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

 Papst Licensing GmbH & Co. KG 

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:     

 Not Applicable  

3. All parent corporations and any publicly held companies that own 10 percent 

or more of the stock of the parties or amicus represented by me are:   

 None 

4. The names of all law firms and 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: 

Fisch Hoffman Sigler LLP:  Alan M. Fisch; Roy William Sigler; John T. 

Battaglia, Thomas C. Chen 

Husch Blackwell LLP:  Jerold B. Schnayer; Walter J. Kawula, Jr.; William 

Francis Demarest, Jr.; James P. White; John Aron Carnahan; Joseph E. 

Cwik; Raymond R. Ricordati, III; Daniel R. Cherry; Yasmin S. Schnayer 

Stein Mitchell & Muse, LLP:  Robert F. Muse  

 

Date: February 20, 2014    /s/ John T. Battaglia 

John T. Battaglia 
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