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CERTIFICATE OF INTEREST 

Counsel for Amicus Askeladden L.L.C. certifies the following: 

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

Askeladden L.L.C. 

2. The names of the real parties in interest represented by me in this 
appeal are: 

Askeladden L.L.C. 

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

Askeladden L.L.C. is a wholly owned subsidiary of The Clearing House 
Payments Company L.L.C.  No corporation or publicly held company owns 
10 percent or more of The Clearing House Payments Company L.L.C. 

4. The names of all law firms and the partners and associates that 
appeared in the lower tribunal or are expected to appear in this appeal on behalf of 
Amicus Askeladden L.L.C. are: 

WILMER CUTLER PICKERING HALE AND DORR LLP: James L. Quarles III, 
Gregory H. Lantier, Richard A. Crudo. 

/s/ Gregory H. Lantier   
Gregory H. Lantier 

October 21, 2014
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