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CERTIFICATE OF INTEREST 

Counsel for Plaintiff-Appellant Advanced Ground Information Systems, Inc. 
certifies the following: 
 

1. The full name of every party or amicus curiae represented by counsel 
is:  

 
Advanced Ground Information Systems, Inc. 
 

2. The name of the real party in interest represented by counsel is:  
 

None.   
 

3. All parent corporations and any publicly held companies that own 10 
percent or more of the stock of the party or amicus curiae represented by counsel 
are:  

 
Advanced Ground Information Systems, Inc. does not have any parent 
corporations.  No publicly held company owns 10 percent or more of 
its stock. 
 

4. The names of all law firms and the partners or associates that 
appeared for the party represented by me in the trial court or agency or are 
expected to appear in this court are:  

 
George E. Badenoch, Mark A. Hannemann, Mark A. Chapman, 
Thomas R. Makin, Rose Cordero Prey, Vincent J. Rubino, and 
Alessandra Carcaterra of KENYON & KENYON LLP. 
 
Ury Fischer and Adam Diamond of LOTT & FISCHER, PL. 

 
 
 
Dated: August 11, 2015    By: /s/ Mark A. Hannemann  
        Mark A. Hannemann 
        KENYON & KENYON LLP 
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