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BlackBerry’s First Amended Complaint, BlackBerry LTD. v. Blu
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U.S.Provisional Patent Application No. 60/146,426
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1028|Scott Oaks, “Java Security” (Feb. 1999)

1031|David Flanagan,“Java in a Nutshell” (Nov. 1999)

1032|Bill Venners, “Inside the Java 2 Virtual Machine”(1999)
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