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Exhibit No. Description

Exhibit 1001 | U.S. Patent No. 7,257,395 (the ‘395 patent)

Exhibit 1002 | Complaint filed in Solocron v. Cellco Partnership et al. (Case
No. 2-13-cv-1059) (E.D. Tex.)

Exhibit 1003 | Copy of U.S. Provisional Patent App. 60/169,158, as filed Dec.
6, 1999 (downloaded from PAIR)

Exhibit 1004 | Copy of Prosecution History for U.S. Patent App. 09/518,712,
filed Mar. 3, 2000 (now U.S. Patent No. 6,496,692) (as produced
by Solocron)

Exhibit 1005 | Exhibit Not Used

Exhibit 1006 | Copy of U.S. Patent App. 10/223,200, as filed Aug. 16, 2002
(now U.S. Patent No. 7,257,395) (downloaded from PAIR)

Exhibit 1007 | Copy of Prosecution History for the U.S. Patent No. 7,319,866
(downloaded from PAIR), including U.S. Patent App.
10/915,866 as filed Aug. 11, 2004

Exhibit 1008 | Exhibit Not Used

Exhibit 1009 | Exhibit Not Used

Exhibit 1010 | Prosecution History for the U.S. Patent No. 7,257,395 (U.S.
Patent App. 10/223,200) (downloaded from PAIR)

Exhibit 1011 | Excerpts of Documents Showing Mr. Shanahan’s Prosecution
and Litigation Experience

Exhibit 1012 | List of Patents and Patent Applications Issued to Nokia Relating
to Ringtones

Exhibit 1013 | Exhibit Not Used

Exhibit 1014 | International Publication No. WO 98/25397, entitled

“Telecommunication Device and a Method for Providing
Ringing Information”, published June 11, 1998 (“Philips” or
“Rizet”)
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