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CERTIFICATE OF INTEREST 

Counsel for SAP America, Inc. and SAP AG certifies the following 
(use "None" if applicable; use extra sheets if necessary): 

1 .  The full name of every party or amicus represented by me is: 

SAP America, Inc. and SAP AG 

2. The name of the real party in interest (if the party named in the 

caption is not the real party in interest) represented by me is: 

SAP America, Inc. and SAP AG 

3 .  All parent corporations and any publicly held companies that own 1 0  

percent or more of the stock of the party or amicus curiae represented by me are: 

SAP AG owns 1 0% or more of the stock of SAP America, Inc. 

4. The names of all law firms and the partners or associates that 

appeared for the party or amicus now represented by me in the trial court or agency 

or are expected to appear in this Court are: 

Fish & Richardson, P.C.: Thomas Melsheimer, John W. Thornburgh, 
Justin M. Barnes, Craig E. Countryman, Michael A. Bittner, Benjamin 
Charles Elacqua, *John E. Gartman, Taj Jamar Clayton, Timothy Devlin 

Ropes & Gray L.L.P.: James R. Batchelder, Lauren N. Robinson 

Finnegan, Henderson, Farabow, Garrett & Dunner, L.L.P.: J. Michael 
Jakes, Michael Andre Morin, John M. Williamson, Jennifer Robinson 

Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison, LLP: David J. Ball, Kenneth 
A. Gallo 

Howrey LLP: James R. Batchelder, *Lloyd R. Day, Jf., *Paul S. Grewal, 
* Aaron R. Hand, * Anna M. Ison, *Susan M. Krumplitsch, * Alison L. 
Maddeford, *Jonathan D. Marshall, Mario Moore, *William P. Nelson, 
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*David W. Price, Lauren N. Robinson, *Victoria Q. Smith, *Sriranga 
Veeraraghavan 

Parker Bunt & Ainsworth: Andrew Thompson Gorham, Robert 
Christopher Bunt, Robert M. Parker 

Day Casebeer Madrid & Batchelder LLP: James R. Batchelder, *Lloyd 
R. Day, Jr. , *Paul S. Grewal, *Aaron R. Hand, *Anna M. Ison, *Susan M. 
Krumplitsch, * Alison L. Maddeford, *Christian E. Mammen, * Jonathan D. 
Marshall, Mario Moore, *William P. Nelson, *Jackie N. Nakamura, *Lee 
Patch, *David W. Price, Lauren N. Robinson, *Victoria Q. Smith, *Sriranga 
Veeraraghavan, *Bradley A. Waugh, *Eva Zei 

Truelove Law Firm: * Justin Kurt Truelove 

Morgan Lewis & Bockius, LLP: Mario Moore 

Law Offices of Patricia L. Peden: *Patricia L. Peden 

Patton, Tidwell & Schroeder: *Robert William Schroeder, III, *Nicholas 
H. Patton 

* Terminated 
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