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CERTIFICATE OF INTEREST 

Counsel for Plaintiff-Appellee Vascular Solutions, Inc. certifies the 

following: 

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

Vascular Solutions, Inc. 

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: 

Vascular Solutions, Inc. 

3. All parent corporations and any publicly held companies that own 10 
percent or more of the stock of the party of amicus curiae represented by me are: 

Vascular Solutions, Inc. is a publicly traded corporation; it has 
no parent corporation; and no publicly held company owns 
more than 10% of its stock. 

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: 

J. Thomas Vitt  
Heather D. Redmond  
Shannon L. Bjorklund  
Forrest Tahdooahnippah  

Dorsey & Whitney LLP 
50 South Sixth Street, Suite 1500 
Minneapolis, MN 55402-1498 
Telephone:  (612) 340-2600 
Facsimile:  (612) 340-2868 
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Dated:  January 29, 2014 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
DORSEY & WHITNEY LLP 
 
 
By  /s/ Heather D. Redmond  

J. Thomas Vitt 
Heather D. Redmond 

50 South Sixth Street, Suite 1500 
Minneapolis, MN 55402-1498 
Telephone: (612) 340-2600 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff-Appellee Vascular 
Solutions, Inc. 
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