14th Floor
rvine, CA 92614

ww. kmob.com/susan.natiand

From: Jerry Dal [maitto:jdai@broadchip.com]
nt: Sunday, September 18, 2011 2:16 AM
0:-Susan.Natland
.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
ubject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadoom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan;
Sorry, we can not attend this meeting based on such a short notice. Better to arrange another date that is convenient for both parties. Thanks!
Rs
erry Dai
roadchip Tech

|- Original Message -~
From Susan.Natland

To: jdai@broadchip com
Cc: broe,783m kmob@iwes kmob.com ; Pam Pascual ; Lynda Zadra-Symes

Bent; Friday, September 16, 2011 6:31 AM
Bubject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 -

VS, ip T¢ logy Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

The email address we are using to correspond with you and that you responded from is the email address that you indicated in your contact information in the
Request to Withdraw signed by you and filed with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board on September 8, 2011.

n addition, we have sent these documents to you and your former counsel numerous times, and therefore, you have ciearly been on notice of the depositions next
lveek. Accordingly, we have arranged to take the depositions on the dates noticed and for court reporters to be present.

\We expect you to appear at the depositions noticed for 10 am on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office located at the following
hddress (see attached):

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
33 Bush Street, 21st Floor,
Kan Francisco, California 94104

f you fail to appear, we will take appropriate legal action.

f you have any questions, please let us know.

2040 Main Street, $14th Floor
rvine, CA 92614

From: Jerry Dai {mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]
nt: Wednesday, Sepember 14, 2011 8:59 PM
‘o Susan.Natland
¢: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
ubject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technobgy Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan;

1 didn't receieve your last e-mail. Also I just receievd the documents you sent to me via Fedex.
e need to review all these docs and get back to you next week. Thanks

est Regards

erry Dai

11/15/2011
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Broadchip Tech

——- Original Message ~—-
From; Susan Natland

Fo: jdai@broadchip.com!

[e: Pam.Pascual ; £3 i ! ; LyndaZadm-Symes

ent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 3:24 AM )

ubject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broad C ion vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd,

Pear Mr. Dai,

hs we have not received a response to our email below, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed on September 21,2011 and September 22,
PO11 at our San Francisco office (see attached) or provide suitable alternative dates for the depositions.

Please respond to this email as soon as possible and no later than Friday, September 16, 2011 so that we can finalize travel and other arrangements for the
Hepositions.

Please let me know if you have any questions.
Best,
usan

usan Natland
artner
usan.natiand@kmob.com

D49-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe|Martens

MT L AL PROPERTY LAW
bC40 Main Street, 14th Floor
rving, CA 92614

kmigh. SUSEN lan

From: Susan.Natland

Bent: Saturday, September 10, 2011 2:01 PM

Fo: jdai@broadchip.com

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwes.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Bubject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

Ipon review of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board records, we note that the attached Request to Withdraw as Attorney was filed on September 8, 2011 in
Lonnection with the above-identified opposition. Based on the same, we understand that the new contact information for the Applicant in connection with the
Dpposition is as follows: :

erry Dai

President, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
B3 Le Shan Road, Building #1, Suite 305
Bhanghai, 200030

bmail: jdai@broadchip.com

Please note that pursuant to TBMP §113.01, "[E]very paper filed with the United Sates Patent and Trademark Office in an inter partes case...must be served by the
Filing party upon every other party to the proceeding." In addition, the requirement for service "applies not enly to documents filed in an inter partes proceeding
efore the Board, but also to documents filed in an application or registration which is the subject of such a proceeding, if the documents could have an effect on the
nter partes proceeding." Further, there is also a requirement that all such filings include a proof of service of the same upon every other party to the

broceeding. TBMP §113.02.

We have not received the Request to Withdraw as Attomey nor does it appear that such document included a proof of service.

blease ensure to properly serve our firm, as counsel for Broadcom Corporation, in connection with all further documents filed with the United States Patent and
Frademark Office in connection with this proceeding or in connection with the subject application in accordance with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Rules.

Next, as a courtesy we are forwarding to you via attachments to this email the following documents, already properly served September 2, 2011 on your counsel at the
ime, Jay Landrum:

Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories Nos. 1-50

Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Admissions Nos. 1-206

Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things Nos. 1-177

Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6)
Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai

Finally, we are beginning to make our travel arrangements and are in the process of securing a court reporter for the following Depositions already pmperly' noticed:
i) the deposition of Jerry Dai and (ji) the deposition pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6) to be held on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011,
Lespectively, at our firm's San Francisco office. Therefore, please confirm that these depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable alternative dates for

fhe depositions.

Bincerely,

Pusan Natland
Paitner
&

o
949-721-2908 B

Knobbe[Martens

YUAL PROPERTY LAW

11/15/2011
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2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irving, CA 926314
www . kmob.com/susan.natland
virus found in this message.
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com
Version: 10.0.1204 / Virus Database: 1435/3422 - Release Date: 02/04/11
Internal Virus Database is out of date.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION
This electronic transmission, and any docurents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. The information is intended only for use by the
recipiert named shove, Tf you have received this electronic message in error, please notify the sender and delete the efectronic message. Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use
the contents of information received in error is strictly prohbited.

in this message.

Checked by AVG - www.avg.com

Version; 10.0.1204 / Virus Database: 1435/3422 - Release Date: 02/04/11

Internal Virus Database is out of date.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidentiat and/or legally privileged information. The information Is intended orly for use by the

recipient named above. If you have received this electranic message in error, please notify the sender and delate the clectronic message. Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of
the contents of information received in ervor is strictly prohibited.

11/15/2011
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BROC.783M ' TTAB

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

Broadcom Corporation, Opposition No.: 91198660

Opposer, Subject Mark: BROADCHIP
Application No.: 77/855,572
v.

Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.,

Applicant.

OPPOSER’S NOTICE OF DEPOSITION OF KATHY GENG

TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD:b
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT, pursuant to 37 C.FR. §2.120(b), Chapter 400 of the TMBP, and
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30, Opposer, Broadcom Corporation (“Broadcom™) will take the
deposition upon oral examination of Kathy Geng, Secretary of Applicant, Broadchip Technology Group
Ltd, whose address is 1008 Strayer Drive, San Jose, California 95129. This deposition will commence on
November 15, 2011, at 10:00 a.m., at the offices of Knobbe, Martens, Olson & Bear, LLP, 2465 East
Bayshore Road, Suite 302, Palo Alto, California 94303 or at such other location mutually agreed upon.

The deposition will be taken before and transcribed by a court reporter, notary public, or other
person authorized by law to administer oaths. The depositién will be recorded stenographically and may

be recorded by video. The deposition will continue from day to day until completed, weekends and



holidays excepted, with such adjournments as to time and place that may be necessary. You are invited

to attend and cross-examine if you so desire.

KNOBBE, MARTENS, OLSON & BEAR, LLP

. Dated: November 2, 2011 By:

Susan M. Nattand™

Lynda J. Zadra-Symes

2040 Main Street, 14" Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

(949) 760-0404

Attorneys for Opposer,
Broadcom Corporation

12168709/102611



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify that I served a copy of the foregoing OPPOSER’S NOTICE OF DEPOSITION
OF KATHY GENG upon Applicant by depositing a copy thereof in the United States Mail, first-class
prepaid, on November 2, 2011, addressed as follows:
Kathy Geng
Secretary i
Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

1008 Strayer Drive
San Jose, CA 95129

72

Pinfla Paé_ox{al
Trademark Paralegal

12168709/102611
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From: Susan.Natland

Sent:  Friday, November 04, 2011 11:22 PM

To: Jerry Dai (jdai@broadchip.com)

Cc: Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: FW: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai and Ms. Geng,

In reference to our email below, please confirm that Broadchip has properly served its responses to

"Opposer's First Set of Interrogatories, First Set of Requests for Admissions, and First Set of Requests for
Production of Documents and Things ("Opposer's Discovery Requests") that were due yesterday,
November 3, 2011, If that did not occur, Broadchip has waived any objections to Opposer's Discovery
Requests on the merits and Opposer's Requests for Admissions will be deemed admitted.

Also, as discussed below, please provide suitable alternative dates for your deposition as well as the
deposition under Rule 30(b)(6) previously noticed ("Depositions"). As mentioned, if you are unwilling
to provide suitable alternative dates for the Depositions, we will be forced to file a Motion to Compel
appearance with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board.

Finally, as we are making travel arrangements and are retaining a court reporter for the deposition of
Kathy Geng, Secretary, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd. to be held on November 15, 2011 at 10 am at
our firm's Palo Alto office, please confirm that she will appear for her deposition as noticed.

If you have any questions, please let us know.
Sincerely,

Susan Natland
Partner
susan.natland@kmeb.com

Knobbe Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor

Irvine, CA 92614
www. kmob.com/susan.natland

From: Susan.Natland

Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2011 10:27 AM

To: 'Jerry Dai'

Cc: Pam.Pascual; 'broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com'; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: FW: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

11/15/2011
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Thank you for your email below. We are a bit surprised by your email below stating that you can't make the depositions on
December 19-21, since the December 19-21 dates were suggested by you and since we have been trying to set a date for
these depositions for almost two months (they were properly noticed on September 2, 2011). We have offered repeatedly the
entire time to accommodate your schedule.

Since you now state that you can't make the depositions on December 19-21, we once again request that y ou provide suitable
alternative dates for your deposition as well as the deposition under Rule 30(b)(6) (collectively, "Depositions™). As we have
been doing, we are willing to work with your schedule.

If you are not willing to provide suitable dates for the Depositions, we will be forced to file a Motion to Compel appearance
with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board. We hope to hear from you as to suitable dates for the Depositions to avoid
unnecessary and costly Motion practice before the Board.

Further, please note the attached Notice of Deposition of Kathy Geng, Secretary, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd. to be
held on November 15, 2011 at 10 am at our firm's Palo Alto office, which as previously stated is located at the following
address:

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
2465 East Bayshore Road, Suite 302

Palo Alto, California 94303

Finally, as mentioned below, please also note that Broadchip's responses to Opposer's First Set of Interrogatories, First Set of
Requests for Admissions, and First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things previously served ("Opposer's
Discovery Requests") are now due by November 3,2011. We have attached additional copies of Opposer's Discovery
Requests for your convenience. -

Please let us know if you have any questions.
Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct
Knobbe Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor

11/15/2011
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Irvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan.natland

October 31, 2011 11:11 PM
To: Susan.Natland

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com
Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan:

Sorry for late reply. I was on business trip last week.

Since I stay in China most of the time for now, it is better to do the deposition in China. I can not comittee the date for Dec.
19-20 for now.

So I think the better way is that we will provide the documented answers to your questions first. If you think anything missed

or want more info, just let us know, we will provide as much as we can. After that, then we decide if we need to meet and
place to meet. Thanks

Best Regards

Jerry Dai

Broadchip Tech

From: Susan.Natland <mailto:Susan.Natland@kmob.com>

To: 'Jerry Dai' <mailto:jdai@broadchip.com>

Cc: Pam.Pascual <mailto:Pam.Pascual@kmob.com> ; 'broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com’

Sent: Saturday, October 29, 2011 9:34 AM

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai and Ms. Geng,

11/15/2011
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We do not appear to have received a response to our email below. Please reply. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto:susan.natland@kmob.com>
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan.natland <http://www.kmob.com/susan.natland>

From: Susan.Natland

Sent: Wednesday, October 26, 2011 9:25 PM

To: Jerry Dai

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai and Ms. Geng,

Thank you for your email below. Pursuant to your email and in order to accommodate your schedule, we can re-set the

11/15/2011
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depositions for December 19, 2011 and December 20, 2011.

So that we can accommodate your schedule for the depositions, please confirm your consent to the discovery period
remaining open until January 29, 2012 (so that the depositions and any related follow-up discovery may be made) and that
subsequent dates be amended accordingly.

Please let us know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland
Partner

_ susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto:susan.natland@kmob.com>
949-721 -29Q9 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan. <http://www.kmob.com/susan.natland>

11/15/2011
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From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]
Sent: Monday, October 24, 2011 6:38 PM
To: Susan.Natland

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@jiwcs.kmob.com
Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan
Sorry, I can not make this on that date. Some choices here:
1). You can come to china for this deposition
2). We prepare the answers and mail to you
3). Change the date to December 19-21
Thanks
Jerry Dai

Broadchip tech

----- Original Message ----~
From; Susan.Natland <mailto:Susan.Natland@kmob.com>

To: Jerry Dai <mailto:jdai@broadchip.com>

Cc: Pam Pascual <mailto:Pam.Pascual@kmob.com> ; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com
Sent: Tuesday, October 25,2011 2:08 AM
Subject: FW: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

VIA EMAIL AND VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

Dear Mr. Dai and Ms. Geng,

11/15/2011
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Further to our email below, we are making final court reporting; travel and other arrangements for the depositions
noticed for November 15, 2011 and November 16, 2011 to be held at 10:00 am at our firm's Palo Alto office, located at:

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
2465 East Bay shore Road, Suite 302

Palo Alto, California 94303

Therefore, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable alternative dates.
Sincerely,

Susan

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto:susan.natland@kmob.com>
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan. <http://www.kmob.com/susan.natland>

11/15/2011
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From: Susan.Natland
Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 2011 5:30 PM
To: Jerry Dai

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m kmob@iwcs.kmob.com
Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai:

We refer to our email below and note that the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board has now resumed the above
opposition.

In this regard, please find attached Amended Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai and Amended Opposer's
Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6). As you will note, we have reset the
depositions for November 15, 2011 and November 16, 2011, respectively, to be held at 10:00 am at our firm's Palo Alto
office, located at:

11/15/2011
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Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
2465 East Bay shore Road, Suite 302

Palo Alto, California 94303

In addition, this is also to advise that Broadchip's responses to Opposer's First Set of Interrogatories, First Set of
Requests for Admissions, and First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things previously served ("Opposer's
Discovery Requests") are now due by November 3, 2011. We have attached additional copies of Opposer's Discovery
Requests for your convenience.

Please let us know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto:susan.natland@kmob.com>
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor

Irvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan.natland <http://www.kmob.com/susan.natland>

11/15/2011



Page 10 of 20

From: Susan.Natland [ mailto:Susan.Natland@kmob.com}
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 8:32 PM

To: Jerry Dai

Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwces.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual
Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

Given the recent notice, we believe we need to reschedule the depositions until sometime after the case has been
resumed. Please advise if that doesn't work for you.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto:susan.natland@kmob.com>

949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor

Irvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan.natland <http://www.kmob.com/susan.natland>

11/15/2011
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From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]

Sent: Wednesday, September 21, 2011 12:56 AM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan:

Oct. 4, 2011 will be good for us. Also, can we change the meeting place to Sunnyvale? I know Broadcom has an
office in Sunnyvale downtown, we can meet there. Thanks

Best Regards

Jerry Dai

Broadchip Tech

From: Susan.Natland <mailto:Susan.Natland@kmob.com>

To: Jerry Dai <mailto:jdai@broadchip.com>

Cc: broc.783m kmob@iwes.kmob.com ; Pam.Pascual <mailto:Pam.Pascual@kmob.com> ; Lynda.Zadra-
Symes <mailto:Lynda.zadra-symes@kmob.com>

Sent: Monday, September 19, 2011 4:25 AM

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

We are happy to find alternative dates for the depositions in the next two weeks. Please provide suitable
alternative dates between Septem ber 20, 2011 and October 4, 2011 for the Depositions noticed in the attached.

Sincerely,

11/15/2011
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Susan

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto:susan.natland@kmob.com>

949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor

Irvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan.natland <http://www.kmob.com/susan.natland>

From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]

Sent: Sunday, September 18, 2011 2:16 AM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwces.kmob.com; Pam Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes -

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Lid.

Hi, Susan;

Sorry, we can not attend this meeting based on such a short notice. Better to arrange another date that is
convenient for both parties. Thanks!

BRs

11/15/2011
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Jerry Dai

Broadchip Tech

From: Susan.Natland <mailto:Susan Natland@kmob.com>

To: jdai@broadchip.com

Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com ; Pam.Pascual <mailto:Pam.Pascual@kmob.com> ;
Lynda.Zadra-Symes <mailto:Lynda.zadra-symes@kmob.com>

Sent: Friday, September 16, 2011 6:31 AM

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

The email address we are using to correspond with you and that you responded from is the email address
that you indicated in your contact information in the Request to Withdraw signed by you and filed with the Trademark Trial
and Appeal Board on September 8, 2011.

In addition, we have sent these documents to you and your former counsel numerous times, and
therefore, you have clearly been on notice of the depositions next week. Accordingly, we have arranged to take the
depositions on the dates noticed and for court reporters to be present.

We expect you to appear at the depositions noticed for 10 am on September 21, 2011 and September 22,
2011 at our San Francisco office located at the following address (see attached):

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear

33 Bush Street, 21st Floor,

San Francisco, California 94104

If you fail to appear, we will take appropriate legal action.

If you have any questions, please let us know.

Sincerely,

11/15/2011
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Susan

Susan Natland
Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto:susan.natland@kmob.com>

949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor

‘Irvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan.natland <http://www.kmob.com/susan.natland>

11/15/2011

From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]
Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 8:59 PM

To: Susan.Natland
Cec: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan;

I didn't receieve your last e-mail. Also I just receievd the documents you sent to me via Fedex.

We need to review all these docs and get back to you next week. Thanks
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Best Regards

Jerry Dai

Broadchip Tech

From: Susan.Natland <mailto:Susan.Natland@kmob.com>
To: 'jdai@broadchip.com’

Cc: Pam.Pascual <mailto:Pam.Pascual@kmob.com> ; 'broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com';
Lynda.Zadra-Symes <mailto:Lynda.zadra-symes@kmob.com>

Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 3:24 AM

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group
Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

As we have not received a response to our email below, please confirm that the depositions will go
forward as noticed on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office (see attached) or provide
suitable alternative dates for the depositions.

Please respond to this email as soon as possible and no later than Friday, September 16, 2011 so that
we can finalize travel and other arrangements for the depositions.

Please let me know if you have any questions.
Best,
Susan

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto:susan.natland@kmob.com>

11/15/2011
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949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor

Irvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan.natland <http://www.kmob.com/susan.natland>

From: Susan.Natland

Sent: Saturday, September 10, 2011 2:01 PM

To: jdai@broadchip.com

Ce: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwes.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

Upon review of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board records, we note that the attached Request to

Withdraw as Attorney was filed on September 8, 2011 in connection with the above-identified opposition. Based on the
same, we understand that the new contact information for the Applicant in connection with the Opposition is as follows:

11/15/2011

Jerry Dai

President, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
33 Le Shan Road, Building #1, Suite 305
Shanghai, 200030

email: jdai@broadchip.com <mailto:jdai@broadchip.com>
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Please note that pursuant to TBMP §113.01, "[E]very paper filed with the United Sates Patent and
Trademark Office in an inter partes case...must be served by the filing party upon every other party to the proceeding." In
addition, the requirement for service "applies not only to documents filed in an inter partes proceeding before the Board, but
also to documents filed in an application or registration which is the subject of such a proceeding, if the documents could
have an effect on the inter partes proceeding." Further, there is also a requirement that all such filings include a proof of
service of the same upon every other party to the proceeding. TBMP §113.02.

We have not received the Request to Withdraw as Attorney nor does it appear that such document
included a proof of service.

Please ensure to properly serve our firm, as counsel for Broadcom Corporation, in connection with
all further documents filed with the United States Patent and Trademark Office in connection with this proceeding or in
connection with the subject application in accordance with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Rules.

Next, as a courtesy we are forwarding to you via attachments to this email the following documents,
already properly served September 2, 2011 on your counsel at the time, Jay Landrum:

Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories Nos. 1-50

Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Admissions Nos. 1-206

Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things Nos. 1-177
- Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6)

- Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai

Finally, we are beginning to make our travel arrangements and are in the process of securing a court
reporter for the following Depositions already properly noticed: (i) the deposition of Jerry Dai and (ii) the deposition pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6) to be held on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 201 1, respectively, at our
firm's San Francisco office. Therefore, please confirm that these depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable
alternative dates for the depositions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto:susan.nattand@kmob.com>

11/15/2011
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949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan.natland <http://www.kmob.com/susan.natland>

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or
legally privileged information. The information is intended only for use by the recipient named above. If you have received
this electronic message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. Any disclosure, copying,
distribution, or use of the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally
privileged information. The information is intended only for use by the recipient named above. If you have received this
electronic message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. Any disclosure, copying, distribution,
or use of the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally

11/15/2011
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privileged information. The information is intended only for use by the recipient named above. If you have received this
electronic message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. Any disclosure, copying, distribution,
or use of the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally privileged
information. The information is intended only for use by the recipient named above. If you have received this electronic
message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of
the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally privileged
information. The information is intended only for use by the recipient named above. If you have received this electronic
message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of
the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.

No virus found in this message.

Checked by AVG - www.avg.com

Version: 10.0.1204 / Virus Database: 1435/3422 - Release Date: 02/04/11
Internal Virus Database is out of date.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally privileged
information. The information is intended only for use by the recipient named above. If you have received this electronic
message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of
the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.

No virus found in this message.
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com

" Version: 10.0.1204 / Virus Database: 1435/3422 - Release Date: 02/04/11
Internal Virus Database is out of date.

11/15/2011
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No virus found in this message.

Checked by AVG - www.avg.com

Version: 10.0.1204 / Virus Database: 1435/3422 - Release Date: 02/04/11
Internal Virus Database is out of date.

No virus found in this message.

Checked by AVG - www.avg.com

Version: 10.0.1204 / Virus Database: 1435/3422 - Release Date: 02/04/11
Internal Virus Database is out of date.

11/15/2011
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From: Jerry Dai [jdai@broadchip.com]

Sent:  Tuesday, November 08, 2011 7:00 PM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan;

As 1 said in my last e-mail, since most of my time is in China, you should come over to China to do the deposition under the Sections 2.120
(b) and 2.120 (c) of 37 C.F.R. PART 2-RULES OF PRACTICE IN
TRADEMARK CASES.

For Kathy Geng's deposition, we will let you know the suitable date later. Thanks
Best Regards

Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech

----- Original Message -----
From: Susan.Natland

To: Jerry Dai (jdai@broadchip.com)
Ce: Pam Pascual ; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Sent: Saturday, November 05, 2011 2:21 PM
Subject: FW: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai and Ms. Geng,

In reference to our email below, please confirm that Broadchip has properly served its responses to
Opposer's First Set of Interrogatories, First Set of Requests for Admissions, and First Set of Requests for
Production of Documents and Things ("Opposer's Discovery Requests") that were due yesterday,
November 3. 2011. If that did not occur, Broadchip has waived any objections to Opposer's Discovery
Requests on the merits and Opposer's Requests for Admissions will be deemed admitted.

Also, as discussed below, please provide suitable alternative dates for your deposition as well as the
deposition under Rule 30(b)(6) previously noticed ("Depositions"). As mentioned, if you are unwilling to
provide suitable alternative dates for the Depositions, we will be forced to file a Motion to Compel
appearance with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board.

Finally, as we are making travel arrangements and are retaining a court reporter for the deposition of
Kathy Geng, Secretary, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd. to be held on November 15,2011 at 10 am at
our firm's Palo Alto office, please confirm that she will appear for her deposition as noticed.

If you have any questions, please let us know.

Sincerely,

11/15/2011
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Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor

Irvine, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.natland

From: Susan.Natland

Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2011 10:27 AM

To: 'Jerry Dai'

Cc: Pam.Pascual; 'broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com'; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: FW: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

Thank you for your email below. We are a bit surprised by your email below stating that you can't make the depositions on
December 19-21, since the December 19-21 dates were suggested by you and since we have been trying to set a date for these
depositions for almost two months (they were properly noticed on September 2, 2011). We have offered repeatedly the entire
time to accommodate your schedule.

Since you now state that you can't make the depositions on December 19-21, we once again request that you provide suitable
alternative dates for your deposition as well as the deposition under Rule 30(b)(6) (collectively, "Depositions™). As we have
been doing, we are willing to work with your schedule.

If you are not willing to provide suitable dates for the Depositions, we will be forced to file a Motion to Compel appearance
with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board. We hope to hear from you as to suitable dates for the Depositions to avoid
unnecessary and costly Motion practice before the Board.

Further, please note the attached Notice of Deposition of Kathy Geng, Secretary, Broadchip Technotogy Group Ltd. to be held
on November 15, 2011 at 10 am at our firm's Palo Alto office, which as previously stated is located at the following address:

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
2465 East Bayshore Road, Suite 302

Palo Alto, California 94303

Finally, as mentioned below, please also note that Broadchip's responses to Opposer's First Set of Interrogatories, First Set of
Requests for Admissions, and First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things previously served ("Opposer's
Discovery Requests") are now due by November 3, 2011. We have attached additional copies of Opposer's Discovery
Requests for your convenience,

11/15/2011



Please let us know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor

Irvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan.natland

QOctober 31,2011 11:11 PM
To: Susan.Natland

Cec: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com
Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan:

Sorry for late reply. I was on business trip last week.

Page 3 of 20

Since I stay in China most of the time for now, it is better to do the deposition in China. I can not comittee the date for Dec.

19-20 for now.

So I think the better way is that we will provide the documented answers to your questions first. If you think anything missed
or want more info, just let us know, we will provide as much as we can. After that, then we decide if we need to meet and

place to meet. Thanks

Best Regards

Jerry Dai

Broadchip Tech

11/15/2011
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From: Susan.Natland <mailto:Susan.Natland@kmob.com>
To: 'Jerry Dai' <mailto:jdai@broadchip.com>

Cc: Pam.Pascual <mailto:Pam.Pascual@kmob.com> ; 'broc.783m kmob@iwcs.kmob.com'

Sent: Saturday, October 29, 2011 9:34 AM

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai and Ms. Geng,

We do not appear to have received a response to our email below. Please reply. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto:susan.natland@kmob.com>

949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor

Irvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan.natland <http://www.kmab.com/susan.natland>

11/15/2011
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From: Susan.Natland
Sent: Wednesday, October 26, 2011 9:25 PM
To: Jerry Dai

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com
Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Litd.

Dear Mr. Dai and Ms. Geng,

Thank you for your email below. Pursuant to your email and in order to accommodate your schedule, we can re-set the
depositions for December 19, 2011 and December 20, 2011.

So that we can accommodate your schedule for the depositions, please confirm your consent to the discovery period
remaining open until January 29, 2012 (so that the depositions and any related follow-up discovery may be made) and that
subsequent dates be amended accordingly.

Please let us know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto:susan.natland@kmob.com>
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor

Irvine, CA 92614

11/15/2011
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www.kmob.com/susan. <http://www.kmob.com/susan.natland>

From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]
Sent: Monday, October 24, 2011 6:38 PM
To: Susan.Natland

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwces.kmob.com
Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan
Sorry, I can not make this on that date. Some choices here:
1). You can come to china for this deposition
2). We prepare the answers and mail to you
3). Change the date to December 19-21

Thanks

Jerry Dai

Broadchip tech

From: Susan.Natland <mailto:Susan.Natland@kmob.com>

To: Jerry Dai <mailto:jdai(@broadchip.com>

Cc: Pam.Pascual <mailto:Pam.Pascual@kmob.com> ; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com

11/15/2011
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Sent: Tuesday, October 25, 2011 2:08 AM

Subject: FW: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Lid.
VIA EMAIL AND VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS
Dear Mr. Dai and Ms. Geng,

. Further to our email below, we are making final court reporting, travel and other arraﬁgements for the depositions
noticed for November 15, 2011 and November 16, 2011 to be held at 10:00 am at our firm's Palo Alto office, located at:

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear

2465 East Bayshore Road, Suite 302

Palo Alto, California 94303

Therefore, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable alternative dates.
Sincerely,

Susan

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto:susan.natland@kmob.com>
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

11/15/2011
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2040 Main Street, 14th Floor

Irvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan. <http://www.kmob.com/susan.natland>

From: Susan.Natland

Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 2011 5:30 PM

To: Jerry Dai

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai:

11/15/2011
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We refer to our email below and note that the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board has now resumed the above
opposition.

In this regard, please find attached Amended Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai and Amended Opposer's
Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6). As you will note, we have reset the
depositions for November 15, 2011 and November 16, 2011, respectively, to be held at 10:00 am at our firm's Palo Alto
office, located at:

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
2465 East Bayshore Road, Suite 302

Palo Alto, California 94303

In addition, this is also to advise that Broadchip's responses to Opposer's First Set of Interrogatories, First Set of
Requests for Admissions, and First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things previously served ("Opposer's
Discovery Requests") are now due by November 3, 2011. We have attached additional copies of Opposer's Discovery
Requests for your convenience.

Please let us know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto;susan.natland@kmob.com>
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe
Martens
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor

11/15/2011



Page 10 of 20

Irvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan.natland <http://www.kmob.com/susan.natland>

From: Susan.Natland [mailto:Susan.Natland@kmob.com]
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 8:32 PM

To: Jerry Dai

Cc: broc.783m. kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual
Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

Given the recent notice, we believe we need to reschedule the depositions until sometime after the case has been
resumed. Please advise if that doesn't work for you.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto:su_san.natland kmob.com>

949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor

11/15/2011
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Irvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan.natland <http://www.kmob.com/susan.natland>

From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]
Sent: Wednesday, September 21, 2011 12:56 AM
To: Susan.Natland

Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan:

Oct. 4, 2011 will be good for us. Also, can we change the meeting place to Sunnyvale? I know Broadcom has an
office in Sunnyvale downtown, we can meet there. Thanks

Best Regards

Jerry Dai

Broadchip Tech

From: Susan.Natland <mailto:Susan.Natland@kmob.com>
To: Jerry Dai <mailto:jdai@broadchip.com>

Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com ; Pam.Pascual <mailto:Pam.Pascual@kmob.com> ; Lynda.Zadra-
Symes <mailto:Lynda.zadra-symes@kmob.com>

Sent: Monday, September 19, 2011 4:25 AM

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

“We are happy to find alternative dates for the depositions in the next two weeks. Please provide suitable
alternative dates between September 20, 2011 and October 4, 2011 for the Depositions noticed in the attached.

11/15/2011
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Sincerely,

Susan

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto:susan.natland@kmob.com>
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan.natland <http://www.kmob.com/susan.natland>

From: Jerry Dai [mailto;jdai@broadchip.com]
Sent: Sunday, September 18, 2011 2:16 AM

To: Susan.Natland
Cc: broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Pam Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan;

Sorry, we can not attend this meeting based on such a short notice. Better to arrange another date that is
convenient for both parties. Thanks!

11/15/2011
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BRs

Jerry Dai

Broadchip Tech

From: Susan.Natland <mailto:Susan.Natland@kmob.com>

To: jdai@broadchip.com
Cc: broc.783m kmob@iwes.kmob.com ; Pam.Pascual <mailto:Pam.Pascual@kmob.com> ; Lynda.Zadra-

Symes <mailto:L ynda.zadra-symes@kmob.com>

Sent: Friday, September 16, 2011 6:31 AM

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Lid.

Dear Mr. Dai,

The email address we are using to correspond with you and that you responded from is the email address
that you indicated in your contact information in the Request to Withdraw signed by you and filed with the Trademark Trial
and Appeal Board on September 8, 2011.

In addition, we have sent these documents to you and your former counsel numerous times, and therefore,
you have clearly been on notice of the depositions next week. Accordingly, we have arranged to take the depositions on the
dates noticed and for court reporters to be present.

We expect you to appear at the depositions noticed for 10 am on September 21, 2011 and September 22,
2011 at our San Francisco office located at the following address (see attached):

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear

33 Bush Street, 21st Floor,

San Francisco, California 94104

If you fail to appear, we will take appropriate legal action.

If you have any questions, please let us know.

Sincerely,

11/15/2011
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Susan

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto:susan.natland@kmob.com>
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan.natland <http://www.kmob.com/susan.natland>

From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]

Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 8:59 PM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Litd.

Hi, Susan;

I didn't receieve your last e-mail. Also I just receievd the documents you sent to me via Fedex.

We need to review all these docs and get back to you next week. Thanks

11/15/2011
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Best Regards

Jerry Dai

Broadchip Tech

From: Susan.Natland <mailto:Susan.Natland@kmob.com>
To: 'jdai@broadchip.com’

Cc: Pam.Pascual <mailto:Pam.Pascual@kmob.com> ; 'broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com';
Lynda.Zadra-Symes <mailto:L.ynda.zadra-symes@kmob.com>

Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 3:24 AM
Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

As we have not received a response to our email below, please confirm that the depositions will go
forward as noticed on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office (see attached) or provide
suitable alternative dates for the depositions.

Please respond to this email as soon as possible and no later than Friday, September 16, 2011 so that
we can finalize travel and other arrangements for the depositions.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Best,

Susan

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto:susan.natland@kmob.com>

949-721-2909 Direct

11/15/2011
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Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan.natland <http://www.kmob.com/susan.natland>

From: Susan.Natland
Sent: Saturday, September 10, 2011 2:01 PM

To: jdai@broadchip.com
Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@jiwces.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

'Upon review of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board records, we note that the attached Request to
Withdraw as Attorney was filed on September 8, 2011 in connection with the above-identified opposition. Based on the
same, we understand that the new contact information for the Applicant in connection with the Opposition is as follows:

Jerry Dai

President, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
33 Le Shan Road, Building #1, Suite 305
Shanghai, 200030

email: jdai@broadchip.com <mailto:jdai{@broadchip.com>

Please note that pursuant to TBMP §113.01, "[E]very paper filed with the United Sates Patent and
Trademark Office in an inter partes case...must be served by the filing party upon every other party to the proceeding.” In
addition, the requirement for service "applies not only to documents filed in an inter partes proceeding before the Board, but
~ also to documents filed in an application or registration which is the subject of such a proceeding, if the documents could have
an effect on the inter partes proceeding.” Further, there is also a requirement that all such filings include a proof of service of

11/15/2011
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the same upon every other party to the proceeding. TBMP §113.02.

We have not received the Request to Withdraw as Attorney nor does it appear that such document
included a proof of service.

Please ensure to properly serve our firm, as counsel for Broadcom Corporation, in connection with
all further documents filed with the United States Patent and Trademark Office in connection with this proceeding or in
connection with the subject application in accordance with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Rules.

Next, as a courtesy we are forwarding to you via attachments to this email the following documents,
already properly served September 2, 2011 on your counsel at the time, Jay Landrum:

- Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories Nos. 1-50

Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Admissions Nos. 1-206

Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things Nos. 1-177
- Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6)

- Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai

Finally, we are beginning to make our travel arrangements and are in the process of securing a court
reporter for the following Depositions already properly noticed: (i) the deposition of Jerry Dai and (ii) the deposition pursuant
to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6) to be held on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011, respectively, at our
firm's San Francisco office. Therefore, please confirm that these depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable
alternative dates for the depositions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto:susan.natland kmob.com>

949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

11/15/2011
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INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan.natland <http://www.kmob.com/susan.natland>

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or
legally privileged information. The information is intended only for use by the recipient named above. If you have received
this electronic message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. Any disclosure, copying,
distribution, or use of the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally
privileged information. The information is intended only for use by the recipient named above. If you have received this
electronic message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. Any disclosure, copying, distribution,
or use of the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally
privileged information. The information is intended only for use by the recipient named above. If you have received this
electronic message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. Any disclosure, copying, distribution,
or use of the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

11/15/2011
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This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally privileged
information. The information is intended only for use by the recipient named above. If you have received this electronic
message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of
the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally privileged
information. The information is intended only for use by the recipient named above. If you have received this electronic
message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of
the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.

No virus found in this message.

Checked by AVG - www.avg.com

Version: 10.0.1204 / Virus Database: 1435/3422 - Release Date: 02/04/11
Internal Virus Database is out of date.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally privileged
information. The information is intended only for use by the recipient named above. If you have received this electronic
message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of
the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.

No virus found in this message.

Checked by AVG - www.avg.com

Version: 10.0.1204 / Virus Database: 1435/3422 - Release Date: 02/04/11
Internal Virus Database is out of date.

No virus found in this message.

Checked by AVG - www.avg.com

Version: 10.0.1204 / Virus Database: 1435/3422 - Release Date: 02/04/11
Internal Virus Database is out of date.

No virus found in this message.

11/15/2011
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Checked by AVG - www.avg.com
Version: 10.0.1204 / Virus Database: 1435/3422 - Release Date: 02/04/11
Internal Virus Database is out of date.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally
privileged information. The information is intended only for use by the recipient named above. If you have
received this electronic message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. Any
disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited,

11/15/2011
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From: Susan.Natland .

Sent:  Wednesday, November 09, 2011 3:26 PM

To: Jerry Dai

Cc: Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

Regarding the deposition of Kathy Geng, as you know, the discovery period is currently set to close on December 18, 2011. Please,
therefore, immediately provide a suitable alternative date for her deposition as noticed in Palo Alto, which will need to take place prior to
December 18, 2011.

Regarding your deposition, as you own a personal residence in San Jose (1008 Strayer Drive, San Jose, California 95129), we believe 37 CFR
Section 2.120 (b) is applicable, and therefore, we again request that you provide us with a suitable date for your deposition as noticed in
Palo Alto, which will need to take place prior to December 18, 2011. Please also provide a suitable date for the deposition under Rule 30(b)
(6 as previously noticed in Palo Alto, which will need to take place prior to December 18, 2011, If you do not provide such dates, we wilf
be forced to file a Motion to Compel appearance at the depositions.

Finally, as we have not received Broadchip's responses to the Opposer's First Set of Interrogatories, First Set of Requests for Admissions,
and First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things ("Opposer's Discovery Requests”), we plan to file a Motion to Compel
responses to the same. In addition, as mentioned, Broadchip has waived any objections to Opposer's Discovery Requests on the merits and
Opposer's Requests for Admissions will be deemed admitted.

Please let us know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner
susan.natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

INYELLECYUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614
www.kmob,com/susan.natland

From: Jerry Dai {mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]

Sent: Tuesday, November 08, 2011 7:00 PM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: Pam.Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan; )

As 1 said in my last e-mail, since most of my time is in China, you should come over to China to do the deposition under the Sections 2.120(b) and 2.120 (c) of 37 C.F.R. PART 2-RULES
OF PRACTICE IN
TRADEMARK CASES.

For Kathy Geng's deposition, we will let you know the suitable date later. Thanks
Best Regards

Jerry Dai
Broadchip Tech

----- Original Message «~~--
From: Susan.Natland

11/15/2011
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To: Jerry Dai (jdai@broadchip.com)

Cec: Pam.Pascual ; Lynda Zadra-Symes

Sent: Satyrday, November 05, 2011 2:21 PM

Subject: FW: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai and Ms. Geng,

In reference to our email below, please confirm that Broadchip has properly served its responses to Opposer's First Set of Interrogatories,
First Set of Requests for Admissions, and First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things ("Opposer's Discovery Requests")
that were due yesterday, November 3, 2011, If that did not occur, Broadchip has waived any objections to Opposer's Discovery Requests on
the merits and Opposer's Requests for Admissions will be deemed admitted.

Also, as discussed below, please provide suitable alternative dates for your deposition as well as the deposition under Rule 30(b)(6)
previously noticed ("Depositions"). As mentioned, if you are unwilling to provide suitable alternative dates for the Depositions, we will be
forced to file a Motion to Compel appearance with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board.

Finally, as we are making travel arrangements and are retaining a court reporter for the deposition of Kathy Geng, Secretary, Broadchip
Technology Group Ltd. to be held on November 15, 2011 at 10 am at our firm's Palo Alto office, please confirm that she will appear for her
deposition as noticed.

If you have any questions, please let us know.
Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner
susan,natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe Martens

ROPERYY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
{rvine, CA 92614
www.kmob.com/susan.natland

From: Susan.Natland

Sent: Wednesday, November 02, 2011 10:27 AM

To: 'Jerry Dai'

Cc: Pam.Pascual; 'broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com’; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: FW: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

Thank you for your email below, We are a bit surprised by your email below stating that you can't make the depositions on December 19-21, since the December 19-
21 dates were suggested by you and since we have been trying to set a date for these depositions for almost two months (they were properly noticed on September 2,
2011). We have offered repeatedly the entire time to accommodate your schedule.

Since you now state that you can't make the depositions on December 19-21, we once again request that you provide suitable alternative dates for your deposition as
well as the deposition under Rule 30(b)(6) (collectively, "Depositions"). As we have been doing, we are willing to work with your schedule.

If you are not willing to provide suitable dates for the Depositions, we will be forced to file a Motion to Compel appearance with the Trademark Trial and Appeal
Board. We hope to hear from you as to suitable dates for the Depositions to avoid unnecessary and costly Motion practice before the Board.

Further, please note the attached Notice of Deposition of Kathy Geng, Secretary, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd. to be held on November 15, 2011 at 10 am at our
firm's Palo Alto office, which as previously stated is located at the following address:

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear

2465 East Bayshore Road, Suite 302

Palo Alto, California 94303

11/15/2011
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Finally, as mentioned below, please also note that Broadchip's responses to Opposer's First Set of Interrogatories, First Set of Requests for Admissions, and First Set of
Requests for Production of Documents and Things previously served ("Opposer's Discovery Requests") are now due by November 3, 2011. We have attached
additional copies of Opposer's Discovery Requests for your convenience.

Please let us know if you have any questions.
Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor

Irvine, CA 92614

www.kanob.com/susan.natland

October 31, 2011 11:11 PM
To: Susan.Natland

Cec: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m kmob@iwes kmob.com
Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan;
Sorry for late reply. I was on business trip last week.

Since I stay in China most of the time for now, it is better to do the deposition in China. I can not comittee the date for Dec. 19-20 for now.

So I think the better way is that we will provide the documented answers to your questions first. If you think anything missed or want more info, just let us know, we
will provide as much as we can. After that, then we decide if we need to meet and place to meet. Thanks

Best Regards
Jerry Dai

Broadchip Tech

From: Susan Natland <mailto:Susan Natland ob.com>

To: 'Jerry Dai' <mailto:jdai@broadchip.com>
Cc: Pam Pascual <mailto:Pam Pascual@kmob.com> ; 'broc.783m kmob@iwes.kmob.com'
Sent: Saturday, October 29, 2011 9:34 AM

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai and Ms. Geng,

11/15/2011
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We do not appear to have received a response to our email below. Please reply. Thank you.
Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto:susan natland@kmob.com>
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

www kmob.com/susan.natland <http://www.kmob.com/susan natland>

From: Susan.Natland
Sent: Wednesday, October 26, 2011 9:25 PM
To: Jerry Dai

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com
Subject; RE: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai and Ms. Geng,

Thank you for your email below. Pursuant to your email and in order to accommodate your schedule, we can re-set the depositions for December 19,2011 and
December 20, 2011.

So that we can accommeodate your schedule for the depositions, please confirm your consent to the discovery period remaining open until January 29, 2012 (so that
the depositions and any refated follow-up discovery may be made) and that subsequent dates be amended accordingly.

Please let us know if you have any questions.
Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner

11/15/2011
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susan.natland@lanob.com <mailto:susan.natland ob.com>
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan. <http://www.kmob.com/susan.natland>

From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]
Sent: Monday, October 24, 2011 6:38 PM
To: Susan.Natland

Ce: Pam Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwes.kmob.com
Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan
Sorry, I can not make this on that date. Some choices here:
1). You can come to china for this deposition
2). We prepare the answers and mail to you
3). Change the date to December 19-21
Thanks
Jerry Dai

Broadchip tech

---=- Original Message -----

From: Susan Natland <mailto;Susan Natland, ob.com>

11/15/2011
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To: Jerry Dai <mailto:jdai@broadchip.com>

Cc: Pam.Pascual <mailto:Pam Pascual@kmob.com> ; broc.783m kmob@iwes. kmob.com
Sent: Tuesday, October 25, 2011 2:08 AM

Subject: FW: TM Opp. No. 9119 8660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
VIA EMAIL AND VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

Dear Mr. Dai and Ms. Geng,

Further to our email below, we are making final court reporting, travel and other arrangements for the depositions noticed for November 15, 2011 and
November 16, 2011 to be held at 10:00 am at our firm's Palo Alto office, located at:

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
2465 East Bayshore Road, Suite 302

Palo Alto, California 94303

Therefore, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable alternative dates.
Sincerely,

Susan

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto:susan.natland@kmob.com>
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

www kmob.com/susan. <http://www kmob.com/susan.natland>

11/15/2011
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From: Susan.Natland

Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 2011 5:30 PM

To: Jerry Dai )

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kmob.com

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr, Dai:

We refer to our email below and note that the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board has now resumed the above opposition.

In this regard, please find attached Amended Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai and Amended Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Applicant
Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6). As you will note, we have reset the depositions for November 15, 2011 and November 16, 2011, respectively, to
be held at 10:00 am at our firm's Palo Alto office, located at:

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
2465 East Bayshore Road, Suite 302

Palo Alto, California 94303

In addition, this is also to advise that Broadchip's responses to Opposer's First Set of Interrogatories, First Set of Requests for Admissions, and First Set of
Regquests for Production of Documents and Things previously served ("Opposer's Discovery Requests”) are now due by November 3,2011. We have attached
additional copies of Opposer's Discovery Requests for your convenience.

Please let us know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

11/15/2011
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Partner
susan.natland@kmob.comn <mailto:susan.natland@kmob.com>
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan.natland <http://www.kmob.com/susan.natland>
%

From: Susan.Natland [mailto:Susan Natland@kmob.com]
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 8:32 PM

To: Jerry Dai
Ce: broc.783m.kmneb@iwes kmob.com; Pam Pascual
Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

Given the recent notice, we believe we need to reschedule the depositions until sometime after the case has been resumed. Please advise if that doesn't work
for you.

Sincerely,

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto;susan.natland@kmaob.com™>
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

11/15/2011
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2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan.natland <http://www kmob.com/susan.natland>

From: Jerry Dai [mailto:;jdai@broadchip.com]

Sent: Wednesday, September 21, 2011 12:56 AM

To: Susan.Natland

Ce: broc.783m.kmob@iwes kmob.com; Pam Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan:

Oct. 4, 2011 will be good for us. Also, can we change the meeting place to Sunnyvale? I know Broadcom has an office in Sunnyvale downtown, we can
meet there. Thanks

Best Regards

Jerry Dai

Broadchip Tech
----- Original Message =----
From: Susan.Natland <mailto:Susan.Natland ob.com>
To: Jerry Dai <mailto:jdai@broadchip.com>

Ce: broc.783m.kmob@iwes.kmob.com ; Pam Pascual <mailto:Pam Pascual@kmob.com> ; Lynda.Zadra-Symes <mailto:Lynda.zadra-
symes@kmob.com>

. Sent: Monday, September 19, 2011 4:25 AM

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

We are happy to find alternative dates for the depositions in the next two weeks. Please provide suitable alteative dates between September 20, 2011
and October 4, 2011 for the Depositions noticed in the attached.

Sincerely,

Susan

Susan Natland
Partner

susan natland@kmob.com <mailto:susan.natland@kmob.com>

11/15/2011
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949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

www.kmob.com/susan.natland <http://www.kmob.com/susan natland>

From: Jerry Dai {mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]
Sent; Sunday, September 18,2011 2:16 AM~

To: Susan.Natland
Cec: broc.783m.kmob@iwes kmob.com; Pam Pascual; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan;

Sorry, we can not attend this meeting based on such a short notice. Better to arrange another date that is convenient for both parties. Thanks!

BRs

Jerry Dai

Broadchip Tech

From: Susan.Natland <mailto;Susan Natland@kmob.com>

To: jdai@broadchip.com

Ce: broc.783m.kmob@iwcs.kméb.com ; Pam Pascual <mailto:Pam Pascual@kmob.com> ; Lynda.Zadra-Symes <mailto:Lynda.zadra-
symes@kmob.com>

Sent: Friday, September 16, 2011 6:31 AM
Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

The email address we are using to correspond with you and that you responded from is the email address that you indicated in your contact
information in the Request to Withdraw signed by you and filed with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board on September 8, 2011.

In addition, we have sent these documents to you and your former counsel numerous times, and therefore, you have clearly been on notice of the
depositions next week. Accordingly, we have arranged to take the depositions on the dates noticed and for court reporters to be present.

11/15/2011
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. We expect you to appear at the depositions noticed for 10 am on September 21, 2011 and September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office located at
the following address (see attached):

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear
33 Bush Street, 21st Floor,

San Francisco, California 94104

If you fail to appear, we will take appropriate legal action.

If you have any questions, please let us know.

Sincerely,

Susan

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto:susan.natland@kmob.com>

949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor

Irvine, CA 92614

www.kimob.com/susan natland <http://www kinob.com/susan.natland>

11/15/2011

From: Jerry Dai [mailto:jdai@broadchip.com]
Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 8:59 PM

To: Susan.Natland

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m.kmob@iwes.kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes
Subject: Re: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Hi, Susan;

1 didn't receieve your last e-mail. Also I just receievd the documents you sent to me via Fedex.
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We need to review all these docs and get back to you next week. Thanks
Best Regards

Jerry Dai

Broadchip Tech
----- Original Message -----
From: Susan.Natland <mailto:Susan Natland ob.com>
To: jdai@broadchip.com’

Ce: Pam.Pascual <mailto:Pam Pascual@kmob.com> ; 'broc.783m. kmob@iwcs kmob.com' ; Lynda.Zadra-Symes <mailto:Lynda.zadra-

symes@kmob.com>

Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 3:24 AM

Subject: RE: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

As we have not received a response to our email below, please confirm that the depositions will go forward as noticed on September 21, 2011

and September 22, 2011 at our San Francisco office (see attached) or provide suitable alternative dates for the depositions.

Please respond to this email as soon as possible and no later than Friday, September 16, 2011 so that we can finalize travel and other

arrangements for the depositions.

11/15/2011

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Best,

Susan

Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto:susan.natland@kmob.com>

949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor

Irvine, CA 92614

www kmob.com/susan.natland <http://www kmob.com/susan.natland>
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From: Susan.Natland

Sent: Saturday, September 10, 2011 2:01 PM

To: jdai@broadchip.com

Cc: Pam.Pascual; broc.783m kmob@iwes kmob.com; Lynda.Zadra-Symes

Subject: TM Opp. No. 91198660 - Broadcom Corporation vs. Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.

Dear Mr. Dai,

. Upon review of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board records, we note that the attached Request to Withdraw as Attomey was filed on
September 8, 2011 in connection with the above-identified opposition. Based on the same, we understand that the new contact information for the Applicant in
connection with the Opposition is as follows:

Jerry Dai

President, Broadchip Technology Group Ltd.
33 Le Shan Road, Building #1, Suite 305
Shanghai, 200030

email: jdai@broadchip.com <mailto;jdai@broadchip.com>

Please note that pursuant to TBMP §113.01, "[Elvery paper filed with the United Sates Patent and Trademark Office in an inter partes
case...must be served by the filing party upon every other party to the proceeding." In addition, the requirement for service "applies not only to documents filed in an
inter partes proceeding before the Board, but also to documents filed in an application or registration which is the subject of such a proceeding, if the documents could
have an effect on the inter partes proceeding." Further, there is also a requirement that all such filings include a proof of service of the same upon every other party to
the proceeding. TBMP §113.02.

We have not received the Request to Withdraw as Attorney nor does it appear that such document included a proof of service.

Please ensure to properly serve our firm, as counsel for Broadcom Corporation, in connection with all further documents filed with the United
States Patent and Trademark Office in connection with this proceeding or in connection with the subject application in accordance with the Trademark Trial and Appeal
Board Rules.

Next, as a courtesy we are forwarding to you via attachments to this email the following documents, already properly served September 2,
2011 on your counsel at the time, Jay Landrum:

- Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories Nos. 1-50

- Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Admissions Nos. 1-206

- Opposer’s First Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Things Nos. 1-177

- Opposer’s Notice of Deposition of Applicant Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6)

- Opposer's Notice of Deposition of Jerry Dai

Finally, we are beginning to make our travel arrangements and are in the process of securing a court reporter for the following Depositions
already properly noticed: (i) the deposition of Jerry Dai and (ii) the deposition pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6) to be held on September 21, 2011
and September 22, 2011, respectively, at our firm's San Francisco office. Therefore, please confirm that these depositions will go forward as noticed or provide suitable
alternative dates for the depositions.

Sincerely,

11/15/2011
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Susan Natland

Partner

susan.natland@kmob.com <mailto:susan.natland@kmob.com>
949-721-2909 Direct

Knobbe

Martens

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

2040 Main Street, 14th Floor
Irvine, CA 92614

www kmob.com/susan.natland <http://www kmob.com/susan.natland>

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic tr ission, and any dc ts attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. The
information is intended only for use by the recipient named above. If you have received this electronic message in error, please notify the sender and delete the
electronic message. Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. The information is
intended only for use by the recipient named above. If you have received this electronic message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message.
Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. The information is
intended only for use by the recipient named above. If you have received this electronic message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message.
Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

11/15/2011
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This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. The information is intended
oply for use by t!1e recipient rllamed above. If you have received this electronic message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. Any
disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. The information is intended
oply for use by t!w recipient named above. If you have received this electronic message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. Any
disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.

No virus found in this message.

Checked by AVG - www.avg.com

Version: 10.0.1204 / Virus Database: 1435/3422 - Release Date: 02/04/11
Internal Virus Database is out of date.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. The information is intended only
for use by the recipient named above. If you have received this electronic message in error, please notify the sender and delete the electronic message. Any disclosure,
copying, distribution, or use of the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.

No virus found in this message.

Checked by AVG - www.avg.com

Version; 10.0.1204 / Virus Database: 1435/3422 - Release Date: 02/04/11
Internal Virus Database is out of date.

No virus found in this message.

Checked by AVG - www.avg.com

Version: 10.0.1204 / Virus Database: 1435/3422 - Release Date: 02/04/11
Internal Virus Database is out of date.

No virus found in this message.

Checked by AVG - www.avg.com

Version: 10.0.1204 / Virus Database: 1435/3422 - Release Date: 02/04/11
Internal Virus Database is out of date.

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic transmission, and any documents attached hereto, may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. The information is
intended only for use by the recipient named above. If you have received this electronic message in error, please notify the sender and delete the
electronic message. Any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the contents of information received in error is strictly prohibited.

11/15/2011



BROC.783M : TTAB
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

Broadcom Corporation, Opposition No.: 91198660
Opposer, Subject Mark: BROADCHIP

Application No.: 77/855,572

V.

Broadchip Technology Group Litd.,

Applicant.

DECLARATION OF EVAN HAWRYSH

I, Evan Hawrysh, do declare:

1. Iam founder of Root Nine [P Inc. My company has been in operation since July 2006, providing
technical intellectual property services. 1have personal knowledge of the following facts, and
would competently testify as to their truth if called upon to do so.

2. In late May 2011, 1 was instructed by Broadcom Corporation to purchase Broadchip parts.

3. Ireviewed Broadchip’s English version website located at www.broadchip.com/en/ and located
various products, including Product Part Number BCT2890 for potential purchase.

4. I, along with my colleague Mr. Tim Whibley, researched and located stock of Broadchip’s
Product Part Number BCT2890 with World Micro, Inc. World Micro is an electronics distributor
located in Roswell, Georgia. Attached hereto as Exhibit A are screenshots from World Micro’s
website showing Broadchip’s stock for various parts for purchase, including Product Part

Number BCT2890.



5. On June 10, 2011, [ instructed Mr. Whibley to initiate the purchase of Broadchip parts under
Product Part Number BCT2890 from World Micro, Incorporated.

6. On June 14, 2011, Mr. Whibley authorized the purchase of Broadchip’s Product Part Number
BCT2890 from World Micro and instructed (hat the shipment be delivered directly to Evans
Analytical Group LLC located in Irvine, California. |

7. On June 27, 2011, the shipment of Broadchip’s Part Number BCT2890 from World Micro was
delivered to Evans ‘Analytical Group. A copy of the packing slip and FedEx shipping label is
attached hereto as Exhibit B.

8. Attached hereto as Exhibit C is a copy of World Micro’s Invoice No. AG2854-01 dated June 22,

2011 concerning the purchase of Broadchip’s Product Part Number BCT2890.

1 declare under penalty of pexjury under the laws of the United States of America that the
foregoing is true and correct and that this Declaration was exceuled on the ) day of November,

2011 at Stittsville, Ontario, Canada.

Evan Hawrysh ~

12319587/112241



EXHIBIT A



World Micro Components Inc.

l1of1l

Quality. HasNo Finisit Line ;

http://ci. worldmicro.com/External Service/CATS/PartScarch/partSearch.

Welcome to World Micro's Part Search engine. World Micro is proud
to offer access to the US based inventories of many OEMs and other
sources. The product offerings listed below consist of "Approved Vendors"
with inventories based in the United States.

Please use the convenient form link below and place a check mark next to any part number you would like for us to confirm

stock and availability, and click the submit button below. If you do not see the part listed, please contact our sales

department at (800) 400-5026, or click on the hyperlink to email us your RFQ to a Sales Manager, and we will exhaust

every effort to locate the parts you need, or seek alternative solutions to meet your requirements.

Part Search »

Part Search Results

Part: BCT2890
Part:

iRFQ Part No. iMan. iD/C Qty
& }2890-28K API Delevan 714
i 1289-02-B1 1
# 1{2890301-1 927
# {2890301-2 3
12890-32K DELEVAN 5
8 12890-36 DELEVAN 199540 38
% 12890-38K-BULKIAPI Delevan 500
& ]289039-001 AMP 14000
# 1289040-00 28
# 128904-10 ALAMO AIRCRAFT 1999 5
Bl 12890-42 Delevan - 68
R 1289044-00 TIFCO 7
# 1289052-101 ETC 795
# 128-90527 AIM/CAMBRIDGE 49,
B {289056-00 21
B }289056-00 RAY 4
7 IBCT2890 BROADCHIP 10+ 90000
& |DS2890 DALLAS SEMICONDUCTOR CORP}05+ 44
& |NET2890 NETCHIP 0008 9
NET2890' 31 11

10/06/2011 10:49 A



World Micro Components Inc. http: //ci.worldmicro.com/External Service/CATS/PartSearch/partScarch.¢

lofl

Welcome to World Micro’s Part Search engine. World Micro is proud
, to offer access to the US based inventories of many OEMs and other
sources, The product offerings listed below consist of "Approved Vendors"
with inventories based in the United States.

Quality s NoFinishs Line -

Please use the convenient form link below and place a check mark next to any part number you would like for us to confirm
stock and availability, and click the submit button below. If you do not see the part listed, please contact our sales
department at (800) 400-5026, or click on the hyperlink to email us your RFQ to a Sales Manager, and we will exhaust
every effort to locate the parts you need, or seek alternative solutions to meet your requirements.

Part Search »

Part Search Results
Part: bct4302 o

Part:

IRFQ|Part No. iMan. D/C |Qty
M 4302 SRT 1859
& |4302 SRT 117
# |4302 AMERICAN BEAUTY 2
B 4302 Burr Brown . 190
4302 NATIONAL SEMI NA 333
B |4302 3
B 4302 AD 76 2
B |430-2 STEW 34
¥ 1430-2 STEWARD 1994 77
¥ |BCT4302 |BROADCHIP 10+ 60000
B [D4-302 |ELECTROSWITCH  |2002 3
# |D4-302 JELECTROSWITCH 6
# |D4-302 |ELECTROSWITCH  |0318 4
% |D4-302 |ELECTROSWITCH | 10
EG4302 |E- Switch 04 395
¥ |ERB43 02 |FUJI ELEC. 2003 | 2800
# |MB4302 49
# |MP4302 |Toshiba 98 99
£ [INTB4302 iON SEMICONDUCTOR 1150
B [NTD4302 JONSEMI 10+ 300
B |NTD4302 jON 200341} 773
B |NTD4302 {MOTOROLA N/A 75
B |NTD4302 JON SEMICONDUCTOR|2003 300
B |NTD4302 344
® |NTP4302 JONSEMI 09+ 400
B |NTP4302 JONS 0428 | 2850
Bl |NTP4302 IONS 0427 | 2517
® |NTP4302 |[ONS 0426 | 2450
B |NTP4302 {ONS 0407 50
# |OSW-4302{MULTICOMP 27

12

13/06/2011 2:43 P
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WMC-I NVOICE

WORLD MICRO

** INVOICE **

Quality Has No Finish Line, .
Invoice No. : AG2854-01
205 Hembree Park Dr. #105 Customer # : Al13731
Roswell, GA 30076 Invoice Date: 06/22/2011
Phone: (770) 698-1900 Fax: (770) 698-1901
Bill: TEN YARD TECHNOLOGY INC Ship: TEN YARD TECHNOLOGY, INC
29 FLOWERTREE CRESCENT ATTN:WINFIELD SCOTT
KANATA, ONTARIO, CANADA C/0 EVANS ANALYTICAL GROUP LLC
. : 15 MORGAN
IRVINE, CA
K2M 2R8 92618
P.O. No.: R9-110614 Ship Via: UPS GROUND
Terms: NET 30 Tax Rate: 0 % I/S Sales: BSB
F.O0.B.: SHIP PT Tim Whibley 0/S Area: ADO

A

1 300 BCT2890ELL-TR BCH O© 3000 .25 750.00

WAYBILL/TRACKER #:
058433464020883

AG2854-01

CERTIFICATE OF CONFORMANCE:
It is hereby certified that all materials used in the quantity called for
on the above purchase order conform to the material and/or manufacturing
specifications as called for on said purchase order.

World Micro, Inc.



EXHIBIT C



WORLD MICRO

Guality Has No Finish Line.

205 Hembree Park Dr. #105
Roswell, GA 30076
Phone: (770) 698-1900

Ship: TEN YARD TECHNOLOGY, INC
ATIN:WINFIELD SCOTT
C/0 EVANS ANALYTICAL GROUP LIC
15 MORGAN
IRVINE, CA .
92618

Purchase Order No.: R9-110614
Buyer: Tim Whibley
Salesperson: BSB AUREA SANABRIA

LT

*%* PACKING SLIP *+*

Packing Slip No.: AG2854-01
Warehouse: AT
Date Printed:

06/22/2011
Time Printed:

10:45

Bill: TEN YARD TECHNOLOGY INC
2% FLOWERTREE CRESCENT
KANATA, ONTARIO, CANADA

KZ2M 2RS8
FOB: SHIP POINT
Terms: NET 30
Tax %: 0

Part/Comp: C S

3000 BCT2890ELL-TR

CERTIFICATE OF CONFORMANCE:

06/26/2011 3000

It is hereby certified that all materials used in the quantity called for
on the above purchase order conform to the material and/or manufacturing
specifications as called for on said purchase order.

World Micro, Inc.

B Cust#: A13731-00 Total Units:

3000

QoA T e e

$750.00

SHIP VIA # PACKAGES
‘ UPS. GROUND

TOTAL WEIGHT

- SHIPPING CHARGES
SHIP DATE
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