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Petitioners Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. and Samsung Electronics America, 

Inc. (collectively, “Petitioners” or “Samsung”) hereby move under 37 C.F.R. 

§ 42.10(c) for the admission pro hac vice of Adam Janes in the present inter partes 

review so that he may be appointed back up counsel for Samsung. 

I. INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND 

Authorization for this motion was provided by PTAB in the January 29, 2026 

Notice of Filing Date Accorded to Petition (Paper 4). Counsel for Samsung consulted 

with Counsel for Patent Owner AQ Corporation (“AQ Corp.”), and AQ Corp. agreed 

it does not oppose the present motion for pro hac vice admission for Mr. Janes. 

Therefore, the present motion is proper at this time. As explained further below, Mr. 

Janes is an experienced litigation attorney with an established familiarity with the 

subject matter at issue in this inter partes review. 

“[W]here the lead counsel is a registered practitioner, a motion to appear pro 

hac vice by counsel who is not a registered practitioner may be granted upon 

showing that counsel is an experienced litigating attorney and has an established 

familiarity with the subject matter at issue in the proceeding.” 37 C.F.R. § 42.10(c). 

A motion for pro hac vice admission must: 

a. Contain a statement of facts showing that there is good cause for the Board 

to recognize counsel pro hac vice during the proceeding. 
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b. Be accompanied by an affidavit or declaration of the individual seeking to 

appear attesting to the following: 

a. Membership in good standing of the Bar of at least one State or the 

District of Columbia;  

b. No suspensions or disbarments from practice before any court or 

administrative body;  

c. No application for admission to practice before any court or 

administrative body ever denied; 

d. No sanctions or contempt citations imposed by any court or 

administrative body; 

e. The individual seeking to appear has read and will comply with the 

Office rules; 

f. The individual will be subject to the USPTO Rules of Professional 

Conduct set forth in 37 C.F.R. §§ 11.101 et. seq. and disciplinary 

jurisdiction under 37 C.F.R. §11.19(a); 

g. All other proceedings before the Office for which the individual has 

applied to appear pro hac vice in the last three (3) years; and 

h. Familiarity with the subject matter at issue in the proceeding. 

Unified Patents, Inc. v. Parallel Iron, LLC, Case No. IPR2013-00639, 2013 WL 

8700556 (P.T.A.B. Oct. 15, 2013). 
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II. STATEMENT OF FACTS SHOWING GOOD CASE FOR THE 

PRESENT MOTION 

Based on the following facts, supported by Mr. Janes’s declaration, See 

Ex1040, Samsung requests that Mr. Janes be admitted pro hac vice in this 

proceeding. Samsung’s lead counsel is a registered practitioner (Paper No. 1 at 2 and 

Paper No. 2 at 2). 

a. Mr. Janes Meets the Requirements for Admission Pro Hac Vice 

Mr. Janes has more than 7 years of experience as a litigation attorney 

specializing in patent litigations, representing clients in patent litigation matters in 

various United States District Courts. 

Mr. Janes is very familiar with U.S. Patent No. 11,303,011 due to the 

underlying litigation: AQ Corporation v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al., No. 

2:25-cv-01012-JRG (EDTX). 

Mr. Janes is a member in good standing of the Bar of the State of Illinois (State 

Bar No. 6329860). 

Mr. Janes has never been suspended or disbarred from practice before any 

court or administrative body. 

Mr. Janes has never had a court or administrative body deny his application 

for admission to practice. 
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Mr. Janes has never been sanctioned or cited for contempt by any court or 

administrative body. 

Mr. Janes has read and will comply with the Office Patent Trial Practice Guide 

and the Board’s Rules of Practice for Trials set forth in part 47 of the 37 C.F.R. 

Mr. Janes agrees to be subject to the United States Patent and Trademark 

Office Rules of Professional Conduct set forth in 37 C.F.R. §§ 11.101, et seq. and 

disciplinary jurisdiction under 37 C.F.R. § 11.199(a). 

In the last three years, Mr. Janes has not applied to appear pro hac vice in any 

proceedings before the United States Patent and Trademark Office. 

III. GOOD CAUSE EXISTS FOR THE PRO HAC VICE ADMISSION 

OF MR. JANES IN THIS PROCEEDING 

The Board may recognize pro hac vice during a proceeding upon a showing 

of good cause, subject to the condition that lead counsel be a registered practitioner 

and any other conditions the Board may impose. 37 C.F.R. § 42.10(c). Samsung’s 

lead counsel, Robert A. Appleby (Reg. No. 40,897), is a registered practitioner 

before the Board. Based on the facts contained herein, good cause exists to admit 

Mr. Janes pro hac vice. 

Mr. Janes has over 7 years of patent litigation experience. He has represented 

clients in matters related to wireless communications, instruction set architecture, 

consumer electronics, medical devices, computer hardware and software, power 
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machines, and a variety of mechanical devices, among others, and has significant 

experience in patent litigation matters. Mr. Janes has been Samsung’s litigation 

counsel since before the institution of these inter partes review proceedings, and Mr. 

Janes was, and is, actively involved with the strategy and fact development in the 

co-pending litigation between Patent Owner and Samsung, including regarding U.S. 

Patent No. 11,303,011. In view of Mr. Janes’s extensive knowledge of the subject 

matter of this proceeding, and in view of the interrelatedness of this proceeding and 

the co-pending district court litigation, Samsung has a substantial need for Mr. 

Janes’s pro hac vice admission and his involvement in the continued prosecution of 

this proceeding. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

For all foregoing reasons, there is good cause to admit Mr. Janes on a pro hac 

vice basis to serve as back up counsel for Samsung. Therefore, Samsung respectfully 

requests that this Unopposed Motion for Pro Hac Vice Admission for Mr. Janes be 

granted. 
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Date: August 24, 2026 Respectfully submitted, 

/s/ Robert A. Appleby 
 Robert A. Appleby, P.C. 

Reg. No. 40,897 
KIRKLAND & ELLIS LLP 
601 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
Telephone: (212) 446-4800 
Facsimile: (212) 446-4900 
Email: Samsung-AQ@kirkland.com 
 
Attorney for Petitioner Samsung 
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rebekah.hill@klgates.com 

Erik J. Halverson  
Reg. No. 73,552  
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4 Embarcadero Center, Suite 1200  
San Francisco, CA 94111  
erik.halverson@klgates.com 

 
Date: August 24, 2026 /s/ Robert A. Appleby   

Robert A. Appleby 

 


