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Attorneys for PersonalWeb Technologies, LLC
and Level 3 Communications, LLC
[Additional Attorneys listed below]

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SAN JOSE DIVISION

IN RE PERSONALWEB TECHNOLOGIES,
LLC, ET AL., PATENT LITIGATION

AMAZON.COM, INC., et al.,
Plaintiffs,
V.

PERSONALWEB TECHNOLOGIES, LLC, et
al.,

Defendants.

PERSONALWEB TECHNOLOGIES, LLC
and LEVEL 3 COMMUNICATIONS, LLC,

Counterclaimants,
V.

AMAZON.COM, INC. and AMAZON WEB
SERVICES, INC.,

Counterdefendants.
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UNDER THE CLAIM PRECLUSION AND
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