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purchasing personnel and Salesforce’s billing personnel, etc.). It would be unnecessarily burdensome to RPX to identify

every such communication that has no relevance to the RPI issue.

Please let us know if you agree that Request No. 4 does not seek documents showing meetings or communications
between Salesforce as a software vendor and RPX as a user of Salesforce software.

Thanks,
Rich

From: Steve Sereboff [mailto:SSereboff@socalip.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 20, 2015 3:27 PM

To: PTAB Rich Giunta; PTAB Elisabeth Hunt

Cc: Kala Sarvaiya; Anneliese Lomonaco

Subject: RPX v AIT additional discovery [A213.L15F15]

Rich and Elisabeth,

In accordance with the PTAB’s order in Case |PR2015—01750, Case |PR2015-01751 and Case |PR2015—01752, Patent

Owner’s requests for production are attached. As a courtesy we have attached a Word version as well.

/Steven C. Sereboff/

ph +1 (805) 230-1356

mobile +1 (805) 279-0074

SoCal IP Law Group LLP

www.socalip.com

310 N. Westlake Blvd., Suite 120, Westlake Village, CA 91362

1332 Anacapa St., Suite 201, Santa Barbara, CA 93101

ssereboff@soca|ip.com
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