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I, Richard Mooney, declare as follows:

1 | am a partner at Bryan Cave LLP, counsel to Sony Electronics Inc. and
Sony Computer Entertainment AmericaLLC (collectively, “Sony”) inthisMDL, and am
admitted to practice in California and before this Court. | make this Declaration based on
personal knowledge, and if called as awitness | could and would testify competently to the
following facts.

2. In December 2010, Sony informed members of the LCD cartel that it was
prepared to sue them, but further informed those potential defendants that it was willing to enter
tolling agreements so that the parties could explore possible settlement as a means of avoiding
litigation altogether. Of the cartel participants to whom Sony extended that offer, al but LG
Display accepted.

3. Sony since has made specific settlement proposals to each of the “tolling”
companies (and to LG Display, for that matter) and, in fact, has settled with several companies
without the need for litigation. Sony was unable to reach agreements with a number of the
“tolling” companies after more than ayear of effort, and therefore filed suit against AUO,
Hitachi, Sharp, and Toshibain March 2012.

4, Sony reached a mediated settlement agreement with Hannstar, but

Hannstar reneged on the agreement and Sony was forced to sue it on May 2.

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States and the State
of Californiathat the foregoing is true and correct. Executed on June 26, 2012, at San Francisco,

Cdifornia.

/s Richard Mooney
Richard Mooney
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