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EXHIBIT LIST 

Ex.1001 U.S. Patent No. 8,339,493 entitled Electric Camera, issued to 
Takahiro Nakano, Ryuji Nishimura, and Toshiro Kinugasa 
(“the ’493 Patent”) 

Ex.1002 U.S. Patent No. 8,059,177 entitled Electric Camera, issued to 
Takahiro Nakano, Ryuji Nishimura, and Toshiro Kinugasa  

Ex.1003 U.S. Patent No. 9,100,604 entitled Electric Camera, issued to 
Takahiro Nakano, Ryuji Nishimura, and Toshiro Kinugasa  

Ex.1004 Declaration of Kenneth Parulski and Appendices  

Ex.1005 U.S. Patent No. 5,444,482 entitled Digital electronic camera for 
selectively recording a frame of still image and movie fields of 
image in a recording medium, issued to Takeshi Misawa and 
Takeshi Ohta (“Misawa ’482”) 

Ex.1006 U.S. Patent No. 6,700,607 entitled Image sensor driving method and 
electronic camera, issued to Takeshi Misawa (“Misawa ’607”) 

Ex.1007 U.S. Patent No 6,292,218 entitled Electronic camera for initiating 
capture of still images while previewing motion images, issued to 
Kenneth A. Parulski and Timothy J. Tredwell (“Parulski ’218”) 

Ex.1008 U.S. Patent No. 6,529,236 entitled Digital camera for outputting 
digital image signals and image reproducing device connectable 
thereto, issued to Mikio Watanabe (“Watanabe ’236”) 

Ex.1009 U.S. Patent No. 5,990,947 entitled Photographing apparatus and 
lens position control device, issued to Tadashi Okino and Harunobu 
Ichinose (“Okino ’947”) 

Ex.1010 U.S. Patent No. 6,757,013 entitled Image Pickup Apparatus with 
Electronic and Optical Zoom, issued to Kazuhiro Matsuzaka 
(“Matsuzaka ’013”) 

Ex.1011 Japanese Unexamined Patent Application Publication H3-117985 
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