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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

JOAO CONTROL & MONITORING
SYSTEMS, LLC,

Plaintiff, CASE NO. 1:14-CV-520-GMS

Jury Trial Demanded

COX COMMUNICATIONS INC.,

Defendant.

STIPULATION AND [PROPOSED] ORDER OF DISMISSAL OF COX
COMMUNICATIONS INC. AND
SUBSTITUTION OF COXCOM, LLC

Plaintiff Joao Control & Monitoring Systems, LLC (“JCMS”) and Defendant Cox
Communications Inc. submit the following Stipulation of Dismissal of Cox Communications Inc.
and Substitution of CoxCom, LLC, and in support thereof state:

WHEREAS, on August 13, 2014, Plaintiff JCMS filed its First Amended Complaint for
Patent Infringement (D.I. 5) against Cox Communications Inc. alleging infringement of U.S.
Patent Nos. 6,542,076; 6,549,130; 6,587,046; 7,277,010 and 7,397,363;

WHEREAS, the parties are interested in substituting CoxCom, LLC in place of
Defendant Cox Communications Inc.; and

WHEREAS, Cox Communications Inc. represents and warrants that:

1. Cox Communications Inc. is a holding company that does not make, market,

advertise, sell, offer for sale, or otherwise provide any goods or services of any kind to the
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public, anywhere, including any of the products and services accused of infringement in the
Complaint (see D.I. 5).

2. Cox Communications Inc. is separate and distinct from other Cox entities,
including Cox’s operating subsidiaries. Cox Communications Inc. observes all corporate
formalities, including having its own board of directors and its own officers.

3. Cox Communications Inc. agrees that for purposes of discovery in this case, any
relevant, responsive, non-privileged documents and information in the possession, custody or
control of Cox Communications Inc., if any, are deemed also to be in the possession, custody and
control of CoxCom, LLC. CoxCom, LLC will not object to a request for a deposition on the
grounds that the prospective deponent is an employee of Cox Communications Inc. (though
nothing in this stipulation prevents CoxCom, LLC from objecting to a deposition on other
grounds).

4. To the extent that any judgment is awarded against CoxCom, LLC in this case,
CoxCom, LLC will be able to satisfy any such judgment, if any. Cox Communications Inc. and
CoxCom, LLC each warrants and represents that it will not take any action that will cause
CoxCom, LLC to be unable to fully satisfy any judgment entered in this case.

NOW THEREFORE, in reliance upon the representations and warranties made above, it
is hereby stipulated by the parties, subject to the approval of the Court, that:

I. JCMS hereby dismisses Cox Communications Inc. without prejudice, as allowed
under Rule 41(a)(2) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure;

2. The Complaint filed in the above captioned matter at D.I. 5 is hereby amended to

substitute CoxCom, LLC as the defendant in place of Cox Communications Inc.;
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3. The Complaint’s allegations concerning Cox Communications Inc. shall be
deemed to be directed to CoxCom, LLC, except that the allegations contained in Paragraph 3 are
deemed to be deleted and replaced with a new Paragraph 3, which is as follows:

Upon information and belief, CoxCom, LLC is a corporation organized
and existing under the laws of Delaware with a principal place of business
at 1400 Lake Hearn Drive, Atlanta, Georgia, 30319.

4. JCMS has not released, and nothing in this Stipulation should be construed as a
release or discharge of, any claim JCMS has or may have in the future against any defendant
named in this action or any other asserted infringer of the patents-in-suit. All other rights have
been expressly reserved;

5. The substitution of CoxCom, LLC as defendant in this litigation does not
constitute an admission that any of these entities perform or performed any of the acts of
infringement alleged in the Complaint (See D.I. 5). All other rights, defenses, and counterclaims
are expressly reserved; and

6. CoxCom, LLC shall respond to the Complaint in this action.

7. The case caption should be amended to substitute CoxCom, LLC as defendant in
place of Cox Communications Inc. as follows:

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

JOAO CONTROL & MONITORING )
SYSTEMS, LLC, )
Plaintiff, ;

V. % Civil Action No. 1:14-cv-520-GMS
COXCOM, LLC, ;
Defendant. )
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Dated: October 7, 2014
STAMOULIS & WEINBLATT LLC

/s/Stamatios Stamoulis

PHILLIPS GOLDMAN & SPENCE, P.A.

/s/ David A. Bilson

Stamatios Stamoulis (#4606)
stamoulis@swdelaw.com
Richard C. Weinblatt (#5080)
weinblatt@swdelaw.com
Two Fox Point Centre

6 Denny Road, Suite 307
Wilmington, Delaware 19809
Telephone: (302) 999-1540

HENINGER GARRISON DAVIS, LLC
Steven W. Ritcheson, Pro Hac Vice
anticipated

9800 D Topanga Canyon Blvd. #347
Chatsworth, California 91311

Telephone: (818) §82-1030

Facsimile: (818) 337-0383

Email: swritcheson@hgdlawfirm.com

HENINGER GARRISON DAVIS, LLC
Maureen V. Abbey, Pro Hac Vice anticipated
220 St. Paul Street

Westfield, New Jersey 07090

Telephone: (908) 379-8475

Facsimile: (205) 326-3332

Email: maureen@hgdlawfirm.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff Joao Control &
Monitoring Systems, LLC

IT IS SO ORDERED, this 7 day of & Q\

John C. Phillips, Jr. (#110)
jep@pgslaw.com

David A. Bilson (#4986)
dab@pgslaw.com

1200 North Broom Street
Wilmington, Delaware 19806
Telephone: (302) 655-4200

Attorneys for Defendant Cox
Communications Inc.

I

TheH )

egory M. Sle

Umted tates District Judge
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