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U.S. Patent No. 6,384,850 B1 to McNally et a. (the “’ 850 Patent”)
U.S. Patent No. 6,871,325 B1 to McNally, et a. (the ' 325 patent”)

Declaration of Abdelsalam Helal, Ph.D. including
Appendix A (Curriculum Vitae)

Japanese Unexamined Application No. H10-247183 to Brandt et a
(“Brandt”)

English trandation of Brandt (Ex. 1004) and executed affidavit
attesting to the accuracy of the English trandation

NetHopper Version 3.2 User’s Manual (“NetHopper”)
Declaration of Wayne Y urtin with respect to NetHopper (Ex. 1006)

Jeff Walsh, Apple Releases MesssagePad 2100 Handheld PCs,
InfoWorld, Oct. 27, 1997, at 50
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Library of Congress catalog entry for book containing Demers
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