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EXHIBIT LIST 

 

Ex. # Exhibit 

1001 U.S. Patent No. 5,745,569 (“the ’569 Patent”) 

1002 Image File Wrapper for ’569 Patent 

1003 Oded Goldreich, Towards a Theory of Software Protection and 
Simulation by Oblivious RAMs, 1987 Symposium on Theory of 
Computing 182-194 (May 1987) (“Goldreich”) 

1004 Rafail Ostrovsky, Software Protection and Simulation on Oblivious 
RAMs (May 17, 1992) (MIT Ph.D. Thesis) (“Ostrovsky 1992”) 

1005 U.S. Patent No. 5,123,045 to Rafail Ostrovsky (“the ’045 Patent”) 

1006 Rafail Ostrovsky, Efficient Computation on Oblivious RAMs, 1990 
Symposium on Theory of Computing 514-523 (May 1990) (“Ostrovsky 
1990”) 

1007 Expert Declaration of Rafail Ostrovsky, Ph.D. 

1008 Claim Construction Order entered May 16, 2016 in an unrelated 
litigation, Blue Spike, LLC v. Huawei Techs. Co. et al., Case No. 6:13-
cv-00679, Dkt. 194. 

1009 Curriculum Vitae of Rafail Ostrovsky, Ph.D. 

1010 Image File Wrapper for U.S. Patent No. 8,930,719 
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NOTICE OF LEAD AND BACKUP COUNSEL 

Lead Counsel:  Nicola A. Pisano (Reg. No. 34,408) Tel: 858.847.6877 

Backup Counsel:  Scott R. Kaspar (Reg. No. 54,583) Tel: 312.832.5113 

Address:  Foley & Lardner LLP, 3579 Valley Centre Drive, San Diego, CA 92130 

Fax: 858.792.6773 

NOTICE OF EACH REAL-PARTY-IN-INTEREST 

The real-parties-in-interest are:  Kyocera International, Inc. is a wholly-owned 

subsidiary of Kyocera Corporation, a publicly-traded Japanese entity. 

NOTICE OF RELATED MATTERS 

Patent Owner asserted the ’569 Patent against Kyocera International, Inc. in the 

Eastern District of Texas in a case captioned Blue Spike, LLC v. Archos, Inc. et al., 

Case No. 6:16-cv-1142, filed September 2, 2016.  Patent Owner voluntarily dismissed 

the action on February 9, 2017.  On February 10, 2017, Kyocera International, Inc. 

filed a complaint for declaratory judgment of non-infringement only in the Southern 

District of California in a case captioned Kyocera International, Inc. v. Blue Spike, 

LLC, Case No. 3:17-cv-0262-BTM-JMA, which is now pending before the Hon. Barry 

T. Moskowitz. 
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