IVIEWIT AND RELATED COMPANIES - NOTE THAT SOME COMPANIES ARE SIMILAR NAME BUT NOT RELATED
SIMILAR COLORED COMPANIES ARE RELATED BY NAME CHANGES -

NAME DATE OF INC DATE FILED NAME CHANGE DATE FILED FEI #
IVIEWIT, INC. 1/26/1999 1/26/1999 650897056
IN DELAWARE THE NAME
CHANGES ON 1/14/00 AT
9:00AM FROM
UVIEW.COM, INC. TO
IVIEWIT HOLDINGS (1) in
Florida 2/3/2000 NAME
CHANGES IT WAS FILED
UVIEW.COM, INC. 1/12/2000 REJECTED
(ALL MISSING A CERTIFICATE
SHAREHOLDERS OF INCORPORATION
EXCEPT THE FOUR FROM STATE
IN IVIEWIT LLC) 6/29/1999 7/7/1999 IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC. (1) INCORPORATED IN 650931236
IVIEWIT HOLDINGS,
INC. (1) 6/29/1999 7/7/1999 FROM UVIEW.COM, INC. 2/3/2000 650931236

although the next Iviewit Holdings Inc. (2) is similar named it is a different Company with very different shareholders

STATE

FLORIDA

DELAWARE FOR
IVIEWIT HOLDINGS
AND CANNOT TELL
FOR UVIEW.COM,
INC.

DELAWARE

NOTES

There are two lviewit
Holdings this Holdings (1)
is a simple name change.
Although they do no exist
at the same time by one
minute it is strange that
Iviewit Holdings (2) is
Incorporated 13 days prior
to this name change.



IVIEWIT HOLDINGS
@1s
INCORPORATED 13
DAYS BEFORE
UVIEW CHANGES
ITS NAME TO
IVIEWIT HOLDINGS

IVIEWIT
TECHNOLOGIES,
INC.

IVIEWIT.COM, INC.

1/4/2000 In Florida  Name changes from Iviewit
Holdings (2) to Iviewit

and 1/14/00 in

12/29/1999 Delaware Technologies

1/4/2000 In Florida  Name changes from Iviewit
Holdings (2) to Iviewit

and 1/14/00 in

12/29/1999 Delaware Technologies

12/29/1999 1/5/2000 NONE

1/12/00 at 9am in Delaware
the name changes from
Iviewit Holdings (2) to
Iviewit Technologies. In
Florida to do business on
1/4/2000 THIS IS REJECTED
FOR INCORRECT AUDIT
NUMBER ON DOCUMENT,
1/14/2000 AGAIN
REJECTED FOR MISSING
STATE INCORPORATION
PAPERS AND THEN
SOMEHOW ACCEPTED

1/12/00 at 9am in Delaware
the name changes from
Iviewit Holdings (2) to
Iviewit Technologies. In
Florida to do business on
1/4/2000 THIS IS REJECTED
FOR INCORRECT AUDIT
NUMBER ON DOCUMENT,
1/14/2000 AGAIN
REJECTED FOR MISSING
STATE INCORPORATION
PAPERS AND THEN
SOMEHOW ACCEPTED

650970718 THIS
ALSO DOES NOT
MATCH THE
UVIEW/IVIEWIT
HOLDINGS FEI

650983247

DELAWARE

DELAWARE

DELAWARE

IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES

WAS SUPPOSED TO BE A
NAME CHANGE FROM
IVIEWIT.COM TO LOSE THE

THE .COM DURING SHAREHOLDERS
MARKET CRASH,, FOR THIS ARE
INSTEAD SIMILAR NAMED (PROSKAUER -
COMPANY TO WHERE NEW MEDIA -

SHAREHOLDERS THINK  ROSARIO -
PATENTS ARE GOING SHIRAJEE AND
IVIEWIT HOLDINGS(1) IS UVIEW BUT THAT
INCORPORATED AND CHANGES TO
NAME CHANGED 13 DAYS HOLDINGS SO IS IT
LATER WITH THE HOLDINGS (1) OR
PATENTS TO (2) THAT HAS THE
TECHNOLOGIES PATENTS???)

THIS HOLDINGS IS
INCORPORATED 13 DAYS
BEFORE UVIEW
CHANGES IT'S NAME TO
HOLDINGS. THEN 13
DAYS LATER AND 1
MINUTE EARLIER IT
CHANGES ITS NAME TO
TECHNOLOGIES,
PATENTS FOLLOW THIS
COMPANY NOT THE
IVIEWIT HOLDINGS (1)
WITH THE
SHAREHOLDERS

This was Company that
should have changed to
Iviewit Technologies but
never does



IVIEWIT.COM LLC

IVIEWIT LLC

IVIEWIT
TECHNOLOGIES, INC.

IVIEWIT HOLDINGS (2) IS
INCORPORATED 13
DAYS BEFORE UVIEW
CHANGES ITS NAME TO
IVIEWIT HOLDINGS

6/11/1999 NONE

6/11/1999 7/6/1999 NONE

1/4/2000 In Floridaand  Name changes from Iviewit
12/29/1999 1/14/00 in Delaware

1/4/2000 In Floridaand  Name changes from Iviewit
12/29/1999 1/14/00 in Delaware

Holdings (2) to Iviewit Technologies

Holdings (2) to Iviewit Technologies SOMEHOW ACCEPTED

650927941 DELAWARE

650928187 DELAWARE

1/12/00 at 9am in
Delaware the name
changes from Iviewit
Holdings (2) to Iviewit
Technologies. In Florida
to do business on
1/4/2000 THIS IS
REJECTED FOR
INCORRECT AUDIT
NUMBER ON
DOCUMENT, 1/14/2000
AGAIN REJECTED FOR
MISSING STATE
INCORPORATION
PAPERS AND THEN
SOMEHOW ACCEPTED

650970718 THIS ALSO
DOES NOT MATCH THE
UVIEW/IVIEWIT

HOLDINGS FEI DELAWARE

1/12/00 at 9am in
Delaware the name
changes from Iviewit
Holdings (2) to Iviewit
Technologies. In Florida
to do business on
1/4/2000 THIS IS
REJECTED FOR
INCORRECT AUDIT
NUMBER ON
DOCUMENT, 1/14/2000
AGAIN REJECTED FOR
MISSING STATE
INCORPORATION
PAPERS AND THEN
DELAWARE

THIS HOLDINGS IS
INCORPORATED 13
DAYS BEFORE UVIEW
CHANGES IT'S NAME TO
HOLDINGS. THEN 13
DAYS LATER AND 1
MINUTE EARLIER IT
CHANGES ITS NAME TO
TECHNOLOGIES,
PATENTS FOLLOW THIS
COMPANY NOT THE
IVIEWIT HOLDINGS (1)
WITH THE
SHAREHOLDERS

IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES
WAS SUPPOSED TO BE
A NAME CHANGE FROM
IVIEWIT.COM TO LOSE
THE .COM DURING
MARKET CRASH,,
INSTEAD SIMILAR
NAMED COMPANY TO
WHERE
SHAREHOLDERS THINK
PATENTS ARE GOING
IVIEWIT HOLDINGS(1) IS
INCORPORATED AND
NAME CHANGED 13
DAYS LATER WITH THE
PATENTS TO
TECHNOLOGIES

THE SHAREHOLDERS
FOR THIS ARE
(PROSKAUER - NEW
MEDIA - ROSARIO -
SHIRAJEE AND UVIEW
BUT THAT CHANGES TO
HOLDINGS SO IS IT
HOLDINGS (1) OR (2)
THAT HAS THE
PATENTS?7?)



PER WIEDER CALL AT THE USPTO
3/22/04 ALL BOXES = WIEDER INFO BLAKELY SOKOLOFF ZAFMAN TAYLOR PORTFOLIO THIS PAGE RESULTS FROM PATENT OFFICE
HIRED TO TAKE OVER FROM FOLEY AFTER WE INFORMATION GIVEN TO THE COMPANY ON 3/22/04
CATCH THEM WRITING PATENT INTO UTLEY NAME
- IVIEWIT.COM PATENT STATUS REPORT UnITED STATES PATENT APPLICATIONS
INVENTOR/ SERIAL NO.J/ :
TITLE OUR REF.  PATENTEE COUNTRY  pATENT NO. ' DAtE. _ ASSIGNEE REMARKS
iﬁysta:m_ and Methed foy PoLO Eliot L Bernstein - United States  Serial No. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Pending.
bt‘rcamlil £ an Enhanced Digital Zakirul A. Shirajec O9/587,7730 06/05700 N
Video File Birst Office Action received dated 1110403,
System and Method for PG11 Elot L Bernstein ~ United States  Seriaf No. Filed Fviewit Holdings, Inc. Pending.
PI'_OV!di!Eg An Enbanced Digital » Brian G. Udey 09/587,734 06540 h Al D05 R[SYE RS DT
Video File Jude R. Rogario HOLDINGS PER USPTO
Sys;em and 'Metgod for Playing P14 Eliot I Bernstein~ United States  Serial No. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Pending. THIS WAS NEVER ASSIGNED TO
a Digital Video File Zukinyl A. Shirajee 09587026 D6A5/00 HOLDINGS

System and Method for POLS Eliot I, Bernstein United States  Serial No. Filed Not assigned. Pending.

Providing and Enhanced Digital —* Brian Udey 09/630,939  J8/2/00 i : VLIS S ssieb IIDte S
fmage File —— First Office | TECHNOLOGIES

Apparatus and Method for POz Eliot I, Bernstein  United States  Serial No. Filed Not assigned Abandoned. | THIS IS ASSIGNED TO IVIEWIT
Producing Enhanced Digital 09322121 O3/ 1000 TECHNOLOGIES

Images Claims benef

G/125,824.

- ] - Deadline to enter National Phase 9/23/01.
The Company believes the assignments to Alpine

are defective.

09/587,730 THIS INFO FROM PATENT OFFICE
NO PATENTS WERE EVER EIB & ZAK IS IN GREEN BOXES OR IF
TO BE IN TECHNOLOGIES, IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES INC TO IVIEWIT HOLDINGS TO ALPINE / VIEWING BLACK AND WHITE IT
THIS IS THE COMPANY Date WILL BE BOXES THAT LOOK LIKE
WHEELER/PROSKAUER THESE CONTAINING PATENT
ROSE HAS THEIR STOCK IN 09/587,734 INFORMATION THAT IS DIFFERENT
SEPARATE FROM OTHER BERNSTEIN + BGU + SHIRAJEE THAN WHAT IS ON THE SHEETS.
COMPANIES, WITH ZAK & IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, INC TO ALPINE
JUDE - IT APPEARS THERE Date:
MAY HAVE BEEN TWO
TECHNOLOGIES, BUT IT IS 09/587,026 : :
CLEAR THAT THE WHEELER BERNSTEIN + SHIRAJEE Check again for 100% accuracy to determine
COMPANY BECOMES ONE IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, INC TO ALPINE if the Company's are part of the similar named
AND IT NEVER SHOULD Date: company's we found after catching Utley. See
HAVE. Erika Lewin corporate structure statement at

09/630/939 end.

BERNSTEIN + UTLEY

ASSIGNEE IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, INC. TO ALPINE

DATE

09/522,721

BERNSTEIN ONLY
IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES INC.
DATE

Biakely, Sokoloft, Taylor & Zafran

| Updated 11/20/2003 |
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HIRED TO TAKE OVER FROM FOLEY AFTER WE CATCH THEM WRITING PATENT INTO UTLEY NAME


IVIEWIT.COM PATENT STATUS REPORT

Lapsep Paovisional U.S. PATENT APPLICATIONS

Brian Uticz

BERNSTEIN NEVER

05707
INVENTOR/ SERIAL NOJ  piLE SR
TITLE OUR REF. PATENTEE COUNTRY  PATENT NO. “%}?ﬁ?wr‘ ASSIGNEE HEMARKS
Apparatus and Method for POOGZ Fliot ] Bernstein - United States  Serial No. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Lapsed
Preducing Enhanced Digital 60149737 0871949
I_fnagcs and/or Digital Video Assigned: QL0600 PHBPCT filed based on this provisional
Files Reel/Frame application. '
BERNSTEIN 1052370506
TO IVIEWIT HOLDINGS INC. to IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, INC. to ALPINE
DATE:
Apparatus and Methed for POGTZ Ehot]. Bemnstein  United States  Serial No. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Lapsed
Producing Enhanced Video 60/155404  09/22/99
Images andjor Viden Files Assigned: 01/06/00 POIOPCT, POLIPCT, POI2PCT, POISPCT
Reel/Frame and POISPCT all filed based on this
BERNSTEIN 010523/0183 provisional application.
TO IVIEWIT HOLDINGS INC. to IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, INC. to ALPINE
DATE
Apparatus and Method for POOSZ Fliot I, Bernstein ~ United States  Serial No. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Lapsed
Produocing Enhanced Video 66/169,559 12/08/99
Images and/or Video Files Assigned: 01/06/00 POIOPCYT, PGIIPCT, POIZPCT and
ReelFrame POLSPCT all filed based on this provisivnal
BERNSTEIN 010523/0220 application.
to IVIEWIT HOLDINGS INC / IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES INC.. to ALPINE
DATE:
Zoom and Pan Iimaging Using 2 PO207 United States  Serial No. Filed w Lapsed
OB/ 8100

Digital Camera 60/223,344

BERSNTEIN + UTLEY
NO ASSIGNMENT

INVENTED THIS WITH
UTLEY AND WAS
UNAWARE OF THIS
PATENT UNTIL BLAKELY
FOUND IT

United States  Serial No.

Zoom and Pan Tmaging Design PO21Z Brian Utley
60/233,341

Tool —

Filed Not assigned.
09/18/00

USPTO CANNOT TALK TO BERSNTEIN OR IVIEWIT REGARDING THIS
PATENT AS WE HAVE NO RIGHTS, TITLE OR INTEREST IN IT, SEE USPTO
LETTER

IVIEWIT HAS NO RIGHTS
TITLE OR INTEREST IN
THIS PATENT - WHAT IS IT
DOING LISTED AS OUR???
THIS SHOW UP WHEN
FILES TRANSFERED TO
BLAKELY, WHY DOES
BLAKELY NOT REPORT

Blakely, Sokoloff, Taylor & Zafman 20f2

THAT IT IS NOT OURS??

Updated 11/20/2603
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THIS PAGE RESULTS FROM PATENT OFFICE INFORMATION GIVEN TO THE COMPANY ON 3/22/04

IVIEWIT.COM PATENT STATUS REPORT

LAPSED PROVISIONAL U.S. PATENT APPLICATIONS

GR707
INVENTOR/ SERIAL NOJ  FILED/ASSUE ) : ;
TITLE OUR REF, PATENTLE COUNTRY __ PATENT NO. . DaTh - ASSIGNEE REMARKS
IVIEWIT LLC Apparatus and Method for POOLZ Eliot I Bemstein  United Staes  Serial No. Filed Bernstein to Iviewit LLC to Lapsed
SHOULD Producing Enhanced Digital 60/125824 03/24/99 viewit Holdings, Inc.
NOT HAVE Imaves POOSPCT and POISPCT filed based on this
Assigned: (H/06/00 provisions| application.
Pl TETE 60/125,824 ReelTrames 010523/0596
EVER BERNSTEIN
TO IVIEWIT LLC IS WHEELER/PROSKAUER MINORITY INTEREST

-—a IVIEWIT LLC to IVIEWIT HOLDINGS INC. IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, INC. to ALPINE

—
DATE

COMPANY - NEVER SHOULD HAVE HAD ANY ASSIGNMENT
TO PATENTS NEITHER SHOULD HAVE TECHNOLOGIES

Apparatus asd Mesthod for POO2Z Eliot L Bemstein  United States  Serial No. Filed Bernstein to Iviewit LIC to Lapsed
Producing Enhanced Video 6O/137.297  06H03MG Iviewit Holdings, Inc.
Images POTOPCT and POLHIPCT and POI2PCT filed
Assigned: 01/06/00 based on this provistonal application.
60/137,297 Recl/Frame: 010523/0494

; BERNSTEIN
to IVIEWIT LLC to IVIEWIT HOLDINGS INC. t(uVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, INC.. to ALPINE
DATE: L

IVIEWIT LLC IS WHEELER/PROSKAUER MINORITY INTEREST
COMPANY - NEVER SHOULD HAVE HAD ANY ASSIGNMENT
TO PATENTS NEITHER SHOULD HAVE TECHNOLOGES

Apparatus and Method for PO03Z EliotI. Bemstein ~ United States  Serial No. Filed CINSICIN 10 TVIEWH L [0 Ldpsed
Playing Video Files Across the 60/137,923 GB/0749 Iviewit Holdings, Inc.
Internct
Assigned: 01/06/00 POIGPCT filed based on this provisional
60/137,921 . ‘ - et
| BERSNTEIN IVIEWIT LLC IS WHEELER/PROSKAUER MINORITY INTEREST
to IVIEWIT LLC to IVIEWIT HOLDINGS INC COMPANY - NEVER SHOULD HAVE HAD ANY ASSIGNMENT
DATE TO PATENTS NEITHER SHOULD HAVE TECHNOLOGES
Apparatus and Method for PONAZ. Fhot [ Bernstein  United States  Serial No. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Lapsed
Providing and/or Transmitting 6141440 06729/99
Video Data and/or Information Assigned: QL300
int a Comununication Network Reel/Frame: 010523/0574 POIOPCT filed based on this provisional
60,141,440 upplication
BERNSTEIN NEVER SHOULD HAVE HAD ANY ASSIGNMENT TO PATENTS
to IVIEWIT HOLDINGS INC.to IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, INC. to ALPINE NEITHER SHOULD HAVE TECHNOLOGES
DATE:
Apparatus and Method for POOSL EliotE Bemnstern United blates Serial No, Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Lapsed
Producing Frhanced Digital 60/146,726  0BARAY
Images Assigned: 01/06/00 POISPCT filed based on this provisional
Reel/Frame: 010523/0509 application.
60/146,726
BERNSTEIN NEVER SHOULD HAVE HAD ANY ASSIGNMENT TO PATENTS
to IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC to IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, INC. to ALPINE NEITHER SHOULD HAVE TECHNOLOGES
DATE
Tof2 Updated  11720/28063

Blakely, Sokoloff, Taylor & Zalman
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ON THIS PAGE WE HAVE NOT CONFIRMED ANY OF THE DATA WITH THE FOREIGN OFFICES, BUT IVIEWIT.COM SHOULD NOT
HAVE ANY PATENTS EITHER??? THE COMPANY DOES NOT ATTEST TO THE VALIDTY OF ANY OF THE CLAIMS ON THIS SHEET.

FVIEWIT.COM PATENT STATUS REPORT

FOREIGN PATENT APPLICATIONS

03747
INVENTOR/ SERIAK, NO./ PELE SSUE - ,
TLILE QUR REF. _PATENTEE COUNTRY  pATENT NO. DAL ASSIGNEE REMARKS
System and Method for POIOEP  Eliotl Bernstein  EPO - Burope Seriai No. Fifed Iviewit.com, Inc. Pending.
Sweaming an Enhanced Digital Zakirul A. Shirajee 009381260 D6/02/00 —
Video File Published: 3/06/02,
iVIEWIT.COM, INC. Publication No.: 1183870
SROULD NOY A= Aé\l W First Office Action received. Reguest for
PATENTS IN ITS NAM Extension to respond pending.
System and Method for POLOIP Eliot§. Bemstein  Japan Serial No. Filed Iviewitcom, Inc. Pending.
Streaming an Enhanced Digital Zakirut A. Shirajec 2001-302304  06/02/00 ——
Video File
System and Method for POIIEP  Eliot] Bemstein, FPO - Hurope Serial No. Filed Tviewit.com, nc. Pending.
Streaming an Enhanced Digitat Zakirul A. Shirajec 00944619.6 /2002000 _—
Video File Published: 3/20/072.
Publication No.: 1188318
First Office Action received.
System and Method for POILIP  Eliot1 Bernstein,  Japan Serial No. Filed Iviewit.com, Inc. Pending.
Streaming an Bohanced Digital Zakira] A Shirajee 2001-302362  &/20/2000 ———
Video File
Systermn and Method for POISEP  EBliotl Besnstein  EPO - Europe Serial No. Fited Fviewit Holdings, Ic. Pending.
Providing and Enbanced Digital Biian Utley 009553520 08/02/00
Friage Fnie Published: 57272002
Publication No.: 1200935
System and Method for POLSIP  Eliot§, Bernste Japan Serial No. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Pending.
Brian Utley 2001-514379  08/02/00

Providing and Enhanced Digital
Image F Te

Blakely, Sokeloff, Taylor & Zafiman

Blakely Sokoloff Zafman &
Taylor writes more patents with
Utley knowing he is not an
inventor

Totl

Updated 11/20/2003
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ON THIS PAGE WE HAVE NOT CONFIRMED ANY OF THE DATA WITH THE FOREIGN OFFICES, BUT IVIEWIT.COM SHOULD NOT HAVE ANY PATENTS EITHER???  THE COMPANY DOES NOT ATTEST TO THE VALIDTY OF ANY OF THE CLAIMS ON THIS SHEET.
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THE INVENTORS ON THIS DOCKET
CHANGE FROM BLAKELY LAST
DOCKET AND FOLEY

ON THIS PAGE WE HAVE NOT CONFIRMED ANY OF THE
DATA WITH THE FOREIGN OFFICES BUT THE INVENTORS
ARE DISAPPEARING - SEE COMPARE PORTFOLIOS

DOCKET?????
IVIEWIT.COM PATENT STATUS REPORT Larsepn PCT APPLICATIONS
O5HY7
INVENTOR/ SERIAL NO.J CILEDASS UL .
TITLE OUR REF. PATENTEE COUNTRY  PATENT NO. Y ALE " APPLICANT REMARKS
Apparatus and Method for POOSPCT  Eliot ] Bernstein  Patent Serial No. Filed Tviewit Holdings, Inc. Lapsed.
Producing Enhanced Digital Cooperation  PCT/USQO/TTT? 0372300
Images Treaty Filed based on Provisional Application
) No. 607125824 (POOLZ}.
Who and when assigned
System and Method for POLOPCT . Patent Seriat Ne. Filed < Tviewit Holdings, Inc. > Lapsed.
Streaming an Enharced Digital Cooparation  PCT/US00/15408 06/02/00
Video File Treaty Filed bused on Provisional Application
- oo Nos. 607137,297 { POO2Z), 60/155,404
Where is Shirajee?" Who and when assigned {(POGTE] and 60/169,559 (POOSZ).
System and Method for POLIPCY Patent Serial No, Fited Iviewit Holdings, Inc, Lapsed.
Providing an Enhanced Digital Cooperation  PCT/USC0/15405 06/02/00
Video File — ety Filed based on Provisional Application
Where is Utley?? No. 60/137,297 (POU2Z), 60/155,404
Y (POO77} and 60/169.555 (POOSZ).
Systern and Method for Playing a POI2PCT  Eliot L Bernstein  Patent Sertal No. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Lapsed.
Digitat Video File Cooperation  PCT/USHY15406 06A02/00
Treaty Filed based on Provisional Application
. No. 60/137.297 (POO2E), 60/155,404
Where is (POO7Z) and 60/169,559 { POOSZ).
Shirajee??
System and Method for Video  POI6PCT  Eliot I Bernstein ~ Patent Serial No. Filed Tviewit Holdings, Inc. Lapsed.
Playback Over a Network Cooperation  PCTAISNOMS602 06/07/00
; ; ; Treaty Filed based on Provisional Application
\é"[‘ﬁlre Is Friedstein Nos. 60/137,921 (P003Z), 60/141,440
ey (POO4Z) and 607155 404 (POOTE).
System and Method for POISPCT  Efiotl Bernstein  Patent Serial No. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Lapsed.
Providing an Enhanced Digital Cooperation  PCT/USO0/21211 08/02/00
Image File Treaty Filed based on Provisional Application

Where is Utley???

Nos. 60/125824 (PODTZ), 60/146,726
(POOSZ), 60/149,737 (POOGZ),
GOV/155,404 (POOTZ) and 60/169,559
(POGSZ).

Blakely, Sokoloff, Taylor & Zafiman

fofl

Updated 11/20/2003
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FOLEY AND LARDNER PORTFOLIO TRANSFERRED TO BLAKELY
SOKOLOFF THIS WAS NOT IN THE COMPANY POSSESSION UNITL
THE TRANSFER OF FILES TOOK PLACE, NOTE THAT ALMOST

Page 1 of 2 EVERYTHING IS WRONG VS. PATENT OFFICE INFORMATION CONFIDENTIAL
FOLEY IS HIRED WHEN WE FIND JOAO LEFT ROSARIO
WIEWIT.COM PATENT PORTFOLIO |aAnD SHIRAJEE OFF AND HUIZENGA PATENT ATTORNEY
SAYS THEY ARE WRONG AFTER REVIEWING THEM.
FOLEY & LARDNER PATENT PORTFOLIO ALSO FIND JOAO PATENTS IN HIS NAME.
: Y HNo. Appl. —_—
Tab n;&h D:‘LLﬁ ﬁ;:::? Appl. No. | Fiting Date Application Title Inventor{s) %ngnee Pgsfsw:s Priority
Na. . No. 0. g
US Apparalus and Method for Eliot | iewit
;. i igi ) 1504 MNiA
1 | 571031102 | 5865-1 ioral 60M1256,824 | 3/2411999 | Producing Enhanced Digial Bernstein | Hollings, Inc. &
{Provisional) Images
Apparalus and Method for . -
us. . . Eliot I. Iviewil 110 NIA
2 { 57103103 | 5865-3 L 6O/137,297 | 6AM599 | Producing Enhanced Video Bemnstein | Hbldings. Inc. /
(Frovisional) Images
Apparatus and Method for . .
s, N . . Eliot I. Ivlewit
421 | 8711999 | Playing Video Files Across . . 1/ NIA
3 5?1{]3!1 n~4 5&65“4 {_Pmuisi{}na]] ED]” 3?, :l" g tha InternEt ‘ Eer[‘lﬁtEln ﬂldlngs' Inb.-
~| SHOULD BE FRIEDSTEIN
Apparatus and Method for BERNSTEIN
us, ' Providing andfor Transmitting)  Eliot | Iviewit 95/2 A
4 1571031105 | SB65-A.1| (o oy | 8011414407 672911998 Ny nges Bata andfor Informatior] Bernstein | Holdings, Inc.
in & Communication Network
Apparatus and Method for Bl _
.5, . L liot 1. Iviawit
- G0M46,726| 8211999 { Producing Enhanced Digital . , 18/4 N/A
5 | 571031106 58656 {Provisional) Images Barnslein | Holdings, Inc.
Apparalus and Method for
us. Producing Enhanced Digital Eliot 1. Iviewil 2444 NI,
6 | 571031107 | 5865-5 {Provisional} 60/149.737 | 891959 Images and/or Digital Video || Bernstein § Holdings, inc.
Files
Apparatus and Method for . .
LL5. . . Eliol 1. Iviewit o/ N/A
7 | 5710108 | 5865-7 . 60/155.404 | 92211999 | Preducing Enhanced Video tein | Holdings. Inc. 29/4
(Provisional) Images andfor Video Files Bemstei NG,
Apparatus and Mathod for . _
us. ] . Eliot L. Ivieswit 4TI M/
B | 57103100 5865-8 - 60/169,550 | 12/8/1999 | Producing Enhanced Video J| oo oo | Haldings, Inc. =
{Provisionai} Images andfor Video Files gs.
Apparatus and Method for . .
FCT PCT/USOU/ . - Elipt 1. Iviewit .
3232000 1 Producing Enhanced Digital \ ) 1444 B60f125,824
g | 57103/110 | 5865-10 fintemalional) | 07772 glmagas g Bernslein || Holdings, inc.
[ |
‘ ¥
. i
L \ / check assignments and
dates, note date of portfolio is PR
o0 Fo iner el 00
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HOW ARE INVENTORS DISAPPEARING?
ONLY UTLEY SHOULD BE GONE BUT WE
LOSE FRIEDSTEIN AND ROSARIO ON A
SERIES. SO FIRST WE PUT THEM BACK

ON, FRIEDSTEIN & ROSARIO BECAUSE
5| JOAO LEFT THEM OFF AND FOLEY PUTS SHIRAJEE
Page 2| THEM ON ADDING UTLEY WHO SHOULD FOLEY & LARDNER PATENT PORTFOLIO DISAPPEARS CONFIDENTIAL
NOT BE ON AND THEN BSZT TAKES OFF BSZT
FRIEDSTEIN AND SHIRAJEE OFF IVIEWIT.CDM PATENT PORTFGLIO LAST
AGAIN???? COMPANY IS BEING PORTFOLIO?
Tab FEL MLG Country
Appl. No. | Flling Date A ion Ti / Ho. Appl. iori
No.| Dkt No. | Dkt Ko (Type) pp g pplication Title Invent:? Assignge PgsiShts Priority
Systern and Melhod far
PCT | PCT/ISON . Bemstein 601137207
10 | 571031 11 MiA (Intemational) 8212000 SlreaF'L‘mg a_n Enhénoed Shirajee 24813 GOf155,404
15408 Digital Video Fite TTiEva G163,559
Systemn and Melhed for Bemstein
11 | 57103112 [ N/A (internationai) [—— 6/212000 | Providing an Enhanced Digital]  Utley DISAPPEAR | 3313 601155404
Video Fife Rosario” TN OFF BSZT 60/168,559
LAST
12 | 571031113 N/A F’CT_ PCTIIS00/ 6/2/2000 Syf.;tem and Method for Bernsfein, ® PORTFOLIO? 2613 60/137,207
(international) Playing a Digital Video Fie | Shirajes 607155,404
r— - N\ 60/169,559
.5, Syslem and Method far . |SHIRAJEE 60/137,297
13 | 57103114 | A (Nor- | 09/ 6/5/2000 | Streaming an Enhanced | DoTSteiN. DISAPPEARS | o0, | B0/155.404
Provisional) Digital Vidao File Shirajee | OFF BSZT 60/169.559
587,730 LAST
PORTEOLIO? STO03M11PCT
us. . 801137207
14 [ 57103115 A (Non- | oo/ 6/5/2000 | Sysiemand Method for | Bemstein, zor3 | 907155404
Provisional) — Playing a Digital Video File Shirajee G60/169,559
; 2710/ T13RCT
LS, System and Method for Barnslein, 60137 297
15 | 57103118 MNiA {I\:I::tn— og9f 6f5/2000 |Providing an Enhanced Drigital ey, 3373 BDF155.404
Provisional) 587 734 Videa Fils Rosario 60/169,558
S5T103M12PCT
, Bernstein,
16 | sTi0a118] A F’CT PCTIISOOY 61712000 Systern and Method for Video Frisdstein s4/2 B60M37.921
(Inlermational) Playback Over a Network Utley ' B80/141,440
15602 Apparatus and Method for FRIEDSTEIN
17 | 57103119 | 5865-1 .S, HoL2, 721 302000 | Producing Enhanced Digital | Bernstein |& UTLEY 1544 60/152,824
Images DISAPPEAR
OFF BSZT
LAST
PORTFOLIO?

Fr T dner

TEOTHINN
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OUR AND WHY

ARE THERE TWO

122

Tab MLG Countr
F ¥ . .
No. &L Dki No. Dkt. No, (Type) Appl. No, { Filing Date Application Tlile Invenior(s) Assignec b;:':ql;ll:; Priority
(LS, Zoom and Pan linaging Brian 5. Utle e
.5 . Y [viewit
] 37103/122 | N/A {Provisional) O 1820000 Using a Digital Camera | Eliot I. Bemstein Holdings, Inc. U5 MNiA
LS, Zoom and Fan [Imagin iewi
.8 2 Tviewit
[9 § 57103122 M/A | (Provisional) 9 1R2000 Design Tool - Brian G. Utley 4 Hoidings, Inc. k 12 N/A
SHOULD NOT BE \
ON AS IT IS NOT

THESE ARE NOT
ASSIGNED AND THE
COMPANY DOES NOT
RECEIVE THIS PAGE
UNTIL BLAKELY GETS
FOLEY FILES

PLAOE2000 1142 AM

Patent [Wings x5
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NO INVENTORS ARE LISTED AND THAT IS BECAUSE HE
LEAVES SHIRAJEE, ROSARIO AND FRIEDSTEIN OFF. WHEN
WE FIND THIS WE TERMINATE HIM. WE HIRE FOLEY AND
INSTEAD OF PUTTING OTHER INVENTORS ON PROPERLY
THEY MAKE IT WORSE AND ADD UTLEY TO A SECOND SET.

IVIEWIT STATUS CHART

PREPARED BY MELTZER LIPPE GOLDSTEIN SHCLISSEL

NOTE THAT JOAO DOES NOT PUT WHO ASSIGNED TO
AND THAT IS BECAUSE WHEN WE CHECK WITH
PATENT OFFICE WE FIND HE PUT THEM IN WHEELER/
PROSKAUER COMPANY AND NOT THE COMPANY
WITH ALL THE SHAREHOLDERS. WHY DOES HE
ASSIGN SOME AND NOT OTHERS?

WHERE IS
TWO

Docket No.

Serial No.

Title

Date Filed

Date Assigned

fas i
{»,-'4‘:‘.,‘3.'2
i

A,

N

5865-1

60/125,824

APPARATUS AND METHOD
FOR PRODUCING ENHANCED
DIGITAL IMAGES

March 24, 1999

August 5, 1999

5865-3

60/137,297

APPARATUS AND METHOD
FOR PRODUCING ENHANCED
VIDEO IMAGES

June 3, 1999

August 5, 1999

5865-4

60/137,921

APPARATUS AND METHOD
FOR PLAYING VIDEO
FILES ACROSS THE
INTERNET

June 7, 1999

August 5, 1999

5865-4.1

60/141,440

APPARATUS AND METHOD
FOR PROVIDING AND/OR
FOR TRANSMITTING VIDEO
DATA AND/OR
INFORMATION IN A
COMMUNICATION NETWORK

June 29, 1999

Not Filed

5865-5

60/149,737

APPARATUS AND METHOD
FOR PRODUCING ENHANCED
DIGITAL IMAGES AND/OR
DIGITAL VIDEO FILES

August 19, 1999

Not Filed

5865-6

60/146,726

APPARATUS AND METHOD
FOR PRODUCING ENHANCED
DIGITAL IMAGES

August 2, 1999

Not Filed

| 196675.1

MLGS FILE NUMBER BUT NO DATE
OR PAGE NUMBERS?
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Docket No. Serial No. Title Date Filed Date Assigned
5865-7 60/155,404 APPARATUS AND METHOD September 22, 1999 Not Filed
FOR PRODUCING ENHANCED

VIDEO IMAGES AND/OR
VIDEO FILES
5865-8 60/169,559 APPARATUS AND METHOD December 8, 1999 Not Filed

FOR PRODUCING ENHANCED
VIDEO IMAGES AND/OR
VIDEO FILES

ALTHOUGH JOAO KNOWS OF THE
OTHER INVENTORS HE FAILS TO LIST
THEM ON THE PATENTS - THIS PUTS
THE SHAREHOLDERS AT RISK, THEY
ONLY OWN 1/3 WHEN ASSIGNED

196675.1

JOAO SHOULD HAVE BEEN FILING ASSIGNMENTS
TO THE COMPANY AND INSTEAD HERE WE FIND
HE IS NOT.
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JUN. 6.2008  3:36PM

33RD FLOOR NO. 9209 P.1-8

FOLEY & LLARDNER

414) 297-5718

gtt;.a User ID; Attorneys at Law Sender's Diract Line:
1
Cliant/Mattar Coda:
57103/101
Firstar Center
777 East Wisconsin Avenue
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 63202-5367
TELEPHONE (414) 271-2400
FACSIMILE (414) 297-4900
FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION COVER SHEET

TO: Mr. Brian G. Utley

COMPANY NAME:

THE COMPANY MAINTAINS THAT THIS
i TRANSFER OCCURED MONTHS EARLIER
Wiewit.com, Inc. AND THAT FOLEY HAS CHANGED DATES ON

THE LETTER. FOLEY STARTED WORK IN

COMPANY LOCATION: Boca Raton, Florida APPROXIMATELY 2/2000.
COMPANY PHONE NUMBER: TEL: (561) 999-8899

COMPANY FAX NUMBER: FAX: (561) 999-8810

FROM: Douglas A. Boehm

DATE;

June 6, 2000

TOTAL NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING COVER SHEET; 8

IF THERE ARE ANY PROBLEMS WITH THIS FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION, OR IF YOU HAVE NOT RECEIVED ALL OF

THE PAGES, PLEASE CALL 414/297-5444.

TELEPHONE AND RETURN THE ORIGINAL MESSAGE TO US BY MAIL, THANK YOU.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: THE INFORMATION C%NTA]NEQ IN THIS FACSIMILE MESSAGE S INTENDED ONLY FOR THE PERSONAL |
AND_CONFIDENTIAL USE OF THE N IB NAMEDR ABOVE

DESIGNATED RECIFIENTS NAMED ABOVE, THIS MESSAGE MAY BE AN ATTORNEY-CLIENT
COMMUNICATION, AND AS 8UCH IS PRAIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL. {F YHE READER OF THIS MESSAGE IS NOT THE INTENDED
RECIPIENT OR ANY AGENT RESPONSIBLE FOR DELIVERING IT TO THE INYENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT YOU
HAVE RECEIVED THIS MESSAGE IN ERAOR, AND THAT ANY REVIEW, DISSEMINATION, DISTRIBUTION, OR COPYING OF THIS
MEEBSAGE 1§ STRICTLY PROHIBITED. IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS MESSAGE IN ERRQOR, PLEASE NOTIFY US IMMEDIATELY BY

“Ir#dl-*wQw**f'****“****Q#****h*****&********%h*****'l********ﬁ*i**ﬁ**********

Brian, Here is your copy of what was just faxed to Mr, Lewis S. Meltzer.

LTZER FILES WHEN LAMONT AND
THIS DOCUMENT DOES NOT TRANSFER IN ME
BERNSTEIN REQUEST COPIES OF WHAT THEY HAVE LEFT AFTER WE FIRE FOLEY AND

FIND FROM BLAKELY THAT MOST OF JOAQ'S FILES ARE GONE.

******ﬁ*****ﬂﬂ-***#i**#*****ﬂ****ﬂiﬂl****'ﬂ-***ﬁ***”Q***“****“9***#***********

Fax Operator; Time Sent:
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JUN. 6.2008  3:36PM 33RD FLOOR NO. 920 P.2/8

FOLEY & LARDNER

ATTORNEYE AT Law

CHICAGO FIRSTAR CENTER

DENVER 777 EAST WISCONSIN AVENUE SAgm %?égg
JACKSONVILLE MILWAUKEE, WISCONSIN 53202-5597 SAN FRANCISCO
LOS ANGELES TELEPHONE (41 4) 2712400 TALLAMASSEE
MADISON FACSIMILE (4 1 4) 297-4000 TAMPA
MILWAUKER WASHINGTON, D.C.
QRLANDO WEST FALM BEACH
EMAIL ADDRESS » L, WRITER'S DIRECT LINE
daboehm@foleylaw.com Yia Facsimile (414) 297-5718
June 6, 2000
: FOLEY IS WORKING
Mr LeWIS s Meltzer X BEFORE THIS DATE
L] (] |
Meltzer, Lippe, Goldstein & Schlissel, P.C,
190 Willis Avenue

Mineola, New York 11501

IVIEWIT DOES NOT ATTEST TO

IS LETTER
Re:  Transfer of IP files for [VIEWIT.COM D B O TAS NEvEn

REALLY SENT.

Dear Mr, Meltzer:

As you may recall, I am the patent attorney at Foley & Lardner that is currently
handling the Iviewit.com IP matters that were previously handled by Ray Joao of your firm.

I recently received the following correspondence from your firm: (1) the
original Assignment recorded in the United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO) for
your Docket No. 5865-8 (U.S. Provisional Patent Application No. 60/169,559); and (2) the
USPTO Filing Receipt (copy attached) for your Docket No, 5865-1 for Application No.
09/522,721. Although I sincerely appreciate your firm’s diligence in continning to forward
Iviewit materials to me, this latest correspondence raises some very serious issues with respect
to the Iviewit.com IP matters that were supposed to have been transferred to Foley & Lardner.

P I was not previously told about this U.S. Non-Provisional Application being
filed (item 2 above). It does not appear in any of the correspondence previously sent to Foley
& Lardner, This raises the question of exactly what was filed in the U,S. Patent and
Trademark Office, since I do not have a copy of any filing papers for this application. Was a
U.S. Declaration filed? What specification and claims were filed? Was an Assignment filed
for this application? I must have this information in order to take over prosecution of this
application,

More importantly, however, this raises the question of whether any other
provisional or non-provisional applications have been filed in the United States or any other
country, Both the client, Brian Utley, President of Iviewit.com, and myself have previously
asked your firm to transfer all of the Iviewit.com Intellectual Property files to me. (See

attached letter to you dated April 28, 2000,) When the files that were sent to me were
incomplete, I sent an e-majl (copy attached) to Dawn Laffin of your firm, asking her to look
for other Iviewit matters. I subsequently requested that Nicole, Ray’s former secretary,

001.793919.2 ESTABLISHED 1842

A MEMBRER OF GLORALEX WiYM MEMRER OFMIGRE IN BerpN, BAUADKLE, DREAOEN, FRANKPURT, LONPON, HINOQAPOAE, BTOEKHOLM ANG STUTTGART
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FOLEY & LARDNER

Mr. Lewis S. Meltzer
June 6, 2000
Page 2

double-check that there were no other miscellaneous files that were not on the list of
applications (also attached). Now I find out that, after three or four separate requests, all of
the Iviewit patent matters were not transferred to us.

I formally request that you have your firm's Docket Administration Department
review all of Ray Joao’s files to ensure that all of the Iviewit.com materials have been
transferred to me, Please forward al] letters, memorandums, faxes, e-mails, notes, CD’s,
disks, and other correspondence between Iviewit.com and your firm, and between any third
parties and your firm on behalf of Iviewit.com. It is particularly important that I know which
patent applications were filed and what correspondence was submitted to the U.S. Patent &
Trademark Office before the expiration of a critjcal date, Otherwise, the client could possibly
lose patent rights. Please confirm that the attached “Iviewit.com Patent Portfolio” table,

which lists the patent applications filed for Iviewit.com by your firm, is accurate and JOAO
complete TRANSFERS A
) BUNCH OF

GARBRAGE. NO

I also request that you contact Ray Joao to confirm which applications were ORIGINAL DOCS

filed in what countries and whether or not Ray has any additional Iviewit correspondence or

materials that were not transferred to Foley & Lardner,

Furthermore, the client requests that I obtain a written confirmation from both
you and Ray that all files, materials, and correspondence have been transferred to Foley &
Lardner,

Please confirm receipt of this facsimile and let me know that these matters will
be handled promptly and appropriately,

Very truly yours,

Doy Lkn.
Douglas A. Bochm

Enclosure(s)

cc: Mr. Brian Utley, Iviewit.com

001.7983819.2
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lEILING RECEIPT gNtlTEtD S;'?TES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

, I atent and Trademark Office
Mﬂﬂﬂymwmmmmwmm Address: ASSISTANT SECRETARY AND

6107016 COMMISSIONER OF PATENT AND TRADEMARKS
Washington, D,C, 20231
APRLICATION NUMBER | FILING DATE .
GRP ART UNIT | Fil FEE REG'D ATTY.0OCKET.NO | DRAWINGS coams | o cLams
09/522,721 ~ 03Mo0/2000 2722 354 5865-1 4 21 3
Raymond A Joan Esq
‘l:_ﬂ:;tzce':aLr:gpe Goldstein & Schiissel PC
ery

190 Willis Avenue SAME DOCKET # AS HIS 1ST
Mineola, NY 11501 |TH!S IS NOT WHAT IS SUPPOSED TO BE PATENT, A YEAR LATER?7?

' FILED - A DIFFERENT APPLICATION WAS

DONE BY ROSARIO, SHIRAJEE AND

BERNSTEIN, A YEAR AFTER ORIGINAL AND ]
HE FILES ORIGINAL SWITCHING IT AND NOT Date Mailed: 05/10/2000

FORWARDING EITHER WITH HIS FILES..

'?agtt'zra. l:;o:ﬁ: &rlgv:de a copy of this Filing Recelpt with the changes noted therson. If you received a
with your roee ¥ :hng Parts” for this application, please submit any corrections to this Flling Recelpt
ot Ply to the Notice. When the PTO processes the reply to the Notice, the PTO will generate

ng Receipt incorporating the requested correctiops (if appropriate).

I

Applicant(s)’ "

Fliot | Bernstein, Boca Raton, FL;  |LEAVES OFF ROSARIO

AND SHIRAJEE AGAIN.

Continuing Data as Claimed by Applicant

THIS APPLN CLAIMS BENEFIT OF 60/125,824 03/24/1999 HOW DOES JOAO GET THE PATENT
Forel i ' |SENT TO THE PATENT OFFICE BY
orelgn Applications ! |ELIOT, KLUGE & LEWIN FROM THE

POST OFFICE? DOES HE GET IT
REMOVED FROM THE PATENT

if Required, Foreign Filing License Granted 05/09/2000 OFFICE USING BERNSTEIN POWER
v - B
Title |

Apparatus and method for producing enhanced digital Images

Preliminary Class
358

Data entry by : KING, DORIS Team : OIPE Date: 05/10/2000
L T 0 0 O O L TR T R T £ I

1of2 '
5/9/00 6;48 PM
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CHICAGOD
DENVER
JACKSONVILLE
LOS ANGELES
MADISON
MILWAUKEE
ORLANDRO

EMAIL ADDRESS
DABCEHM@FOLEYLAW. COM

Mr. Lewis S, Meltzer

NO. 926

FOLEY & LARDNER

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

FIRSTAR CENYER
777 EAST WISCONSIN AVENUE
MILWALIKEE, WISCONSIN B3202-5367
TELEPHONE (4 | 4) 27 1-2400
FACSIMILE (4 | 4) 207-4B00

ViA FACSIMILE
April 28, 2000

P.5/8

SACRAMENTO

SAN DIEap

SAN FRANCISCO
TALLAHASSER
TAMPA
WASHINGTON, D.C,
WEST PALM BEACH

WRITER'S DIRECT LINE
(414) 207-5718

THE VALIDITY OF THIS
DOCUMENT.

IVIEWIT DOES NOT ATTEST TO

Meltzer, Lippe, Goldstein & Schlissel, P.C,

190 Willis Avenue
Mineola, New York 11501

Re:  Transfer of IP files for IVIEWIT.COM

Dear Mr, Meltzer:

As you are aware, Mr. Brian Utley,
requested in a previous letter that all Intellectual Pr
transferred from Meltzer, Lippe to Foley & Lardne
the above address as soon as possible. Upon rece

Lardner will be responsible for taking actjon in these matters,

These Intellectual Property
matters listed on the attached sheet, as

President of IVIEWIT.COM, LLC, has
operty files for IVIEWIT.COM be

r. Please have the files forwarded to me at
ipt of the IVTEWIT.COM files, Foley &

files include the eight provisional patent application
well as any other Intellectual Property matters that may

be missing from this list, Furthermore, I would sincerely appreciate it if you could include

copies on disk of the electronic word pr
applications won't have to be retyped.

ocessing files for these matters, so the eight patent
Any electronic word processor format will suffice,

Of course, if any questions or problems arise, please do not hesitate to contact
me, I thank you in advance for your cooperation,

Attachment

Very truly yours,

Lrgfa O Boelop.

Douglas A, Boehm

cc:  Ms. Nicole Pinon, Meltzer, Lippe
Mr. Brian Utley, IVIEWIT.COM
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COMPANY CONTENDS THAT
THIS FILING CAME MONTHS

Patent Applications AFTER RUBENSTEIN/
PROSKAUER AND JOAO TOLD
US IT WAS FILED

Docket No, S .
=] 60/125,824 A tus Joao leaves off
fogpm and method | March 24, 1999 August 5, 1999  |assigned too, now
COMPANY CONTENDS JOAO THREW Pr °d“_°l"8 ' that is helpful
OUT FILE 5862-2 OUR VIDEO PATENT f:lhanced digital Y
. ages
 5865.3 ASSIGNED TO?
method
for Produc?ng fune 3, 1999 August 5, 1999
enhanced video :
_ images
5865-4 60/13
7.201 Apparats and method
: June 7, 199
for playing video files 9 August 5, 1999
58 across the-Internet
654.1
60/141,440 Apparatus and method ~ June 29 1999 Not Fil
;or Providing and/or ' ot Filed
COMPANY CONTENDS THAT JOAO HAS d°: t"“"sm"““g video
SIMILAR PATENTS HE FILES USING THIS info:natjo a{ld/or ——
INVENTION. n oin a
communicalion FRUAD ON THE
' network SHAREHOLDERS
1 5865-5 BECAUSE THESE
' " 60/149 SHOULD HAVE
71 Apparetus and method  August 19, 1999 Not Flled BEEN ASSIGNED
for producing DAY ONE TO THE
enhanced digital COMPANY!.

images and/or digital
video flles

v 58656 60
146,726 Apparatusand method A
ugust 2, 1999 i
for producing ' ot Filed
enhanced digital
images

5865
60/155,404 Apparatus and method  September 22, Not Filed
for producing 1999
_enhauced video
images and/or video
files

v 5865.8 60/169,559
\ Apparatus and method December 8 1999 '
for producing ’ Not Filed
enhanced video
images and/or video
files

DATE THAT 2ND IVIEWIT
HOLDINGS/TECHNOLOGES IS

OPENED

|47w/4oo17-oo1 BRLIB1/250834 v2 7 12/28/99 10:55 AM
:55 AM {11148)
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Boehm, Douglas A.

From: Boshm, Douglas A.

Sent: Tuesday, May 09, 2000 5:28 PM
To: 'dlaffin@mig.com’

Subjact: lviewit.com Files

As | mentioned on the telephone this afternoon, | received your Federal Express package this morning

containing the Meltzer, L:ifpe files for Iviewit.com. The packa?e contained 7 folders comresponding to your
docket numbers 5865-1,3,4,4.1,5,8, and 7. However, the file folder for Kour docket no, 5865-8 is missing.
Furthermors, not all of the paperwork for the PCT application (your docket no. 5865-10) was included in
the first flle 5865-1 (which ie the PCT's parent case), Is there a 5865-10 file also?

~-'\Ng our phane conversation, you agreed to review your docket and files for 5865-8, 5865-10, and any
other 5865 matters for Iviewit.com tomorrow, and forward these files to me right away,

Thanka for your assistance.

-Doug

JOAO IMMEDIATELY LEAVES MLGS
gg,gg’ﬂ&sérg’?:rh m AFTER WE CATCH HIM NOT HAVING ALL
777 East Wisconsin Avenue THE INVENTORS AND WRITING PATENTS
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53202 IN HIS NAME AND DOES NOT FORWARD
Tel; (414)297-5718 ALL HIS FILES TO FOLEY AND LARDNER.
gﬁﬁ?f%ﬁf&?ﬁé‘}oleylaw_com IN FACT WE NEVER GET ALL HIS FILES.

NOTE! The informatlon tranamitted in and/or altached lo this message Is Intanded only for the parean or entity to which it is addressed and may contaln
confidentlal end/or priviisged materal, Any review, retransmlasicn, dissemination, or other use of, or taking any aclion In reliance upon, this Information
by persons or entitle cther than the ntanded reciplent la prohibltad. If you recaived this information In error, please contact the sendar and defeto the
matartal from any computar,
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WHY DOES FOLEY ATTACH THIS TO
THE LETTER AND NOT THE ORIGINAL

ASSIGNMENT THEY REFER TO?? IVIEWIT.COM PATENT PORTFOLIO CONFIDENTIAL
Ref. F&L MLG Country . s . . . No. Appl.
No.| Dkt No. | DKE No. {Type) Appl. No. | Filing Date Application Tifle Inventor{s)] Assignee PgsiShts Commants
Appearatus and Method for . i
U.s. N . Eliot 1. Iviewit
1 |57103/102( 5865-1 (Provisiona) 60/125,824 | 3/24/1999 Prcduclnglir:;zr;ced Digital Bemstein | Holdings, Inc. 15/4
atus and Methad for
us. Appara Eiiot . Iviewit
2 |57103/103| 5865-3 (Provisional) 60/137,297 6/03/1989 PmducmgI ri:l;:ced Video Bermstein | Holdings, Inc. 10
US Apparatus and Method for Eliot I Iiewit
3 ]57103/104| 5865-4 (Provisional) 60/137,921( 6/07/1989 Playing VId;:el:;l‘l: Across the Bemstein | Holdings, Inc. 110
Apparatus and Method for
Us. Providing andfor Transmitting Eliot L. Iviewit
4 571031105 5865-4.1 {Provisional) 601141440} 6/29/1999 Video Data and/or Information| Bernstein Hoeldings, Inc. 2572
in a Communication Network
d Method for
Us. Apparalus an i Eliot 1. Iviewit
5 |57103/106) 5865-56 (Provisional) 60/146,726| 8/02/1999 Producmg:‘l:;aer;oed Digital Bemstein | Holdings, inc. 18/4
Apparatus and Method for
U.S. Producing Enhanced Digital Eliot I. lviewit
6 |57103/107) 58655 (Provisionat) 80/149,737| 8/19/1999 Images and/or Digital Video | Bemnstein Holdings, Inc. 214
Files
Apperatus and Method for ; -
7 |57103/108| 5865-7 (Pmt’i:?t;n z) |60/155,404| 9221989 | Producing Enhanced Video Bg;‘:t;n H k';;"ew"l 20/4
Images and/or Video Files cidings, Inc.
US Apparatus and Method for Eiiot / Iviewit
B |sTi0s09] sees8 | o nal) |60/169.558| 12/08/1999 | Producing Enhanced Video Bemstein | Hol d‘l."ew’ : 75
Images and/or Video Flles =n [Feines. fne.
PCT 0 Apparatus and Method for ot L. Claims Priority
9 |s7io3mi0| sees0 | temgﬁom'} ch;’?szo '] 312312000 | Producing Enhanced Digital Bfr"']‘;tti . 144 |to 60/125,824
images 3724798 (1102)
001.772007 3 Foley & Lardner 6/06/2000
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. |'VIEWIT DOES NOT
ATTEST TO THE
VALIDITY OF THIS
DOCUMENT.

CHICAGO
DENVER
JACKSONVILLE
LOS ANGELES
MADISON
MILWAUKEE
ORLANDO

EMAIL ADDRESS
daboehm@foleylaw.com

CONFIDENTIAL
Mr. Scott Bowman

Wachovia Bank

Re:

Dear Mr. Bowman:

— u
FOLEY & LARDNER  _._

ATTORNEYS AT LAW %“
FIRSTAR CENTER 4 SACRAMENTO
777 EAST WISCONSIN AVENUE ' SAN DIEGO
MILWAUKEE, WISCONSIN 53202-5367 " SAN FRANCISCO
TELEPHONE (414) 271-2400 TALLAHASSEE
FACSIMILE (414) 297-4900 TAMPA

WASHINGTON, D.C.
WEST PALM BEACH

WRITER’S DIRECT LINE
(414)297-5718

May 11, 2000

HOW DOES FOLEY WRITE THIS

WITHOUT ALL THE JOAO FILES
TO A BANK AUDITING THE IP
WHEN THEY KNOW THEY ARE
MISSING APPLICATIONS OF
JOAO, THEY SHOULD HAVE
STATED SUCH.

THIS IS THE DOCUMENT THE
COMPANY WAS SHOWN BUT
PER THE FILES
TRANSFERRED HE
SUPPOSEDLY WRITES
ANOTHER THE NEXT DAY.

Iviewit.com LLC Intellectual Property Portfolip

Our Ref.: 57103/101 IVIEWIT.COM LLC IS AN

OPERATING COMPANY
THAT SHOULD HAVE NO
PATENTS!!

Mr. Brian Utley of Iviewit.com requested that we provide you with information
regarding the Intellectual Property matters of the company.

Foley & Lardner has just recently been retained to take over the patent matters
from Iviewit.com’s previous patent counsel. As discussed below, we have only had the
opportunity to provide an initial review of the patent matters as we work toward the preparation
and filing of additional patent applications in an effort to provide a comprehensive Intellectual
Property position for Iviewit.com. Although we believe that the information and statements
contained herein are factually accurate, they are not intended to be any type of representation or
opinion as to the scope, strength, or value of Iviewit’s Intellectual Property portfolio.

Technology Overview

In our initial discussions with Iviewit, we concentrated our efforts on two primary
inventive technologies: (1) Enhanced Digital Imaging Technique (a.k.a., “Zoom & Pan”); and
(2) Enhanced Video Streaming Technique (a.k.a., “Full-Screen Full-Motion Video”). These two
technologies are the subject of numerous patent applications (see below) already on file. Other
inventions were also identified and discussed, but there was a greater need to study these first
two because of the upcoming dates that must be met to file additional patent applications. We
even identified inventive aspects of Iviewit’s business technologies that may be appropriate for a
“business method” patent. These other inventions will be fully investigated and evaluated in the

next few months.

001.778851.3

ESTABLISHED 1842

A member of Globalex with member offices in Berlin, Brussels, Dresden, Frankfurt, London, Singapore, Stockholm and

Stuttgart
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Foley & Lardner

Mr. Scott Bowman
May 11, 2000

Page 2

o/

THE TWO JOAO IS MISSING AND
THEN SENDS BOGUS ONES ARE THE
FIRST IMAGING PATENT FILED IN
THE US AND PCT.

THIS IS WRONG - JOAO FILES 10
JBUT ONLY SENDS EIGHT. THEN HE

Y SENDS THE OTHER TWO AFTER

COMPANY SEES THEY ARE
MISSING SUPPOSEDLY AND WE
START ASKING QUESTIONS -
FOLEY NEW OF THESE OTHERS
AND WRITES APRIL LETTERS TO
JOAO AS COVER UP LETTERS FOR

THEY DO NOT MENTION JOAQ'S US FILING
THAT GETS REPLACED WITH BOGUS FILING.

LEAVING THEM OFF BANK

Patents DOCUMENT ANALYSIS.

Iviewit.com’s previous patent counsel filed eight provisional patent applications
in the United States Patent and Trademark Office, and one PCT International patent application
in the World Intellectual Property Office.

As you may be aware, a U.S. provisional application for patent is a U.S. national
patent application that provides the means to establish an early effective filing date and allows
the term “Patent Pending” to be applied. However, a provisional application itself cannot issue
into a patent having enforceable rights. A non-provisional application for patent must be filed
within 12 months of the provisional application’s filing date to claim the benefit of priority.
Only the non-provisional application may issue into a patent having enforceable rights.

Provisional applications for patent are not examined on their merits, and there is
no requirement to include patent claims in the application. Hence, a provisional patent
application (1) provides simplified filing with a lower initial investment for one full year before
committing to the higher cost of filing and prosecuting a non-provisional application for patent,
(2) establishes an official United States patent application filing date for the invention (to the
extent the invention is fully described in the provisional) such that patent rights are not lost, and
(3) enables immediate commercial promotion of the invention with greater security against
having the invention stolen. However, provisional U.S. patent applications remain confidential
in the United States Patent and Trademark Office.

The following eight U.S. provisional applications have been filed for Iviewit:

F&L MLG Patent Appl. Application Title
Docket No. | Docket No. Appl. No. Filing Date
57103/102 5865-1 60/125,824 3/24/1999 Apparatus and Method for
Producing Enhanced Digital Images
57103/103 5865-3 60/137,297 6/03/1999 Apparatus and Method for
Producing Enhanced Video Images
57103/104 58654 60/137,921 6/07/1999 | Apparatus and Method for Playing
Video Files Across the Internet
57103/105 | 5865-4.1 60/141,440 6/29/1999 Apparatus and Method for
Providing and/or Transmitting
Video Data and/or Information in a
Communication Network.
57103/106 5865-6 60/146,726 8/02/1999 Apparatus and Method for
Producing Enhanced Digital Images
57103/107 5865-5 60/149,737 8/19/1999 Apparatus and Method for
Producing Enhanced Digital Images
and/or Digital Video Files

001.778851.3
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Foley & Lardner ~ ~
Mr. Scott Bowman
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Page 3
57103/108 5865-7 60/155,404 9/22/1999 Apparatus and Method for
Producing Enhanced Video Images
and/or Video Files
57103/109 5865-8 60/169,559 12/08/1999 Apparatus and Method for
Producing Enhanced Video Images
and/or Video Files

The first of these eight U.S. provisional applications (Docket No. 57103/102) was
filed in the PCT within a year of its filing date (as described below). The remaining seven
provisional applications are still pending in the U.S. PTO.

As you may also be aware, a patent application can also be filed as an
“international” patent application under the Patent Cooperation Treaty (the “PCT”). By filing
one international patent application, the patent applicant can simultaneously seek protection for
an invention in each of a large number of countries (the “contracting states”) that are
“designated” in the PCT application. For example, a PCT application designating the United
States may be filed in place of a U.S. non-provisional application to initiate the process for
obtaining a United States patent based on the provisional application. As another example, a
PCT application designating Europe has the effect of a European patent application among the
PCT contracting states that are also party to the European Patent Convention, provided they are
each designated for a European patent. The PCT international application is published 18
months after its priority date.

The following PCT International Application has been filed for Iviewit:

F&L MLG Patent Appl. Application Title
Docket No. | Docket No. Appl. No. Filing Date
57103/110 | 5865-10 PCT/US00 3/23/2000 Apparatus and Method for
107772 Producing Enhanced Digital Images

001.778851.3

This PCT application is the same as, and properly claims priority to, the first U.S.
provisional application (Docket No. 57103/102). Therefore, only the subject matter set forth in
the first U.S. provisional application will be covered by this PCT application and any patents that
result from it.

We should receive the PCT search results in about three months, and the PCT
application is scheduled to be published on 9/24/2000. This will be the first opportunity for the
world to see what patent protection Iviewit has applied for. The United States and all foreign
countries were designated in this PCT application, but the actual decision of which countries
warrant patent protection still needs to be made.
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As shown from the titles of these patent applications, various combinations of the
first two technologies are covered in different applications. However, the first application (and,
accordingly, the PCT application) appears to only relate to the first “zoom and pan” technology.
The other applications relate to the other technologies, so additional U.S. or PCT or foreign
patent applications still need to be filed.

Since a U.S. provisional application is not examined and will never issue as a
patent itself, it does not make sense to discuss any “scope of protection” for a provisional
application. Patent claims still need to be prepared and a non-provisional application still has to
be filed for each invention that warrants it. Furthermore, the patent applicant has the opportunity
to amend the claims during the prosecution of the non-provisional application. Since the
language of the claims of the patent that are examined and finally granted are the only true
measure of the scope of protection of any invention, any attempt to evaluate the scope before the
application is actually allowed to issue is premature, and could be misleading to those that don’t
understand the patent system. Therefore, we cannot comment on the scope of patent protection
for any of the Iviewit technologies at this time.

THIS
STATEMENT IS
FALSE PER THE
PATENT OFFICE
WORK ON
3/22/04. HE HAS
JOAO DOCKET
WHICH SHOWS
THEY ARE NOT
ASSIGNED, THIS
LOOKS LIKE
BANK FRAUD.

Proper assignments have been executed by the inventor, Eliot Bernstein, and
recorded in the United States Patent and Trademark Office for all of the provisional applications.
Iviewit Holdings Inc. is the assignee and owner of all the inventions.

We are currently in the process of reviewing all the Iviewit technologies and
preparing an appropriate number of non-provisional patent applications to be filed in the next
few months.

Trademarks

The Proskauer, Rose law firm is handling the Trademarks for Iviewit.com.
Numerous trademark applications are on file with the United States Patent and Trademark
Office. Please contact Mr. Utley for further information regarding this Intellectual Property.

Copyrights

Since any “original work of authorship” that is “fixed in a tangible medium of
expression” is automatically protected by copyright laws, Iviewit already has copyrights in any

software that it developed. However, registration of the copyright works in the United States
Copyright Office affords stronger copyright protection. We have identified several copyright
works at Iviewit that we plan to file applications to register the copyrights in the near future.

PATENTS GO TO
OTHER IVIEWIT
HOLDINGS AND
END UP IN
TECHNOLOGIES.

001.778851.3

Iviewit has developed a significant amount of software, technical information, and

know-how, and has taken significant steps to protect this intellectual property. For example,

AND WEBSITES WITH FULL CODE TO COPYRIGHT.

COPYRIGHTS NEVER FILED BY PROSKAUER OR FOLEY AND LARDNER AND BOTH WERE GIVEN SOURCE CODES
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Iviewit has consistently implemented confidentiality agreements with third parties, development
agreements with its consultants, and invention agreements with its employees. We are currently
in the process of reviewing Iviewit’s trade secret protection efforts to ensure that this Intellectual
Property remains protected.

Very truly yours,

Douglas A. Boechm

cc:  Mr. Brian G. Utley
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COMPLETELY FALSE STATEMENT THAT IVIEWIT TECH WAS ORIGINALLY IVIEWIT LLC IT WAS ORIGINALLY IVIEWIT HOLDINGS (2) THE ONE NO ONE NEW ABOUT.
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Text Box
SHE IS MISSING SEVERAL COMPANIES:
IVIEWIT INC
IVIEWIT.COM, INC. - FLORIDA
I.C. INC
IVIEWIT HOLDINGS (2) SHE HIDES AND MAKES MISREPRESENTATION THAT IVIEWIT LLC CHANGED IT'S NAME TO IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, COMPLETELY FALSE.


MISSING COMPANIES

I.C., INC. FORMERLY IVIEWIT.
COM INC. (FLORIDA) NOT TO
BE CONFUSED WITH IVIEWIT.
COM INC. DELAWARE

ERIKA LEWIN’S SHEET REDONE TO TRY AND MAKE SENSE
|MYSTERY COMPANIES

IVIEWIT, INC. - LEWIN
NEVER MENTIONS

SECOND GENERATION ORIGINAL COMPANIES
COMPANIES IVIEWIT LLC
(SOMEHOW PATENTS GO HERE INSTEAD
IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC. (#1) UVIEW.COM, INC. OF UVIEW/HOLDINGS)
(THIS SHOULD BE PATENT HOLDING .K (PATENT HOLDING CO)
COMPANY) PROSKAUER ROSE 2.5%
HAS NAME CHANGE TO NEW MEDIA 2.5%
HAS NO PATENTS AND CHANGES IT NAME IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC. ZAKIRUL SHIRAJEE 2.5%
ONLY TO IVIEWIT HOLDINGS INC WHERE JUDE ROSARIO 2.5%
ATTORNEYS TELL US PATENTS ARE. IVIEWIT LLC (SOMEHOW E'.gﬁ/;; gé\n;NE(,\)A\i\\/INN R BUT NOT SURE
THEY GO TO HOLDINGS (#2) WHICH SHOULD USI'EDV\?) PATENTS INSTEAD OF WHICH HOLDINGS?? (1) OR (2)
NOT BE THERE, HOLDINGS (#2) OPENS 13
DAYS BEFORE UVIEW CHANGES ITS NAME THEN IT DOES AN ASSET TRANSFER XW/?\(CSNSQHXSSSOUE_SE%ASV/ELE?0N|IIE\|
**THIS CO SHOULD HAVE HELD PATENTS FH)ET gﬁ?ggﬁgf&iﬂg%ﬁgﬁ%gm UVIEW/HOLDINGS BUT INSTEAD IT DOES
DIRECT FROM EITHER UVIEW OR ELIOT SIDED. PROSKAUER ROSE 2.5% ASSET TRANSFER (OF PATENTS) TO
BERNSTEIN AND ALL INVENTORS. NEW MEDIA 2 5% TECHNOLOGIES, PRGSKAUER
ZAKIRUL SHIRAJEE 2.5% ENGINEERED.
JUDE ROSARIO 2.5%
IVIEWIT.COM, INC. 3.37% = HUIZENGA (MOVES TO IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC. (#2)
(OPERATING CO) CORRECT IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC. (PATENT HOLDING COMPANY)
(#1) BUT NO ONE ELSE DOES??
PROSKAUER GOES TO NEWLY ACCORDING TO LEWIN THIS COMPANY
DURING .COM STOCK CRASH WHEELER FORMED IVIEWIT HOLDINGS (2) CHANGES NAME TO HOLDINGS(#2) NOT
AND LEWIN TELL BOARD TO CHANGE WHICH CHANGES ITS NAME TO TO BE CONFUSED WITH HOLDINGS
NAME TO TECHNOLOGIES, INC. TO TECHNOLOGIES. (#1)??
LOSE THE .COM STIGMA - NEVER
HAPPENS. NOW THERE ARE TWO COMPANIES
) IVIEWIT.COM, LLC HOLDINGS AND THE WRONG ONE HAS
& (OPERATING CO) ASSIGNMENTS IN PATENTS. SEE NOTE
BELOW REGARDING HOW TWO
IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES INC. (#1) ;EICSOCM%N:\F;IAE'\\IJI nggtldlLIIDNiéAVE HOLDINGS EXISTED. THIS CO SHOULD
. , INC. NOT EVEN BE HERE. IT WAS
(OPERATING CO) ALTHOUGH WE ARE NOT SURE INCORPORATED 13 DAYS BEFORE
THIS NAME CHANGE NEVER HAPPENS. '
IVIEWIT.COM, INC. SHOULD HAVE BEEN A UVIEW NAME CHANGE TO HOLDINGS
NAME CHANGE TO TECHNOLOGIES NAME AND 1 MINUTE LATER THIS BECAME
AND ONLY EVER HAVE BEEN AN OPERATING TECHNOLOGIES
CO. *THIS CO SHOULD NEVER HAVE
OWNED OR HELD PATENTS ¢

THE BOARD IS TOLD AND VOTES TO CHANGE UVIEW TO IVIEWIT HOLDINGS. WE ALSO
VOTE TO CHANGE IVIEWIT.COM TO IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES TO GET RID OF THE .COM
ASSOCIATIONS BECAUSE OF THE MARKET. BUT THAT IS NOT WHAT HAPPENS AT ALL!!!

IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES INC. (#2)
(OPERATING CO) WE ARE TOLD IT
WAS A NAME CHANGE FROM .COM
BUT IT IS A NAME CHANGE FROM
IVIEWIT HOLDING (2) OPENED 13
DAYS BEFORE IT CHANGES NAME TO
TECHNOLOGIES. IT ACTUALLY ENDS
UP WITH PATENTS AND NEVER DOES
NAME CHANGE FROM IVIEWIT.COM.
THIS LEAVES THE HOLDINGS(#1)
WITH THE SHAREHOLDERS WITHOUT
THE PATENTS.

**THIS CO SHOULD NEVER HAVE
OWNED OR HELD PATENTS. WHY
CHANGE NAMES OF HOLDINGS
WHEN IT NEVER HAD .COM
EXTENSION, TECHNOLOGIES WAS

ON THE WAY TO CHANGE THE NAMES AND 13 DAYS BEFORE THE CHANGE A BRAND NEW
COMPANY IS FORMED IVIEWIT HOLDINGS AND HAS A PRESUMED ASSET TRANSFER WITH
IVIEWIT LLC OF THE PATENTS. ON THE SAME DAY 1/12/00, ONE MINUTE APART UVIEW
CHANGES IT NAME TO IVIEWIT HOLDINGS AND THE COMPANY IVIEWIT HOLDINGS THAT
WAS FORMED 13 DAYS EARLIER BECOMES IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES WHICH THEN HAS THE
PATENTS AND THE IVIEWIT HOLDINGS THAT OUR PATENT ATTORNEYS STATE HOLDS THE
PATENTS DOES NOT HOLD THE ORIGINAL ONES WHICH TRANSFER FROM IVIEWIT LLC
(SHOULD NEVER HAVE BEEN THERE) TO IVIEWIT HOLDINGS THE COMPANY THAT EXISTED
FOR 13 DAYS TO IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES. A LARGE SHELL GAME OF HIDE AND SWITCH
COMPLETED.

ON 12.29.99 A COMPANY IS STARTED CALLED IVIEWIT HOLDINGS INC. AND ON 1/12/00 AT
9:00AM IT CHANGES TO FROM IVIEWIT HOLDINGS TO IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, INC. THIS
OTHER COMPANY GETS THE PATENTS FROM IVIEWIT LLC WHERE THEY SHOULD NEVER
HAVE BEEN. THEREBY THE SHAREHOLDERS IN UVIEW/HOLDINGS DO NOT HAVE THE gERS-Il_-IIEGV\'\I/IIx Cv'\IIEHPFéngKéAU“E/IigEO RID
PATENTS, THE SHAREHOLDERS OF TECHNOLOGIES/HOLDINGS/IVIEWIT LLC DO. WHY OPEN ' '

AN IVIEWIT HOLDINGS 13 DAYS BEFORE UVIEW WAS TO CHANGE IT'S NAME AND WHY | lceoabEdAl nED.

SHAREHOLDERS (PROSKAUER, NEW
RENAME THAT COMPANY 13 DAYS LATER MEDIA, SHIRAJEE & ROSARIO AND

HOLDINGS (WHICH ONE) AND
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ORIGINAL COMPANIES

eliot
Text Box
         UVIEW.COM, INC.
 (PATENT HOLDING CO)

HAS NAME CHANGE TO IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC.
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           IVIEWIT LLC (SOMEHOW HOLDS PATENTS INSTEAD OF UVIEW) 

THEN IT DOES AN ASSET TRANSFER TO TECHNOLOGIES/HOLDINGS AND THE SHAREHOLDERS GET BLIND SIDED.  PROSKAUER ROSE 2.5%
NEW MEDIA 2.5%
ZAKIRUL SHIRAJEE 2.5%
JUDE ROSARIO 2.5%
3.37% = HUIZENGA (MOVES TO CORRECT IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC. (#1) BUT NO ONE ELSE DOES?? PROSKAUER GOES TO NEWLY FORMED IVIEWIT HOLDINGS (2) WHICH CHANGES ITS NAME TO TECHNOLOGIES.
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Text Box
        IVIEWIT.COM, LLC
        (OPERATING CO)

THIS COMPANY SHOULD HAVE BECOME IVIEWIT.COM, INC. ALTHOUGH WE ARE NOT SURE.
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Text Box
  IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC.  (#1)
 (THIS SHOULD BE PATENT HOLDING COMPANY)

HAS NO PATENTS AND CHANGES IT NAME ONLY TO IVIEWIT HOLDINGS INC WHERE ATTORNEYS TELL US PATENTS ARE.

THEY GO TO HOLDINGS (#2) WHICH SHOULD NOT BE THERE, HOLDINGS (#2) OPENS 13 DAYS BEFORE UVIEW CHANGES ITS NAME

**THIS CO SHOULD HAVE HELD PATENTS DIRECT FROM EITHER UVIEW OR ELIOT BERNSTEIN AND ALL INVENTORS.  
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Text Box
           IVIEWIT.COM, INC. 
            (OPERATING CO)


DURING .COM STOCK CRASH WHEELER AND LEWIN TELL BOARD TO CHANGE NAME TO TECHNOLOGIES, INC. TO LOSE THE .COM STIGMA - NEVER HAPPENS.
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Text Box
   IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES INC. (#1)
                 (OPERATING CO)
THIS NAME CHANGE NEVER HAPPENS.  IVIEWIT.COM, INC. SHOULD HAVE BEEN A NAME CHANGE TO TECHNOLOGIES NAME AND ONLY EVER HAVE BEEN AN OPERATING CO.  **THIS CO SHOULD NEVER HAVE OWNED OR HELD PATENTS
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           IVIEWIT LLC
(SOMEHOW PATENTS GO HERE INSTEAD OF UVIEW/HOLDINGS)

PROSKAUER ROSE 2.5%
NEW MEDIA 2.5%
ZAKIRUL SHIRAJEE 2.5%
JUDE ROSARIO 2.5%
3.37% = UNKNOWN 
HOLDINGS REMAINDER BUT NOT SURE WHICH HOLDINGS?? (1) OR (2)

THIS COMPANY SHOULD HAVE GONE AWAY AND SHAREHOLDERS ALL JOIN UVIEW/HOLDINGS BUT INSTEAD IT DOES ASSET TRANSFER (OF PATENTS) TO TECHNOLOGIES, PROSKAUER ENGINEERED.
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  IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC.  (#2)
 (PATENT HOLDING COMPANY)

ACCORDING TO LEWIN THIS COMPANY CHANGES NAME TO HOLDINGS(#2) NOT TO BE CONFUSED WITH HOLDINGS (#1)??

NOW THERE ARE TWO COMPANIES HOLDINGS AND THE WRONG ONE HAS ASSIGNMENTS IN PATENTS.  SEE NOTE BELOW REGARDING HOW TWO HOLDINGS EXISTED. THIS CO SHOULD NOT EVEN BE HERE.  IT WAS INCORPORATED 13 DAYS BEFORE UVIEW NAME CHANGE TO HOLDINGS AND 1 MINUTE LATER THIS BECAME TECHNOLOGIES
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   IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES INC. (#2)
(OPERATING CO) WE ARE TOLD IT WAS A NAME CHANGE FROM .COM BUT IT IS A NAME CHANGE FROM IVIEWIT HOLDING (2) OPENED 13 DAYS BEFORE IT CHANGES NAME TO TECHNOLOGIES.  IT ACTUALLY ENDS UP WITH PATENTS AND NEVER DOES NAME CHANGE FROM IVIEWIT.COM. THIS LEAVES THE HOLDINGS(#1) WITH THE SHAREHOLDERS WITHOUT THE PATENTS.
 **THIS CO SHOULD NEVER HAVE OWNED OR HELD PATENTS. WHY CHANGE NAMES OF HOLDINGS WHEN IT NEVER HAD .COM  EXTENSION, TECHNOLOGIES WAS PER LEWIN AND PROSKAUER TO RID OF STIGMA WITH .COM'S.  MAKE SENSE????????
SHAREHOLDERS (PROSKAUER, NEW MEDIA, SHIRAJEE & ROSARIO AND HOLDINGS (WHICH ONE) AND HUIZENGA LEAVES AND JOINS UVIEW/HOLDINGS
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SECOND GENERATION COMPANIES
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MYSTERY COMPANIES
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Text Box
THE BOARD IS TOLD AND VOTES TO CHANGE UVIEW TO IVIEWIT HOLDINGS.  WE ALSO VOTE TO CHANGE IVIEWIT.COM TO IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES TO GET RID OF THE .COM ASSOCIATIONS BECAUSE OF THE MARKET.  BUT THAT IS NOT WHAT HAPPENS AT ALL!!!

ON THE WAY TO CHANGE THE NAMES AND 13 DAYS BEFORE THE CHANGE A BRAND NEW COMPANY IS FORMED IVIEWIT HOLDINGS AND HAS A PRESUMED ASSET TRANSFER WITH IVIEWIT LLC OF THE PATENTS.  ON THE SAME DAY 1/12/00, ONE MINUTE APART UVIEW CHANGES IT NAME TO IVIEWIT HOLDINGS AND THE COMPANY IVIEWIT HOLDINGS THAT WAS FORMED 13 DAYS EARLIER BECOMES IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES WHICH THEN HAS THE PATENTS AND THE IVIEWIT HOLDINGS THAT OUR PATENT ATTORNEYS STATE HOLDS THE PATENTS DOES NOT HOLD THE ORIGINAL ONES WHICH TRANSFER FROM IVIEWIT LLC (SHOULD NEVER HAVE BEEN THERE) TO IVIEWIT HOLDINGS THE COMPANY THAT EXISTED FOR 13 DAYS TO IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES.  A LARGE SHELL GAME OF HIDE AND SWITCH COMPLETED.

ON 12.29.99 A COMPANY IS STARTED CALLED IVIEWIT HOLDINGS INC. AND ON 1/12/00 AT 9:00AM IT CHANGES TO FROM IVIEWIT HOLDINGS TO IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, INC. THIS OTHER COMPANY GETS THE PATENTS FROM IVIEWIT LLC WHERE THEY SHOULD NEVER HAVE BEEN.  THEREBY THE SHAREHOLDERS IN UVIEW/HOLDINGS DO NOT HAVE THE PATENTS, THE SHAREHOLDERS OF TECHNOLOGIES/HOLDINGS/IVIEWIT LLC DO.  WHY OPEN AN IVIEWIT HOLDINGS 13 DAYS BEFORE UVIEW WAS TO CHANGE IT'S NAME AND WHY RENAME THAT COMPANY 13 DAYS LATER
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MISSING COMPANIES
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Text Box
IVIEWIT, INC. - LEWIN NEVER MENTIONS HAS MAJOR NDA'S 
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Text Box
I.C., INC. FORMERLY IVIEWIT.COM INC. (FLORIDA) NOT TO BE CONFUSED WITH IVIEWIT.COM INC. DELAWARE


CHANGE TITLE TO WHAT COMPANY SHOULD HAVE
DONE ACCORDING TO LEWIN BUT STILL NOT
VALIDATE THIS WAS WHAT WE WERE TOLD

> WHAT THE COMPANY WAS TOLD BY PROSKAUER AS THE COMPANY

IVIEWIT, INC. HAS ORIGINAL
NDA'S & REAL 3D DEAL.

IVIEWIT INC.
DISAPPEARS AND NO
TRACES OF IT ARE

BELOW.

IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC. (#1)
(PATENT HOLDING COMPANY)

**THIS CO SHOULD HAVE HELD
PATENTS DIRECT FROM EITHER
UVIEW OR ELIOT BERNSTEIN AND
ALL INVENTORS.

IVIEWIT.COM, INC.
(OPERATING CO)

FIRST THIS DOES ASSET
TRANSFER ACCORDING TO LEWIN
WITH IVIEWIT.COM LLC AND
BECOMES NEW OPERATING
COMPANY

DURING .COM STOCK CRASH
WHEELER AND LEWIN TELL BOARD
TO CHANGE NAME TO
TECHNOLOGIES, INC.

ALL OTHER SHAREHOLDERS

!

IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES INC.
(OPERATING CO)

IVIEWIT.COM, INC. SHOULD HAVE BEEN A
NAME CHANGE TO IVIEWIT
TECHNOLOGIES DURING .COM CRASH
AND LEWIN STATES IT TOOK OVER
IVIEWIT.COM INC. WHO DID ASSET
TRANSFER WITH IVIEWIT.COM LLC.

*THIS CO SHOULD NEVER HAVE OWNED
OR HELD PATENTS

STRUCTURE

ORIGINAL COMPANIES

MENTIONED TO AUDITORS
IN LEWIN OR HERSH INFO \

IVIEWIT, INC.

ORIGINAL COMPANY
DISAPPEARS FROM
LEWIN ACCOUNTING OF
COMPANY STRUCTURE -
YET IT HOLDS ORIGINAL
NDA'S AND REAL 3D
(INTEL, SGI LOCKHEED

CONTRACT).

SHOULD HAVE ALL THE PATENTS. /

UVIEW.COM, INC.
SHAREHOLDERS.

IVIEWIT.LLC PROSKAUER
COMPANY TO JOIN WHEN
NAME CHANGES TO
IVIEWIT HOLDINGS ONLY
HUIZENGA DOES.

IVIEWIT LLC

PROSKAUER 2.5%

ROSARIO 2.5%

SHIRAJEE 2.5%

NEW MEDIA 2.5%
HUIZENGA 3.37% (THEY
TRANSFER OUT OF THIS TO
CORRECT HOLDING
COMPANY BUT NO ONE
ELSE DOES.

COMPANY SHOULD
DISSOLVE

IVIEWIT.COM, LLC
(OPERATING CO)

OWNED BY IVIEWIT LLC
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Text Box
         UVIEW.COM, INC.

SHAREHOLDERS.  

IVIEWIT.LLC PROSKAUER COMPANY TO JOIN WHEN NAME CHANGES TO IVIEWIT HOLDINGS ONLY HUIZENGA DOES.
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Text Box
         IVIEWIT, INC.

ORIGINAL COMPANY DISAPPEARS FROM LEWIN ACCOUNTING OF COMPANY STRUCTURE - YET IT HOLDS ORIGINAL NDA'S AND REAL 3D(INTEL, SGI LOCKHEED CONTRACT).
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           IVIEWIT LLC
 PROSKAUER 2.5$
ROSARIO 2.5%
SHIRAJEE 2.5%
NEW MEDIA 2.5%
HUIZENGA 3.37% (THEY TRANSFER OUT OF THIS TO CORRECT HOLDING COMPANY BUT NO ONE  ELSE DOES.

COMPANY SHOULD DISSOLVE
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ORIGINAL COMPANIES
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        IVIEWIT.COM, LLC
        (OPERATING CO)

OWNED BY IVIEWIT LLC
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CHANGE TITLE TO WHAT COMPANY SHOULD HAVE DONE ACCORDING TO LEWIN BUT STILL NOT VALIDATE THIS WAS WHAT WE WERE TOLD
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Text Box
         IVIEWIT INC.
DISAPPEARS AND NO TRACES OF IT ARE MENTIONED TO AUDITORS IN LEWIN OR HERSH INFO BELOW.
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Text Box
  IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC.  (#1)
 (PATENT HOLDING COMPANY)

SHOULD HAVE ALL THE PATENTS. 

**THIS CO SHOULD HAVE HELD PATENTS DIRECT FROM EITHER UVIEW OR ELIOT BERNSTEIN AND ALL INVENTORS.  
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      IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES INC.
                 (OPERATING CO)

IVIEWIT.COM, INC. SHOULD HAVE BEEN A NAME CHANGE TO IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES DURING .COM CRASH AND LEWIN STATES IT TOOK OVER IVIEWIT.COM INC. WHO DID ASSET TRANSFER WITH IVIEWIT.COM LLC. 

 **THIS CO SHOULD NEVER HAVE OWNED OR HELD PATENTS
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Text Box
        IVIEWIT.COM, INC. 
          (OPERATING CO)

FIRST THIS DOES ASSET TRANSFER ACCORDING TO LEWIN WITH IVIEWIT.COM LLC AND BECOMES NEW OPERATING COMPANY

DURING .COM STOCK CRASH WHEELER AND LEWIN TELL BOARD TO CHANGE NAME TO TECHNOLOGIES, INC.

    
ALL OTHER SHAREHOLDERS
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Text Box
IVIEWIT, INC. HAS ORIGINAL NDA'S & REAL 3D DEAL.


PATENT FLOW CHART SHOWING HOW PATENTS MAY HAVE BEEN WALKING OUT DOOR
INTO SIMILAR COMPANIES WHEREBY PROSKAUER COMPANY IS RECIPIENT OF PATENTS
NOT COMPANY WITH ALL THE SHAREHOLDERS - THIS CHART BASED ON USPTO NEW
INFORMATION WHICH DOES NOT MATCH THE SPREADSHEETS OUR ATTORNEYS
PREPARED WHICH SHOW DIFFERENT ASSIGNEES AND MISLEADING INFORMATION,

ERIKA LEWIN’S SHEET REDONE TO TRY AND MAKE SENSE

SECOND GENERATION
COMPANIES

IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC. (#1)
(PATENT HOLDING COMPANY)

HAS NO PATENTS THEY GO TO
HOLDINGS (#2) WHICH SHOULD NOT BE
THERE. PER DELAWARE CORP
RECORDS ON 1/12/00 AT 9:01AM THE
NAME CHANGE TAKES PLACE FROM
UVIEW WHICH WAS INCORPORATED IN
6.99.

ON 12.29.99 A COMPANY IS STARTED
CALLED IVIEWIT HOLDINGS INC. AND ON
1/12/00 AT 9:00AM IT CHANGES TO FROM
IVIEWIT HOLDINGS TO IVIEWIT
TECHNOLOGIES, INC. THIS OTHER
COMPANY GETS THE PATENTS FROM
IVIEWIT LLC WHERE THEY SHOULD
NEVER HAVE BEEN. THEREBY THE
SHAREHOLDERS IN UVIEW/HOLDINGS
DO NOT HAVE THE PATENTS, THE
SHAREHOLDERS OF TECHNOLOGIES/
HOLDINGS/IVIEWIT LLC DO. WHY OPEN
AN IVIEWIT HOLDINGS 13 DAYS BEFORE
UVIEW WAS TO CHANGE IT'S NAME AND
WHY RENAME THAT COMPANY 13 DAYS
LATER

ORIGINAL COMPANIES

INVENTORS BERNSTEIN,
ROSARIO, SHIRAJEE AND
FRIEDSTEIN SHOULD HOLD
PATENTS AND ASSIGN TO
UVIEW OR IVIEWIT
HOLDINGS (#1) INSTEAD
JOAO ONLY NAMES
BERNSTEIN AS INVENTOR
AND SOME PATENTS GO TO
IVIEWIT LLC WHERE
PROSKAUER IS OWNER

UVIEW.COM, INC.
(PATENT HOLDING CO)

HAS NAME CHANGE TO
IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC.

IVIEWIT.COM, INC.
(OPERATING CO)

DURING .COM STOCK CRASH
WHEELER AND LEWIN TELL BOARD
TO CHANGE NAME TO
TECHNOLOGIES, INC.

ALL OTHER SHAREHOLDERS

IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES INC. (#1)
(OPERATING CO)

IVIEWIT.COM, INC. SHOULD HAVE
BEEN A NAME CHANGE TO THIS
NAME AND ONLY EVER HAVE BEEN
AN OPERATING CO. *»*THIS CO
SHOULD NEVER HAVE OWNED OR
HELD PATENTS

IVIEWIT LLC
PROSKAUER ROSE 2.5%
NEW MEDIA 2.5%
ZAKIRUL SHIRAJEE 2.5%
JUDE ROSARIO 2.5%
3.37% = UNKNOWN

IVIEWIT.COM, LLC
(OPERATING CO)

THIS COMPANY DOES AN
ASSET TRANSFER WITH
IVIEWIT.COM, INC. THE NEW
OPERATING COMPANY

ALL OTHER SHAREHOLDERS

MYSTERY COMPANIES

IVIEWIT LLC
(SOMEHOW PATENTS GO HERE
INSTEAD OF UVIEW/HOLDINGS)

PATENTS HERE WRONGLY
60/125/824 - ORIGINAL IMAGE
60/137,297 - ORIGINAL VIDEO

PROSKAUER ROSE 2.5%
NEW MEDIA 2.5%
ZAKIRUL SHIRAJEE 2.5%
JUDE ROSARIO 2.5%
3.37% = UNKNOWN

60/137,921- COMBO VIDEO + IMAGING

rin

IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC. (#2)
(PATENT HOLDING COMPANY BUT IT
SHOULD NEVER BE THIS COMPANY
SHOULD BE THE UVIEW COMPANY)

PATENTS HERE ASSIGNED BY IVIEWIT
LLC

60/125/824 - ORIGINAL IMAGE
60/137,297 - ORIGINAL VIDEO
60/137,921- COMBO VIDEO + IMAGING

60/141,440

ALPINE VENTURES
60/125/824 - ORIGINAL IMAGE

60/146,726
09/587,730
IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES INC. (#2)
(THIS COMPANY SHOULD NEVER BE HERE)

PATENTS HERE WRONGLY

60/125/824 - ORIGINAL IMAGE

60/137,297 - ORIGINAL VIDEO

60/137,921- STAYS IN HOLDINGS
60/141,440

60/146,726

09/587,730 starts in tech goes to Holdings and
then Alpine

09/587,734 starts in Tech and goes to Alpine

60/137,297 - ORIGINAL VIDEO
60/141,440
60/146,726
09/587,730
09/587,734

09/587,734 starts in Tech and goes to Alpine

t

COMPANY
CONTESTS
ASSIGNMENTS OF
ALPINE AS INVALID
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ORIGINAL COMPANIES
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         UVIEW.COM, INC.
 (PATENT HOLDING CO)

HAS NAME CHANGE TO IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC.
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           IVIEWIT LLC
  PROSKAUER ROSE 2.5%
NEW MEDIA 2.5%
ZAKIRUL SHIRAJEE 2.5%
JUDE ROSARIO 2.5%
3.37% = UNKNOWN 
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Text Box
        IVIEWIT.COM, LLC
        (OPERATING CO)

THIS COMPANY DOES AN ASSET TRANSFER WITH IVIEWIT.COM, INC. THE NEW OPERATING COMPANY

ALL OTHER SHAREHOLDERS

eliot
Text Box
  IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC.  (#1)
 (PATENT HOLDING COMPANY)

HAS NO PATENTS THEY GO TO HOLDINGS (#2) WHICH SHOULD NOT BE THERE.  PER DELAWARE CORP RECORDS ON 1/12/00 AT 9:01AM THE NAME CHANGE TAKES PLACE FROM UVIEW WHICH WAS INCORPORATED IN 6.99. 
ON 12.29.99 A COMPANY IS STARTED CALLED IVIEWIT HOLDINGS INC. AND ON 1/12/00 AT 9:00AM IT CHANGES TO FROM IVIEWIT HOLDINGS TO IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, INC. THIS OTHER COMPANY GETS THE PATENTS FROM IVIEWIT LLC WHERE THEY SHOULD NEVER HAVE BEEN.  THEREBY THE SHAREHOLDERS IN UVIEW/HOLDINGS DO NOT HAVE THE PATENTS, THE SHAREHOLDERS OF TECHNOLOGIES/HOLDINGS/IVIEWIT LLC DO.  WHY OPEN AN IVIEWIT HOLDINGS 13 DAYS BEFORE UVIEW WAS TO CHANGE IT'S NAME AND WHY RENAME THAT COMPANY 13 DAYS LATER
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        IVIEWIT.COM, INC. 
          (OPERATING CO)


DURING .COM STOCK CRASH WHEELER AND LEWIN TELL BOARD TO CHANGE NAME TO TECHNOLOGIES, INC.

    
ALL OTHER SHAREHOLDERS
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Text Box
   IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES INC. (#1)
                 (OPERATING CO)

IVIEWIT.COM, INC. SHOULD HAVE BEEN A NAME CHANGE TO THIS NAME AND ONLY EVER HAVE BEEN AN OPERATING CO.  **THIS CO SHOULD NEVER HAVE OWNED OR HELD PATENTS
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Text Box
           IVIEWIT LLC
(SOMEHOW PATENTS GO HERE INSTEAD OF UVIEW/HOLDINGS)

PATENTS HERE WRONGLY
60/125/824 - ORIGINAL IMAGE
60/137,297 - ORIGINAL VIDEO
60/137,921- COMBO VIDEO + IMAGING

  PROSKAUER ROSE 2.5%
NEW MEDIA 2.5%
ZAKIRUL SHIRAJEE 2.5%
JUDE ROSARIO 2.5%
3.37% = UNKNOWN 
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  IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC.  (#2)
 (PATENT HOLDING COMPANY BUT IT SHOULD NEVER BE THIS COMPANY SHOULD BE THE UVIEW COMPANY)

PATENTS HERE ASSIGNED BY IVIEWIT LLC
60/125/824 - ORIGINAL IMAGE
60/137,297 - ORIGINAL VIDEO
60/137,921- COMBO VIDEO + IMAGING
60/141,440
60/146,726
09/587,730

eliot
Line

eliot
Line

eliot
Line
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Text Box
   IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES INC. (#2)
(THIS COMPANY SHOULD NEVER BE HERE)

PATENTS HERE WRONGLY
60/125/824 - ORIGINAL IMAGE
60/137,297 - ORIGINAL VIDEO
60/137,921- STAYS IN HOLDINGS
60/141,440
60/146,726
09/587,730 starts in tech goes to Holdings and then Alpine
09/587,734 starts in Tech and goes to Alpine
09/587,734 starts in Tech and goes to Alpine
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PATENT FLOW CHART SHOWING HOW PATENTS MAY HAVE BEEN WALKING OUT DOOR INTO SIMILAR COMPANIES WHEREBY PROSKAUER COMPANY IS RECIPIENT OF PATENTS NOT COMPANY WITH ALL THE SHAREHOLDERS - THIS CHART BASED ON USPTO NEW INFORMATION WHICH DOES NOT MATCH THE SPREADSHEETS OUR ATTORNEYS PREPARED WHICH SHOW DIFFERENT ASSIGNEES AND MISLEADING INFORMATION,
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Text Box
SECOND GENERATION COMPANIES
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Text Box
MYSTERY COMPANIES
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Text Box
INVENTORS BERNSTEIN, ROSARIO, SHIRAJEE AND FRIEDSTEIN SHOULD HOLD PATENTS AND ASSIGN TO UVIEW OR IVIEWIT HOLDINGS (#1) INSTEAD JOAO ONLY NAMES BERNSTEIN AS INVENTOR AND SOME PATENTS GO TO IVIEWIT LLC WHERE PROSKAUER IS OWNER
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Text Box
ALPINE VENTURES
60/125/824 - ORIGINAL IMAGE
60/137,297 - ORIGINAL VIDEO
60/141,440
60/146,726
09/587,730
09/587,734
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Text Box
COMPANY CONTESTS ASSIGNMENTS OF ALPINE AS INVALID


Memorandum

To:  Mariana Santora, Manager
Arthur Andersen
CC: Brian Utley, President
From: Raymond T. Hersh, CFO
iviewit
Date: September 20, 2000
Re:  Your Fax Memo 8/24/00 re iviewit Open Items

Dear Ms. Santora:

AA IS ACCUSING ERIKA LEWIN OF NOT
BEING FORTHCOMING IN AN AUDIT AND
AFTER REVIEWING INFO SHE GAVE
THEY HAD EVERY RIGHT.

With regard to the above list you sent us three weeks ago, I was rather surprised to
receive same given that, although I was not part of iviewit at the time and was not
involved with the December 31, 1999 audit in question, I was of the impression that all
field work had been completed some months ago. Consequently, I was most puzzled that
that could have been the case in the face of the magnitude of the information you are
currently requesting.

Needing help in order to address your questions, I met earlier this week with Erika
Lewin, our former Controller and the principal contact person involved with the audit,

and, while she is miffed at the possible implication that she was not adequately
forthcoming during the audit (which appears not to be the case whatsoever), frankly, I am

THIS IS INCORRECT,
SUPPOSED TO BE

HOLDINGS. PER

/ . . .
rather amazed, if not shocked, at her information.
/
I'will address your memo in the same order as provided:
1. I am advised that AA was supplied with a complete flow chart showing all the
entities and their interrelationships, succession and former “known as” names.
This information resides in four (4) volumes provided by Erika; they are:
THIS IS — - -
FORMERLY A. One for iviewit Holdings, Inc. (formerly, uview).
UVIEW BUT B. One for iviewit Technologies, Inc. (formerly, iviewit LLC) _*' ACCORDING TO LEWIN
IVIEWIT C. Two for iviewit.com, Inc. (formerly, iviewit.com LLC). ARG AT
TECHNOLOGIES
i(L)SM(;E HOWWAS HE LEAVES OFF IVIEWIT, INC. HE MISREPRESENTS
SRR TECHNOLOGIES AS FORMERLY IVIEWIT.COM LLC (ACCORDING
ydepon TO STATE RECORDS THIS WAS A NAME CHANGE FROM THE
e OTHER IVIEWIT HOLDINGS (2).

AUDITORS

DELEWARE CORP
TECHNOLOGIES HAD

LLC WAS NEVER IVIEWIT.COM
LLC THEY ARE MISLEADING
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4.

5.

HOW IS IT
TRANSFERRED 6.
AND WHAT DOES :
TRANSLATED
MEAN?7??7?

11.

12.

7?7?

I'am also advised that all detail in these binders was explained to Brian Fox in late
March/early April by Erika and that she called him on Monday in advance of our
meeting for confirmation that these binders still reside with AA.

The roll-forward of equity is contained in the above referenced binders, and this
was provided prior to the completion of field work.

Your question here requests Attachment A of the 6/11/99 minutes of “LLC”.
Actually, there are minutes carrying that date for both iviewit.com LLC and
iviewit LLC. In each case, Attachment A is a Limited Liability Company
Agreement. Since I do not know exactly which company you are referring to, a
copy of each such agreement is being sent by mail with a copy of this Fax Memo.
Brian Utley’s Employment Agreement is in one of the binders under
“Attachments”.

This was answered to Brian Fox in May; in any event, there was never an entity
called “uvuevideo.com”.

The referenced 5% stock offering undoubtedly relates to the Huizenga loan which
converted to a 5% equity at the initial $10 million valuation. This investment
initially took place in iviewit LLC and was later translated/transferred to iviewit
Holdings, Inc.

Erika advised Brian Fox as to this question in approximately May. In any event,
this 5% reserved for Employee is in iviewit Holdings, Inc.; it is merely reserved
but not issued, and it will be in the form of Class B Common shares.

Erika worked for hours with Brian Fox substantiating the Proskauer accrual;
she/they did detailed testing, and it should already be in the detailed GL

Same answer as to item # 8 immediately above.

. After Erika effected all Brian Fox’s proposed or requested adjustments, she did a

minority interest calculation which she delivered to him and which was confirmed
by him to her.

This is the same as the answer to item #1 above. AA was given all this detail
during the field work through 12/31/99. As to Options and Warrants, there were
none as at 12/31/99. From the standpoint of expediency, must you roll forward as
to these items beyond 12/31/99, in which case would it not be only to a date
consistent with the completion of field work rather some later date??

Attached is an unaudited, interim Balance Sheet prepared internally, as at 8/31/00.
Obviously, in the absence of AA supplying work papers and a beginning trial
balance, we were working under a terrible impediment, and the accuracy of the

statement is our best estimation and otherwise questionable. That impediment
(absence of work papers) has also prevented the Company from filing timely tax

returns. Further as to this item, in February 2000, the Company took in $1 million

from Crossbow/Alpine Venture Capital with which it paid bills outstanding as of
12/31/99, and shareholders loans in existence at that time (February) were
converted into one year notes.
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Ms. Santana, I am dismayed at the state of this audit and the submittal of this previously
addressed list at this late date. What’s more, I approached Brian Fox early in August with
a request of what it would take, from a time and cost standpoint, for AA to review a new
Financial Model and Projection completed for iviewit together with our local
accountants. This Model needed to be translated from a Modified Cash method to GAP.
After I nagged him several times over the course of at least ten days, all he would tell me
was to expect your call which never came, and obviously we never got the answer,
causing us to arrange to have that work done elsewhere.

AA was selected by iviewit for particular reasons. However, obviously, your firm has
five other competitive peer organizations from which to choose, and I believe it behooves
all of us to determine whether AA and our Company should remain in this professional
relationship.

Very truly yours,

Raymond T. Hersh

Atts.




THIS INDICATES THAT UVIEW/HOLDINGS MAY NOT OWN

ANY OF TECHNOLOGIES HOLDINGS, THEY NEVER *

SEND DOCUMENTATION AND COMPANY HAS NO }3

RECORDS OF THIS EITHER. HERSH THAN WRITES ARTHURBAND ERSEN

LETTERS TO ANDERSEN WHICH MAKES THEM RESIGN

FROM AuUDIT!!!N

Mr. Raymond Hersh Arthur Andersen LLP

: : . Suite 1700

Iviewit HOldlngS’ Inc. Phillips Point-West Tower
2255 Glades Road 777 South Flagler Drive

One Boca Place, Suite 337 W West Palm Beach FL 33401

Boca Raton, Florida 33431 o s

www.arthurandersen.com

October 9, 2000 THIS INDICATES THAT AFTER MONTHS OF AUDIT, AA WANTS PROOF THAT IVIEWIT HOLDINGS (1) OWNS

ANY OF TECHNOLOGIES. THEY ARE UNAWARE OF TWO HOLDINGS COMPANY BECAUSE OF THE
MISREPRESENTED CORP STRUCTURE. IF HOLDINGS DOES NOT OWN TECHNOLOGIES, WHO DOES?
WHERE ARE THE STOCK CERTS, ETC. FOR HOLDINGS (2). THIS MAY MEAN THAT THE UVIEW/HOLDINGS
Dear Raymond: |SHAREHOLDERS OWN NONE OF THIS TECHNOLOGIES COMPANY AND NONE OF THE PATENTS IN
TECHNOLOGIES WHICH SHOULD NOT BE THERE IN THE FIRST PLACE.

As you are aware, we are in the final stages of completing the audit of iviewit Holdings, Inc. To complete
our audit, we need to receive the following:

Documented evidence of iviewit Holdings, Inc.’s 86.7% ownership interest in iviewit Technologies,

In as a stockholders’ agreement and share certificate '

2. Schedule of capital lease obligations of all leased computer equipment. This schedule should provide
the total annual future commitments under this lease.

3. Description of any beneficial conversion features of the Company’s preferred stock. In addition,
please verify if there are different classes of preferred stock, and if so, any differences between these
classes of shares.

4. With regards to the 7% promissory notes totaling $187,500 at December 31, 1999, please verify that
the Company accrued interest on these outstanding notes. If not, the accrual will be an additional
audit adjustment.

5. With regards to the offer to exchange the above mentioned 7% promissory notes for 12% notes that
are convertible into shares of Class A common stock, please provide the amount of the 7% notes that
were converted as of April 7, 2000.

6. With regards to the Company’s offer to certain qualified purchasers the opportunity to purchase up to
$85,000 in 12% notes that are convertible into shares of Class A common stock, please confirm the

total amount purchased as of April 7, 2000.

In addition to the resolution of these matters, we will need to be paid at least $12,000 of our outstanding
fees before any further work can performed to complete the audit. We have incurred a significant amount
of time (approximately 300 hours) and expenses on this engagement and have received no payments on
outstanding billings to date.

WHERE IS SIGNATURE PAGE?
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Nov.30. 2000 4:53PM 4 No.3087 P. 1/1
"/ &/ G -
ARTHURANDERSEN
Mr. Raymond Hirsch . Arthur Andersen LLP
Chief Financial Officer Sulte 1470
Iviewit.com a?:m B'I':oaay:;s‘:oww
One Boca Place . L
2255 Glades Road, Suite 337W e 305 760 aeer
Boca Raton, Florida 33431
November 27, 2000
Dear Ray,

Iam in zeceipt of your letter dated November 15, 2000 and acknowledge receipt of $3,000 towards our
$15,000 fee arrangement.

I sincerely regret that you were not with the Company when we were initjally engaged on January 19,
2000, as I am certain we would not be in this position today had the Company not had tumover in the
accounting department. In that regard, I will congider the $3,000 payment in full on our services to date
which have approximated in excess $25,000. Similazly, we will not proceed with any additional services
at this time. With respect to your reference to Mariana’s communication of additional fees, our

arrangement letter clearly states that “the ultimate amount of our fee will be dependent upon the

completion of these schedules.” Clearly, due to the turnover in Iviewit's accounting department, THIS IS AMAZING,
completion of requested schedules was significantly delayed and resulted in an extremely inefficient THE AUDITOR IS
process. Normally, we bill for the cost associated with this type of delay which is beyond our control.

PISSED AND FIRING

US. HEIS
1 am confused with your comment regarding our “refusal” to provide information to your lo«:alf SV%N::ES :E Avh\jlm -
accountants. I presume that the Company has trial balances that would be used as support of any tax AA FOR NOT
Ieturn. HAVING PROPER
TAX RETURNS.

Again, I regret thé position that you and I are in with respect to this work and similarly, I regret that our
professional relationship has terminated.

Pleascfcelfreetocalimeiflcanbeofanyhelpintheﬁxﬁne. ?¢X J\‘{[" 009‘/
Very truly yours,
ARTHUR ANDERSEN LLP

Attershon
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Denise D. Veitch
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2255 Glades Road
Suite 340 West
Boca Raton, FL 33431-7360

Telephone 561.241.7400 NEw YoRK
s
‘ . NEWARK
PROSKAUER ROSE LLP Fax 561.241.7145 PARIS

Mara Lerner Robblns
Attorney At Law

Direct Dial 561.995.4764
mrobbins@proskauer.com

DATE WRONG
January 13, 1999

VIA COURIER

Rodney H. Bell, Esq.
Holland & Knight
701 Brickell Avenue
Suite 3000

Miami, Florida 33131

Re:
PP P
iviewit Entities WHY IS
INVESTMENT
Dear Mr. Bell: GOING INTO
/ TECH??

In connection with the proposed purchase of shares of preferred stock of iviewit Technologies, Inc.
(f'k/a iviewit Holdings, Inc.) by Alpine Venture Capital Partners, LP, enclosed please find documents
and information (collectively, “Documents™) in response to your Due Diligence Request List (the
“Request”). For ease of reference, we have organized the Documents to correspond with the
numbering system set forth on the Request. We have prepared three binders, each of which contain
Documents for the main iviewit Entities, as well as each of their predecessor (or affiliated) entities.
In instances where the iviewit Entities had no relevant Documents under the applicable sections of
the Request, we have left the sections in the binders empty. We will fax to you tomorrow an
annotated copy of the Request, noting the sections for which there are no applicable Documents.

We will continue to send you Documents as such becomes available to us. These will include, among
other things, an updated list of stockholders and members, as applicable, of the current iviewit
Entities.

In order to help you more easily understand the relationship of the Documents to the current and
predecessor iviewit Entities, please note that effective December 30, 1999, iviewit Technologies, Inc.
(formerly known as iviewit Holdings, Inc.) (“Technologies™), as the sole member of iviewit.com LLC
(“LLC”), exchanged its membership interests in LL.C for 100 shares of iviewit.com, Inc., a newly
organized Delaware corporation (“com, Inc.”) (representing all of the issued and outstanding

4708/40017-001 BRLIB1/252627 v2 01/13/00 03:45 PM (2761)
ON 12/30/99 THERE WAS NO IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES AND THERE SHOULD

HAVE BEEN NO IVIEWIT HOLDINGS SINCE UVIEW HAD NOT CHANGED ITS
NAME UNTIL 1/12/00. SHE DOES NOT MENTION IVIEWIT.COM INC, A SIMILARLY
NAMED COMPANY TO THE DELAWARE BUT IN FLORIDA THAT BECOMES I.C.
INC???? SHE DOES NOT MENTION IVIEWIT, INC. OF FLORIDA EITHER.
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IVIEWIT LLC WHICH WAS SUPPOSED TO MERGE INTO
PROSKAUER ROSE LLP HOLDINGS AND GO AWAY (ONLY HUIZENGA MERGES) HAS NO
ASSETS (YET PATENT OFFICE SAYS THEY HAVE PATENTS).

L JOAO ASSIGNMENT LETTER ON 12.22.99 SAYS PATENTS ARE

' Rod 1 GOING FROM IVIEWIT LLC TO IVIEWIT HOLDINGS AND INSTEAD
odney H. Bell, Esq. THEY GO IN ASSET TRANSFER TO TECHNOLOGIES. THIS

January 13, 2000 SKIRTS PATENTS FROM HOLDINGS (1) TO HOLDINGS (2) AND

Page 2 THUS PATENTS ARE NOT IN HOLDINGS WITH SHAREHOLDERS.

common stock of com, Inc.). As a result, LLC became a wholly-owned subsidiary of com, Inc.
Immediately thereafter, effective December 30, 1999, the then majority-owned subsidiary, iviewit
LLC (“iviewit LLC”), transferred all of its assets and liabilities (including the 100 shares of com, Inc.)
to Technologies in exchange for shares of Class A and Class B Common Stock of Technologies. The
holders of iviewit LLC Class A Membership Interests received, on a pro-rata basis, shares of
Technologies Class A Common Stock and holders of iviewit LLC Class B Membership Interests
received, on a pro-rata basis, shares of Technologies Class B Common Stock. Thereafter, iviewit
LLC distributed the shares of Technologies Class A and Class B Common Stock to its members, on
a pro-rata basis, and based upon the class of Membership Interests in iviewit LLC then held. For your
reference, we have also attached to this letter the current structure of the iviewit Entities.

Once you have had an opportunity to review the enclosed documents and information, please feel free
to call Rocky Thompson (561.995.4721) or me with any questions you may have.

Mara Lerner Robbins

Enclosures STRANGE SHE ONLY COPIES
PEOPLE INVOLVED IN THE SCAM

cc: Brian G. Utley, President and CO

Erika R. Lewin, Controller
Christopher C. Wheeler, Esq.
Donald E. “Rocky” Thompson, II, Esq.

C

4708/40017-001 BRLIB1/252627 v2 01/13/00 03:45 PM (2761)
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b CURRENT STRUCTURE

THIS COMPANY UVIEWIT
HOLDINGS, INC. DOES NOT
EXIST, WE THINK, IT IS

uviewit Holdings, Inc.,

UVIEW,COM, INC. WHICH a Delaware corporation
CHANGES IT NAME TO (£/k/a uview.com, Inc.) MISSING COMPANIES
IVIEWIT HOLDINGS (1).

IVIEWIT.COM, INC. - FL
I.C., INC. -FL
IVIEWIT, INC. - FL
IVIEWIT LLC - DE

THEY SEND ANOTHER
LETTER NEXT DAY
SHOWING IT AS IVIEWIT
HOLDINGS, INC.

approx. 86.7%

iviewit Technologies, Inc.,

a Delaware corporation
(f/k/a iviewit Holdings, Inc.)

100%

; iviewit.com, Inc,,
( . a Delaware corporation

100%

iviewit.com LLC,
a Delaware limited
liability company

4710/40017-001 BRLIB1/252842 v1 01/13/00 03:39 PM (11452)
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iviewit LL.C

GRANTS OF LLC MEMBERSHIP UNITS

WHICH HOLDINGS
CONTRIBUTES
PATENTS? UVIEW/
HOLDINGS OR
HOLDINGS/
TECHNOLOGIES?7???
IF TECHNOLOGIES
THEY HAVE
SWITCHED THEM
FROM WHERE THEY
SHOULD BE. JOAO
DAYS BEFORE SENDS
ASSIGNMENTS FOR
IVIEWIT HOLDINGS TO
PROSKAUER BEFORE
THERE IS A IVIEWIT
HOLDINGS 1 OR 2.

Total Outstanding: 601,335 Membership Units, consisting of
551,335 Class A Units
50,000 Class B Units

5063/40017-001 BRLIB1/234194 v4

ONE DAY AFTER UVIEW CHANGES
NAMES TO IVIEWIT HOLDINGS AND
IVIEWIT HOLDINGS THE ONE OPENED
FOR 13 DAYS CHANGES ITS NAME TO
IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES.

Member Number of Units | Date Letter | Date Letter | Consideration Date
Sent Received Received Member
Certificate
Issued (
New Media Holdings, | 12,500 Class B 7/8/99 7/30/99 $625.00
Inc.
Jude Rosario 12,500 Class B 7/8/99 7/15/99 To be paid in THEY NEVER PAY AND
one year H PROSKAUER COULD
HAVE CANCELLED
Proskauer Rose LLP | 12,500 Class B 7/8/99 7/9/99 $625.00 SHEREE TIRIE
CONSIDERATION FOR
ZAK & JUDE WAS TO BE
iviewit Holdings, Inc. | 521,268 Class A 7/8/99 7/9/99 PATENTS
Patents
Zakirul Shirajee 12,500 Class B 7/8/99 7/15/99 To be paid in (
one year
WHY DOES HUIZENGA
INVESTECH 30,067 Class A 11/1/99 11/17/99 Conversion of h NOT TRANSFER TO
Holdings L.L.C (1) note IVIEWIT
TECHNOLOGIES WITH
THE REST?

01/13/00 10:47 AM (2761)
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2255 Glades Road
Suite 340 West
Boca Raton, FL 33431-7360

Telephone _561.24‘1.7400 Eggv AYl\?gé(LES
C e
/ Ade. NEWARK
PROS KAUER ROSE LLP Fax 561.241.7145 PARIS

Mara Lerner Robbins
Attorney At Law

Direct Dial 561.995.4764
mrobbins@proskauer.com

AGAIN WRONG YEAR AND THIS LETTER
ATTEMPTS TO CLARIFY MISTAKES IN HER
LAST LETTER AND FURTHER MISLEADS
January 14, 1999 INVESTOR CROSSBOW'S ATTORNEY.

YIA FACSIMILE
Rodney H. Bell, Esq.
Holland & Knight
701 Brickell Avenue
Suite 3000

Miami, Florida 33131

Re: Due Dili

“jviewit Entities”

(/ Dear Mr. Bell:

Attached hereto please find a revised chart of the iviewit entities. The name of the parent entity in
the chart attached to my letter to you dated January 13, 2000 (the “Letter”) was incorrectly labeled.
Additionally, the Letter reflects that Alpine Venture Capital Partners, LP, is commencing a due
diligence review with respect to a proposed purchase of preferred stock of iviewit Technologies, Inc;
however, the proper entity should have been reflected as iviewit Holdings, Inc. I apologize for any
inconvenience this may have caused you.

o _ MARA TRIES TO DISSUADE THEM FROM LOOKING

I look forward to working with you on this matter. INTO TECHNOLOGIES AS ALPINE IS PUTTING MONEY
INTO COMPANY AND WANTS TO BE WITH THE
PATENTS. WELL SOME OF THE PATENTS ARE IN
TECHNOLOGIES AND WE DO NOT KNOW IF THE
PATENTS EVER WENT INTO UVIEW/HOLDINGS LIKE
WE ARE TOLD AND INSTEAD WENT INTO
TECHNOLOGIES/HOLDINGS. CROSSBOW MAY HAVE
BEEN LED TO INVEST IN COMPANY WITHOUT
Attachment PATENTS.

cc: Brian G. Utley, President and COO \./
Erika R. Lewin, Controller
Christopher C. Wheeler, Esq.
Donald E. “Rocky” Thompson, II, Esq.

4708/40017-001 BRLIB1/253023 v1 01/14/00 04:33 PM (2761)
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CURRENT STRUCTURE

IVIEWIT, INC.
LEAVES THIS CO OFF??

I.C., INC, CHANGES NAME FROM
IVIEWIT.COM, INC. - FLORIDA
LEAVES THIS COMPANY OFF??

~—

IVIEWIT LLC

FAILS TO LIST IVIEWIT LLC
COMPANY??

iviewit Holdings, Inc.,
a Delaware corporation
(f/k/a uview.com, Inc.)

approx. 86.7%

iviewit Technologies, Inc.,
a Delaware corporation
(f/k/a iviewit Holdings, Inc.)

100%

iviewit.com, Inc.,
a Delaware corporation

le—

100%

iviewit.com LLC,
a Delaware limited
liability company

4710/40017-001 BRLIB1/252842 v1

TWO IVIEWIT HOLDINGS.
WHICH HAS PATENTS?
UVIEW/HOLDINGS
SHOULD BUT PATENT
OFFICE SAYS
TECHNOLOGIES HAS
MANY, IT SHOULD HAVE
NONE, TECHNOLOGIES
WAS SUPPOSED TO BE
OPERATING COMPANY.

FAILS TO LIST IVIEWIT.COM OF
FLORIDA A TOTALLY SEPARATE
COMPANY WHICH CHANGED NAMES
TO I.C., INC.

01/13/00 03:39 PM (11452)
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FAILS TO LIST IVIEWIT LLC COMPANY??
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ALSO ADMITTED I
[

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

Ms. Gayle Coleman

Proskauer Rose LLP

2255 Glades Road

Suite 340 West

Boca Raton, FL 33431-7360

419 2955 g15

December 22, 1999 [&
~7

208
7v 3

Re: Provisional Patent Applications

Entitled
Our Ref. No.
Entitled
Our Ref. No.
Entitled
Our Ref, No.

Entitled

Our Ref. No.

Entitled

Qur Ref. No.

196937.1

APPARATUS ANDMETHOD FOR PRODUCIN
ENHANCED DIGITAL IMAGES
5865-1 !

APPARATUS AND METHOD FOR PRODUCING
ENHANCED VIDEO IMAGES i
5865-3 ;
|
APPARATUS AND METHOD FOR PLAYING
VIDEO FILES ACROSS THE INTERNET |
5865-4
APPARATUS AND METHOD FOR PROVD)IN{;
AND/OR FOR TRANSMITTING VIDEO DATA
AND/OR INFORMATION IN A
COMMUNICATION NETWORK ;
5865-4.1 i

|
APPARATUS AND METHOD FORPRODUCING
ENHANCED DIGITAL IMAGES
AND/OR DIGITAL VIDEO FILES
5865-5



MFELTZER, LIPPE, GOLDSTEIN & SGHLISSEL, BPG.

Ms. Gayle Coleman

[Lokauex Jos= L2 WHY IS UTLEY SIGNING ASSIGNMENT AT

Fage 2 ALL AND WHICH HOLDINGS???7??
Entitled H APPARATUS AND METHOD FOR PRODUCING.
ENHANCED VIDEQ IMAGES
Our Ref. No. H 5865-6
Entitled H APPARATUS AND METHOD FOR PRODUCINGi
ENHANCED VIDEO IMAGES AND/OR VIDEO‘
FILES i
Our Ref. No. : 5865-7
|
Entitled H APPARATUS AND METHOD FOR PRODUCING‘
ENHANCED VIDEO IMAGES AND/OR VIDEO‘
FILES
Qur Ref. No. H 5865-8§
Dear Gayle:

Please find transmitted herewith the Assignment papers for the
iviewit patent applications. Please note that the 5865-1, 5Be5-3,
5865-4 applications, which were previously assigned to iviewit LLC,
will now be assigned to iviewit Holdings, Inc. and, accordingly, the
Assignments must be signed by Brian Utley. The other applications
will be assigned from Eliot Bernstein directly to iviewit Holdings,
Inc. and, accordingly, the respective Assignments require Eliot’s
“signature.

Please also have the Assignments notarized. Once we receive the
executed Assignments, we will record them with the U.S. Patent and|
Trademark Cffice.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact

me,
Sincerely yours,
— ) ;
~gomad A \vae
sy: Lyt A J0ds jr
Ra?moﬁd A. Joao X/
RAJ/mb
Encs.

(Dictated but not reviewead)]/ DAYS BEFORE IVIEWIT HOLDINGS(2)
OPENS, WHERE DID THESE PATENTS
GO?? UVIEW/HOLDINGS OR
TECHNOLOGIES/HOLDINGS? AFTER

196937.1
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iviewit.com LLC
Promissory Noteholders

Noteholder/Requested Date Letter | Date Letter Amount of Date
Amount Sent Received Check Promissory
Received Note Mailed
Simon L. Bernstein $30,000 7/8/99 7/13/99 $30,000 8/23/99
Gerald R. Lewin  $15,000 7/8/99 8/3/99 $15,000 8/23/99
Barbara Lewin $15,000 7/8/99 8/3/99 $15,000 8/18/99
Guy Iantoni $11,790 7/8/99 7/14/99 $11,790 8/18/99
$ 3,210 10/8/99 10/29/99 $3,210 11/5/99
Jill Iantoni $10,000 7/8/99 7/14/99 $10,000 8/18/99
$ 5,000 10/8/99 10/29/99 $ 5,000 11/5/99
James F. Armstrong $15,000 7/8/99 7/23/99 $15,000 8/18/99
$ 6,000 9/27 /99 Not Rec’d N/A N/A
Andrew Dietz $15,000 7/8/99 Not Rec’d N/A N/A
$15,000 9/27/99 10/18/99 $15,000 10/19/99
Donna Dietz $15,000 7/8/99 11/5/99 $15,000 11/9/99
James A. Osterling $15,000 7/8/99 Not Rec’d N/A N/A
$15,000 9/27/99 Not Rec’d N/A N/A
$15,000 11/9/99
Lisa Friedstein $15,000 7/8/99 7/23/99 $15,000 8/18/99
$15,000 9/27/99 Not Rec’d N/A N/A
Donald G. Kane, II  $22,500 7/8/99 7/30/99 $22,500 8/18/99

Note: As indicated in the above chart, Jerry Lewin, on behalf of iviewit.com LLC, has requested
additional loans (although some loans will be original loans) from Jill Iantoni, Guy Iantoni,
Andrew Dietz, Lisa Friedstein, James Armstrong and James Osterling.

5063/40017-001 BRLIB1/234202 v3 10/19/99 04:10 PM (2761)



iviewit LLC

GRANTS OF LLC MEMBERSHIP UNITS

WHY IS THIS MISSING?

UVIEW ACCORDING
TO USPTO NEVER
HAS THE PATENTS!

(1) Total Outstanding Upon Issuance to Investec

5063/40017-001 BRLIB1/234194 v3

ZAK & JUDE NEVER PAY
AND WERE SUPPOSED TO
HAVE ALSO CONTRIBUTED
PATENTS AS THEIR
CONSIDERATION. COULD
PROSKAUER LATER SAID
THEIR STOCK WAS NO
GOOD AND GOT RID OF
THEM? IF SO WHO WOULD
HAVE BEEN INVENTOR TO
HELP THEM WALK PATENTS
OUT, IN WALKS BRIAN
UTLEY WHO STARTS TO
PUT HIS NAME ON THE
PATENTS THAT LATER END
UP IN TECHNOLOGIES.

Member Number of Units | Date Letter | Date Letter | Consideration Date
Sent Received Received Member
Certificate
Issued
New Media Holdings, | 12,500 Class B 7/8/99 7/30/99 $625.00
Inc.
Jude Rosario 12,500 Class B 7/8/99 7/15/99 To be paid in
one year \
Proskauer Rose LLP 12,500 Class B 7/8/99 7/9/99 $625.00
N
uview.com, Inc. 521,268 Class A 7/8/99 7/9/99
Patents
Zakirul Shirajee 12,500 Class B 7/8/99 7/15/99 To be paid in
one year

INVESTECH
Holdings. L.L.C (1

30,067 Class A

oldings, L.L.C. (agreements

Conversion of

note

NEXT.

WHY WOULD HE NOT LIST THE CORRECT
INFORMATION AT THE TIME 10.28.99 AND PUT
IN A POSSIBLE INSTEAD OF FACT AND IN
FACT IT NEVER HAPPENS AS ILLUSTRATED

currently being negotiated): 601,335

COMPANY.

DATE MAKES NO SENSE AND THEN
HUIZENGA DISAPPEARS FROM THIS

10/28/99 01:47 PM (2761)
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uview.com, Inc.
GRANTS OF STOCK

Shareholder Number and Class of Date Letter | Date Letter Amount of Stock Issued
Shares Sent Received ! Consideration
Received
Eliot 1. Bernstein 93,200 Class A Common 7/7/99 7/8/99 1-A
ssued in Error/Canceled Patents
Eliot 1. Bernstein 11,320 Class A Common Contribution of | 6-A
Patents

Simon L. Bernstein 5,350 Class A Common $5,175.00 7-A

The Joshua Bernstein | 2,415 Class B Common 7/7/99 7/22/99 Contribution of | 1-B

1999 Trust Patents by EB

The Jacob Bernstein 2,415 Class B Common 7/7/99 7/22/99 Contribution of | 2-B

1999 Trust Patents by EB

Gerald R. Lewin & 2,000 Class B Common 7/7/99 7/22/99 $1,000.00 3-B

Barbara S. Lewin

Erika R. Lewin 250 Class B Common 7/7/99 7/22/99 $125.00 4-B

Jennifer P. Lewin 250 Class B Common 7/7/99 7/22/99 $125.00 5-B

James Osterling 1,250 Class B Common 7/7/99 7/23/99 $625.00 6-B

5063/40017-001 BRLIB1/234178 v4 11/19/99 10:07 AM (2859)
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uview.com, Inc.

GRANTS OF STOCK
James Armstrong 12,500 Class B Common 7/7/99 7/13/99 $625.00 7-B
Issued in Error/Canceled
James Armstrong 1,750 Class B Common 7/7/99 7/13/99 $875.00 13-B
Guy lantoni 1,250 Class B Common 7/7/99 7/14/99 $625.00 14-B
Jill Tantoni 1,250 Class B Common 7/7/99 7/14/99 $625.00 15-B
Andrew Dietz 1,250 Class B Common 7/7/99 7/20/99 $625.00 8-B
Donna Dietz 1,250 Class B Common 7/7/99 7/20/99 $625.00 9-B
Patricia Daniels 1,250 Class B Common 7/7/99 7/13/99 $625.00 18-B
Bettie Stanger 500 Class B Common 7/7/99 7/22/99 Contribution of | 10-B
Patents by EB
Lisa Friedstein 2,500 Class B Common 7/7/99 7/30/99 No check 11-B
Donald G. K ane, II 1,663 Class B Common 7/7/99 7/30/99 $831.50 12-B
Eliot I. Bernstein 7,500 Class B Common 8/19/99 Contribution of | 16-B
Patents
Simon L. Bernstein 5,000 Class B Common 8/19/99 Paid for as part | 17-B
of original Class
A issuance
Brian Utley 1,713.8 Class B Common 11/1/99 12/2/99 20-B

5063/40017-001 BRLIB1/234178 v4 11/19/99 10:07 AM (2859)
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uview.com, Inc.
GRANTS OF STOCK

uview.com, Inc. Capitalization

Total Class A and Class B Common Stock issued and outstanding at 9/7/99: 52,126.8
Total Class A Common Stock issued and outstanding at 9/7/99: 16,670

Total Class B Common Stock issued and outstanding at 9/7/99: 35,456.8

* Reflects post- reverse stock split share issuances.

5063/40017-001 BRLIB1/234178 v4
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IS THIS IVIEWIT.COM, INC OF
DELAWARE OR IVIEWIT.COM, INC.

iviewit.com, Inc. OF FLORIDA THAT CHANGES
Stockholders NAMES TO I.C.INC.,????
Stockholder Number of Shares Percentage Amount of Stock Issued
of Consideration
Ownership Received

iviewit Technologies, 100 100% Restructuring No. 1
Inc. (transferred from
iviewit LLC)

MOST LIKELY IVIEWIT LLC TRANSFERRED PATENTS TO
IVIEWIT HOLDINGS (2) THE 13 DAY COMPANY THAT

THEN CHANGED ITS NAME TO HOLDINGS (2).

PATENTS WERE IN
IVIEWIT LLC SOMEHOW
AND THIS TRANSFER
MUST HAVE INCLUDED
PATENTS AS
TECHNOLOGIES WHICH
SHOULD NOT HAVE ANY
PATENTS ENDS UP WITH
THEM.

5063/40017-001 BRLIB1/252473 v1 01/11/00 12:16 PM (2859)
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THIS COMPANY WAS STARTED AND |/
INCORPORATED13 DAYS BEFORE
UVIEW CHANGES ITS NAME TO IVIEWIT
HOLDINGS AND THEN 1 MINUTE
BEFORE UVIEW CHANGES ITS NAME
THIS COMPANY CHANGES TO
TECHNOLOGIES. IVIEWIT.COM WAS
SUPPOSED TO CHANGE NAME, IT
CHANGES TO I.C. INC?? IN FLORIDA
AND A NEW IVIEWIT.COM INC. IS
OPENED IN DELAWARE

iviewit Technologies, Inc.
. (/k/a iviewit Holdings, Inc.)

Stockholders

IF ZAK AND JUDE ARE KNOCKED OUT FOR
HAVING NEVER PAID FOR STOCK AND HUIZENGA
(INVESTECH DISAPPEARS ALL PROSKAUER HAS
TO DO TO BE SOLE HOLDER OF THE PATENTS IN
TECHNOLOGIES IS KNOCK OUT NEW MEDIA
SOMEHOW. IF UVIEW/HOLDINGS IS DISSOLVED
THEN ALL THEY HAVE TO DO IS CLAIM THAT THE
IVIEWIT HOLDINGS HERE WAS A NAME CHANGE,
REMOVE IT THE NEXT CHART AND NO ONE EVER
KNOWS. FURTHER THEY WOULD NEED AN
INVENTOR TO MONETIZE SO THEY ADD UTLEY TO
THE PATENTS AND ZAK, JUDE AND ELIOT NEVER
NEED TO KNOW WHATS UP OR THEY
PERMANETLY GET RID OF INVENTORS AND
UTLEY IS THE NEW INVENTOR.

HOLDINGS 1 OR Stockholder Number and Class of Stock Issued
HOLDINGS 2 THIS Shares
IS WHERE THE
SWITCH WE THINK
OCCURS. NOW
ALL THAT HAS TO
HAPPEN IS o . .
HOLDINGS 1 iviewit Holdings, Inc. | 55,134 Class A Voting 1-A & 3-A
NEEDS TO GO Common
AWAY AND THE
PATENTS ARE ALL ) ) )
IN THIS COMPANY New Media Holdings, [ 1,250 Class B Non-Voting | 1-B
WITH NO UVIEW/ Inc. Common
HOLDINGS
PEOPLE AND
ABRACADABRA Proskauer Rose LLP 1,250 Class B Non-Voting | 2-B
PATENTS ARE Common
HERE THIS
HOLDINGS GOES Zakirul Shirajee 1,250 Class B Non-Voting | 3-B
AWAY AND YOU Common
HAVE SWITCHED
THE PATENTS
Jude Rosario 1,250 Class B Non-Voting | 4-B
Common
iviewit Technologies. Inc. Capitalization
Total Class A common stock issued and outstanding: 55,134
Total Class B common stock issued and outstanding: 5,000
Total Class A and B common stock issued and outstanding: 60,134

THE OCTOBER 2000 ARTHUR ANDERSEN LETTER INDICATES THAT THERE ARE NO RECORDS OR STOCKS CERTS
SHOWING THE OWNERSHIP INTEREST OF IVIEWIT HOLDINGS IN IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES. THEY ASK FOR CERTIFIED
PROOF AND NEVER GET IT. WHAT THEY GET IS NASTY LETTERS FROM RAY HERSH WHICH LEADS TO AA FIRING
IVIEWIT. THE DOCUMENTS ARE NEVER SENT. IT IS LIKELY THAT THE IVIEWIT HOLDINGS (2) HERE IS THE 13 DAY
COMPANY THAT WAS OPENED WITHOUT ANYONES KNOWLEDGE AND THAT PATENTS WENT TO THIS COMPANY AND
THAT UVIEW/HOLDINGS (1) WITH THE SHAREHOLDERS HAS NO INTEREST IN THIS COMPANY. PROSKAUER WOULD
HAVE THEREBY IN 1 MINUTE ON 1/12/00 DURING NAME CHANGES STOLEN THE PATENTS FROM THE SHAREHOLDERS
OF UVIEW/HOLDINGS (1) IN A VERY COMPLEX SHELL GAME USING EXACTLY NAMED COMPANIES WHICH UPON NAME

THEY COME UP WITH THESE BOGUS SHEETS AND LETTERS. AS PRESSURE MOUNTS AND WE CATCH UTLEY
PUTTING HIMSELF ON PATENTS, THE SCHEME IS OUT AND THEY TRY AND SLAM THE COMPANIES. UTLEY TRIES AN
INVOLUNTARY AND PROSKAUER SUES FOR BOGUS BILL.

5063/40017-001 BRLIB1/253975 v1
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2255 Glades Road

One Boca Place -~ Suite 337W
Boca Raton, FL 33431
Voice: 561.999.8899

Fax: 5661.999.8810

Toll: 877.484.8444

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL SHEET

TO: Steve Joanis
FROM: Brian Utley
COMPANY:

DATE: 5/23/00

FAX NUMBER: 303.321.4848
TOTAL NO. OF PAGES: 7

RE: Cap Table
NOTES/COMMENTS:

Steve:

As you requested, attached you will find the Cap Tables for iviewit.

Please call me if you have any questions.
Sincerely,

Brian Utley



STOCK LEDGER

Capitalization of iviewit Holdings, Inc.

Fully-Diluted
(For Non-Diluted, See End of Chart)

Shareholder

Number and Class of
Shares

Eliot I. Bernstein (1)

11,320 Class A Common

Simon L. Bernstein (1)

5,350 Class A Common

The Joshua Bernstein

2,415 Class B Common

1999 Trust (1)
The Jacob Bernstein 1999 2,415 Class B Common
Trust (1)
Gerald R. Lewin & 2,000 Class B Common
Barbara S. Lewin (1)
Erika R. Lewin (1) 250 Class B Common
Jennifer P. Lewin (1) 250 Class B Common

James Osterling (1)

1,250 Class B Common

James Armstrong (1)

1,750 Class B Common

Guy [antoni (1)

1,250 Class B Common

Jill lantoni (1)

1,250 Class B Common

Andrew Dietz (1)

1,250 Class B Common

Donna Dietz (1)

1,250 Class B Common

Patricia Daniels (1)

1,250 Class B Common

Bettie Stanger (1)

500 Class B Common

Lisa Friedstein (1)

2,500 Class B Common

Donald G. Kane, IT (1)

1,663 Class B Common

Eliot I. Bernstein (1)

7,500 Class B Common

5063/40017-001 BRLIB1/261593 v1
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HOW DOES
HUIZENGA GET
HERE

—
Simon L. Bernstein (1) 5,000 Class B Common
Brian G. Utley (1) 2) 1,714 Class B Common
INVESTECH Holdings 3,007 Class A Common
L.L.C.
Alpine Venture Capital 2,580 Series A Preferred
Partners LP
Joan Stark (3) 522 Class B Common
Emerald Capital Partners,
Inc. ’
Jason Gregg 645 Class A Common

Notes Corresponding to Notes to Table:

(1) iviewit Holdings, Inc., Simon L. Bernstein and Eliot 1. Bernstein have a right of first refusal
to purchase the shares (as set forth in Paragraph 1. of the Subscription Letter Agreements dated
August 26, 1999, which have been provided to Holland & Knight, counsel to the Investor).

(2) Brian G. Utley may be issued additional shares of Class B Stock pursuant to his employment
agreement.

(3) Gives effect to the conversion by Joan Stark of a convertible promissory note into approximately
522 shares of Class B Stock, at the holder’s option.

(4) Gives effect to the exercise by Emerald Capital Partners, Inc. (“ECPI”) of warrants to purchase
up to 2,250 shares of Class B Common Stock. Does not include warrants to purchase 258 shares
of the Series A Convertible Preferred Stock issuable to ECPI as a result of the sale of the Series A
Convertible Preferred Stock to the Investor.

Other General Notes Involving Additional Potential Issuances and Derivative Securities:

(1) Under certain circumstances, the Company may be obligated in the future to issue warrants to
purchase equity securities of the Company to ECPI pursuant to ECPI’s financial advisory consulting
letter agreement dated December 20, 1999 ( a copy of which has been provided to Holland & Knight,
counsel to the Investor, and also to Gruntal & Co. (“Gruntal”) in connection with Gruntal’s financial
advisory consulting letter agreement dated October 29, 1999 (a copy of which has been provided to
Holland & Knight, counsel to the Investor).

(2) The foregoing table does not include approximately 258 shares of Class A Common Stock
issuable upon the conversion of certain warrants at $387.69 per share, subject to certain adjustments,
expected to be issued to Donald Kane in connection with a loan by Mr. Kane to the Company in the
principal amount of $100,000.

5063/40017-001 BRLIB1/261593 v1 05/04/00 02:04 PM (2859)


eliot
Rectangle

eliot
Line

eliot
Text Box
HOW DOES HUIZENGA GET HERE


(3) The Company has offered the holders of 7% promissory notes in the aggregate principal amount
of $208,500 (the “7% Notes™) the opportunity to exchange the 7% Notes (including the accrued
interest thereon) for 12% promissory notes convertible into shares of Class A Common Stock at the
rate of $387.69 per share (subject to certain adjustments described in the notes) (the “12%
Convertible Notes™). The foregoing table does not include any of the shares of Class A Common
Stock which may be issuable upon conversion of any such 12% Convertible Notes. If all holders of
the 7% Notes accept the exchange offer approximately 557 shares of Class A Common Stock could
be issued. As of February 24, 2000, the Company had received subscriptions to exchange an
aggregate amount of $62,348 of the 7% Notes for 12% Convertible Notes, convertible into
approximately 161 shares of Class A Common Stock

(4) The Company has offered to certain qualified purchasers the opportunity to purchase up to an
additional $85,000 in principal amount of 12% Convertible Notes, representing up to approximately
an additional 220 shares of Class A Common Stock issuable upon conversion thereof. The foregoing
table does not include any of the shares of Class A Common Stock which may be issuable upon
conversion of any such 12% Convertible Notes. As of February 24, 2000, the Company had
received subscriptions to acquire an aggregate amount of $80,000 of the 12% Convertible Notes,
convertible into approximately 207 shares of Class A Common Stock.

Total Issued and OQutstanding on a Fully-Diluted Basis

Total Class A Common Stock, Class B Common Stock and Series A Convertible
Preferred Stock issued and outstanding: 61,131

Total Class A Common Stock issued and outstanding: 20,322

Total Class B Common Stock issued and outstanding: 38,229

Total Series A Convertible Preferred Stock issued and outstanding: 2,580

See all of the Notes above as to various other potential issuances, which may affect the
foregoing share numbers.

Total Issued and Qutstanding on a Non-Diluted Basis

Total Class A Common Stock, Class B Common Stock and Series A Convertible
Preferred Stock issued and outstanding: 58,359

Total Class A Common Stock issued and outstanding: 20,322

Total Class B Common Stock issued and outstanding: 35,457

Total Series A Convertible Preferred Stock issued and outstanding: 2,580

5063/40017-001 BRLIB1/261593 v1 05/04/00 02:04 PM (2859)
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Capitalization of iviewit Holdings, Inc.

Fully-Diluted
(For Non-Diluted, See End of Chart)

Shareholder

Number and Class of
Shares

Eliot I. Bernstein (1)

11,320 Class A Common

Simon L. Bemstein (1)

5,350 Class A Common

The Joshua Bernstein
1999 Trust (1)

2,415 Class B Common

The Jacob Bernstein 1999
Trust (1)

2,415 Class B Common

Gerald R. Lewin &
Barbara S. Lewin (1)

2,000 Class B Common

Erika R. Lewin (1)

250 Class B Common

Jennifer P. Lewin (1)

250 Class B Comumion

James Osterling (1)

1,250 Class B Common

James Armstrong (1)

1,750 Class B Common

Guy Iantoni (1)

1,250 Class B Common

Jill Iantoni (1)

1,250 Class B Common

Andrew Dietz (1)

1,250 Class B Common

Donna Dietz (1)

1,250 Class B Common

Patricia Daniels (1)

1,250 Class B Common

Bettie Stanger (1)

500 Class B Common

Lisa Friedstein (1)

2,500 Class B Common

Donald G. Kane, IT (1)

1,663 Class B Common

EliotI. Bernstein (1)

7,500 Class B Common
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Simon L. Bernstein (1)

5,000 Class B Common

Brian G. Utley (1) (2)

1,714 Class B Common

INVESTECH Holdings 3,007 Class A Common
L.L.C.
Alpine Venture Capital 2,580 Series A Preferred
Partners LP
. Joan Stark (3) 522 Class B Common
Emerald Capital Partners, 2,250 Class B Common
Inc. (4)
Jason Gregg 645 Class A Common

|
|
|
i
|
|
P
{
{
!




Author: EpsteinA at AHJTW

Date: - 7/19/99 3:31 PM

Priority: Normal ,

TO: cwheeler@proskauer.com at -FABRIK/Internet
 Subject: confidentiality agmt ' ;
Cmmmmmmmm e m e il et Megsage Contents -------~---- —4-——5%-~-—-§-é

ﬁ Chris:’ /Thanks for re-sending the agmts to Amre and Ahmed. I notic

is the operating company, seems to me that the confidentiality agmts
should~be clarified on a propsective basis. What is iviewit, Inc.,
-anyway? Thanks. AJE ' : ‘

THIS LETTER FROM ALAN EPSTEIN TO WHEELER ; ’ g { ;
SHOWS THAT IVIEWIT.LLC WAS AN OPERATING : ‘ o M
COMPANY NOT A PATENT HOLDING COMPANY AND ' & A” — /

THAT NDA'S LIKE REAL3D AND PROSKAUER/ ;

RUBENSTEIN WHEELER AND OTHER REFERRALS f
WERE SIGNING WITH IVIEWIT.INC THE COMPANY , . %i
THAT BOTH ERIKA LEWIN AND RAYMOND HERSCH k (

FORGET TO MENTION TO AUDITORS. ok '
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THIS LETTER FROM ALAN EPSTEIN TO WHEELER SHOWS THAT IVIEWIT.LLC WAS AN OPERATING COMPANY NOT A PATENT HOLDING COMPANY AND THAT NDA'S LIKE REAL3D AND PROSKAUER/RUBENSTEIN WHEELER AND OTHER REFERRALS WERE SIGNING WITH IVIEWIT.INC THE COMPANY THAT BOTH ERIKA LEWIN AND RAYMOND HERSCH FORGET TO MENTION TO AUDITORS.
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224, ades Read

Suite 340 West
Boca Raton, FL 33431-7360
Telephone 561.241.7400 NEW YORK
Elsewhers i4nGFlorida O A o6
800.432.77: CLIFTON MJ
PROSKAUER ROSE LLP Fax 561.241.7145 PARIS

Date June 4, 1999 Client-Matter 0894/40017/001 m

Total Papes (Including Cover) 4

From Christopher C. Wheeler , Sender's Room Number

Sender’s Voice Number 561,995.4702 Main Fax Operator 561.241.7400
To Alan Epstein FaxNo. 310.553.5036

Company _ Voice No.

Message

Mr. Epstein,

Per your request, I am re-sending our most recent fax dated May 28, 1999 that included the revised,
updated Confidentiality Agreement.

Confidentiality Note: This message _is confidential and intended only for the use of the addressee(s) named abave. It may contain legally
pnwleged.maten_al. Dissemlr_latwn, distribution or copying of this message, other than by such addressee(s), is strictly prohibited. If you
have received this message in error, please immediately notify us by telephone and return the original o us at the address above. We will

reimburse you for the cost of the telephone call and postage. Thank you.

0894/40017-001 BRLIB1/231202 v1 05/28/99 04:38 PM (2743)
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PROSKAUER ROSE
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Euu Raton, FL 33421-7360
Telephons 501.241,7400 NEW YORK
Ewewners In Fiorida

00432.774% U Y
PROSKAUER ROSE LLP Pt v 2as s

Date May 28, 1999 CitepbMatier 0894/40017/001 W

Total Pagen (including Caver} 3

From Christophes C. Whealer Ssnder's Roam Number

Sender’s Volce Numbsr 561.995.4702 Main Fax Operator 561.241.7400
To Alan Epatoin faxNo, 310.553.5096

Company Yoics No.

Messaga

Ms. Epstein,

Enclosed please find revised, updated Confidentiality Agreement replacing our previous one
fonr:vardedpm you. Please discard the previous faxed Agroement and execute and return this
Confidentiality Agreement to my attention by fax immediately.

Confidentiallty Nots: This message Is confidential and Intandad only for the usa of the a(s)namdahm.tlmynumm

viieged material, Dissemnination, distrbution or mpyimufﬂummqeame by suth addressaets), is atrictly prohibited. I you
gm%w%me %mmbmman&wumﬂfymmmm mmmusMnWWabmmm
Qﬂﬂmﬁuﬂm MB.MBI 1231202 v1 05/28/33 04:38 PM (2743)
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CONFIDENTIALITY AGREEMENT

The undersigned acknowledges and agrees that any and all “Proprietary Information™ provided by or on
behalf of iviewit, Inc. (together with its direct and indirect subsidiaries and affiliates, the “Company”), Simon L.
Bemstein, Eliot I. Bemstein, or any officer, director, employee, agent or representative of the Company to the
undersigned, or to which the undersigned otherwise gains access to, shall be subject to the terms and conditions of
this Agreement. “Proprietary Information” means all materials and information (regardless of the form of such
information, including without limitation, in writing, electronic, computerized;or other recorded form, oral or
visual) that the undersigned may receive or learn of now or in the future concerning, or related in any way to, the
Company or its business, including without limitation: (i) the contents of any Business Plan, projections or financial
or credit information or data relating to the Company; (ii) the contents of any manuals or written materials of the
Company; (iii) the names and records of actual or prospective clients, customers, suppliers, lenders, financing
sources, or related persons; (iv) the terms of various agreements between the Company and third parties; (v) any
data or database, or other information compiled or developed by the Company; (vi) any computer programs and
listings, source codes and/or object codes, file structures, trademarks, trade secrets, patents, patent designs, patent
applications, copyrights, forms, procedures, processes, training methods, developments, technical information,
marketing activities and procedures and methods of operation, together with any other information, data, know-how
or knowledge of a confidential or proprietary nature; and (vii) any information of a type described above derived
or obtained from the internet or any website of the Company, including without limitation, the file structure relating
to such website or the content of such website. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the term "Proprietary Information”
does not include information which (i) is already kniown to the undersigned or in the undersigned’s possession
(other than that which was furnished to the undersigned by or on behalf of the Company prior to the date of this
Agreement), (ii) is or becomes generally available to the public other than as a result of a disclosure by the
undersigned, or (iii) becomes available to the undersigned on a non-confidential basis from a source other than
the Company or its representatives, provided that such source is not known, after inquiry, 1 be bound by 2
confidentiality agreement with, or other obligation of secrecy to, the Company.

The undersigned acknowledges that the Proprietary Information constitutes valuable, special and unique
assets of the Company. The undersigned agrees (a) to receive in trust, and treat as confidential, the Proprietary
Information; (b) not to use any of the Proprictary Information for any purpose without the prior written consent of
Simon L. Bernstein or Eliot Bemstein; (c) not to disclose any of the Proprietary Information to anyone (other than
to such of the undersigned’s advisors who have a need to know such Information for the sole purpose of assisting
the undersigned in evaluating such Information; provided that the undersigned shall be liable for any breach of
confidentiality or use by such advisors) without the prior written consent of Simon L. Bernstein or Eliot Bernstein;
and (d) not to reproduce, fax, distribute, store, reverse engineer or copy any Proprietary Information in any form
without the prior written consent of Simon L. Bernstein or Eliot Bernstein. The undersigned understands that all
Proprietary Information is confidential and that all rights, title and interest in the Proprietary Information is and

shall remain the exclusive property of the Company, and no license or other rights are being granted to the
undersigned by the Company.

The undersigned further agrees that the Company shall be entitled to equitable relief, including injunction,
in the event of any breach of this Confidentiality Agreement, that the granting of such relief will not be opposed
and that such relief shall not be the exclusive remedy for such breach. Furthermore, the undersigned agrees to
defend and hold harmless the Company from any loss, cost, expense (including attorney's fees and litigation
expenses), claim, liability, or damage arising from or related to a breach of this Confidentiality Agreement.

0894/40017-001 AARLIB1/227061 v3 05/28/99 06:49 PM (2743)
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The undersigned has executed this Confidentiality Agreement as of the date set forth below.

iviewit, Inc. IF AN INDIVIDUAL:
Attention: Eliot I. Bernstein

500 S.E. Mizner Boulevard, Suite 102
Boca Raton, Florida 33432.6080
800.519.0234 (Signature)

!.

(Name - please print)

WHEELER/PROSKAUER WANT TO RID THIS COMPANY
AND FAIL TO LIST IT TO AUDITORS AND INVESTORS, IF A COMPANY:
WHY? BECAUSE IT HAS NDA'S FOR KEY INITIAL
PLAYERS AND WHEELER REFERRAL TO REAL3D
(INTEL, SGI & LOCKHEED) STRATEGIC ALLIANCE ARMSTRONG HIRSCH JACKOWAY TYERMAN & WERTHEIMER, P.C.
WHICH WOULD TIE IVIEWIT TO THE CHIP. REAL3D

VANISHES WITH OUR TECHNOLOGY AS INTEL BUYS IT (Name of Company)
AND IF HE LOST THIS COMPANY, WE LOST OUR By:
RIGHTS UNDER THE ALLIANCE. Y: _

(Signature)

JAMES R. JACKOWAY
(Name - please print)

Date:

0894/40017.001 BRLIB1/227061 v3 06/28/39 06:43 PM (2743}
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CONFIDENTIALITY AGREEMENT

The undersigned acknowledges and agrees that any and all “Proprietary Information” provided by or on
behalf of iviewit, Inc. (together with its direct and indirect subsidiaries and affiliates, the “Company™), Simon L.
Bernstein, Eliot I. Bernstein, or any officer, director, employee, agent or representative of the Company to the
undersigned, or to which the undersigned otherwise gains access to, shall be subject to the terms and conditions of
this Agreement. “Proprietary Information” means all materials and information (regardless of the form of such
information, including without limitation, in writing, electronic, computerized;or other recorded form, oral or
visual) that the undersigned may receive or leam of now or in the future concerning, or related in any way to, the
Company or its business, including without limitation: (i) the contents of any Business Plan, projections or financial
or credit information or data relating to the Company; (ii) the contents of any manuals or written materials of the
Company; (iii) the names and records of actual or prospective clients, customers, suppliers, lenders, financing
sources, or related persons; (iv) the terms of various agreements between the Company and third parties; (v) any
data or database, or other information compiled or developed by the Company; (vi) any computer programs and
listings, source codes and/or object codes, file structures, trademarks, trade secrets, patents, patent designs, patent
applications, copyrights, forms, procedures, processes, training methods, developments, technical information,
marketing activities and procedures and methods of operation, together with any other information, data, know-how
or knowledge of a confidential or proprietary nature; and (vii) any information of a type described above derive
or obtained from the internet or any website of the Company, including without limitation, the file structure relating
to such website or the content of such website. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the term "Proprietary Information”
does not include information which (i) is already known to the undersigned or in the undersigned's possession
(other than that which was furnished to the undersigned by or on behalf of the Company prior to the date of this
Agreement), (ii) is or becomes generally available to the public other than as a result of a disclosure by the
undersigned, or (iii) becomes available to the undersigned on a non-confidential basis from a source other than
the Company or its representatives, provided that such source is not known, after inquiry, to be bound by a
confidentiality agreement with, or other obligation of secrecy to, the Company.

The undersigned acknowledges that the Proprietary Information constitutes valuable, special and unique
assets of the Company. The undersigned agrees (a) to receive in trust, and treat as confidential, the Proprietary
Information; (b) not to use any of the Proprietary Information for any purpose without the prior written consent of
Simon L. Bemnstein or Eliot Bernstein; (c) not to disclose any of the Proprietary Information to anyone (other than
to such of the undersigned’s advisors who have a need to know such Information for the sole purpose of assisting
the undersigned in evaluating such Information; provided that the undersigned shall be liable for any breach of
confidentiality or use by such advisors) without the prior written consent of Simon L. Bemstein or Eliot Bernstein;
and (d) not to reproduce, fax, distribute, store, reverse engineer or copy any Proprietary Information in any form
without the prior written consent of Simon L. Bernstein or Eliot Bernstein, The undersigned understands that all
Proprietary Information is confidential and that all rights, title and interest in the Proprietary Information is and
shall remain the exclusive property of the Company, and no license or other rights are being granted to the
undersigned by the Company.

The undersigned further agrees that the Company shall be entitled to equitable relief, including injunction,
in the event of any breach of this Confidentiality Agreement, that the granting of such relief will not be opposed
and that such relief shall not be the exclusive remedy for such breach. Purthermore, the undersigned agrees to
defend and hold harmiess the Company from any loss, cost, expense (including attorney's fees and litigation
expenses), claim, liability, or damage arising from or related to a breach of this Confidentiality Agreement.

0894/40017-001 BRLIB1/227081 v3 06/28/99 08:49 PM (2743)
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The undersigned has executed ‘this Confidentiality Agreement as of the date set forth below.

iviewit, Inc. €t IF AN INDIVIDUAL:

Attention: Eliot I. Bernstein

500 S.E. Mizner Boulevard, Suite 102
Boca Raton, Florida 33432-6080
800.519.0234 (Signature)

’.

(Name - pleas¢ print)

IF A COMPANY:

mshyry Te i

MName of Compapy)

Signature
Oj_oi&s% : Jadgw)aw«/

(Name - please print)

By: gy
|

Date: \‘(U'\e, 5.' \qo'q

0894/40017-001 BRLIB1/227061 v3 05/28/99 08:49 PM (2743)
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Date May 23, 1999 Cllent-Matler 0894/40017/001 W

Tols) Pages (lnciuding Cowsr) 3

From Christopher C. Wheeler Sender's Room Nomber

Sendor's Volce Number 5619954702 Maln Fox Operetor 561.241.7400
Te Alan Epstein FaxNo,  310.553.5034

Compeny Vaice No.

Message

M. Epstein,

Enclosed please find revised, updated Confidentiality Agreement replacing our previous one
forwarded to you. Please discard the previous faxed Agrecment and exccute and retumn this
Confidentiality Agreement to my attention by fax immediately.

WWM%MRMMMNMWWhMMdmmMWMR oomlr?y
mmmmmm&aﬁmmﬁmn&gwhwmmgﬁm“ $A- T ]

mﬂrhwﬁdhlﬁMMWMmMym re original b us &t the 3ddrss above. We wib
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LAW OFFICES
T AY
TYERM IMER

1888 Century Park East, Suite #1888
Los Angeles, California 90067

Telephone: (310) 553-0305 ** Telecopier: (310) 553-5036
TELECOPIER COVER SHEET

DATE: June 3, 1999

FROM: Michele M. Mulrooney, Esq.

TO: ELTOT BERNSTEIN

CC: Charles Wheeler, Esqg.

CLIENT/MATTER: Eliot Bernstein

Re: Confidentiality Agreement
FAX NUMBER: 561-417-4470

PHONE NUMBER: 561-417-8980

NUMBER OF PAGES: 4 (including cover sheet)

LR R R SRS REE S S S S SRS SR RS RS S RS SRR RS S SRS SRR R R R RRR R R R R R RS R

Message:
Enclosed is the signed Confidentiality Agreement.

This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may only contain
information that is privileged, confidential or exempt from disclosure under applicable Federal or State law. If the
reader of the message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible for delivering the
message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited.

If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by telephone and return the original
message to us at the above address via regular U.S. mail.

Please call Sender at (310) 553-0305 if you have not received
all pages.
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£l ERNST & YOUNG LLP

Paul H. Sallwasser

Partner

& Suite 3900 & Phone: (305) 358-4111
200 South Biscayne Blvd. Direct: (305) 350-1483
Miami, Florida 33131 Fax:  (305) 350-1411

Home: (954) 424-1551
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Eliot I. Bernstein

From: Eliot I. Bernstein [iviewit@adelphia.net]
Sent: Tuesday, March 23, 2004 5:23 PM
To: 'Huizenga Holdings, Inc. - H. Wayne Huizenga Jr."; "'The Goldman Sachs Group, Inc.’; 'Hirsch

Jackoway Tyerman Wertheimer Austen Mandelbaum & Morris - Alan Epstein, Esq."; 'Hirsch
Jackoway Tyerman Wertheimer Austen Mandelbaum & Morris - Michele Mulrooney, Esq. -
Michele Mulrooney, Esq."; 'Huizenga Holdings Incorporated - Cris Branden'; 'Crossbow
Ventures™ - Stephen J. Warner'; 'Atlas Entertainment - Allen Shapiro President’; 'Benada
Aluminum of Florida - Monte Friedkin, President’; '‘Bridge Residential Advisors, LLC - James A.
Osterling, President'; 'Cornell Partners - Caroline Prochotska Rogers, Esq."; 'Crossbow
Ventures™ - René P. Eichenberger, Managing Director’; 'Flaster Greenberg P.C. - Marc R.
Garber, Esq.’; 'dg_kane@msn.com'; P. Stephen Lamont (E-mail); Jude Rosario (E-mail 2);
Zakirul Shirajee (E-mail); ‘Law Office of Mark W. Gaffney'; 'UBS/Paine Webber Inc. - Mitchell
Welsch'; 'Quintile Wealth Management - Kenneth Anderson, Partner’; 'Patty Daniels Town &
Country Studio - Patty Daniels, Owner'; 'Ellen Degeneres c/o Amber Cordero'; 'Richard D.
Rosman, APC - Richard D. Rosman, Esq."; 'Rock-It Cargo USA Incorporated LA - Andrew R.
Dietz'; 'Rock-It Cargo USA Incorporated LA - Barry Becker'; 'Selz & Muvdi Selz, P.A. - Steven
Selz, Esq."; 'Silver Young Fund - Alan Young'; 'Sony Pictures Digital Entertainment - Divisional
CIO of Motion Pictures and Television'; 'Vulcan Ventures - David J. Colter, Vice President
Technology'; 'Warner Bros. - John D. Calkins, Senior Vice President New Media Business
Development'; 'Air Apparent Incorporated - Donna Dietz, President’; 'Anderson Howard Electric
Inc.’; jarmstrongl@comcast.net’; John Bartosek (Business Fax);
‘anthony.frenden@disney.com'; Chuck Brunelas (E-mail); Guy T. lantoni (E-mail); Jack P.
Scanlan (E-mail); Jill lantoni (E-mail); Joan & Jeff Stark (E-mail); Joseph A. Fischman (E-mail);
Lisa Sue Friedstein (E-mail); Maurice R. Buchsbaum (E-mail); Mitchell Zamarin (E-mail);
Mitchell Zamarin (E-mail 2); Mollie Anne DeKold (E-mail); Robert Roberman (E-mail); Sal Gorge
(E-mail); George deBidart (E-mail); Ginger Ekstrand (E-mail)

Cc: 'Harry |. Moatz - OED Director of the United States Patent and Trademark Office'
Importance: High
Sensitivity: Confidential

Tracking: Recipient Delivery
'Huizenga Holdings, Inc. - H. Wayne Huizenga Jr.'
‘The Goldman Sachs Group, Inc.’
'Hirsch Jackoway Tyerman Wertheimer Austen Mandelbaum & Morris - Alan Epstein, Esq.'

'Hirsch Jackoway Tyerman Wertheimer Austen Mandelbaum & Morris - Michele Mulrooney, Esq.
- Michele Mulrooney, Esq.'

'Huizenga Holdings Incorporated - Cris Branden'

‘Crossbow Ventures™ - Stephen J. Warner'

'Atlas Entertainment - Allen Shapiro President’

‘Benada Aluminum of Florida - Monte Friedkin, President’

'‘Bridge Residential Advisors, LLC - James A. Osterling, President’
‘Cornell Partners - Caroline Prochotska Rogers, Esq.'

‘Crossbow Ventures™ - René P. Eichenberger, Managing Director’
'Flaster Greenberg P.C. - Marc R. Garber, Esq.'
'dg_kane@msn.com'

P. Stephen Lamont (E-mail)

Jude Rosario (E-mail 2) Failed: 3/23/2004
5:23 PM

3/23/2004
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Zakirul Shirajee (E-mail)

‘Law Office of Mark W. Gaffney'

'UBS/Paine Webber Inc. - Mitchell Welsch'

'Quintile Wealth Management - Kenneth Anderson, Partner'

'Patty Daniels Town & Country Studio - Patty Daniels, Owner'

‘Ellen Degeneres c¢/o Amber Cordero’

‘Richard D. Rosman, APC - Richard D. Rosman, Esq."'

'Rock-1t Cargo USA Incorporated LA - Andrew R. Dietz'

'Rock-It Cargo USA Incorporated LA - Barry Becker'

'Selz & Muvdi Selz, P.A. - Steven Selz, Esq.'

'Silver Young Fund - Alan Young'

'Sony Pictures Digital Entertainment - Divisional CIO of Motion Pictures and Television'
Vulcan Ventures - David J. Colter, Vice President Technology'

'Warner Bros. - John D. Calkins, Senior Vice President New Media Business Development'
'Air Apparent Incorporated - Donna Dietz, President’

'‘Anderson Howard Electric Inc.'

‘jarmstrongl@comcast.net’

John Bartosek (Business Fax) Failed: 3/23/2004
5:23 PM

‘anthony.frenden@disney.com’
Chuck Brunelas (E-mail)

Guy T. lantoni (E-mail)

Jack P. Scanlan (E-mail)

Jill lantoni (E-mail)

Joan & Jeff Stark (E-mail)
Joseph A. Fischman (E-mail)
Lisa Sue Friedstein (E-mail)
Maurice R. Buchsbaum (E-mail)
Mitchell Zamarin (E-mail)
Mitchell Zamarin (E-mail 2)
Mollie Anne DeKold (E-mail)
Robert Roberman (E-mail)

Sal Gorge (E-mail)

George deBidart (E-mail)
Ginger Ekstrand (E-mail)

'Harry I. Moatz - OED Director of the United States Patent and Trademark Office'

Dear Shareholders and Friends of lviewit,

Today Iviewit's worst fears were realized when the United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO)
contacted me regarding a certain provisional patent application in Mr. Brian Utley's name that we are supposed to
have as the possession of Iviewit. | have attached the correspondence from the USPTO, which basically states
that since neither Iviewit nor myself are listed on such applications we have no rights, title or interest in the patent
application. Therefore, the USPTO cannot disclose any information regarding the application to us. | am
astounded that our counsel Foley & Lardner who filed the application for Utley and Blakely Sokoloff Zafman and
Taylor have never told us of this issue and never reported this to any authorities. In fact they made it part of the
Company portfolio.

3/23/2004
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More disturbing is that this patent application has been listed on all of our portfolios (I have attached an excerpt
from our most recent portfolio) prepared by the law firms Foley and Lardner and distributed to shareholders and
investors as property of lviewit. | am uncertain which application of Utley's this is ("Zoom & Pan Imaging on a
Digital Camera" or "Zoom & Pan Imaging Design Tool") but either way it is not our property as represented on the
portfolios. There has never been assignment by Utley or any of the law firms to the Company. | am saddened to
report this loss to all of you but this is the case. There are several other patents Utley has found his way onto and
we are also attempting to correct those. | am not sure what crimes this constitutes but | am checking with counsel
as to our remedies.

As | have stated prior, Mr. Utley and Mr. William Dick, Esq. of Foley and Lardner have had similar patent
problems in the past, which led to the loss of a business Utley ran for another South Florida businessman. Chris
Wheeler our attorney from Proskauer Rose had set a company up for Utley, in which Dick and Utley wrote patents
into, patents that related to Mr. Utley's employment as President of a lawnmower company Diamond Turf
Equipment. The patent applications were for lawnmower stuff and Utley would not assign them to his employer
when he was caught, he was fired with cause (opposite of what the resume submitted to all of you stated) and the
company was forced to close, the owner taking a three million dollar loss.

| have been working with the USPTO who is looking into these matters and a team of their agents to attempt to
attempt correct everything so that your investment may one day inure benefits to you, not Utley et al. | have
found out that several patents we thought were assigned to the Company and its investors by our attorneys also
have never been completed despite what we have been told. | will keep everyone posted as we find out more.
Finally, | have attached an inventor change form, one of several that we have filed with the USPTO to correct this
Utley insertion and deletion of Zakirul and Jude and inventors and it is signed by Stephen Warner of Crossbow
Ventures who has recently been very helpful in his efforts to help the Company.

| truly am sorry for any misleading information that was distributed by these firms and it was no fault of the
Companies (except in regards to Utley et al.) as we too were misrepresented. My heart nevertheless is truly
broken with this news for all concerned.

Thank you,

Eliot | Bernstein

Founder

| View It Technologies, Inc.
10158 Stonehenge Circle

Suite 801

Boynton Beach, FL 33437-3546
561.364.4240
iviewit@adelphia.net

THIS MESSAGE AND ITS EMBEDDED FILES INCORPORATED HEREIN CONTAIN INFORMATION THAT IS PROPRIETARY AND
CONFIDENTIAL PRIVILEGED INFORMATION. IF YOU ARE NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE PROHIBITED FROM READING,
OPENING, PRINTING, COPYING, FORWARDING, OR SAVING THIS MAIL AND IT'S ATTACHMENTS. PLEASE DELETE THE MESSAGE
AND ITS EMBEDDED FILES WITHOUT READING, OPENING, PRINTING, COPYING, FORWARDING, OR SAVING THEM, AND NOTIFY
THE SENDER IMMEDIATELY AT 561.364.4240. IF YOU ARE THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE PROHIBITED FROM
FORWARDING THEM OR OTHERWISE DISCLOSING THESE CONTENTS TO OTHERS, UNLESS EXPRESSLY DESIGNATED BY THE
SENDER. THANK YOU!

Article 1, section 8, clause 8 of the United States Constitution provides:
"Congress shall have the power ... to promote the Progress of Science and Useful Arts, by securing for limited Times to Authors and Inventors
the exclusive Right to their Respective Writings and Discoveries."

3/23/2004
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Ken,

Thank you again for your most valuable information. I was inquiring regarding
application number 60/233,341 and if I could get the owner, inventor and assignee
information on this application.

Thank you,

Eliot Bernstein

To: Kenneth Weider

From :

Pages: 1

For Information Call:

Fax Number :

WinFax PRO Cover Page
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CONFIDENTIAL

Ken,

Thm}k you again for your most valuable information. T was in Juiring regarding
.:dp_pll(:.‘dtl()l’l number 60/233,341 and if I could get the owner, in rentor and assignee
information on this application. _

Thank you,

Eliot Bernstein
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KENNETH WIEDER
SPECIAL PROGRAM EXAMINER
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2800

To: Kenneth Weider
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Fax Number :
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Ken,

Can you please state the reason that you cannot provide such information to me
or Iviewit.

Eliot

To: Kenneth Weider

From :

Pages: 3

For Information Call:

Fax Number :

WinFax PRO Cover Page
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CONFIDENTIAL

Ken,

Can you please state the reason that you cannot provide such irformation to mc
or Tviewit.
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S€e 3102/ 0y
35 usc. 122
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ot Noto: NNETHWIEDER

' SPECGIAL PROGRAM EXAMINI R
USPTO cannot give information to Iviewit or Eliot TECHNOLOGY CENTER 260

Bernstein because we are not listed on the application
and have no rights, title or interest in it. USPTO will
not even discuss with lviewit any details of this patent
which is listed in the name of Brian Utley. All portfolios
prepared by our attorneys with this patent as the
property of lviewit are blatantly false and misleading.

To: Kenheth Weider

From :

Pages: 3

For Information Call:

Fax Number :
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USPTO cannot give information to Iviewit or Eliot Bernstein because we are not listed on the application and have no rights, title or interest in it.  USPTO will not even discuss with Iviewit any details of this patent which is listed in the name of Brian Utley.  All portfolios prepared by our attorneys with this patent as the property of Iviewit are blatantly false and misleading.


CONFIDENTIAL

Page 2 of 2
IVIEWIT.COM PATENT PORTFOLIO
F&L Count : .. L .
No. Dkt. No. (Typel;y Appl. No. | Filing Date Application Titie
System and Method for
- PCT PCT/US00/ .
10 | 57103/111 (International) 15408 6/2/2000 Strea-m‘mg an Enhanced
Digitai Video File
System and Method for
PCT PCT/USO00/ o L
11 | 57103/112 (International) 15405 6/2/2000 (Providing ar.1 Enhanced Digital
Video File
PCT PCT/US00/ System and Method for
12 103/113 .
57 (International) 15406 6/2/2000 Playing a Digital Video File
u.s. System and Method for
13 | 57103/114 (Non- 09/587,730| 6/5/2000 Streaming an Enhanced
Provisional) Digital Video File
u.s.
14 |57103/115)  (Non- | 00/587.026| e/s/2000 | o S¥stem and Method for
Provisionat) : aying a Digital Video File
u.s. System and Method for
15 | 57103/116 (Non- 08/587,734 | 6/5/2000 |Providing an Enhanced Digital
Provisional) Video File
PCT PCT/USO0/ System and Method for Video
16 | 57103/118 (International) 15602 6/7/2000 Playback Over a Network
Apparatus and Method for
17 | 57103/119 us. 09/522,721| 3/10/2000 | Producing Enhanced Digital
Images
System and Method for
PCT BCIl ‘%ﬂﬂkme g R
18 | 57103/12 ™(International) 21211 la::aEnha.nced Digital
us. , System and Method
19 | 57103/121 {Nan- 09/630,938 | 8/2/2000 |Providing an Enhanced Digital
Provisional) ~ Image File
u.s. Zoom and Pan Imaging Using
— 20 57103/122 (Provisional) 60/223344 | 09/18/2000 a Digital Camera
u.s. Zoom and Pan Imaging
— 21 57103/123 (Provisional) 60/233341 | 09/18/2000 Design Too!

Utley patents
with arrows

This portfolio was prepared and submitted by William Dick for the Virginia Bar and
further corresponds to the one prepared by Foley and Lardner after Utley was found
with two sets of patent books. Prior, Utley only patents were not in any records.
Further it is wrong to list assets like 341 which are not the property of the Company
on a patent portfolio that is distributed to shareholders and investors.

IVIEWIT.COM Spreadsheet
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Eliot I. Bernstein

From: Eliot I. Bernstein [iviewit@adelphia.net] on behalf of iviewit@adelphia.net
Sent: Tuesday, March 23, 2004 6:14 PM
To: 'Huizenga Holdings, Inc. - H. Wayne Huizenga Jr."; "'The Goldman Sachs Group, Inc.’; 'Hirsch

Jackoway Tyerman Wertheimer Austen Mandelbaum & Morris - Alan Epstein, Esq."; 'Hirsch
Jackoway Tyerman Wertheimer Austen Mandelbaum & Morris - Michele Mulrooney, Esq. -
Michele Mulrooney, Esq."; 'Huizenga Holdings Incorporated - Cris Branden'; 'Crossbow
Ventures™ - Stephen J. Warner'; 'Atlas Entertainment - Allen Shapiro President’; 'Benada
Aluminum of Florida - Monte Friedkin, President’; '‘Bridge Residential Advisors, LLC - James A.
Osterling, President'; 'Cornell Partners - Caroline Prochotska Rogers, Esq."; 'Crossbow
Ventures™ - René P. Eichenberger, Managing Director’; 'Flaster Greenberg P.C. - Marc R.
Garber, Esq.’; 'dg_kane@msn.com'; P. Stephen Lamont (E-mail); Jude Rosario (E-mail 2);
Zakirul Shirajee (E-mail); ‘Law Office of Mark W. Gaffney'; 'UBS/Paine Webber Inc. - Mitchell
Welsch'; 'Quintile Wealth Management - Kenneth Anderson, Partner’; 'Patty Daniels Town &
Country Studio - Patty Daniels, Owner'; 'Ellen Degeneres c/o Amber Cordero'; 'Richard D.
Rosman, APC - Richard D. Rosman, Esq."; 'Rock-It Cargo USA Incorporated LA - Andrew R.
Dietz'; 'Rock-It Cargo USA Incorporated LA - Barry Becker'; 'Selz & Muvdi Selz, P.A. - Steven
Selz, Esq."; 'Silver Young Fund - Alan Young'; 'Sony Pictures Digital Entertainment - Divisional
CIO of Motion Pictures and Television'; 'Vulcan Ventures - David J. Colter, Vice President
Technology'; 'Warner Bros. - John D. Calkins, Senior Vice President New Media Business
Development'; 'Air Apparent Incorporated - Donna Dietz, President’; 'Anderson Howard Electric
Inc.’; jarmstrongl@comcast.net’; John Bartosek (Business Fax);
‘anthony.frenden@disney.com'; Chuck Brunelas (E-mail); Guy T. lantoni (E-mail); Jack P.
Scanlan (E-mail); Jill lantoni (E-mail); Joan & Jeff Stark (E-mail); Joseph A. Fischman (E-mail);
Lisa Sue Friedstein (E-mail); Maurice R. Buchsbaum (E-mail); Mitchell Zamarin (E-mail);
Mitchell Zamarin (E-mail 2); Mollie Anne DeKold (E-mail); Robert Roberman (E-mail); Sal Gorge
(E-mail); George deBidart (E-mail); Ginger Ekstrand (E-mail)

Cc: 'Harry |. Moatz - OED Director of the United States Patent and Trademark Office'
Subject: Iviewit

Importance: High

Sensitivity: Confidential

Tracking: Recipient Delivery
'Huizenga Holdings, Inc. - H. Wayne Huizenga Jr.'
'The Goldman Sachs Group, Inc.’
'Hirsch Jackoway Tyerman Wertheimer Austen Mandelbaum & Morris - Alan Epstein, Esq.'

'Hirsch Jackoway Tyerman Wertheimer Austen Mandelbaum & Morris - Michele Mulrooney, Esq.
- Michele Mulrooney, Esq.'

'Huizenga Holdings Incorporated - Cris Branden'

'Crossbow Ventures™ - Stephen J. Warner'

'Atlas Entertainment - Allen Shapiro President’

'‘Benada Aluminum of Florida - Monte Friedkin, President’

'‘Bridge Residential Advisors, LLC - James A. Osterling, President’
‘Cornell Partners - Caroline Prochotska Rogers, Esq.'

‘Crossbow Ventures™ - René P. Eichenberger, Managing Director*
'Flaster Greenberg P.C. - Marc R. Garber, Esg.'
'dg_kane@msn.com'

P. Stephen Lamont (E-mail)

Jude Rosario (E-mail 2) Failed: 3/23/2004

3/25/2004
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6:14 PM
Zakirul Shirajee (E-mail)
‘Law Office of Mark W. Gaffney'
'UBS/Paine Webber Inc. - Mitchell Welsch'
'Quintile Wealth Management - Kenneth Anderson, Partner'
'Patty Daniels Town & Country Studio - Patty Daniels, Owner'
‘Ellen Degeneres c¢/o Amber Cordero'
‘Richard D. Rosman, APC - Richard D. Rosman, Esq."'
'Rock-1t Cargo USA Incorporated LA - Andrew R. Dietz'
'Rock-1t Cargo USA Incorporated LA - Barry Becker'
'Selz & Muvdi Selz, P.A. - Steven Selz, Esq.'
'Silver Young Fund - Alan Young'
'Sony Pictures Digital Entertainment - Divisional CIO of Motion Pictures and Television'
Vulcan Ventures - David J. Colter, Vice President Technology'
'Warner Bros. - John D. Calkins, Senior Vice President New Media Business Development'
'Air Apparent Incorporated - Donna Dietz, President’
‘Anderson Howard Electric Inc.'
‘jarmstrongl@comcast.net’

John Bartosek (Business Fax) Failed: 3/23/2004
6:14 PM

‘anthony.frenden@disney.com'
Chuck Brunelas (E-mail)

Guy T. lantoni (E-mail)

Jack P. Scanlan (E-mail)

Jill lantoni (E-mail)

Joan & Jeff Stark (E-mail)
Joseph A. Fischman (E-mail)
Lisa Sue Friedstein (E-mail)
Maurice R. Buchsbaum (E-mail)
Mitchell Zamarin (E-mail)
Mitchell Zamarin (E-mail 2)
Mollie Anne DeKold (E-mail)
Robert Roberman (E-mail)

Sal Gorge (E-mail)

George deBidart (E-mail)
Ginger Ekstrand (E-mail)

'Harry . Moatz - OED Director of the United States Patent and Trademark Office'

Dear Shareholders and Friends of lviewit,

By the by, to really make one sick, | just checked and Foley and Lardner billed us for this patent they list as a
Company asset, that has never been an asset of the Company. In fact, the only reason they listed this patent in
the first place is when we found Utley's second set of "cooked" patents books that we were unaware of and they
were forced to reconcile for the set we found with Utley's name as an inventor. The Company also paid former
counsel Blakely Sokoloff Zafman and Taylor to review the portfolio when we discovered Utley's books to audit the
portfolio before distributing it to more investors and they never informed us of this either and billed us for the audit,
recently they have lost all of our original patent documents from all prior counsel.

3/25/2004
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Also, | sent all of you an email a few minutes ago and noticed that the from and subject field somehow got
truncated, | have been having some problems with my outlook mail, so if you did not see it or deleted it, feel free
to call me.

Thank you,

Eliot | Bernstein

Founder

| View It Technologies, Inc.
10158 Stonehenge Circle

Suite 801

Boynton Beach, FL 33437-3546
561.364.4240
iviewit@adelphia.net

THIS MESSAGE AND ITS EMBEDDED FILES INCORPORATED HEREIN CONTAIN INFORMATION THAT IS PROPRIETARY AND
CONFIDENTIAL PRIVILEGED INFORMATION. IF YOU ARE NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE PROHIBITED FROM READING,
OPENING, PRINTING, COPYING, FORWARDING, OR SAVING THIS MAIL AND IT'S ATTACHMENTS. PLEASE DELETE THE MESSAGE
AND ITS EMBEDDED FILES WITHOUT READING, OPENING, PRINTING, COPYING, FORWARDING, OR SAVING THEM, AND NOTIFY
THE SENDER IMMEDIATELY AT 561.364.4240. IF YOU ARE THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE PROHIBITED FROM
FORWARDING THEM OR OTHERWISE DISCLOSING THESE CONTENTS TO OTHERS, UNLESS EXPRESSLY DESIGNATED BY THE
SENDER. THANK YOU!

Article 1, section 8, clause 8 of the United States Constitution provides:
"Congress shall have the power ... to promote the Progress of Science and Useful Arts, by securing for limited Times to Authors and Inventors
the exclusive Right to their Respective Writings and Discoveries."

3/25/2004



IVIEWIT.COM PATENT STATUS REPORT

05707
INVENTOR/ "PERIAL NOJ  FILEDASSUE
TITLE OQUR REF. PATENTEE COUNTRY  PATENT NO. ;)A-ﬁ?wr ASSIGNEE
Zoom and Pan Imaging Using 2 PO20Z Brian Udey United States  Serigh No. Filed Not assigned.
Digital Camera 60/223.344  09/18/00
Zoom and Pan Tmaging Design  PO21Z Brian Utley United States  Serial No. Eiled Not assigned.
Tool 60/233,341 09/18/00
20f2 Updated T1/20/2803

Blakely, Sokoloff, Taylor & Zafman
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FOLEY & LARDNER
ATTORMEYS AT LAW
FIRSTAR CENTER

717 EAST WISCONSIN AVENUE
- MILWAUKEE, WISCONSIN 53202-5367 n
TELEX 26-819
(FOLEY LARD MIL) .
FACSIMILE (414) 297-4900
TELEPHONE (414) 271-2400

IVIEWIT.COM DATE: October 11, 2000
Attn: Mr. Brian G. Utley, President INVOICE NO.: 21071517
One Boca Place ACCOUNT NO.: D571i03-0101

2255 Glades Road, Suite 337 West
Boca Raton, FL 23431

SUMMARY OF QUTSTANDING INVOICES

TCTAL DUE FROM ENCLOSED INVOICE 5 5,258.E82

BALANCE FRCM PREVIOUS INVOICES RENDERED: DATE INW . NO. INV. BALANCE
08/22/00 210587513 140,143,327

0%/11/00 21082020 32,617 .45

TOTAL ZMOUNT DUE 5 178,525 .35

Please Reference Your Account Number 057103-0101 And Invoice Number{s) With
Your Remittance Pavyable To FOLEY & LARDNER.

Folev & Lardner Federal Emplover Number: 35-0472800
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This is amount suddenly appears after we catch Utley with his patents and they must account for them and so we get 2 sets of similar patents, some we don't even own and a huge bill.


IVIEWIT.COM
FILE NUMBER: 057102 Qctober 11, 2000
INVOICE NO. 21972913

{BASED ON 037103-0113)
057103-01153

U.5. PROVISIONAL PALTINT APPLICATICN FOR "ZO0M
AND PAN IMAGING USING 2 OIGITAL CAMERA“
(UTLEY ET 2AL.)

057103-0122

O

4F

RIS

o
e

(1,584 .

28.75

2,001,890

U.S. PROVISIONAL PATENT APPL. FOR "ZOCOM AND SAN
IMAGING DESIGN TOQL™"

(UTLEY, BRIAN G,

057103-0123

TOTAL DUE

Total Services EBilled: g 7,3
Total Disbursements Billed: ¢ (1,2

o oy
[T ]
i o
mw o

14

L,380.00

§,158._52

Please Reference Your Account Number 0537103-0101 and Your
Invoice Number 21071517 With Your Remittance Payable To FOLEY & LARDNER,

rej

oley & Lardner Federal Employver Numbex: 29-047380

0
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Company contends that they bill us for Utley only patent and the Company has no rights, title or interest.  The only reason we contend they put it in the bill is that Utley was caught with 2 sets of books and then they adjusted


IVIEWIT.CCM

PAGE i3
FILE NUMBER: 057103 Octoker 11, 2000
INWOICE NO. 21071627
U.S. PROVISIQNAL PATENT APPLICATION FOR "ZOOM -
AND PAN IMAGING USING A DIGITAL CAMERA™
(UTLEY ET AL.)
057103-Q122
SERVICES
03%/14/00 DABRO Conference with Mr. Utley regarding new invention: 1.10
perform preliminary background search and review
results.
08/18/00 DABO Conferances with and correspondence with M-, Utley 2.00
regarding invention; prepare, revise, and file
Provisional Patent Application.
09/20/00 DABO Conference with Mr. Utley regarding invention and Drior 0.70
art; review file and prepare notes regarding same.
S.80
3 2,001.00
ATTORNEY,/PARALECGAL INIT HOURE RATEH DOLLAERS
Douglas A. Boehm DARO 5.80 343,00 2,001.00
TOTALS: 5,80 s 2,4001.00
EXDPENSES INCURRED
Photocopying Chargesg 0.53
$ 0.50

MATTER TOTAL

2,001.9¢0




IVIEWIT.COM
FILE NUMBER: 057103

October 11, 2000
INVOICE MO. 21071917

U.S5. PROVISIONAL PATENT APPL.. FOR "Z0OM AND PAN -~
IMAGING DESIGN TOOLM

(UTLEY, BRIAN G.)

057103-0123

SERVICES

05/18/00 DARD Conf

nterences with and correspondence with Mr.
regarding invention; prepare, revise, and 4

Provisional Patent Application.

ATTORNEY/2ARALEGAL INTT HOURS

Douglas A. Boehm DERO

TOTALS : 4.00 5

MATTER TOTAL

DAGE i4

Utley 4.00
le

4 .09

5] 1,380.00

1.380.00




IVIEWIT.COM
FILE NUMBER: 057102 Qctober 11, 2000
INVOICE NO. 21972913

{BASED ON 037103-0113)
057103-01153

U.S. PATENT APPLN. FOR "SYSTEM AND METHOL rOR
PROVIDING AN ENHANCED DIGITAL VID=ED
{BERNSTEIN =T aAL.) {3ASED ON 087103-
057103-011¢

PCT INTERNETIONAL PATENT APPLN. FOR "SYSTEM AND
METHOD FOR VIDED PLAYBACK OVER 1 NETWORKM
(BERNSTEIN ET 2L.)

057103-0118.

PCT INTERNATIONAL P2AT, APPL. FOR "SYSTEM AND
METHOD FCR PROVIDING AN ENHANCED DIGITAL IMAGE"
{(BERNSTEIN)

057103-0120

U.5. PROVISIONAL PALTINT APPLICATICN FOR "ZO0M
AND PAN IMAGING USING 2 OIGITAL CAMERA“
(UTLEY ET 2AL.)

057103-0122

U.S. PROVISIONAL PATENT APPL. FOR "ZOCOM AND SAN
IMAGING DESIGN TOQL™"

(UTLEY, BRIAN G,

057103-0123

TOTAL DUE
Total Services EBilled: s T,382.00
Total Disbursements Billed: ¢ (1,203.48)

O

4F

RIS

14

o
e

(1,584 .

28.75

2,001,890

L,380.00

§,158._52

Please Reference Your Account Number 0537103-0101 and Your
Invoice Number 21071517 With Your Remittance Payable To FOLEY & LARDNER,

try

oley & Lardner Federal Employver Numbex: 29-047380

0
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FILE NUMBER: 057103 Octoker 11, 2000
INWOICE NO. 21071627
U.S. PROVISIQNAL PATENT APPLICATION FOR "ZOOM -
AND PAN IMAGING USING A DIGITAL CAMERA™
(UTLEY ET AL.)
057103-Q122
SERVICES
03%/14/00 DABRO Conference with Mr. Utley regarding new invention: 1.10
perform preliminary background search and review
results.
08/18/00 DABO Conferances with and correspondence with M-, Utley 2.00
regarding invention; prepare, revise, and file
Provisional Patent Application.
09/20/00 DABO Conference with Mr. Utley regarding invention and Drior 0.70
art; review file and prepare notes regarding same.
S.80
3 2,001.00
ATTORNEY,/PARALECGAL INIT HOURE RATEH DOLLAERS
Douglas A. Boehm DARO 5.80 343,00 2,001.00
TOTALS: 5,80 s 2,4001.00
EXDPENSES INCURRED
Photocopying Chargesg 0.53
$ 0.50

MATTER TOTAL

2,001.9¢0




IVIEWIT.COM
FILE NUMBER: 057103

October 11, 2000
INVOICE MO. 21071917

U.S5. PROVISIONAL PATENT APPL.. FOR "Z0OM AND PAN -~
IMAGING DESIGN TOOLM

(UTLEY, BRIAN G.)

057103-0123

SERVICES

05/18/00 DARD Conf

nterences with and correspondence with Mr.
regarding invention; prepare, revise, and 4

Provisional Patent Application.

ATTORNEY/2ARALEGAL INTT HOURS

Douglas A. Boehm DERO

TOTALS : 4.00 5

MATTER TOTAL

DAGE i4

Utley 4.00
le

4 .09

5] 1,380.00

1.380.00




IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC.

Eliot 1. Bernstein
Founder
Direct Dial: 561.364.4240

VIA - FASCIMILE

Thursday, February 12, 2004

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
Commissioner of Patent & Trademarks

Re: CHANGE OF INVENTOR REQUEST — INTENT TO DECIEVE AND
COMMITT FRAUD UPON THE USPTO IS CLAIMED

US SERIAL NO. 09 630 939

Dear Commissioner of Patent & Trademarks:

Please let the attached changed of inventors request serve as an official request pursuant
Section 37CFR 1.48 to change the inventors. Whereby, intent to commit fraud on the
USPTO is the listed reason.

Very truly yours,

7e

Eliot I Bernstein
President
I View It Holdings, Inc. and any/all affiliates

10158 Stonehenge Circle # Suite 801 ¢ Boynton Beach, FL 33437-3546 ¢ T: 561.364.4240 # F: 561.364.4240



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
Commissioner of Patent & Trademarks
Thursday, February 12, 2004

Page 2 of 8

CHANGE OF INVENTOR REQUEST
US SERIAL NO. 09 630 939

PURSUANT TO 37CFR 1.48
INTENT TO DECIEVE AND COMMITT FRAUD UPON THE USPTO

I, Eliot I. Bernstein, as acting President of Iviewit and its affiliates, and as a named
inventor on this application, hereby request that the true and correct inventors be added
and the wrong inventors removed from this Non Provisional application 09 630 939 to
properly name the inventors of this invention.

The listed and incorrect inventors for this application are:

Eliot I. Bernstein
Brian G. Utley

The true and correct inventors for this application are:

Eliot I. Bernstein
Zakirul Shirajee
Jude Rosario

The reason for this correction:

The true and correct inventors have been purposefully been left off this patent application
by three different counsels all failing to correctly fix the inventor issues and wrong
disclosures. Since the creation of the invention, our initial counsel in the Provisional
filing 60 125 824 attorneys Kenneth Rubenstein of Proskauer Rose LLP (“PR”) and
Raymond Joao of Meltzer, Lippe, Goldstein, Wolf & Schlissel, P.C., (“MLGS”) failed
after repeated requests to make the inventor and content changes, although they had full
knowledge of the correct inventors and the correct invention. In addition, the content of
the Provisional application had changed from what the inventors disclosed initially and
pertinent disclosures were left out with malice and intent to deceive the USPTO and
further deprive the inventors of their inventions. Subsequent counsel to “PR” attorneys
William Dick, Douglas Boehm and Steven Becker of Foley & Lardner (“FL”) on this
Non Provisional filing, created further errors with the inventors and failed to correct
either the inventors or the content of the Provisional. This may now leave the pertinent
disclosures left off and incorrect inventors, to serve as new matter in the in subsequent

10158 Stonehenge Circle ¢ Suite 801 ¢ Boynton Beach, FL 33437-3546 ¢ T: 561.364.4240 ¢ F: 561.364.4240



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
Commissioner of Patent & Trademarks
Thursday, February 12, 2004

Page 3 of 8

Non Provisional filings that claim priority to the Provisional application. Successor
counsel to “FL” attorneys Norman Zafman, Thomas Coester and Farzad Amini of
Blakely Sokoloff Taylor & Zafman LLP (“BSZT”) also failed to file the corrections
despite repeated requests by the Company to get the corrections to the patent office.

Initially, attorneys Kenneth Rubenstein of “PR” and Raymond Joao of “MLGS”
knowingly, with malice and intent to commit fraud upon the USPTO, left inventors off
the Provisional application after obtaining their signatures and disclosures in meetings.
Mssrs: Rubenstein and Joao, on the subsequent Non Provisional Filing (09 522 721) and
the PCT (00 07772) filings, despite being aware of the prior problems discovered, made
no attempt to fix their errors on the Non-Provisional filing. They further continued the
errors of their Provisional filing, despite having the inventors sign and fix the new Non-
Provisional filings; these changes and signatures were completely discarded by them and
again a different application was filed. Mr. Rubenstein, an Advisor to the Board and
Shareholder, who under deposition claimed to not know the Company now, had been the
first patent attorney to meet with the inventors and receive the disclosures and he
represented that he was directing his underling Mr. Joao to do the Provisional filings with
his oversight. Raymond Joao was terminated as counsel for this and other patent
malfeasances that became uncovered.

To replace “MLGS”, “FL” was retained to make corrections to the patents and get the
correct inventors listed. Again, it was fully disclosed who the correct inventors were and
what the inventions were to each of these attorneys at “FL” for this application and other
applications of the Company. After reviewing Mssrs: Joao and Rubenstein’s work “FL”
found that Raymond Joao had failed to properly list the inventors and left out pertinent
disclosures on the filings. Upon finding out about the correct inventors, “FL” attorneys
stated that the corrections were being made to the Provisional & Non-Provisional
applications. After meeting with and taking disclosures and signatures of the true
inventors, “FL” failed to make the corrections knowingly, with malice and intent to
further commit fraud on the USPTO in their Provisional, Non-Provisional and PCT
applications filed by them. Further, in instances such as this application where Brain G.
Utley is a listed inventor, “FL” added inventor Brian G. Utley, knowingly, with malice
and intent to further commit fraud upon the USPTO, knowing that he was not an inventor
in any material way to the patents and was not even there when they were invented.
Finally, in instances such as this filing, true and correct inventors have been partially left
off the application and others were replaced by Mr. Utley as a new inventor.

This application is also a replacement of the original patent the Company had filed with
Mssrs: Joao and Rubenstein for the original invention in an effort to let the original patent
expire and replace it with this application. Yet, amazingly, the application does not get
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corrected it further gets an entirely new set of inventors, again these inventors are wrong
knowingly, with malice and intent to commit fraud on the USPTO. In this Non
Provisional application, some of the true and correct inventors were dropped and replaced
by Brian G. Utley. Mr. Utley should not be on any applications for the Company, as he
has not invented anything.

It will serve to note here that it has come to the attention of the Company after an
investigation into Mr. Utley’s background that quite the opposite of what his resume
states about his prior employment to the Company is true. At his former job as President
of Diamond Turf Equipment Inc. in Florida, a company owned by a Mr. Monte Friedkin
of Benada Aluminum of Florida, Mr. Utley with the aid of Mr. William Dick of “FL”,
had stolen off with ideas learned while employed at Friedkin’s company relating to turf
equipment. Mr. Utley had written these patents into his own company, Premiere
Consulting, and his own name as inventor with no assignment to the company he worked
for, Premiere Consulting was separate and apart from his employer. Upon discovering
the absconded with patents, Mr. Friedkin demanded that the patent applications be turned
over to the company as they were learned while working at his company by Mr. Utley.
Mr. Utley refused to sign them over to his employer and was fired with cause
immediately for these patent malfeasances. Mr. Friedkin was forced to immediately
close the business and take a substantial multi-million dollar loss on the company due
directly to this incident. Additionally, the company, Premiere Consulting, that was set up
to receive the patents Mr. Utley misappropriated, was set up by Christopher Wheeler of
Proskauer Rose LLP, who was the first person to see the technologies, who then brought
to the Company to handle our patents Mssrs: Rubenstein, Joao, Utley and Dick. What
Mssrs: Wheeler, Utley and Dick failed to disclose to our Company was the past patent
malfeasances and the damage caused to Mr. Friedkin by their actions. I quote from the
resume Mr. Wheeler submitted on behalf of his dear friend Mr. Utley to the Company to
hire him as President and handle our most prized possession the patents:

Personal Resumse

Professionat History:

President, Dizmond Twrf Equipment, Inc. July, 1998 to July 1999

In 1993 the company was engaged in refurbishing obsolete and run-cut goif course meintenance
cquinment and had annual sales of $250K. Sioce that time the company has been transformed
into a manulacturer of new machings which compete favorably with the best of the market
feaders and an expecied revenue for 1999 of $6M, The design of the machines was by Brian and
was accomplished while putiing wgether 2 manefacuring and markering team capable of
supporting the rapid growth of the company.
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This resume is materially different from the truth. Mr. Utley was fired for cause and the
company Diamond Turf Equipment Inc. closed upon his firing. Understanding that the
same people (Wheeler, Utley & Dick) who had caused this calamity are the very same
people who have caused similar harm to our Company, using similar patent malfeasances
is core to understanding why our patents have such a bizarre array of problems. The very
fact that this was not disclosed in writing and waivers, by any of the attorneys and further
lied about in Utley’s resume by Mr. Wheeler who procures the false resume to cover this
up, is a sign of their intent to commit similar crime upon our Company and perpetrate
similar fraud upon the USPTO. Had the Company been aware of this past patent
malfeasance they were involved with the Company surely would have never hired any of
them.

With this understanding, it appears that the intent of “FL” was to replace patents of the
original inventions with patents whereby Mr. Utley was now named an inventor and
finally in some instances Mr. Utley was named sole inventor of certain inventions of the
Company. These applications in Utley’s sole name are for part of the core technology
that he did not invent such as this application. Further, “Zoom and Pan Imaging Design
Tool” Provisional patent 60 233 341 and ‘“Zoom and Pan Imaging Using A Digital
Camera” Provisional patent 60 233 344 are further instances whereby “FL” writes patents
directly into Mr. Utley’s name in an attempt to abscond with core formula’s and ideas of
the original inventions by the true and correct inventors. These Provisional patents with
Mr. Utley as sole inventor with no assignment to the Company, were not disclosed to the
Company or its shareholders and were only revealed when the Company found in Mr.
Utley’s possession a set of patents that was markedly different than what the inventors
were seeing and signing for. These inventions were undisclosed to the Company and
appear to be filed in an attempt to abscond with core features of the original inventions
from the true and correct inventors listed above. When caught with two sets of patent
books, similar to maintaining cooked accounting books, Mr. Utley was terminated with
cause and “FL” was terminated as patent counsel. This patent 09 630 939, has similar
elements to their prior patent scam at Diamond Turf, Inc. in that Mr. Utley rewrites with
the aid of Mr. Dick and other “FL” attorneys, patents again into his name that were not
his inventions. This Non Provisional patent 09 630 939 was replacing the original
Provisional, which Joao had already filed as Non Provisional, which “FL” then claimed
Joao’s work was so wrong, that correcting it was impossible, and this new Non-
Provisional needed to be filed with the correct content and correct inventors. Knowing
the true and correct inventors and having had them sign applications for what appeared
the true invention, “FL” attorneys then threw those signatures and the application out and
replaced it with this application before the USPTO, claiming Mr. Utley as an inventor
and replacing himself with inventors Mssrs: Rosario and Shirajee.
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Finally, “BSZT” the last attorneys of record handling the patents, also failed to file the
correct inventors knowingly, with malice and intent to further perpetrate and cover up
such fraud of prior attorneys to the USPTO, after repeatedly being requested to make the
changes to them. Upon finding that Mr. Utley was not an inventor of anything and that
the inventors were wrong, “BSZT” assured the Company that these issues were being
corrected. They had me sign a power of attorney on Mr. Utley’s behalf to turn the
inventions back over to the Company in his name and remove him from any applications
his name appeared on, due to his employment and invention agreements signed with the
Company that strictly prohibited such misappropriations. Mr. Utley was to be removed
from any/all patents that have his name on them and the ones in which he was named as
the sole inventor, were to be corrected and turned back over to the Company. Now, upon
contacting the USPTO we find that many of these changes remain unchanged, in what
appears another attempt to continue this fiasco and cover up for the attorneys before
them, “BSZT” made virtually no changes requested by the Company.

At all times, all attorneys were fully cognizant of the true inventors and the true invention
for this application. Finally, all these attorneys failed to report the prior counsels
misconduct in these matters to the OED Director or any other department at the USPTO
or other Federal Agencies and left the Company with many serious problems in the
patents. The incorrect inventors are a great risk to the shareholders of the Company and
need to be remedied immediately if possible, as the assignment of these patents to the
Company and any successive assignments are not signed by the true and correct inventors
and thus pose the question of what they currently have rights to in relation to their
investments. Finally, many of the attorneys involved in these patents appear to have
financial interests and severe conflicts of interest with the Company whereby the
company’s inventions being approved would stand in direct conflict with either with
inventions of their own (Raymond Joao) or patent pools overseen be them (Kenneth
Rubenstein).

Currently, I am listed on the patents for examination purposes and after reviewing the
inventors listed have determined on behalf of Iviewit and its affiliates, and, on my own
behalf as an original inventor at the time of creation, that the true inventors are as listed
above and not what exists currently on this application. I was there at the time of
invention and all times relevant hereto, and, swear that all of the following statements are
true and correct statements to the best of my knowledge.
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These issues and many other of attorney misconduct in the above mentioned application
are currently under a pending investigation with the Director of OED whom advised me
to begin correcting the inventor issues with the USPTO Examiners.

Signed on this 11" day of February 2004,

By:

Eligf 1. Befnstein’
President Iviewiand any/all affiliates

/SN
Eljot L Befnstein

Inventor
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I have read the attached reasons for change in inventor with the USPTO and approve of
the changes.
By:

X
Zakirul Shirajee — Inventor

On this day of February 2004
By:

X
Jude Rosario - Inventor ‘ @

MAie
On this a+/_ day of 2004

it‘gyx{m Warner - Assignee
pine Venture Capital Partners LP
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Stephen Warner - CEO - Crossbow Ventures
From his bio
Stephen J. Warner brings over 30 years of experience as a Wall Street investment banker and venture capitalist to CrossBow Ventures. Prior to co-founding CrossBow Ventures, Mr. Warner served as president, chief executive officer, and co-founder of Merrill Lynch Venture Capital, Inc. which, under his leadership, grew to more than $250 million in venture funds under management. In addition, Mr. Warner served on internal investment committees for the selection of venture capital, leveraged buyout, research and development, real estate, oil & gas and equipment leasing investments for Merrill Lynch executives. Mr. Warner has also served as a U.S. government consultant to evaluate the American Enterprise Funds, established by U.S. Congress to promote the development of free enterprise and entrepreneurship. His education includes a Bachelor of Science degree from the Massachusetts Institute of Technology and a Master of Business Administration from the Wharton School of Business.



EXHIBIT "A" - BRIAN UTLEY RESUME EMAILED
TO SHAREHOLDERS

From: iviewit, inc. (E-mail) [mailto:viewmaster@iviewit.com]

Sent: Thursday, August 05, 1999 9:03 PM

To: Alan Epstein (E-mail); Michele M. Mulrooney (E-mail); James F. Armstrong (E-mail); Simon L.
Bernstein (E-mail); Patti & Lester Daniels (E-mail); Andrew R. Dietz (E-mail); Donna Dietz (E-
mail); Gerald R. Lewin (E-mail); Guy Iantoni (E-mail); James R. Jackoway (E-mail); James A.
Osterling (E-mail); Albert W. Gortz (E-mail); Christopher C. Wheeler (E-mail); Jude Rosario (E-
mail); Jude Rosario (E-mail 2); Zakirul Shirajee (E-mail); Friedstein, Jeff; Donald G. Kane II (E-
mail); Brian G. Utley (E-mail 2)

Subject: iviewit.com Welcomes Brian Utley.

Dear Shareholders,

As of August 3rd, 1999 the Board of Directors of iviewit.com has approved
and confirmed Brian Utley as President and COO. Mr. Utley will assume
leadership of the company and the responsibility for organizing our
strategic initiatives and licensing opportunities. Brian brings over
thirty years of management experience from IBM and is highly respected
within the computer industry. We are fortunate to bring Brian to
iviewit.com and look forward to his valuable contribution to the success of
the company.

Brian can be reached at utley b@bellsouth.net
mailto:utley b@bellsouth.net or soon at utley@iviewit.com
<mailto:utley@iviewit.com>.

By phone at work through Goldstein & Lewin at 561-994-5050 or cell at
561-289-8145.

Brian's Personal Resume
Professional History:
President, Diamond Turf Equipment, Inc. July, 1995 to July 1999.

In 1995 the company was engaged in refurbishing obsolete and run-out
golf course maintenance equipment and had annual sales o£f$250,000. Since
that time the company has been transformed into a manufacturer of new
machines that compete favorably with the best of the market leaders and
expected revenue for 1999 of $6M. The design of the machines was by

Brian and was accomplished while putting together a manufacturing and
marketing team capable of supporting the rapid growth of the company.

President, Premier Connections Inc., November, 1991 to Present.
Premier Connections provides consultation and support services in
computer and related business management. Customers have included IBM
and other small businesses.

IBM, 1955 to 1991.
Brian retired from IBM as Vice-President and General Manager, IBM Boca
Raton.

Prior to his assignment in Boca Raton Brian spent 5 years in Europe as
Group Director for PC's and small Systems. This responsibility covered
all aspects of product management for all European, Middle East and
African countries.
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EXHIBIT "A" - BRIAN UTLEY RESUME EMAILED
TO SHAREHOLDERS

In 1983 Brian was appointed General Manager, IBM Biomedical Systems and
asked by the IBM President, John Opel, to evaluate develop the long
range strategy for this business unit. Brian subsequently reported to
the President that the Business Unit, while quite wviable, should be sold
to a related business in the medical community. Having received approval
to do so, he negotiated a profitable sale for IBM.

Between 1965 and 1983 Brian was the project and Systems manager for many
major IBM computer Systems that earned IBM billions of dollars in
revenue. The most notable of these was the 5E3E and AS400, one of IBM's
most technology aggressive development programs ever and still one off
IBM's most popular systems.

Brian entered the IBM laboratories in 1959 and immediately became the
most prominent engineer on his first project with many innovative
designs. Because of this, he was assigned to the German IBM laboratories
to train German engineers in computer technology. He has been awarded a
number of patents the most recent of which was granted in 1998.

From his start in October 1955 to the time he entered the laboratories
Brian was a customer engineer responsible for maintaining IBM equipment
on customer premises. During this time he self-taught computer
technology and transistor theory and developed the first IBM field
course in transistors. This is the accomplishment, which led to his
assignment in the laboratories.

Hobbies:
Brian is a jogger and for 40 years has been an avid glider pilot with
many competitive successes.

Other Activities:
Brian has been a director of the Florida Atlantic University Foundation
Board of Trustees since

1992 and has served as Treasurer, head of the Investment Committee, and
is currently Chairman of the Board.

In addition, he is a director of the Soaring Society of America and
Chairman of the Soaring Society of America Foundation. In the past, he
has served on the Boca Raton Chamber of Commerce Board, the Florida
Philharmonic Board of Directors, and the Florida Governor's Council of
One Hundred and is past president of the Soaring Society of America.

Family:
Brian is married to Sharon, is the father to 5 children and has lived in
Boca Raton since 1988.

Sincerely,

Board of Directors
iviewit.com
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=XHBIT "A" - BRIAN UTLEY RESUME SUBMITTED TO BOARD BY CHRISTOPHER WHEELER

1930 SW B Street
Boca Raton, FL 33486

Personal Resume

Professional History:

President, Diamond Turf Equipment, Inc. July, 1995 to July 1999,

In 1995 the company was engaged in refurbishing obsolete and run-out golf course maintenance
equipment and had annual sales of $250K. Since that time the company has been transformed
into a manufacturer of new machines which compete favorably with the best of the market
leaders and an expected revenue for 1999 of $6M. The design of the machines was by Brian and
was accomplished while putting together a manufacturing and marketing team capable of
supporting the rapid growth of the company.

President, Premier Connections, Inc., November, 1991 to present.
Premier Connections provides consultation and support services in computer and related
business management. Customers have included IBM and other small businesses.

IBM, October, 1955 to October, 1991.

Brian retired from IBM as Vice-President and General Manager, IBM Boca Raton.

Prior to his assignment in Boca Raton Brian spent 5 years in Europe as Group Director for PC’s
and small systems, This responsibility covered all aspects of product management for all
European, Middle East and African countries.

In 1983 Brian was appointed General Manager, IBM Biomedical Systems and asked by the IBM
President, John Opel, to evaluate develop the long range strategy for this business unit. Brian
subsequently reported back to the President that the Business Unir, while quite viable, should be
sold to a related business in the medical community. Having received approval to do so, he
negotiated a profitable sale for IBM.

Between 1965 and 1983 Brian was the project and systems manager for many major IBM
computer systems which earned IBM billions of dollars in revenue. The most notable of these
was the $/38 and AS400, cne of IBM’s most technology aggressive development programs ever
and still one off IBM’s most popular systems.

Brian entered the IBM laboratories in 1959 and immediately became the most prominent .
engineer on his first project with many innovative designs. As a result of this he was assigned 1o
the German IBM laboratories to train German engineers in computer technology. He has been
awarded a number of patents the most recent of which was granted in 1998,

From his start in QOctober 1955 to the time he entered the laboratories Brian was a customer
engineer responsible for maintaining IBM equipment on customer premiises. During this time he
self taught computer technology and transistor theory and developed the first IBM field course in
transistors. This is the accomplishment which led to his assignment in the laboratories.

Education:

Having been born in England, he attended Beverley Gramimar School and graduated in 1948 at
16. In 1949 he emigrated to the United States and completed his senior year at Ogden High
School, Ogden, Utah.

He attended college at Weber College, Qaden, Utah and San Francisco City College completing

wo vears of study. @
Hobbies:
Brian is a jogger and for 40 years has been an avid glider pilot with many competitive successes.
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company for approximately three to four years?

A. Yes.

Q. And what was your role at Diamond
Turf Lawn Mower as president; what did yoﬁ do?

A. I ran the company.

Q. Did you take on the position not
only of president but also as CFO or anything of
that nature, or you just did strictly like a
chief operating officer; what was your role
exactly?

A. I suppose you could consider it to

be a cross between a chief operating officer and

Proskauer Rose, et al. vs Iviewit.Com, Inc., et al. 8/22/02
Q. Okay. You just failed to mention 102
that in your previous --
A. I'm sorry, vyes.
Q. Okay. And what did you do at
Diamond Turf Lawn Mower?
A. I was president.
0. You were president. For the full
four years?
Al Yes.
Q. Okay.
A. My recollection is a little hazy.
It could have been 95, 96 when I started.
Q. Okay. So you were president of this

Pat Carl & Associates (763)591-0535 or (800)591-9PCA
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Proskauer Rose, et al. vs Iviewit.Com, Inc., et al. 8/22/02

the chief engineer.

Q. And what did Diamond Turf Law Mower
do; what sort of company is that?

A. It produced maintenance equipment
for golf courses.

Q. Okay. And were you working also
doing engineering for the company as well?

A. Yes.

Q. And that engineering capabilities
that you have, was that something you garnered
through your employment with IBM or is that
something that you héd specific knowledge of
outside of your employment with IBM?

A. Both.

0. This was not engineering of
electrical components; this was engineering of
mechanical systemé; is that what this was?

A. Every, virtually every mechanical
system has an electrical component.

Q. Okay.

A. And a hydraulic component in this
particular case.

Q. And when did you —-- when you ceased

worked with Diamond Turf Lawn Mower, was that an

amicable leaving or was there some problem or did

103
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Proskauer Rose, et al. vs Iviewit.Com, Inc., et al. 8/22/02

everything work out okay with that?

A. Well, there was a, there was a

dispute over intellectual property. There was no

intellectual property agreement in my employment

agreement and there were certain inventions that

I made that we were unable to resolve ownership

of.

0. Okay. So these were inventions that

you developaed while you were employed by Diamond

Turf Lawn Mower?

A. Yes.

Q. Okay. Can you describe those

inventions to me.

A. They related to hydro-mechanical
equipment.
Q. Okay. What exactly with hydraulic

mechanical equipment?

A. How much detail you want me to go in
to?

Q. Well, were they related somehow to
the operations of the hydraulics of the equipment
or were they strictly mechanical?

A. They related to a hydro-mechanical
system, which means that it involwves the

integration of hydraulics into a mechanically

104
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'roskauer Rose, et al. vs Iviewit.Com, Inc., et al. 8/22/02

operating piece of equipment.

0. Okay. And that's what all these
patents, or were all these patents or were all
these inventions, rather, the subject of?

A. Yes. Almost all the equipment that
Diamond Turf produced or was involved with was
hydro-mechanical.

Q. Are there any current patents or
patents pending or applications for patents on
these things that you hold?

A. No.

Q. Who holds the patent rights or if
there are any patent rights, who has applied for
those?

A. I'm not aware of any one.

Q. So you're not aware of any one
making claim to these intellectual properties at
this point?

Al No.

Q. When were you first introduced to
Iviewit or its products by Mr. Wheeler? I'm
assuming that Mr. Wheeler.was the one who
introduced you to the company.

A, Yes.

Q. And when was the first time that you
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we're talking about them because you said billing
statements, which could be something totally
different, I don't know.

MR. SELZ: That's the attached
exhibits to the Amended Complaint in this matter
that we're referring to.

MR. PRUSASKI: Okay. Thanks.

By MR. SELZ:

0. Now, you had referenced Mr. Dick

doing some patent work for yourself; is that

correct?
AL Yes.
Q. And was that any patents arising

from your employment with Diamond Turf?

A. It was arising from the technology

and engineering work that I did, yes.

Q. So the hydro-mechanical work that

you had done at Diamond Turf?

A. Yes.

Q. And was there ever a dispute between

yourself and the owner of Diamond Turf with

regard to the patents involved for that

hydro-mechanical work?

MR. PRUSASKI: Objection, relevance

and to the form.

265
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THE WITNESS: There was a

disagreement as to ownership of the intellectual

property.

By MR. SELZ:

Q. There was a dispute?
A. Yes.
Q. Did you ever advise the owner of

Diamond Turf that you were going to patent these

intellectual properties under your own name?

A. I did.

Q. Did you do that prior to patenting

those or after?

A. They were never, they were not
patented.
Q. Okay. They were not patented. Was

the application for patent made?

A. No.

Q. Since your employment with
Iviewit.com or Iviewit, yeah, dotcom, LLC, what
patents have you taken out in your name, sir?

A. I have not taken out any patents in
my name, other than what has been appended to
patents filed by Iviewit and assigned to Iviewit.

Q. Okay. So they're all patents held

by Iviewit and you're named as a co-inventor; is
Yy

266

"at Carl & Associates (763)}591-0535 or (800)591-9PCA

(722)



eliot
Line

eliot
Line

eliot
Line

eliot
Line

eliot
Line

eliot
Line

eliot
Line

eliot
Line

eliot
Note
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president and COO of Iviewit to Wachovia®?

A. We shared nondisclosure agreements
+#nd communicated as required in order to
~onstruct the business plan.

Q. And did they require or request that
you provide them with a CV as part of the
business plan to evidence your expertise.

A. I believe so.

MR. PRUSASKI: Objection to form.
MR. SELZ: 1I'11 restate the
‘question.
By MR. SELZ:

0. Did Wachovia Bank request that you
provide personal information to them as part of
that business plan?

A, Yes.

Q. And did you pro%ide that personal
information in the form of a curriculum vitae or
(V2

A. It was integrated in prior editions
nf the business plan and flowed into the one that
was developed with Wachovia.

Q. Now, when Chris Wheeler first
introduced you to Iviewit, was he aware of the

situation at Diamond Turf and yourself and

243
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Mr. Monte Freedkin or what was Mr. Wheeler's 244
knowledge of your position at Diamond Turf, to
the best of your knowledge?
MR. PRUSASKI: Objection to form.
MR. SELZ: Okay. I'1l1 restate the
question. I'm sorry. Getting a little tired.
MR. PRUSASKI: I'm just objecting to
the extent that you're asking him what Chris
Wheeler's personal knowledge was.
MR. SELZ: Okay.
By MR. SELZ:

Q. To the extent that you know, what
was Chris Wheeler's personal knowledge of that
situation?

MR. PRUSASKI: Objection to form.
THE WITNESS: I believe Chris,
Mr. Wheeler was fully cognizant of my
relationship to Diamond Turf Equipment and to
Mr. Freedkin.
By MR. SELZ:

Q. And he was aware about your
departure from that company and that situation?

A. Yes.

Q. Involving your employed and your

change of employment when you left Diamond Turf?

Carl & Associates (763)591-0535 or (800)591-9PCA (722)
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A. Yes. 245
0. Other than your retirement at IBM,

was there any other reason why you left IBM's

employ?
A. No.
Q. Do you have any ongoing dispute with

either IBM or Diamond Turf?

A. No.

0. Going back to the employment of an
attorney when you were at Diamond Turf, was there
a retainer agreement that you recall signing on
behalf of Diamond Turf to employ an attorney
there? Or I'll take that back. I think you said
that you never employed an attorney there; is
that correct?

A. That is correct.

Q. When you hired an attorney
personally, did you have a retainer agreement
that you signed?

A. No.

Q. Do you have any letter or any other
document. evidencing the rates to be charged and
the services to provided by that attorney?

A. I would have to research that

question.

Carl & Associates (763)591-0535 or (800)591-9PCA (722)
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training that you'wve had or maybe you —-- you did
indicate that you had any degree in mathematics.
Is that something that you have some experience
from from some cther portion of your employment
or background?

A, I have training and experience in
mathematics.

Q. I'm sorry.

R I say I have training and experience
in mathematics.

0. How about in the scaling wideo
invention; is that part of what you'wve already
describad?

A That is readily derived from a
mathematical background.

Q. How about the remote control video

applications?

A. That's different.

0. Dkay. MNow going back to --

A, What --

0. -- the patent dealing specifically

with remote control applications.
9 What I did there was I established
the fact that the design point that Eliot had

discovered in optimizing the guality of the

113
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picture that would be transmitted acress the
internet at a given speed, I identified that
which he had discovered by an ad hoc process; I
discovered the structural basis for that
optimization.

0. Okay. 5o that was semething that
was outside the scope of what he had already,
what Eliot had already discovered?

. It really established why it worked.

0. And is your name on any patent or
patent application with regard to that particular
technology?

B It possibly is. I don't recall how
many of those my name is on since I didn't keep
any of those records.

Q. How about camera zoom applications?

A, Okay. How about camera zoom

applications?

0. Is there any patent or patent

application dealing with camera zoom

applications?

AL Not specifically. It was, it was

determined that there is a correlation between

the zoom and pan that had been developed and what

is being used in cameras.

114
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0. Okay. And the correlation was for

development of future cameras or was that simply

an observation that was made?

A, It was an observation that current

camera technology incorporates zoom and pan

technology.

Q. Okay. How about any patent or
patent applications dealing with scales video or
zoom video imaging applications other than what
we've already discussed?

I Without looking, and I apologize for
this, without looking at the specific patent
filings by name and number, I think, you know,
we're not really going to be able to get much
further on this discussion.

Q. Okay.

AL I don't waﬁt to put you off at all,
but I just want to say that te pursue a detailed
questioning in this specific area, I need toc be
able to refresh my mind with what is in the
record.

Q. Okay. And are those documents that
you have in your possession someplace?

P MNo.

Q. You don't have any of the paperwork

115
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THE WITNESS: There was a
disagreement as to ownership of the intellectual
property.

By MR. SELZ:

Q. There was a dispute?
A. Yes.
Q. Did you ever advise the owner of

Diamond Turf that you were going to patent these
intellectual properties under your own name?

A. I did.

Q. Did you do that prior to patenting

those or after?

A. They were never, they were not
patented.
Q. Okay. They were not patented. Was

the application for patent made?

Al No.

Q. Since your employment with
Iviewit.com or Iviewit, yeah, dotcom, LLC, what
patents have you taken out in your name, sir?

A. I have not taken out any patents in

my name, other than what has been appended to

patents filed by Iviewit and assigned to Iviewit.

Q. Okay. So they're all patents held

by Iviewit and you're named as a co-inventor; is

266
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that what it is?

A. Yes.

0. And Iviewit would be listed as a

primary patent holder; is that how it would be?

A. They were assigned to Iviewit.

Q. They were assigned to Iviewit. Are

you aware of any police report that was ever
filed involving Mr. Mike Real and yourself?
MR. PRUSASKI: Objection, relevance.
By MR. SELZ:
Q. Go ahead and answer the question, if
you can, sir.
A. There was a dispute over the nature
of the equipment that I bought from Iviewit as --
Q. Well, that really wasn't my
question. My question was are you aware of a
police report? And it's really a yes ér no type
of answer.
MR. PRUSASKI: Objection, relevance.
THE WITNESS: I believe there was a
report.

By MR. SELZ:

Q. Okay. Do you know who filed that
report?
A, Iviewit filed that report as far as

267
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picture that would be transmitted across the
internet at a given speed, I identified that
which he had discovered by an ad hoc process; I
discovered the structural basis for that
optimization.

Q. Okay. So that was something that
was outside the scope of what he had already,
what Eliot had already discovered?

A. It really established why it worked.

0. And is your name on any patent or
patent application with regard to that particular
technology?

A. It possibly is. I don't recall how
many of those my name is on since I didn't keep

any of those records.

Q. How about camera zoom applications?

Al Okay. How about camera zoom
applications?

Q. Is there any patent or patent

application dealing with camera zoom

applications?

A. Not specifically. It was, it was

determined that there is a correlation between

the zoom and pan that had been developed and what

is being used in cameras.
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Q. Okay. And the correlation was for 115

development of future cameras or was that simply

an observation that was made?

A, It was an observation that current

camera technology incorporates zoom and pan

technology.

Q. Okay. How about any patent or
patent applications dealing with scales video or
zoom video imaging applications other than what
we've already discussed?

A. Without looking, and I apologize for
this, without looking at the specific patent
filings by name and number, I think, you know,
we're not really going to be able to get much
further on this discussion.

Q. Okay.

A, I don't waﬁt to put you off at all,
but I just want to say that to pursue a detailed
questioning in this specific area, I need to be
able to refresh my mind with what is in the
record.

Q. Okay. And are those documents that
you have in your possession someplace?

A. No.

Q. You don't have any of the paperwork

Pat Carl & Associates (763)591-0535 or (800)591-9PCA (722)
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IVIEWIT.COM PATENT STATUS REPORT

Lapsep Paovisional U.S. PATENT APPLICATIONS

05707
INVENTOR/ SERIAL RO/ FILED/ISSUE e 2 q
TITLE OUR REF. PATENTEE COUNTRY  PATENT NO. pATE _ ASSIGNEE REMARKS
Apparatus and Method for POOGZ Fliot ] Bernstein - United States  Serial No. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Lapsed
Producing Enhunced Digital 60149737 0871949
Images and/or Digital Video Assigned: QL0600 PHBPCT filed based on this provisional
Files ReelFrame application.
010523/0506
Apparatus and Method for POGTZ Ehot]. Bemnstein  United States  Serial No. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Lapsed
Producing Enhanced Video 60/155404  09/22/99
Images andjor Viden Files Assigned: 01/06/00 POIOPCT, POLIPCT, POI2PCT, POISPCT
Reel/Frame and POISPCT all filed based on this
010523/0183 provisional application.
Apparatus and Method for PO0SZ Eliot I Bernstein ~ United States  Serial No. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Tne. Lapsed
Producing Enhanced Video 6/169,559 12/08/99
Images and/or Video Files Assigned: 01/06/00 POIOPCYT, PGIIPCT, POIZPCT and
ReelFrame POLSPCT all filed based on this provisivnal
010523/220 application.
Zoowm and Pan Imaging Using a2 PO20Z Brian Udey United States  Serial No. Filed Not assigned. Lapsed
Digital Camera 607223,344 091800
Zoom and Pan Tmaging Design PO21Z Brian Utley United States  Serial No. Filed Not assigned. Lapsed
Tool 60/233,341 09/18/00
20f2 Updated T1/20/2803
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- CONFIDENTIAL

Management Whereas the Company has retained Ko / Ferry to assist in the identification and recruitment
of a high impact Chief Executive Officer (preferably from the media or entertainment
industry) and Chief Technical Officer, iviewit has assembled a complementary and seasoned,
management team with Fortune 100 and early-stage, entrepreneurial experience. This team
consists of the following personnel:

Brian G. Utley, President (67) — For over 30 years, Mr. Utley was responsible for the
development and world-wide management of many of IBM’s most successful products such
as the AS400 and the PC. His career with IBM culminated with his responsibility as Vice
President and General Manager of IBM Boca Raton with a work force of over 6,000
professionals. He is a graduate of San Francisco City College.

liot 1. Bernstein, Founder and Vice Chairman (37) — Prior to founding iviewit, Mr.
Bemnstein spent 15 years with SB Lexington where he was President of the West Coast
Division creating and developing many innovative, computer-based multi-media marketing
tools which remain in use supporting multi-billion dollar service industries. Mr. Bernstein is
a graduate of the University of Wisconsin.

Michael A. Reale, Vice President of Operations (60) — Mr. Reale has over 20 years of
operations experience, including P&L, quality, and delivery performance accountability.
Most recently, Mr. Reale was the Chief Operating Officer for Boca Research (Nasdaq:BOCI),
a manufacturer of personal computer enhancement and Internet thin client products. Mr.
Reale received his BA and MBA from Pace University.

Raymond T. Hersh, Vice President of Finance (58) — Mr. Hersh has over 35 years of
successful business and operating experience involving financial services,
telecommunications, manufacturing, and corporate strategic planning. For over 20 years, Mr.
Hersh has operated and grown companies in Florida, and most recently, he was co-founder
and President/CEO of New Medical Concepts, Inc., a telecom company specializing in
providing healthcare information. Earlier, he spent five years as an Enforcement Attorney
with the U. S. Securities and Exchange Commission in New York City where he exited as a
Branch Chief. He is a member of the New Jersey and New York Bars. Mr. Hersh received
his BA from Lafayette College and his LLB/JD from the University of Pennsylvania.

Kevin J. Lockwood, Vice President of Sales and Business Development (40) — Mr.
Lockwood joins iviewit from Cylex Systems where he held the position of Executive Vice
President of Sales and assisted in securing three rounds of funding exceeding $20 million. He
also held the position of Head of Sales for Acer America, Inc. where he increased sales from a
run rate of $150 million annually to over $1.5 billion annually in only a 17-month time. In
addition, Mr. Lockwood successfully launched the Fujitsu P.C. into the U.S. and in the first
year amassed revenues of over $200 million. He is a graduate of the University of Maryland
with a Bachelor of Science degree in Business Administration.

Guy Iantoni, Vice President of Sales (35) — Prior to joining iviewit in 1999, Mr. Iantoni
was Senior Financial Representative with Fidelity Investments. From 1995 to 1997, he served
as an Investment Management Consultant to the private client group of Morgan Stanley Dean
Witter & Company, Inc. Mr. lantoni has developed computer databases and systems to
effectively market and target segments in both the financial markets and the healthcare
industries. Mr. Iantoni is a graduate of the University of Wisconsin with an advanced degree

in Pharmacy.
Strategic iviewit is creating a stable of strategic partners in the areas of technology, R&D, applications
Alliances development, and video hosting and delivery. The Company has partnered with key industry

leaders to develop precedence in the market. Partners include Greg Manning Auctions, Atlas
Entertainment, Medical Online, Digital Island, Burst.com, and Versifi.

WACHOVIA SECURITIES, INC. Page 7
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or where the site of that lawsuit was?

A, No.

Q. Was it in the federal court or state
court?

A. I don't know.

Q. Was your deposition taken in the

Sate of Florida —--

A. No.

Q. —-- or taken elsewhere?

A. It was taken in New York.

Q. In New York. Okay. Now, going back

to something that Mr. Prusaski started but I
don't think he completed with was some of your

background information about your education. If

you can just tell me from undergraduate onward

what your educational background is, Sir, schools

you attended, years of attendance and degree.

A. I don't have a degree.
Q. Okay.
A. I attended Weaver State University,

which was then Weaver College, 1950.

Q. Okay.

A. San Fransisco City College, 1957,
1958.

Q. Okay. And you graduated from San

94
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Francisco College or did not? 95
A. I don't have a degree.
Q. Okay. So you never completed your

course at San Fransisco then?

A. Right.

Q. With regard to your employment
experience, you had stated your employment with
IBM. What years was that from, Sir?

A. 1955 through 1992.

Q. 92. And your first employment with

IBM in 1955, what position was that in if you can

recall?

A. I was employed as a customer
engineer.

Q. All right. And after that, you were

promoted to what position?

AL fn 1960 I was promoted to
development engineer, electrical engineer.

0. At that point, were you supervising
a staff or working with other engineers below you

at that point?

A. I was involved in design of a
computer.
Q. Were you the leader of any design

team or were you just an individual engineer

"at Carl & Associates (763)591-0535 or (800)591-9pPCA (722)
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EXHIBIT “B”
Patent Filing Process

Q) a patent attorney’s first contact with a bona fide inventor is where that
attorney receives a “disclosure” from that inventor, or a series of disclosures, to
begin the framework of a provisional® patent application or a non-provisional®®
patent application, and where said inventor certainly was not Utley, Utley was not
there at the time of the inventions, as the first disclosures were made to Rubenstein
and, upon information and belief, the patent evaluator of, among others, the
multimedia patent pools commonly known as Motion Picture Experts Group
(“MPEG”) 2 and MPEG 4; and

(i)  from the framework of the first disclosures, a patent counsel then forms
“claims” to that invention where the claims are meant to precisely identify to which
areas of protection an inventor gleans from the exact description of his or her
invention according to the disclosures, and where the drafting of such claims are the
exclusive affair of patent counsel subject to review by the inventor, and where said
inventor certainly was not Utley; and

(i)  once the framework of the invention and the claims are approved by an
inventor, and in all cases herein, said inventor was not Utley, patent counsel then
puts forth to a bona fide inventor what is known as the Declaration and Power of
Attorney document that contains strict requirements according to the law for
inventors and where said inventor was not Utley as he took no part in the
formulation of the invention, took no part in the first disclosures of the inventions,
took no part, or rather, should have taken only a limited role supporting the
inventor in reviewing the claims, and, consequently, signing an Oath of the
Applicant according to the evidence presented below, falls outside the requirements
of the law in this disingenuous ploy by Respondent and Utley; and

(iv)  once patent counsel has completed all steps in (i) to (iii), and only then,
patent counsel actually files a patent application with the United States Patent and
Trademark Office (“USPTQO”), and where the damage by Respondent had already
occurred in (iii); and

(v) once patent counsel has actually filed an application with the USPTO, from
time to time, he or she may be called upon to respond to challenges to the inventions
from the USPTO (commonly referred to as office actions) and where the damage by
Respondent had already occurred in (iii); and

% Define provisional
% Define non-provisional

10158 Stonehenge Circle, Suite 801, Boynton Beach, Fla. 33437 ® T 561.364.4240 ® www.iviewit.com
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(vi) and once favorably responded to and having such responses accepted by
USPTO to office actions, patent counsel will receive was is known as a Notice of
Issuance of the patent for the inventions disclosed and where the damage by
Respondent had already occurred in (iii); and

(vii)  some three months or so after receiving a Notice of Issuance, the USPTO will
afford the applicant (bona fide inventor or his assignee as the case may be) a granted
patent, and where the damage by Respondent had already occurred in (iii).

10158 Stonehenge Circle, Suite 801, Boynton Beach, Fla. 33437 ® T 561.364.4240 ® www.iviewit.com
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INYENTOR! SERIAL NU/  FILED/ISSUE ;
CILE MATTER  PATENTEE COUNTRY pAT;:\N'r NL:). l[:k:-gmwh ASSIGNEE REMARKS
Apparatus and Method for POOL Eliot {. Bernstein ~ United States Serial No.  Fijed Bemstein 1o Iviewit LLC Abandoned
Producing Enhanced Digital (fkal02) 60/125824 03124799 1o Lviewit Holdings, Inc. (Provisional Application)
Images
Assigned: 01/06/00
Reel/Frame:
0105230526
Apparatus and Methdd for PO02 EliotI. Bernstein ~ United States  Serial No. Filed Bernstein to Iviewit LLC Abandoned
Producing Enhanced Video (fka 103) 60137,297 06/03/99 to Iviewil Holdings, Inc. (Provisional Application)
mages
Assigned: 01/06/00
ReelFrame:
010523/0494
Apparatus. and l\{le[hod for POO3 Eliot L. Bernstein ~ United States  Serial No. Filed Bemstein to Iviewit LLC Abandoned
Playing Video Files Across the  (tka 104) 607137,921 06/07/99 Lo Iviewit Holdings, Inc. (Provisivnal Applicalion)
Intemet
Assigned: 01/06/00
Reel/Frame:
X 010523/0497
Apparatus and Method for PO04 Eliot1. Bemstein ~ United States  Serjal No. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc.  Abandoned
Providing andéor Transniitting {Ika 103) 60/141,440 06129199 (Provigional Application)
Video Duna and/or Information in Assigned: 01/03/00
a Communication Network Reel/Frame:
010523/0574
Apparatus and Method for POOS Eliot I. Bernstein ~ Uniled Stales  Serial No, Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Abandoned
Producing Enhanced Digital (fka 100) 60146726 08/02/99 (Provisional Application)
Inages Assigned: 01/06/00
Reel/Frame:
010523/0509
Apparatus and Melhod for POOG Eliot1. Bernsten ~ Uniled Slates  Serial No. Viled Iviewit Holdings, Inc.  Abandoned
Producing Eahanced Digital {tka 107) 60/149.737 0819199 (Provisional Application)
Images and/ur Digital Video Files Agsigned: 01/06/00
Reel/Franwe
010523/0506
Apparatus and Method for PoO7 Eliot 1. Bemstein ~ Uniled Stales  Serial No. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Abandoned
Producing Enhanced Video (fka 108} 607155404 09/22/99 {(Provisional Application)

Images and/or Video liles

Assigned: 01/06/00
Reel/Frame
010523/0183

Blkly, Sukuloff, Tuylor & Zalman

Prepared /172001




VIEWIT.COM PATENT STATUS REPORT

05707
INVENTOR/ SERIAL NOJ/  gILEDASSUE : :
TILLE MATIER _ PATENTEE COUNTRY _ PATENT NO. __DaTE . ASSIGNEE KEMAKKS
Apparatus and Method for POOS Eliotl. Bemstein ~ United States  Serial No.  Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. ~ Abandoned
Producing Enharced Video {fka 109) 60/169,559 12/08/99 (Provisional Application)
Iinages and/or Video Files Assigned: ¢1/06/00
Reel/Frame
010523/0220
Apparatus and Method for POOYPCT  Eliot L. Bemnstein ~ Patent Serial No. Filed Not assigned. Pending.
Producing Enhanced Digilai (tka 110) Cooperation  PCT/US00/07 03/23/00
Images ‘ Treaty 772
! Privrity
03/24/9
System and Methed for POIOPCT  EliotL Bemstein  Patenl Serial No. Filed Not assigned. Pending,
Streaming an Enhanced Digital — (fka 111) Cooperaion  BCT/USOU/1S 06/02/00
Video File Treaty 408
System and Method for POLIPCT  Eliot L. Bernsiein ~ Patent Serial No. Filed Applicant Pending
Providing an Enhanced 1igital (ka 112) Cooperaion  PCT/USOW1S 06/02/00 Iviewit Holdings, Inc.
Video File i ‘Treaty 405 Written opinion due 06/20/01 .
! Privrity
03/06/99
Systen and Method for Playing a PO12PCT  Eliot L. Bernstein ~ Patent Serial No. Fited Applicant Pending.
Digital Video File (tka 113) Cooperation  PCT/USOG/15 06/02/00 Iviewit Holdings, luc.
Treaty 406 Writlen opiniun due 0620401
Priority
03/06/99
Systein and Method for PO13 Eliot I. Bemnstein ~ United States - Serial No. Filed Applicant Pending.
Streaming an Enhancetl Digilat — (Ika 114)  Zakirul A. Shirajee OW/587,730  06/05/00 Iviewit Holdings, e,
Video File
System and Method for Playing a PO14 Elict . Bemistein United States  Serial No. Filed Applicant Pending.
Digital Video File (tka 115)  Zakinul A. Shirajes 09/587.026  06/05/00 Iviewit Holdings, Inc
2 Prepured /1772001

Blahely, Sukoloff, Faylor & Zutinan




Page 1gf 2 CONFIDENTIAL
IVIEWIT.COM PATENT PORTFOLIO
Tah FEL MLG Counfry . Mo. Appl
No.| Dkt No. | Dkt No. {Type) Appl, Mo. | Filing Date Application Title Inventar{s)| Assignee Pg sIST:s Priority
1 | 57103102 5865-1 U-S o Exfaad o | St Iviewit
" 607125824 | 3/24H1099 | P i igi '
{Provislonal) roducing Enhanced Digital Bemstain | Holdings, Inc. 15/ N/A
Images
2 | 57108 US Apparatus and Method for Eliot | Iviewt
03| 5865-3 . 60M137,257 | 6/31999 | Producing E )
{Prowisional) racu ngl nhanced Video Bemstain | Holdings, Inc. 0 NIA
mapes
US. Apparalus and Method far Eliot | :
3 | 57103104 | 58654 S 60/137,921| 671999 | Playing Video Files Across ot | Iviewit 10 N
Pra I \ , . A,
{Pravisional) the Internet Bemstein | Holdings, Inc.
Apparglus and Method for
U5, Froviding and/or Transmittin Elict | Ivimwit
4 | 571037105 | 5865-4.1 - 60{141,440 g d ‘ view
{Provisional} 5201909 Video Data andfor Information] Bernsiein | Holdings, Inc. 2572 NZA
in a Communication Metwark
us Apparatus and Method for Etiot | Iviewit
5 | 57103H05 | 5865-6 . G0/148,726 | 8219 i igi )
{Provisional) o3 F'rodumngIEnhanoed Digial Bemstein | Holdings, Inc. 1ard N/A
mages
Apparatus and Method for
us. Producing Enhanced Digital Eliot | Ivigwit
& | 57103/107 | 58655 - B0/149,737 | 81191199 g : viewl
{Pravisional) 9 Images and/or Digital Video | Bemstein | Holdings, Inc. 2114 NiA
Files
7 | 571031108 | 58657 V.S g Entaert iy | Elot1 Wiewil
- o B0/155.404 | 5/22/1899 | Producing Enhanced Video ) 2914 MIA,
P I Bamstei i
{Provisicnal) Images and/or Video Files stein | Holdings, Inc.
US Apparatus and Method for Elict | Wiewit
B | 57103108 | 5865-B o 60/169,558 1 12/8/1999 | Producing Enhanced Video ) 4715 N/A
Provisional ) i |
| ] Images andlor Vidao Files Bernstein | Holdings, Inc.
POT PCTIUSO0/ Apparatus and Method far Ei .
9 571034110 | 5865-10 . i igi ot 1. iewit
(International) 07772 232000 PmduclnglEnhanmd Digital Bemstein | Holdings, Inc. 144 B0M 25,824
mages
001, 772057 .5 Foley & Lardner TI2412000




Page 2 of 2 CONFIDENTIAL
IVIEWIT.COM PATENT PORTFOLIO
Tab F&L MLG Country . . No. Appl. .
No.| Dkt No. | DKt No. {Typs) Appl. No. | Flling Date Application Title Invantor{s)| Asszignee PysiShts Prioriky
System and Method for . BOM 3T 247
10 | 571031111 | A ﬂmer'::;;mal} Pﬁwsf{faﬂm 6/2/2000 | Streaming an Enhanced E;]“"i: 203 | 60/155,404
Digital Videa File J 60/169,559
Systern and Method for Bemsiein, B0/137,297
11 | 57103112 MR {Inter:(;i-li—onalj FC;TETGSEDW 6/2/2000 |Providing an Enhanced Digital]  Ulley, 333 B80/155 404
Video File Rosario 60/169,55%
. 80/137,297
12 | 57103113 na Pol | PETVSOO is00p | Systemand Methad for ) Bamstein, 2013 | 607156404
{Intemational) 15406 Playing a Digital Video File Shirajee 50/169 559
L5, System and Method for Bemstein g% 2;’33:
13 | 57103114 N/A, (Non- 09/587,730 | &/5/2000 Streaming an Enhanced Shica ! 2913 60/ EBlE
Pravisional) Digital Video File raee 7103111 12‘:”:1.
U B0/137 297
S : System and Method for Bemstein, B0/155,404
14 | 57403115 WA {Nan- 08/587,026 | &/5/2000 Playing a Digital Video File Shirgjos 29/3 60/169.550
Pravisianal) 57103/113PCT
s, System and Melhaod for Bernstein, ggﬂ:;ig:
15 § 57103116 MNFA {Non- 09/587.734( 6572000 |Providing an Enhanced Digital Utley, 333 60/1 69.559
Provisional) Video File Rosarkc 5716371 1.2F'CT
w6 | 57103118 | wia PCT  |PCTIUSOW| oo | System and Method for Video Er‘:";:s‘;ii:' sap | 60137521
{international) | 15602 Playback Over a Network Utlsey ' 60/141,440
Apparatus and Mathod for
17T [ 57103/119 | 58651 1.5, 08/522,721 | 3A10/2000 | Producing Enhanced Digital | Bemstein 15/4 6125824
Images
D04 7720975 Faley & Lardner 72412000




IVIEWIT.COM PATENT STATUS REPORT

Uniren STATES PATENT APPLICATIONS

05707
INVENTOR/ SERIAL NOJ JED/ASSUE .
TITLE OUR REF,  PATENTEE COUNTRY _ PATENT NO. Dtk ASSIGNEE REMARKS
Systern and Methed for Po10 Fliol L Rernstein  United States  Serial No. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Pending.
Streaming an Enhanced Digital Zakiral A. Shirajec O9/587,730  (08/05/00
Video Fike First Office Action received dated 11/10/03,
System and Method for PG11 Elot L Bernstein ~ United States  Seriaf No. Filed Fviewit Holdings, Inc. Pending.
Providing An Enbanced Digital Brisn G. Udey 09/587,734  06/0540
Video Tile Jude R. Rogario
System and Method for Playing P14 EHot I. Bernstein  United States  Serial No. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Pending.
a Digital Video File Zukirul A. Shirgjee 09587026 0GIOSK0
System and Method for P08 Eliot ] Bernstein ~ United States  Serial No. Filed Not assigned. Pending.
Providing and Enhanced Digital Brian Udey 09/630.939  08/2/400
Fmage File First Office Action received 10/29/03.
Apparatus and Method lor POz Eliot I, Bernstein  United States  Serial No. Filed Not assigned Abandoned.
Producing Enhanced Digital 0322720 030000
Images Claims benefit of Provisional Applicetion No.
GOI125,824.
Deadline to enter National Phase 9/23/01.
1of} Updated  11/20/2003

Biakely, Sokoloft, Taylor & Zafran



IVIEWIT.COM PATENT STATUS REPORT FOREIGN PATENT APPLICATIONS

a3747
INVENTOR/ SERIAL NOJ  prLEDMISSUE . :
TLILE QUR REF, PATENTEE COUNTRY PATENT NO. ¥ “f;f{’\l;?“m ASSIGNEE REMARKS

System and Method for POIOEP  Eliotl Bernstein  EPO - Burope Seriai No. Fifed Iviewit.com, Inc. Pending.

Streaming an Eohanced Digital Zakirul A, Shirajee 009381260  06/02/00

Video File Published: 3/06/02,
Pubiication No.: 1183870
First Office Action received. Reguest for
Extension to respond pending.

System and Method for POL0OIP  EBliotl Bemsteln  Japan Serial No. Filed Tviewit.com, Inc. Pending.

Streaming an Enhanced Digital Zakirul A, Shirajec 2001-302364  06/02/00

Video File

System and Method for POIIEP  Eliot] Bemstein, FPO - Hurope Serial No. Filed Tviewit.com, nc. Pending.

Streaming an Enhanced Digitat Zakirul A. Shirajec 00944619.6 /2002000

Video File Published: 3/20/02.
Publication No.: 1188318
First Office Action received.

System and Method for POILIP  Eliot1 Bernstein,  Japan Serial No. Filed Iviewit.com, Inc. Pending.

Streaming an Bohanced Digital Zakira] A Shirajee 2001-302362  &/20/2000

Video File

Systermn and Method for POISEP  EBliotl Besnstein  EPO - Europe Serial No. Fited Fviewit Holdings, Ic. Pending.

Providing and Enbanced Digitu Brian Utley 009553520 08/02/00

Iriage File Published: 57272002
Publication No.: 1200935

System and Method for POLSIP  Lliotl Bernstein  Japan Serial No. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Pending.

Providing and Enhanced Digital Brian Utley 2001-514379  08/02/00

Image File

Blakely, Sokoloff, Taylor & Zafman Lot Updated 11/20/2003



FVIEWET.COM PATENT STATUS REPORT

Lapsen PCT APPLICATIONS

O5HY7
INVENTOR/ SERIAL NO.J L EDISSUR "
TEILE OUR REF., PATENTEE COUNTRY  PATENT NO. ! "’I];',_l\){f}é's'm‘ APPLICANT REMARKS

Apparatus and Mcthod for POOSPCT  Eliot] Bernstein  Patent Seriad No. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Lupsed.

Producing Enhanced Digital Cooperation  PCT/USQO/TTT? 0372300

Images Treaty Filed based on Provisional Application
No. 607125824 (POOLZ}.

System and Method for POLOPCT  ElotL Bernstein  Patent Serial Ne. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Lapsed.

Streaming an Enharced Digital Cooparation  PCT/US00/15408 06/02/00

Video File Treaty Filed bused on Provisional Application
Nos. 6O/137,297 (POUIZ), 60/1535,404
{(POG7E) and 60/169,559 (POOBZ).

System and Method for POLIPCT Eliot L Bernstein ~ Patent Serial No. Fited Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Lapsed.

Px:ovidin 2 an Enhanced Digital Cooperation  PCT/USOWV/ 15405 06/02/00

Video File Treaty Filed based on Provisional Application
No. 604137297 (POO2Z), 607155404
{POGT7Z} and 6(0/169,555 ( PDOSZ).

System and Method for Playing a POI2PCT  EliotL Bernstein  Patent Sertal No. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Lapsed.

Digital Video File Cooperation  PCT/USOW/15406 060240

Treaty Filed based on Provisional Application

No. 60/137.297 { POO2E), 607155404
(POO7Z) and 60/169,559 { POUSZ}.

Systern and Method for Video  POL6PCT  Ehiot L Bernstein  Patent Serial No. Filed Tviewit Holdings, Inc. Lapsed.

Playback Over a Network Cooperation  PCTAISNOMS602 06/07/00

Treaty Filed based on Provisional Application

Nos, GO/I37,921 (POO3Z), 60/141,440
(POOLZ) and 607155404 (POUTZ).

System and Method for POISPCT  Efiotl Bernstein  Patent Serial No. Fited Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Lapsed.

Providing an Enhanced Digital Cooperation  PCT/USON/21211 08/02/00

Image File Treaty Filed based on Provisional Application

Nos. 60/125824 (PODTZ), 60/146,726
(POOSZ), 60/149,737 (POOGZ),
GOV/155,404 (POOTZ) and 60/169,559
(POGSZ).

Blakely, Sokoloff, Taylor & Zafiman

fofl

Updated 11/20/2003



IVIEWIT.COM PATENT STATUS REPORT

LAPSED PROVISIONAL U.S. PATENT APPLICATIONS

05707
INVENTOR/ SERIAL NOJ  yILED/SS . .
TITLE OUR REF, PATENTEE COUNTRY _ PATENE NO.__ DATH - ASSIGNEE KEMARKS
Apparatus and Method for POOLZ Eliot I Bemstein  United Staes  Serial No. Filed Bernstein to Iviewit LLC to Lapsed
Producing Enhanced Digital 60/125824 03/24/99 viewit Holdings, Inc.
Images POOSPCT and POISPUT filed based on this
Assigned: (1/06/00 provisions| application.
ReelFrame: 010323/0526
Apparatus asd Method for POO2Z Eliot I Bernstetn  United States  Serial No. Filed Bernstein to Iviewit L1C to Lapsed
Productng Enhanced Video 6/137297 0603/ Tviewit Holdings, Inc.
Images POTOPCT and POIIPCT and POI2PCT filed
Assigned: 01/06/00 based on this provisional application.
Reel/Frame: 010523/0494
Apparatus and Method for PO03Z EliotI. Bemstein ~ United States  Serial No. Filed Bemstein to viewit L1C o Lapsed
Playing Video Files Across the 60/137,923 GB/0749 Iviewit Holdings, Inc.
Intemet
Assigned: 01/06/00 POIGPCT filed based on this provisional
Reel/Frame: 01052370497 application.
Apparatus and Method for PONAZ. Fhot [ Bernstein  United States  Serial No. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Lapsed
Providing and/or Transmitting 6141440 06729/99
Video Data and/or Information Assigned: QL300
int a Comanunication Network Reel/Frame: 010523/0574 POIOPCT filed based on this provisional
application.
Apparatus and Method for POOSZ Eliot I. Bernstein  United States  Serial No. Filed Tviewit Holdings, Inc. Lapsed
Producing Frhanced Digital 60/146,726 080259
Images Assigned: 01/06/00 POISPCT filed based on this provisional
Reel/Frame: 010523/0509 application.
Tof2 Updated  11720/28063

Blakely, Sokoloff, Taylor & Zalman



IVIEWIT.COM PATENT STATUS REPORT

Lapsep Paovisional U.S. PATENT APPLICATIONS

05707
INVENTOR/ SERIAL RO/ FILED/ISSUE o . .
TITLE OUR REF. PATENTEE COUNTRY  PATENT NO. pATE _ ASSIGNEE REMARKS
Apparatus and Method for POOGZ Fliot ] Bernstein - United States  Serial No. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Lapsed
Producing Enhunced Digital 60149737 0871949
Images and/or Digital Video Assigned: QL0600 PHBPCT filed based on this provisional
Files ReelFrame application.
010523/0506
Apparatus and Method for POGTZ Ehot]. Bemnstein  United States  Serial No. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Inc. Lapsed
Producing Enhanced Video 60/155404  09/22/99
Images andjor Viden Files Assigned: 01/06/00 POIOPCT, POLIPCT, POI2PCT, POISPCT
Reel/Frame and POISPCT all filed based on this
010523/0183 provisional application.
Apparatus and Method for PO0SZ Eliot I Bernstein ~ United States  Serial No. Filed Iviewit Holdings, Tne. Lapsed
Producing Enhanced Video 6/169,559 12/08/99
Images and/or Video Files Assigned: 01/06/00 POIOPCYT, PGIIPCT, POIZPCT and
ReelFrame POLSPCT all filed based on this provisivnal
010523/220 application.
Zoowm and Pan Imaging Using a2 PO20Z Brian Udey United States  Serigh No. Filed Not assigned. Fapsed
Digital Camera 60/223.344  09/18/00
Zoom and Pan Tmaging Design PO21Z Brian Utley United States  Serial No. Filed Not assigned. Lapsed
Tool 60/233,341 09/18/00
20f2 Updated T1/20/2803

Blakely, Sokoloff, Taylor & Zafman



VIEWIT.COM PATENT STATUS REPORT

05707
INYENTILRS SERIAL MO FILEDVISSUE "
TrILE MATTER  PATENTEE COUNTRY  PATENT Nek IQAIE ANSIGNEE HEMAKKS

Apparatus and Method for P0G Eliot I. Bemstein - United States  Serial Mo, Fiied Bernstein to lviewit LLC Abandened o
Proxlucing Enhanced Digital {fkald2) GO/125424 0324799 to Iviewit Holdings, Ine.  {Provisional Application}
Images

Assigned: 0106700

ReelFrame:

01052340526
Apparatus and Method for POO2 Eliot I Bemstein ~ United States  Serial Ne. Filed Bemnstein o Iviewil LLC  Abandoned
Producing Erhanced Yideo (lka (0%) 60137297 [LAIEREY to Iviewit Holdings, tnc.  (Provisional Application)
Imapes

Assigred: O LAGD

Reel/Frume:

0105230494
Apparatos and Method for 003 Elict I. Bamstein ~ United States  Sedial No. Filed Bernstein to Iviewit LLC  Abandoned
Playing Video Files Across the  (ka 1(4) GH137.91 067105 w [viewit Holdings, Inc.  {Provisional Applicalion)
Inreriwr

Assipmed: D10

ReelFrame:

GHIE230M97
A pparatus and Method (o B4 Eliot 1. Bernstein~ United Stares  Serial Mo, Filed Tviewit Holdings, Inc.  Abandoned
Providing and/or Transmitting  (fka 105) G141 440 [20/99 {Providonal Applicauon)
Wideo Daa andfor Informarion in Assigned: 0103400
4 Coinmunication Network ReelfFrame:;

0105230574
Apparatus and Method for P03 Bliot 1, Bernstein  United Stmes  Serial No. Filed Tviewil Holdings, Inc.  Abandoned
Prixducing Enhanced Digital {Fa 106} 60¥ 146,726 (R02/99 (Provisional Application}
Lmages Agzipned: O1706ARD

Reel/Frame:

GrO523/0503
Apparatus and Method for -~ PO0S Elioi [. Bernstein  United Stales  Scojal No. Fled Iviewit Holdings, Inc.  Abandoned
Producing Enhanced Cripital (fka 107) 60149737 O8159/59 {Provisional Application}
Tmages anior Dngital ¥ideo Files Assigned: G10G00

ReelFrame

0052350506
Apparatus and Method Tor Pooy Elicn I. Bernstein United States  Serqal No, Filed Wiewit Holdings, Inc. Ahang!:_:lnad L
Producing Enhanced Video (fha 1048) GMTSS 404 09422/99 {Provisional Application)
Limages andfor Yideo Files Ascigned: 0100

Reel/Frame

1052370183

Alukely, Sokoloff, Laylur & Zafiown Prepared 74172001



VIEWIT.COM PATENT STATUS REPORT

UMY
INYENTURS SERIAL NOJ ¢ 5
TITLE MATTER  PATENTEE COUNTHY __ PATENT NO. ::EIEM%UE ASSIGNEE HEMARES
Apparatus and Method foe EOOR Elict I. Bernstein ~~ Uniled States  Serjal No. Filed Iviewil Holdings, Inc.  Abandoned
Producing Enbanced Yideo {fka 109) 60/169,558 1240899 (Provisional Applicalion)
Images and/or Video Files Assipned: GLOGAOD
ReelFrame
01052370220
Apparatus and Method for PHYPCT  Eliew T, Bemnstein  Patent Seral Mo. Filed Mot assigned. Pending.
Producing Enhanced Digital {fka 11{h Cooperstion  PCTUISOONT 032900
Images Treaty i
Pricity
(3244559
System aind Method for PHOPCT  Eliot L Bernstein - Patent Senal No. Filed Mot assigned. Bending.
Swreaening an Enhanced Drigital  (fka 111} Cooperation  PCTAISON S 0602700
Yideo File Treaty 40K
System and Method fur PHMIPCT  Eliot ] Rernstein ~ Patent Serial Nu.  Filed Applicant Pending.
Providing an Enbanced Digital — (fka 112) Cooperation  PCT/USO LS QA2 Iviewit Huldings, Inc.
Yideu File Treaty 405 Written opiiien due 0620001
Priogiy
UEAEMY
Systern and Method for Playing a POIZPCT  ElictI Bemstein  Patent: Serial No, Filexl Applicant Pending.
Lrigal Video IFle {ika 1i3) Coopertion  PCT/USODAS Q602400 [viewil Holdings, Inc.
Treuty 406 Written qpirivn due Q6200
Prionty
0306/
System and Mothod for P13 Eliot 1. Bernsicin United Suates  Serigl No. Filed Applicant Pending.
Streaming an Enhanced Dhgital  (lka 114)  Zakiru] A. Shirajee OH5R7,730 O6f0sA0 Dviewil Huldings, Luc.
Yideo Filc
Systen und Method for Playing a P4 Eliot 1. Beenstein  United Suales  Serial Mo, Filed Apphcant Pending.
Crigital Yideo File (fka 113) Lakirul A, Shimjec 0587026 06500 Iviewit Holdigs, Tnc.
2 Frepared TT200)

Hlukely, Sukolgtf, Taybn & Falmun



VIEWIT.COM PATENT STATUS REPORT

BS77
INVENTORS LSERLAL NS FLLEEWISSLUE .
TITLE MATTER  PATENTEE COUNTRY  PATENT NO.  DATE ASSIGNEE REMARKS
System and Method foc PO1S ElictI. Bemnstein  United Stales  Serial No. Filed Applicant Pending.
Providing An Enhanced Migital — {fka 116)  Brian G. Utley C587.734  QGASHN Iviewil Holdings, Inc.
¥ideo File Jude B. Rosario
System and Method for Video  POIGPCT  Eliot L Bemmstein~ PCT Serial No., Filed Applicam Pending
Playback Over a Network (fka 118} PCTAUSUHVTS DGATIOG Iviewit Holdings, Inc.
602 Response dues /2901
Apparatus and Method for ro17 Eliot I Bemstein ~ United States  Serial Mo, Filed Mot assigned Pending
Producing Enhanced Digital {fka 119} 09/522,721 037 10400
Images Claims benefi of 605125 824
Sysiern and Method for PO1SPCT  Bliot I Bemsrein  PCT Serizl No. Filed Applicant Pending.
Providing an Enhanced Dhgital — {Fka 120) PCT/USFZ D DSAZIN Iviewit Holdings, 1oc,
Image File 211 Creadline lor cutering imw Mational Phase
(A2,
System and Methad for M9 Flict 1. Bernstein ~ United Siates  Senal No. Filed Nod assigned. Pending.
Providing and Enhanced Digital  (fka 1210 Brian Utley 0630,939 QRAF2H00
Image File Creadline o file inissing pars 1 L2900,
Zoom and Pan Imaging Usinga  P)20 Brian Lliley United Srates  Serial No. Filad Mot assigned. Perding
Digital Camera (fka 122) SVI23. 344 (RFIE0 {Provisionut Application cxpires (6415501}
Zoom and Pan lmaging Desipn  POZ1 Brian Utley United States  Serial Mo, Fited Mot assigned. Pending )
Tool (fia 123) 60/233,341 00f 1 B0 (Provisional Application expires Q1801 )
3 Frepuced T/ 172001

Hiukely, Sukulert, Luylor & Zotmu
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
15™ JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND
FOR PALM BEACH COUNTY,

FLORIDA
PROSKAUER ROSE L.L.P, CA 01-04671 AB
a New York limited partnership,
Plaintiff,
v.
IVIEWIT.COM, INC., a Delaware
corporation, IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, COPY / ORIGINAL
INC., a Delaware corporation, and RECEIVED FOR FILING
IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, INC.,
a 1Jelaware corporation. JAN 28 2003
DOROTHY H. WILKEN
Defendants. CeReR uir &VIL%IV!Slg

DEFENDANTS MOTION FOR LEAVE TQ AMEND TO ASSERT
CLAIM FOR GES

Defendants, IVIEWIT.COM, INC., IVIEWIT HOLDINGS,
INC. and IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, INC., by and through their undersigned
counsel, hereby move this Court for Leave to Amend their Answer 50 as to assert a
counterclaim in this matter pursuant to Rule 1.170(f) of the Florida Rules of Civil
Procedure and as grounds therefore would state as follows:

1. That the Defendants move to amend their answer in this matter so as to
include a counterclaim in this métter, which by its nature appears to be a compulsory

counterclaim to the extent that the issues arise out of the same nexus of events, as



Justice requires that the counterclaim be tried at the same time as the complaint and
answer so that all pending issues between the parties may be adjudicated in this
action.

2. That as a result of fact that additional evidence in support of the Defendants’
counterclaims is found in the Plaintift‘.;, own files and records, the Plaintiff will not
be: prejudiced by the amendment of the Defendants’ answer in this matter, nor will
this matter be delayed as to the trial of same.

3. Defendants have attached hereto a copy of the proposed counterclaim.

WHEREFORE the Defendants, move this Honorable Court for the entry of an
order permitting the Defendants to amend their answer in this matter.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been
provided by U.S. Mail and fax transmission this @Y\_‘_ day of January, 2003 to:
Christopher W. Prusaski, Esq., Proskauer Rose, LLP, 2255 Glades Road, Suite 340
W, Boca Raton, FL 33431,

SELZ & MUVDI SELZ, P.A.

214 Brazilian Avenue, Suite 220

Palm Beach, FL 33480

Tel: (561) 820-9409

Fax: (561)833-9715

By:

STEVEN M. SELZ
FBN: 777420




IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
15™ JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND
FOR PALM BEACH COUNTY,
FLORIDA

PROSKAUER ROSE, LLP, a New York
limited partnership,
CASE NO.: CA 01-04671 AB
Plaintiff,
Vs,

IVIEWIT.COM, INC., a Delaware
corporation, IVIEWIT HOLDINGS,
INC., a Delaware corporation and,
IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, INC.,
a Delaware corporation,

Defendants,
/
COUNTERCLAIM FOR DAMAGES

COME NOW the Counter Plaintiffs, IVIEWIT.COM, INC., IVIEWIT
HOLDINGS, INC., IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, INC. and IVIEWIT LLC,
hereinafter collectively referred to as “IVIEWIT” or Counter Plaintiffs, and hereby
sues Counter Defendant, PROSKAUER ROSE, LLP, hereinafter “PROSKAUER?”,
a New York limited partnership, and alleges as follows:

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS COMMON TQ ALL COUNTS

1. This is an action for damages in a sum greater than $15,000.00, exclusive
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of interest, taxable costs and attorneys fees.

2. Counter Plaintiff, IVIEWIT.COM, INC., is a Delaware corporation,
formed by PROSKAUER, which at all times relevant hereto was authorized to
cenduct and conducted business in Palm Beach County Florida and the State of
California.

3. Counter Plaintiff, IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC.,, is a Delaware
corporation, formed by PROSKAUER, which at all times relevant hereto was
authorized to conduct and conducted business in Palm Beach County Florida and
California.

4. Counter Plaintiff, IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, INC., is a Delaware
corporation, formed by PROSKAUER, which at all times relevant hereto was
authorized to conduct and conducted business in Palm Beach County Florida and
th: State of California,

5. IVIEWIT LLC, is a Florida limited liability company, formed by
PROSKAUER, which, at all times relevant hereto, was autho;'ized to conduct and
cenducted business in the Palm Beach County Florida and the State of California.

6. Counter Defendant PROSKAUER ROSE, LLP, (hereinafter
“FROSKAUER™) is a New York limited partnership, operating a law office in

Boca Raton, Palm Beach Count&, Florida.
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Boca Raton, Palm Beach County, Florida.

7. BRIAN G. UTLEY, (hereinafter “UTLEY") was at all times relevant
hereto a sui juris resident of the State of Florida and who on or about September of
1999 was the president of Counter Plaintiff, IVIEWIT LLC.

8. CHRISTOPHER WHEELER, (hereinafter “WHEELER”) is a sui juris
individual and resident of Palm Beach County, Florida, who at all times relevant
hereto was a partner of PROSKAUER and who provided legal services to the
Counter Plaintiffs.

9. KENNETH RUBENSTEIN, (hereinafter “RUBENSTEIN") is a sui juris
individual believed to be a resident of the State of New York and who various
times relevant hereto was initally misrepresented by WHEELER as a partner of
PROSKAUER and later became a partner of PROSKAUER, and who provided
leggal services to the Counter Plaintiffs both while at Meltzer, Lippie, et al., and
PROSKAUER.

10. RAYMOND JOAO, (hereinafter “JOAQ”) is a sui juris individual
believed to be a resident of the State of New York and who at all times relevant
hereto was represented to be RUBENSTEIN’s associate at PROSKAUER, when in
fact JOAO has never been an employee of PROSKAUER but in fact was an

employee of Meltzer, Lippie, et al
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11. That beginning on or about November of 1998, the Counter Plaintiff,
IVIEWIT, through it’s agent and principal, Eliot . Bernstein (“Bernstein™), held
discussions with WHEELER with regard to PROSKAUER providing legal
services to the company involving specific technologies developed by Bernstein
and two others, which technologies allowed for:

i) Zooming of digital images and video without degredation to the
quality of the digital image due to what is commonly refereed to as “pixilation”;
and,

ii) The delivery of digital video using proprietary scaling techniques;
and,

iii) A combination of the image zoom techniques and video scaling
techniques described above; and,

iv) The remote control of video cameras through comrﬁunications
networks.

12. That Bernstein engaged the services of PROSKAUER to provide legal
services to the company to be formed, including corporate formation and
governance for a single entity and to obtain multiple patents and oversee US and
foreign filings for such technologies including the provisional filings for the

technologies as described in Parégraph 11 above, the “Technology”, and such
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other activities as were necessary to protect the intellectual property represented
by the Technology.

13. That at the time of the engagement of PROSKAUER, Bemnstein was
advised and otherwise led to believe that WHEELER was the PROSKAUER
partner in charge of the account. |

14. Upon information and belief, WHEELER, RUBENSTEIN and JOAO
upon viewing the technologies developed by Bernstein, and held by IVIEWIT,
realized the significance of the technologies, its various applications to
communication networks for distributing video data and images and for existing
digital processes, including, but not limited to digital cameras, digital video disks
(DVD), digital imaging technologies for medical purposes and digital video, and
that WHEELER, RUBENSTEIN and JOAO conspired to undertake and in fact
undertook a deliberate course of conduct to deprive Bernstein and IVIEWIT of the
beneficial use of such technologies for either the use of third parties, who were
other clients of PROSKAUER and WHEELER, or for WHEELER, RUBENSTEIN
and JOAO’s own financial gain, to the detriment and damage of the Counter
Plaintiffs.

15. That WHEELER, who was a close personal friend of UTLEY,

recommended to Bernstein and other members of the board of directors of
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IVIEWIT that the IVIEWIT engage the services of UTLEY to act as President of
the Iviewit.com, LLC based on his knowledge and ability as to technology issues.

16. That at the time that WHEELER made the recommendation of UTLEY
tc the board of directors, that WHEELER knew that UTLEY was in a dispute with
his former employer, Diamond Turf Products and the fact that UTLEY had
misappropriated certain patents on hydro-mechanical systems to the detriment of
Diamond Turf Products.

17. Additionally, WHEELER was fully aware of the fact that UTLEY was
not the highly qualified “engineer” that UTLEY represented himself to be, and that
in fact UTLEY lacked real engineering expertise or even an engineering degree
and that UTLEY had been fired from Diamond Turf Products due to his
misappropriation of patents.

18. That despite such knowledge, WHEELER never mentioned such facts
concerning UTLEY to any representative of IVIEWIT and in fact undertook to
“sell” UTLEY as a highly qualified candidate who would be the ideal person to
undertake day to day operations of IVIEWIT and work on the patents, acting as a
qualified engineer.

19. Additionally, WHEELER continued to assist UTLEY in perpetrating

such fraud on both the Board of Directors of IVIEWIT and to third parties,
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including Wachovia Bank, by approving a false resume for UTLEY to be included
in seeking approval of a private placement for IVIEWIT.

20. That based on the recommendations of WHEELER, as partner of
PROSKAUER, the board of directors agreed to engage the services of UTLEY as
president,

21. That almost immediately after UTLEY’s employment and almost one
year after initially providing of services, WHEELER provided a retainer
agreement for the providing of services by PROSKAUER to IVIEWIT LLC,
addressed to UTLEY, a true and correct copy of such retainer agreement (the
“F.etainer”) being attached hereto and made a part hereof as Exhibit “A”. That the
services provided were in fact to be paid out of the royalties recovered from the
use of the Technology, which was to be included in patent pools overseen by
RIJBENSTEIN.

22. That the Retainer by its terms contemplated the providing of corporate
and general legal services to IVIEWIT LLC by PROSKAUER and was endorsed
by UTLEY on behalf of IVIEWIT LLC, the Board of Directors of IVIEWIT LLC
would not have UTLEY authorized to endorse same as it did not include the
intellectual property work which PROSKAUER had already undertaken.

23. That prior to the Retaiher, PROSKAUER and WHEELER had provided
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legal services to IVIEWIT, including services regarding patent procurement and
acted to coordinate such services both internally and with outside counsel,
including RUBENSTEIN and JOAQ, including times when they were mis-
represented as PROSKAUER attorneys.

24. That PROSKAUER billed IVIEWIT for legal services related to
corporate, patent, trademark and other work in a sum of approximately
$800,000.00.

25. That PROSKAUER billed IVIEWIT for legal service never performed,
double-billed by the use of multiple counsel on t.he same issue, and systematically
overcharged for services provided.

26. That summaries of the billiﬁg statements provided by PROSKAUER to
IVIEWIT are attached hereto and made a part hereof as Exhibit “B”.

27. That based on the over-billing by PROSKAUER, IVIEWIT paid a sum
in of approximately $500,000.00 plus together with a 2.5% interest in IVIEWIT,
which sums and interest in IVIEWIT was received and accepted by
PROSKAUER.

28. That WHEELER, UTLEY, RUBENSTEIN, JOAO and PROSKAUER,
conspired to deprive IVIEWIT of its rights to the technologies developed by

Bernstein by:
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a) Transferring patents using Foley & Lardner so as to name UTLEY
as the sole holder of multiple patents in his individual name and capacity when in
fact they were and arose from the technologies developed by Bernstein and others
and held by IVIEWIT prior to UTLEY’s employment with IVIEWIT, and;

b) Upon discovery of the “lapses” by JOAO, that WHEELER and
PROSKAUER referred the patent matters to WILLIAM DICK, of Foley &
Lardner, who was also a close personal friend of UTLEY and who had been
involved in the diversion of patents to UTLEY at Diamond Turf Products; and,

c) Failing to list proper inventors of the technologies based on
improper legal advise that foreign inventors could not be listed until their
immigration status was adjusted, resulting in the failure of the patents to include
their rightful and lawful inventors and the payment by IVIEWIT for unnecessary
immigration work; and,

d) Failing to ensure that the patent applications for the technologies,
contained all necessary and pertinent information relevant to the technologies and
as required by law; and,

e) Failing to secure trademarks and copyrights and failing to complete
trademark and copyright work for the use of proprietary names of IVIEWIT and

source code for the Technologieé of IVIEWIT as intellectual property, and;
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f) Allowing the infringement of patent rights of IVEIWIT and the
intellectual property of IVIEWIT by other clients of PROSKAUER and
WHEELER, and;

8) Aiding JOAO in filing patents for IVIEWIT intellectual property
by intentionally withholding pertinent information from such patents and not filing
same timely, so as to allow JOAO to apply for similar patents in his own name,
beth while acting as counsel for IVIEWIT and subsequently.

29. As a direct and proximate result of the actions of the Counter Defendant,
Counter Plaintiffs have been damaged in a sum estimated to be greater than
$10,000,000,000.00, based on projections by Gerald Stanley, CEO of Real 3-D (a
consortium of Lockheed, Silicone Graphics and Intel) as to the value of the
technologies and their applications to current and future uses together with the
loss of funding from Crossbow Ventures as a result of such conduct.

30. All conditions precedent to the bringing of this action have occurred or
have been waived or excused.

COUNT |- LEGAL MALPRACTICE
31. This is an action for legal malpractice within the jurisdiction of this court.
32. Counter Plaintiff re-alleges and hereby incorporates that allegations of

Paragraphs 1 through 30 as if fuily set forth herein.
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33. PROSKAUER employed by IVIEWIT for putposes of representing
TVIEWIT to obtain multiple patents and oversee foreign filings for such technologies
ircluding the provisional filings for the technologies as described in Paragraph 11
above.

34. That pursuant to such employment, PROSKAUER owed a duty to ensure
that the rights and interests of IVIEWIT were protected.

35. WHEELER, RUBENSTEIN, JOAO and PROSKAUER neglected that
reasonable duty of care in the performance of legal services in that they:

a) Failed to take reasonable steps to ensure that the intellectual property
of IVIEWIT was protected; and,

b) Failed to complete work regarding copyrights and trademarks; and,

¢) Engaged in unnecessary and duplicate corporate and other work
resulting in billing for unnecessary legal services believed to be in excess of
$400,000.00; and,

d) By redacting information from the billing statements regarding
services provided so to as to give the appearance that the services provided by
PROSKAUER were limited in nature, when in fact they involved various aspects of
intellectual property protection; and,

e) By knowingly rei)resenting and agreeing to accept representation of
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clients in conflict with the interests of IVIEWIT, without either consent or waiver by
IVIEWIT.

36. That the negligent actions of PROSKAUER and its partners, WHEELER
and RUBENSTEIN, resulted in and was the proximate cause of loss to IVIEWIT.

WHEREFORE, Counter Plaintiff demands judgement for damages against
Defendant together with reasonable attorneys fees, court costs, interest and such other
ard further relief as this Court deems just and equitable.

CO = CIVIL CONSPIRACY

37. This is an action for civil conspiracy within the jurisdiction of this court.

38. Counter Plaintiff re-alleges and hereby incorporates that allegations of
Peragraphs | through 30 as if fully set forth herein,

39. Defendant, PROSKAUER and UTLEY, WHEELER, RUBENSTEIN and
JOAQ, jointly conspired to deprive the Counter Plaintiffs of their rights and interest
in the Technology.

40, That UTLEY, WHEELER, RUBENSTEIN, JOAO and PROSKAUER with
such intent, directed that certain patent rights be put in the name of UTLEY and/or
that such patent rights were modified or negligently pursued so as to fail to provide
protection of the intellectual property, resulting in the ability of other clients of

WHEELER, RUBENSTEIN, JOAO and PROSKAUER to make use of such
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technologies without being liable to IVIEWIT for royalties normally arising from
such use.

41. That PROSKAUER, without either consent of the Board of Directors or
proper documentation, transferred securities to Tiedemann/Prolow Investment Group,
which entity was also referred by WHEELER, who acted as counsel for such
unauthorized transaction.

42. That upon the discovery of the above-described events and conspiracy,
IVIEWIT’s lead investor, Crossbow Ventures, ceased its funding of IVIEWIT,

43. That Crossbow Ventures, which was a referral of WHEELER, took a
security interest in the Technology under the guise of protecting IVIEWIT and its
shareholders from the actions of UTLEY, based on the filing of an involuntary
bankruptcy (which was later withdrawn), and as to WHEELER and PROSKAUER
based on the instant law suit, when in fact such conduct was motivated by Crossbow’s
attempts to wrongfully detain the interests of IVIEIT in the Technology. Such
cenduct, upon information and belief, was undertaken with the knowledge and
assistance of WHEELER and PROSKAUER.

44. As a direct and proximate result of the conspiracy and acts of
PROSKAUER, UTLEY, WHEELER, JOAO and RUBENSTEIN, the Counter

Plaintiffs have been damaged. .
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WHEREFORE, Counter Plaintiffs demand judgement for damages against
Defendant together with court costs, interest and such other and further relief as this
Court deems just and equitable.

COUNT II1- BREACH OF CONTRACT

45, This is an action for breach of contract within the jurisdiction of this Court.

46. Counter Plaintiff re-alleges and hereby incorporates that allegations of
Paragraphs 1 through 30 as if fully set forth herein.

47. Defendant, PROSKAUER, breached the contract with Counter Plaintiff,
IVIEWIT LLC by failing to provide services billed for pursuant to the billing
statements presented to the Counter Plaintiffs and over-billing for services provided.

48. That such actions on the part of PROSKAUER constitute beaches of the
contract by and between IVIEWIT LLC and PROSKAUER.

49. That as a direct and proximate result of such conduct on the part of
PROSKAUER, IVIEWIT LLC has been damaged by overpayment to PROSKAUER
and the failure of PROSKAUER to perform the contracted for legal services.

WHEREFORE, IVIEWIT demands judgement for damages against Counter
Defendant together with court costs, interest and such other and further relief as this

Court deems just and equitable.
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COUNT 1V. !QR’I’IQQ§ INT EMEBLENQE WITH AN ADVANTAGEQUS

BUSINESS RELATIONSHIP

50. This is an action for tortious interference with an advantageous business
relationship within the jurisdiction of this Court.

51. Counter Plaintiff re-alleges and hereby incorporates that allegations of
Paragraphs 1 through 30 as if fully set forth herein.

52. Counter Plaintiff was engaged in negotiations of technology agreements
with both Wamner Bros. and AOL/Time Warner as to the possible use of the
Technologies of the Counter Plaintiffs and invesgnent in Counter Plaintiffs as a
strategic partner,

53. That despite the prior representations of RUBENSTEIN, at a meeting held
or or about November 1, 2000, by and between UTLEY, RUBENSTEIN and
representatives of Warner Bros. as to the Technology of IVIEWIT and the efficacy,
novelty and unique methodology of the Technology, RUBENSTEIN refused to
subsequently make the same statements to representatives of AOL and Warner Bros.,
taking the position that since Warner Bros./AOL is “now a big client of Proskauer,
I can’t comment on the technologies of Iviewit.” or words to that effect in response
to inquiry from Warner Brothet/AOL’s counsel as to the status and condition of the

pending patents on the intellectual property.
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54. That RUBENSTEIN, having served as an advisor to the Board of Directors
for IVIEWIT, was aware of the fact that at the time of the making of the statements
set forth in Paragraph 50, above, IVIEWIT was in the midst of negotiations with
AOL/Warner Bros. as to the possible funding of the operations of IVIEWIT in and
sum of between $10,000,000.00 and $20,000,000.00.

55. Further, RUBENSTEIN as a partner of PROSKAUER, and despite his clear
prior actions in representing the interests of IVIEWIT, refused to answer questions
as to the enforcement of the Technology of IVIEWIT, with the intent and knowledge
that such refusal would lead to the cessation of the business relationship by and
between IVIEWIT and Warner Bros/AOL and other clients familiar with the Warner
Bros/AOL technology group then in negotiations with IVIEWIT, including, but not
limited to Sony Corporation, Paramount, MGM and Fox.

56. That the actions of RUBENSTEIN were and constituted an intentional and
unjustified interference with the relationship by and between IVIEWIT and Warner
Bros./AOL designed to harm such relationship and further motivated by the attempts
to “cover-up” the conflict of interest in PROSKAUER’s representation of both
IVIEWIT and Warner Bros./AOL.

57. That indeed, as a direct and proximate result of the conduct of

RUBENSTEIN, Warner Bros./AOL ceased business relations with IVIEWIT to the
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damage and detriment of Counter Plaintiffs.

WHEREFORE, Counter Plaintiffs demand judgement for damages against
Counter Defendant together with court costs, interest and such other and further relief
as this Court deems just and equitable.

I HEREBY CERTIFY thata true and correct copy of the foregoing has been
provided by U.S. Mail and fax transmission this _/__L’i day of January, 2003 to:
Christopher W. Prusaski, Esq., Proskauer Rose, LLP, 2255 Glades Road, Suite 340

W, Boca Raton, FL 33431.

SELZ & MUVDI SELZ, P.A.
214 Brazilian Avenue, Suite 220
Palm Beach, FL 33480

Tel: (561} 820-9409

Fax: (561} 833-9715

By:
STEVEN M. SELZ
FBN: 777420
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LAW OFFICES OF
ARMSTRONG HIRSCH JACKOWAY TYERMAN & WERTHEIMER
1888 CENTURY PARK EAST, 18TH FLOOR
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90067
TELEPHONE: (310) 553-0305  TELECOPIER: (310) 553-5036

TELECQPIER TRANSMITTAL SHEET

DATE: May 19, 2000

RECIPIENT: Mr. Brian Utley

FROM: Alan J. Epstein, Esq.

FAX NUMBER: (561) 999-8810

RE: Iviewit Summary Letter
NUMBER OF PAGES: 3 (including cover page)
CC: Michele M. Mulrooney, Esq.:

James R. Jackoway, Esq.

MESSAGE:

Dear Brian:

Attached is a draft letter I would like to send to Pacific Capital Group (the
company which founded Global Crossing), Waterview Partners (a $240 million venture
fund founded by Frank Biondi, the former chairman of Universal Pictures) and KPE (New
York-based venture and service firm focusing on entertainment industry internet
applications). I would very much appreciate your reviewing the letter for accuracy as
soon as possible and providing me with your comments.

Best regards.

This message in intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged,
confidential or exempt from disclosure under applicable Federal or State law. If the reader of the message is not the intended recipient or
the employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,
distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.

If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by telephone and return the original message to us at the
above address via regular U.S. mail.

If all pages are not received, please contact sender at (310) 553-0305. Thank you.

GAWPAJE\FAX\UTLEY . DOC



May 19, 2000

VIA MESSENGER

Mr. Gregg W. Ritchie
Pacific Capital Group, Inc.
360 N. Crescent Drive
Beverly Hills, CA 90210

Re: iviewit.com
Dear Gregg:

I very much enjoyed meeting you for lunch earlier this week. As promised,
enclosed is a copy of the Business Plan for our client, iviewit.com.

Iviewit has developed two proprietary and complimentary technologies to enhance
video and images delivered on the internet. The first is a state-of-the-art technology which
enables full-screen, full-frame rate (i.e., 30 frames per second) streaming video to be
viewed by any internet video player at bandwidths as low as 150 kbps, with increased
quality and reduced file size. The second digital imaging technology creates an
opportunity for full screen still images and 360° panoramic views that can be magnified
with minimal image distortion.

Iviewit has protected its technologies by filing and securing eight patent pending
applications, and is currently buffering and expanding those patents through a significant
supplemental filing. Iviewit is represented by several of the most prominent patent law
firms and attorneys in the world. Bill Dick, who is the head of the intellectual property
department of Foley & Lardner in Milwaukee, Wisconsin, was formerly in charge of
IBM’s foreign patent division. Mr. Dick and his patent team of attorneys are preparing all
of iviewit’s supplemental patent filings and are drafting all of iviewit’s license agreements.
Iviewit’s potential patent litigation (if any) will be handled by Ken Rubenstein, who is the
head of intellectual property litigation group at the law firm of Proskauer Rose in New
York City. Mr. Rubenstein is in charge of all patent litigation on behalf of the MPEG
patent pool, in addition to a number of other high-profile technology litigation matters.



Mr. Gregg W. Ritchie
May 19, 2000
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Iviewit has licensed its technology and providing services to a number of
substantial clients, such as hollywood.com, broadway.com, Hyatt Hotels and Resorts, and
Great Expectations Dating Service. Iviewit also is in final negotiations to license its
technology to playboy.com, medicalonline.com (x-rays, MRI’s CT-scans, etc.)
americanenterprise.com (multi-hour surgical and educational videos),
gregmanningauctions.com (one of the largest auction houses) and many other clients in
the entertainment, health care, automotive and other industries.

Iviewit initially raised $500,000 of seed capital from Wayne Huizenga’s venture
group (at a $10 million post-money value). Within the last few months, Iviewit raised
$1.5 million in a Series A round at a $25 million post-money valuation from an investment
group led by several individuals who previously ran Merrill Lynch’s venture division.
Iviewit is currently seeking an additional $1-$2 million in the Series A round, with a Series
B round ($10 million minimum) to follow later this year. The proceeds will be used to
provide working capital (including the leasing/purchase of equipment and facilities) which
will enable iviewit to fulfill its substantial backlog of orders and to expand its licensing
operations. Iviewit is currently in discussions with several of the nation’s leading
investment banks to lead the Series B fundraising efforts.

The iviewit technology is most easily explained through a demonstration. If
Pacific Capital or its Venture Group are interested in learning more about the company,
please let me know and I will arrange to have the principals fly to Los Angeles for a
meeting. Although you can see some of the company’s technology and applications on the
website (www.iviewit.com), the highest-quality work is not available for public viewing
and is best seen through a private demonstration.

I look forward to hearing from you.

Best regards.

Very truly yours,

Alan J. Epstein
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VIA MESSENGER

Ms. Kimberly Chu
WaterView Advisors, LLC
2425 Olympic Boulevard
Suite 4050

Los Angeles, CA 90404

Re: iviewit.com
Dear Kimberly:

Following up on our telephone conversation last week, enclosed is a copy of the
Business Plan for our client, iviewit.com.

Iviewit has developed two proprietary and complimentary technologies to enhance
~videoand images delivered on the internet. The fist is a statc-of-the-art technology which
enables full-screen, full-frame rate (i.e., 30 frames per second) streaming video to be
viewed by any internet video player at bandwidths as low as 150 kbps, with increased
quality and reduced file size. The second digital imaging technology creates an
opportunity for full screen still images and 360° panoramic views that can be magnified to
the optical limit with minimal image distortion.

Iviewit has protected its technologies by filing and securing eight patent pending
applications, and is currently buffering and expanding those patents through a significant
supplemental filing. Iviewit is represented by several of the most prominent patent law
firms and attorneys in the world. Bill Dick, who is the most senior member of the
intellectual property department of Foley & Lardner in Milwaukee, Wisconsin, was
formerly in charge of IBM’s patent and licensing operations in the Far East and in other
territories. Mr. Dick and his patent team of attorneys are preparing all of iviewit’s
supplemental patent filings and are drafting all of iviewit’s license agreements. Iviewit’s
potential patent litigation (if any) will be handled by Ken Rubenstein, who is the head of
intellectual property litigation group at the law firm of Proskauer Rose in New York City.
Mr. Rubenstein is in charge of all patent litigation on behalf of the MPEG patent pool, in
addition to a number of other high-profile technology litigation matters.
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Iviewit has licensed its technology and providing services to a number of
substantial clients, such as Hollywood.com, Broadway.com, Hyatt Hotels and Resorts,
and Great Expectations Dating Service. Iviewit also is in final negotiations to license its
technology to Playboy.com, MedicalOnline.com (x-rays, MRI’s CT-scans, etc.)
AmericanEnterprise.com (multi-hour surgical and educational videos),
GregManningAuctions.com (one of the largest auction houses) and rmany other clients in
the entertainment, health care, automotive and other industries.

Iviewit initially raised $500,000 of seed capital from Wayne Huizenga’s venture
group (at a $10 million post-money value). Within the last few months, Iviewit raised
$1.5 million in a Series A round at a $25 million post-money valuation from an investment
group led by several individuals who previously ran Merrill Lynch’s venture division.
Iviewit is currently negotiating with an investment group for an additional $2 million in the
Series A round, with a Series B round ($10 million minimum) to follow later this year.

The proceeds will be used to provide working capital (including the leasing/purchase of
equipment and facilities) which will enable iviewit to fulfill its backlog of orders and to
expand its licensing operations. Iviewit is currently in discussions with several of the
nation’s leading investment banks to lead the Series B fundraising efforts.

The iviewit technology is most easily explained through a demonstration. If you or
“$our colicagues-at WaterView are interested in learning more.about the comparny i the .
context of a Series A and/or Series B round investment or a licensing or other strategic
relationship, please let me know and I will arrange to have the principals fly to Los
Angeles (or New York, if you prefer) for a meeting. Although you can see some of the
company’s technology and applications on the website (www.iviewit.com), the highest-

quality work is not available for public viewing and is best seen through a private
demonstration.

I look forward to hearing from you.

Best regards.

Veryfruly yours,

. Epstein
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cc: Mr. Eliot Bernstein
Mr. Brian Utley
Mr. Maurice Buchsbaum
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KARL R. AUSTEN ANDREA S. MATIAUDA 1888 CENTURY PARK EAST, IB™ FLOOR TEFFPHONE

JOSEPH D'ONOFRIO DAVID J MATLOF (310) $53-0305

ALAN J. EPSTEIN MARCY S. MORRIS LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA Q00O67-1722

HOWARD A. FISHMAN MICHELE M, MULROONEY _ Facsimie

ANDREW L. GALKER GEOFFRY W, OBLATH (310) 553-5036

ROBERT 5. GETMAN RANDY M. SCHIENBERG : OF COUNSEL

GEORGE T HAYUM® SCOTT A. STEIN ALLAN L. ALEXANDER

BARRY L. HIRSCH* ROBERT L. STULBERG ARTHUR O. ARMSTRONG

JAMES R. JACKOWAY® BARRY W. TYERMAN IONALD J. BASS

JONATHAN D. KAUFELT® ROBERT S. WALLERSTEIN GERALDINE S. HEMMERLING

CHRISTIANNE F. KERNS ERIC C. WEISSLER"

JAMES C. MANDELBAUM®  ALAN S WERTHEIMER June 9a 1999 QUR FiLE

SALSD ADMITTED IN NEW YORR

9999

Via Facsimile 561-241-7145

Christoher C. Wheeler, Esq.
Proskauer Rose LLP

2255 Glades Road

Suite 340 West

Boca Raton, Florida 33431-7360

Re: viewit
Dear Christopher:

I would very much appreciate your sending two Confidentiality Agreements to Mr.
Gemal Seede, one addressed individually and one to Netcubator, the company which
employs him at address below:

Mr. Gemal Seede
Netcubator
30 W. Green Street
Pasadena, California 91105
Facsimile: 626-449-4395

Please send the Confidentiality Agreements directly to Mr. Seede, with a copy to
my attention. Also please include in your cover letter a statement, similar to the one set
forth in the Confidentiality Agreement you sent to Richard Rossman on April 26th,
regarding Proskauer's general views on the novel and protectible nature of the patents and
technology.

Very truly yours,

CZ[M W e

n J. Epstein
AJE:jbn
AJELETTERS\WHEELER1 LTR
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2255  -es Hoad

Suite . Wast
Boca Raton, FL 33431-7360
Telephone 561.241.7400 NEW YORK
* Elsewhere in Florida ;"f’s:mﬁﬁ
. 800.432.7746 NEWARK
PROSKAUER ROSE LLP Fax S61.241.7145 PARIS

Christopher C. Wheeler
Member of the Firm

Direct Dial 561.995.4702
cwhesler@proskauer.com

June 8, 1999
Via Fax

Mr. Amre Youness

Mr. Ahmed Alf

Mr. Frank Khulusi

301 North Lake Avenue, Suite 910
Pasadena, CA 91101

Gentlemen:

At the request of Alan Epstein, I am forwarding the enclosed Confidentiality Agreements to you.
I would appreciate your signing and returning your Agreement to me.

We have undertaken representation of iviewit, Inc. (“iviewit”) and are helping them coordinate
their corporate and intellectual property matters. In that regard, we have reviewed their
technology and procured patent counsel for them. We believe the iviewit technology is far
superior to anything presently available with which we are familiar. iviewit has filed a
provisional patent application on a method for providing enhanced digital images on
telecommunications networks. We are advised by patent counsel that the process appears novel
and may be protected by the patent laws. While in all matters of this sort, it is far too early to
make any final pronouncements. We do believe that there is an extremely good prospect that
iviewit will protect their process which is novel and superior to any other format which we have

seen.
.M%\,

Christopher C. Wheeler

Sincerely,

CCW/gb
cc: Alan J. Epstein - Via Fax

0894/40017-001 BRLIB1/232129 v1 08/08/99 04:48 PM (2743)
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world. Founded in 1875 in New York City, the firm employs 475 attomeys and has wide
experience in all areas of practice important to businesses, including corporate finance,
mergers and acquisitions, real estate transactions, bankruptcy and reorganizations, taxation,
litigation and dispute resolution, intellectual property, and labor and employment law.

Armstrong Hirsch Jackoway Tyerman & Wertheimer, P.C.

One of the nation's leading entertainment law firms. Based in Los Angeles, California, it
represents many of the most prominent actors, writers, directors and producers of feature
films, television programming and other entertainment content. The firm also represents
various content and technology companies in the Internet industry, including prominent web
sites, entertainment-oriented portals, aggregated celebrity sites and various e-commerce
companies. The firm is assisting in developing the business structure and strategic
relationships for iviewit.

Foley & Lardner

One of the oldest and largest law firms in America. Founded in 1842, the firm now has more
than 750 attorneys in 14 offices, following the February 1996 merger with Weissburg and
Aronson, Inc. Foley & Lardner's over 100 highly skilled intellectual property attorneys
constitute one of the largest and most sophisticated technology groups in a general-practice
law firm in the United States. As one of the few large national law firms with a global
intellectual property law group, it is uniquely positioned to help iviewit capitalize on its
foreign filings. The firm’s broad-based representations in litigation, regulatory affairs and
general business counseling is complemented by one of the world's most highly trained staffs,
which includes 65 engineering and advanced technical degrees, including 12 Ph.D.'s. The list
of clients using Foley & Lardner to fill their intellectual property legal needs ranges from
small entrepreneurial start-up companies to large international and multinational corporations.
Foley & Lardner attorneys provide solutions and successfully serve the needs of clients
around the world, including those situated in the United States, Canada, Latin America, the
European Union, Eastern Europe, the Middle East, and the Pacific Rim.

———3> *  William J. Dick - Special Counsel to the West Palm Beach office of Foley & Lardner. A
member of the firm’s Intellectual Property Department (Electronics Practice Group), Mr.
Dick currently focuses on mentoring other members of the Electronics and Consumer
Products Practice Groups in various IP related matters. He also conducts weekly classes
in patent related matters for new associates. Mr. Dick joined Foley & Larder after 26
years with IBM. He began as a patent attorney, and has handled all phases of patent,
trademark and copyright duties, including litigation. Mr. Dick’s most recent position with
IBM was as Assistant General Counsel to IBM Asia Pacific. Mr. Dick is a graduate of
the University of Virginia (B.M.E., 1956; L.L.B., 1962 changed to J.D., 1970)

* Douglas Boehm - a partner in the Milwaukee office of Foley & Lardner and a member of
the firm's Intellectual Property Department (Consumer & Industrial Products Practice
Group and Health Information Technology Practice Group), Mr. Boehm practices in the
areas of patent, trademark, copyright, and trade secret counseling; U.S. and foreign patent
prosecution; and computer software and intellectual property licensing and technology
transfers. Mr. Boehm's technical focus encompasses electrical and electronic engineering,
including analog/digital/RF circuitry, radio telecommunications, lasers and fiber optics,
and computer hardware and software. He has extensive experience in private industry,
having worked as a development engineer and patent agent for Motorola, and as patent
counsel for a subsidiary of Amoco Technology Company.
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roskauer Rose, et al. vs Iviewit.Com, Inc., et al. 8/22/02

reason that you can recall whatsoever why these
two computers were given the names Nitro and
Bomber?

A. Well, at their inceptiocn, they were
reasonably current in the state of the art.

Q. Okay. So they were basically quick
and they were high-capacity machines and they

were desirable; is that what they were?

A. Well, let me position that.
Q. Okay.
A. At the time of their inception, they

would be considered to be reasonably current in
the state of the art. But we all know at what
rate the technology moves.

0. Okay. So about three months after

they were created, they were no longer state of

the art?
A. That's very often the case.
Q. Okay. With regard to William Dick

and Foley & Lardner, do you have any relationship
or continue a relationship with either Foley &
Lardner or Mr. Dick?

Al No.

Q. Have you known Mr. Dick in any other

setting other than related to Iviewit?

155

Pat Carl & Associates

(763)591-0535 or (800)591-9PCA .(722)
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& Lardner and Mr. Dick was subsequently employed

for that purpose?

A. Mr. Dick was never employed by
Iviewit, but Mr. Dick was retained by Foley &
Lardner as a senior staff member because of his
broad experiencé both before the bench and
worldwide in intellectual property matters and,
and he endorsed Foley & Lardner as a competent
intellectual property company that would handle
our affairs. I trusted his judgment.

Q. Now, are you aware of any
relationship between Iviewit and Real 3D?

A. Real 3D were brought into the

picture by Mr. Wheeler. They were a resource by

"roskauer Rose, et al. vs Iviewit.Com, Inc., et al. 8/22/02
A. He worked for me at IBM as manager 156
of the intellectual property department.
Q. And 1is that why -- or strike that.

Did you recommend that Mr. Dick be
retained for the intellectual property work for
Iviewit?

A. Actually, I used Mr. Dick as a
reference or a consultant to determine who
Iviewit should consider retaining for its
intellectual property work.

Q. And Mr. Dick was subsequently, Foley

Pat Carl & Associates (763)591-0535 or (800)591-9PCA .(722)

-
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WILLIAM DICK BILLING ENTRIES FOR FOLEY AND LARDNER

Date
4/3/2000

4/7/2000

4/10/2000

4/10/2000

4/10/2000
cont

4/10/2000

4/10/2000
cont

4/10/2000
cont

4/13/2000

4/21/2000

4/21/2000

4/21/2000
cont

4/21/2000

4/21/2000
cont

4/21/2000
cont

4/24/2000

Firm
FL

FL

FL

FL

FL

FL

FL

FL

FL

FL

FL

FL

FL
FL

FL

FL

Partner
Dick

Dick

Boehm

Dick

Dick

Dick

Dick

Dick

Dick

Boehm

Becker

Becker

Dick
Dick

Dick

Boehm

Partner Partner
Utley

Utley

Dick

Utley Bernstein

Becker

Boehm Becker

Utley Teth

Boehm

Dick Becker

Dick
Boehm

Utley
Bernstein

Bernstein

Dick

Notes

Call to arrange meeting for
4/7/00

Conf Utley re meeting
cancellation
Conf re IP matters

Meeting with Utley & Bernstein

Re conflicts check

Draft Engagement Letter

Discussion with????

Note re sending firm materials

Re: engagement letter to Utley
conf

Office conf regarding patent
matters????

Phone Dick??
Office conf??

Meeting??
Discussion?

Briefly review 8 patent apps in
attempt to understand scope of
work needed, request copies of
materials

57103

57103

57103

57103

57103

57103

57103

57103

57103

57103

57103

57103

57103
57103

57103

57103



4/24/2000
4/24/2000

4/24/2000
cont

4/25/2000

4/25/2000

4/26/2000
4/27/2000
4/28/2000
5/1/2000

FL
FL
FL

FL

FL

FL
FL
FL
FL

5/1/2000 cont FL

5/1/2000 cont FL

5/1/2000

5/1/2000

FL

FL

5/2/2000 cont FL

5/2/2000

5/2/2000

5/3/2000

5/3/2000

5/5/2000

5/16/2000

cont

5/16/2000

5/30/2000

5/30/2000

5/30/2000

6/9/2000

FL

FL

FL

FL

FL

FL

FL

FL

FL

FL

FL

Becker
Dick
Dick

Dick

Dick

Dick
Boehm
Dick
Boehm

Becker

Dick

Dick

Boehm

Becker

Dick

Boehm

Becker

Boehm

Boehm

Dick

Boehm

Becker

Dick

Boehm

Dick
Utley
Becker

Mantecon

Various
People???
Boehm
Dick
Boehm

Dick

Boehm

Utley

Becker

Dick
Dick
Boehm

Utley

Utley

Dick

Becker
Boehm
Dick/Becker
Dick
Boehm/Beck

er
Dick

Conf???
Conf??

Boehm Conf re copying material, pick
up material, sort and send to
Boehm.

Conf re copying of material, pick
up, sort and send to Boehm

Meeting w various people
(WHO??) during visit to pick up
material

Becker Note re files
Re IP file status

Becker Meeting with?

Becker Conf re IP portfolio and Iviewit
tech

Dick Office conf??

Search for patents and
background art
Communications with Mr. Utley.
Vague

Boehm Conf call (MAYBE THIS CALL
IS RELATED TO WHEELER /
JOAO ANONYMOUS BILLING
IN PR BILL)

Re schedule meeting
Conf???

Discussion re schedule and
meeting with Utley

Dick/Becker Travel to Boca and discuss
various ip matters

Dick/Becker Travel to Boca and discuss
various ip matters

Conf re meeting results

Dick Re iviewit inventions
Regarding IP matters

Joao Re iviewit Technology and prov
apps

Boehm Office conf

Utley/Bernste Conf. Forgets Joao

in
Conf with Dick re iviewit
matters. Vagueness

57103
57103
57103

57103

57103

57103

57103

57103
57103-0101

57103-0101

57103-0101

57103-0101

57103-0101

57103-0101

57103-0101

57103-0101

57103-0101

57103-0101

57103-0101

57103-0101

57103-0101

57103-0101

57103-0101

57103-0101

57103-0101



6/12/2000

6/12/2000
6/12/2000
6/12/2000
cont

6/20/2000
6/20/2000

cont
6/20/2000

7/11/2000

8/7/2000

FL

FL

FL

FL

FL

FL

FL

FL

FL

8/7/2000 cont FL

8/7/2000

FL

8/7/2000 cont FL

Buchsbaum Conf re upcoming investor

Boehm Dick

>
Becker Dick
Dick Buchsbaum
Dick Boehm Becker
Boehm Dick
Boehm Dick Utley
Dick Boehm
Boehm Dick
Boehm Dick/Wachovi Utley/Bernste

a Securities in

Boehm Bernstein
Dick Wachovia
Dick Boehm

(WHO??) meeting and materials
required, prepare notes re same

Office conf???

Discussion with Buchsbaum

Later discussion regarding
session with investors

Conf w Dick regarding NDA
Revise NDA and send to Utley

Re NDA and disclosure of
patent app for eval purposes

Conf w Dick (WHO DOES NOT
BILL FOR THIS) re technology
lics agreements

Conf Bernstein Utley Dick
Wachoviareps re IP licensing
matters

Attend to misc
correspondence regarding
copies of Video Imaging Apps

Tele conf with Wachovia reps
(WHO??) and client
(WHO??7?) re technology
licensing strategy

Tele conf with Boehm re Tele
conf with Wachovia reps
(WHO??) and client
(WHO???) re technology
licensing strategy

57103-0101

57103-0101

57103-0101

57103-0101

57103-0101

57103-0101

57103-0101

57103-0101

057103-0101
General File

057103-0101
General File

057103-0101
General File

057103-0101
General File


eliot
Line

eliot
Line


eliot
Line

eliot
Line

eliot
Line


CORRECTED VERSION - CORRECTED ON 5/14/2003
Transcription of Telephone Conference
Conducted July 31, 2000
Participants:

Simon Bernstein, Eliot Bernstein, Maurice Buchsbaum,
Brian Utley, Doug Boehm, Chris Wheeler

Note: Square brackets [ ] are used to indicate inaudible or indecipherable
text. Text found inside brackets indicates transcriptionist’s
best guess. Since speaker names are not specifically identified,
transcriptionist has made an attempt to identify based upon
comments made in conversation but cannot guarantee that each
speaker has been accurately identified. Note also that this
recording has numerous instances of participants speaking at once
or carrying on simultaneous side conversations that make it
difficult to follow and transcribe the entire line of discussion.

Utley: <begins midstream>...status of the original digital image
filings, and basically the fact that the original filings
do not cover the full subject matter of the imaging
technology; and to wit, one of the omissions, in particular
in reading the claims section of the provisional and the
formal filing, relates to the zooming and panning
capability that is inherent in the technology. This has
become a topic due to the fact that we are currently in the
second phase of filing imaging patent protection which is
driven by the provisionals that were filed later last year,
between August and December of last year. So the concern
that were expressed by Eliot in reviewing this is that this
omission of the zooming and panning capability was
attributable to a failure, for whatever reason, on the part
of Ray Joao, the patent attorney of record, in constructing
and putting together the provisional and formal filing<tape
cuts out here> did I say it is that right Eliot

E Bernstein I believe so

Utley Is that your understanding

E Bernstein Correct

Utley The purpose of this meeting is to review the facts and I think
there are two particular points that are
...that are important to moving ahead. The first is: “Given that the filings

are what they are, and given what we know about the filing
which is scheduled to take place this week on Wednesday,
what means do we have to correct the situation; and given
whatever corrections we find, what then is the impact or
exposure to iviewit based upon what actions we can take.
Then, lastly, what, if any, recourse might iviewit have vi
sa vi the omissions in the original filings Are there any
other issues, Doug?

Bernstein: Yeah, Jjust correcting back to Ray Joao's work of the formal
filing that he filed. Do we have a copy of that?

1



Utley:

I do have that.

Bernstein: I don’t. I’ve got the provisional and I’ve got...

Boehm:

Everything is on the table

Utley: you should have...the formal.
Bernstein: This one?
Utley: Yes, that’s the formal.

Bernstein: Okay.

Simon Bernstein:

Boehm:
Wheeler:

Bernstein: No,

I just have one question. Does anybody have, or are
we allowed to get, the files of Ray Joao?

I have them.

Do you have all of the work that he had?

not all of it.

Utley: What was purported to be in the files?
Bernstein: And he also claimed to us that he destroyed part of his files.
Boehm: And I have some of his files. I have what was purported to

be all of the firms’ files.

<Inaudible comment.>

Utley: Well, there’s a whole history, then, because I tried to get
complete copies of the files originally, and found out
later that not only did he not send us all the files, he
didn’t even mention that there was an extra filing out
there that we didn’t even know about.

Bernstein: This one that’s in question.

Boehm: Yep

Simon Bernstein:

Boehm:

Utley:

You have no notes, no data on...?

No, I have the application. I have things that you could
get from the US patent office—that I could get from the US
patent office. I have very few notes. I do have some
scribbled Ray Joao’s notes, but I think you gave me those
notes.

I did. I gave you Bill Dick after Bill yourself|[ ] the
notes that I had.

Bernstein: And Ray’s made disclosures to us that he destroyed the documents

to protect us, which I don’t know what he was thinking.



Simon Bernstein:

Bernstein:

Simon Bernstein:

Wheeler:

Simon Bernstein:

Wheeler:

Bernstein:

Wheeler:

Bernstein:

Wheeler:

Bernstein:

Wheeler:

Bernstein:

Wheeler:

Bernstein:

Wheeler:

Bernstein:

Destroyed what documents?

Whatever he had in his files. Other patent copies, copies of the
drafts as they proceeded...all that he destroyed to protect
us from something I asked him to explain, and his
reasoning...because I said to him, you know, usually you
destroy documents when you are protecting somebody from
something illegal or something. Have I done something that
would force you to hurt me possibly? He said it was
typical, normal, that all lawyers destroy their records.

If that, in fact, is the case—I’'ve never heard of a
lawyer you know other than Nixon destroying anything the
work is ours. Am I right Chris when we pay for a lawyer and
we pay for the work, the work is ours.

The work product is yours. He may maintain copies of his
files and everything; or his confidential notes to himself
are not necessarily yours. But the work “product” is...

Would you say that anything germane to the issue
belongs to him?

Well, I mean if he wrote notes...in sidebars...yeah.

How about revised patents|[ ]. How about copies? Works in progress
But things which would reinforce your patent, obviously,
that is germane to the strength of your patent yes, you
would be entitled to copies I don’t think we disagree.

He’s claiming He destroyed all faxes.
Can I ask you a question?
Yes.

Just so both of us understand...was this patent done prior
to his flying down here, or was this patent done as a
result of his flying down here and having discussions with
you? I was under the impression that when he flew down
here—this was before Brian came—I was under the impression
that followed our meeting with Reel 3-D. I was under the
impression that he was coming down to discuss, at the very
least, the video aspect so that you could complete that;
but were you also completing the imaging patent?

Correct.

So he went to your [kitchen]?
Right. And we spent days there
And the two of you spent all the days...

Correct.



Wheeler: And did he, in front of you, write notes?

Bernstein: Tons. Hundreds

Wheeler: And did he then produce them on his computer and type out
certain things?

Bernstein: Yes.

Wheeler: I was under the impression he was doing that with you.

Bernstein: He did.

Wheeler: And did you read those?

Bernstein: I did. I did - now going to that same nature, that’s the
provisional I think we’re talking about...

Wheeler: Right.

Bernstein: But he flew out here again with me and Brian and went through
this as he went to file this—this is a 3/23/2000 file—that
also fails to make mention of.

Wheeler: So that’s the formal file...the formal one?

Bernstein: The formal file. So both also missed the point.

Wheeler: I just wanted to know and to put things in proportion, when
you read the provisionals, because Brian wasn’t with the
company right now and then, and when there were all those
drafts, because obviously we didn’t see them...

Bernstein: Well, you saw because we gave you all the documents. I’'d get a
document from Ray and bring it to you so you would have
records of everything up to that point because I didn’t
want to keep them at my house.

Wheeler: The final...the final...but I'm not reviewing the patent. I
was keep maintaining it as...

Bernstein: Okay, but you have every record...

Wheeler: Everything you gave me we maintain. We don’t...

Simon Bernstein:
Wheeler:
Bernstein: Yeah,

Simon Bernstein:

Wheeler:

Any notes should be produced...
We don’t throw away anything.
I know.
I know you don’t you’re very thorough.

So, I'd file it away; it’s in our

archives.

so if you gave it to me,



Bernstein: Right.

Wheeler: I wanted to know, when you read those drafts...
Bernstein: Oh, it was...it was clear
Wheeler: Answer my question...when you read the drafts, did you see

the panning and scanning elements?

Bernstein: Yeah, and zooming, up to 1,000 times we thought it was. That was
the big...you know, we had it in there...as a matter of
fact, he just said it...somewhere it’s in there up to 1,000
times, isn’t it?

Utley: 1,700.

Bernstein: Right. That was our old mistaken a number of times. So, yeah, for
him to miss that, Chris, would be the essence of stupidity.

Wheeler: So it was in there?
Bernstein: Absolutely.

Utley: The zooming, it was in the body, but not in the claim.

Boehm: But a provisional doesn’t really...doesn’t have to have
claims.

Utley: It doesn’t have claims.

Bernstein: But then in our claims of our patent, it’s not there. This is

what you’re representing, correct?

Wheeler: So you’re saying that it wasn’t put in the file, but it was
put in the provisional.

Boehm: No, I could see where he’s going to argue that it’s there.

Bernstein: Let’s see. Let’s take a look.

Wheeler: ...what the language of the patent claims are that he
filed.

Bernstein: Okay, let’s see what he...

Wheeler: And this isn’t the final decision because I can go back
right now and amend those claims.

Bernstein: Wow, yes, but we have elements of exposure that creep in correct?

Wheeler: I’'m just telling you the whole thing, then we’ll go back.
So you did look it over, and there are no claims in the
provisional?

Boehm: There are no claims in a provisional. You can file them,

but they are never examined.
5



Wheeler:

Boehm:

Utley:

Boehm:

Bernstein:

Simon Bernstein:

Boehm:

Simon:

Boehm:

Bernstein:

Boehm:

Simon Bernstein:

Boehm:

Simon Bernstein:

Bernstein:

But the zooming and the panning and the scanning element
was incorporated in that?

Go ahead, Brian.

Let me make sure that we say that properly. The provisional
filing had a claims section which migrated into the final
filing, but Eliot is correct in saying that the provisional
does not need a claims section.

The provisional never gets examined, so it doesn’t need the
claims. It just holds your place in line for one year.

But then when I look through this...

Hold on, Eliot, I need to understand this. What
you’ re saying, then, is assuming any negligence on his
part, to that point the negligence doesn’t become
realistically damaging to the company until since he
actually made a claim...since he actually made a
provisional filing. Which took our place in line.

If the provisional filing covered the invention, your place
in line is only as good as the subject matter described in

accordance with the law.

Obviously, it should have had the panning and zooming in
there.

Well, the word “zoom” is in there.

But not really to describe what we’re doing.

No.

But do you see what I'm saying? It’s only to the amount of
subject matter that and attested where the average person
skilled in the art could make and use an invention as it’s
described in this document, and without “undue”
experimentation, without inventing it himself.

Right.

Now, this provisional application, you throw it...different
patent attorneys do different things with it. On one end of
the spectrum, you do an invention disclosure. Most big
corporations have invention disclosure forms which leads
the inventor to write out good disclosures and figures and
things, and I’ve seen people actually file that invention
disclosure because if you’re coming up on a bar date, you
don’t have time to write an application or think about what
your invention is. All you’ve got to do is get something on
file, and then hope that it will protect...that whatever
you had on file covered your invention.

Is that what we’ve done so far?



Boehm:

Boehm:

Wheeler:

Boehm:

Wheeler:

Wheeler:

Boehm:

Wheeler:

Eliot Bernstein:

Boehm:

Bernstein:

Boehm:

Simon Bernstein:

Boehm:

Wheeler:

Boehm:

E. Bernstein:

Wheeler:

Bernstein:

Unless it’s really the patent application,

I don’t want to answer that, but that’s the line.

It’s a grey question, it’s a grey area, I think.

That’s what we’re aiming to do, that’s what we’re hoping to

do.

you file very minimal work,
like

But on one end of the spectrum,
and that’s what Ray did on some of the applications,
on the one...

He was trying to do it in a broad...

He did
stroke

say conceptually that his method was to do a broad
of it.
Right.

Well, a broad stroke on drafting the claims.

Okay. Right.
He’s got to put the invention in!

That doesn’t happen in a provisional at all, generally. If
you want to, you can write the provisional claims just so
you know what you’re doing, and it’s actually used as
subject matter; but the claims are never examined. It
doesn’t matter if it’s in proper format or anything, it
just sits there. Now, if you pick up the provisional a year
later—it has to be within that year—if it’s a real well
done application, you just file it. There’s no money
involved in turning the provisional into a regular filing.
Oftentimes, with these one-page disclosures, there’s a
substantial amount of money involved in taking that from
there to there. The problem is you cannot add subject
matter to the patent application later on once it’s filed.

correct?

No, the subject matter has to be supported—has to be
described—

In the provisional.
Uhhuh To that text,

or you lose your filing date.

But the zooming element, then, is not in addition.
Is not in addition? You mean..
It’s not even in there.

You can’t add subject matter. So if he did describe
zooming, then it’s not in addition.

Did he, 2



Wheeler: I am asking you whether he did or not?

Boehm: I’m not clear on what you mean. You can’t add additional
subject matter after the filing date of an application or
you’ll lose the right to that filing date.

Wheeler: The provisional? You can’t add subject matter to the
provisional?

Boehm: To any application...any patent.

Wheeler: But if he did describe the zooming, then the zooming

element is not an addition in the formal.

Boehm: Right. It’s supported. If he described it in the original,
you can base claims on it later.

Wheeler: And have we said that the zooming is in the provisional?
Bernstein: Nowhere that I can see.

Simon Bernstein: Wait. You’re the lawyer reading another lawyer’s work. Is
it in there?

Boehm: Do you have a copy of it?

Bernstein: Yeah, right here. It isn’t in there if it bites you.

E. Bernstein: It’s not in the filing either.

Simon Bernstein: It’s obviously not in the filing if it’s not in the
provisional.

Bernstein: No.

Simon Bernstein: Can you make reference to something...let’s say he

uses the word “zoom”.

Boehm: Exactly. I'm pretty sure the word “zoom” is in there, isn’t
it Eliot?

Bernstein: But what Doug’s saying is that had you written the patent, you
would have described the invention as the ability to do
this cool zoom that we all...and just said this is the cool
part of what we’re doing. What Ray’s missing in the outline
is the ability for you to put a picture on a Web page.

Wheeler: He did know that an important element was the fact that
when we went in and made it bigger, we didn’t pixelate.

Bernstein: It didn’t pixelate. ©Not in here at all.
E. Bernstein: Not even mention to that concept.

Bernstein: Complete failure. It’s not.
8



Wheeler:

Bernstein:

Wheeler:

Bernstein:

Wheeler:

Bernstein:

Wheeler:

Bernstein:

Boehm:

Boehm:

Nope.

Yeah,

But if said it doesn’t distort when we zoom...

Nothing like that.

That’s the same thing, isn’t it?

but he hasn’t said anything...he doesn’t even tell you

What about the panning element, or is that element not
patentable?

No, that’s part of the whole process is to be able to zoom while

panning.

Here it is. “The above process can be utilized in order to
create higher zoom capabilities with each new depth layer
of an image...”

No, but that’s a new depth layer which is bringing in another

E. Bernstein:

Boehm:

Bernstein:

Boehm:

Wheeler:

Bernstein:

Wheeler:

Boehm:

Boehm:

Wheeler:

Boehm:

No.

Well,

Yes.

hotspot image, so it’s really a completely different
subject.

Oh. Okay.

Okay. Where is that?

I read it to, he’s very crafty you know.

“Where the zoom capacity of up to 1700 times or greater may

be easily obtained with the [present conventions.]” Are
they talking about the hotspot now?

No, it’s the general zooming capability.
So it’s not in addition.
explain to him where it’s missing.

You guys didn’t put it in the formal...I don’t mean
you...he didn’t put it in the formal one in the depth in
that what we want to do it but he could have without it
being construed as an addition.

Well play lawyer on you now<Laughs; cannot understand his
comment . >

Right - sorry

Whether or not it’s supported is a question that’s going to
be determined either between you and the
examiner...probably not, it’s between you and another

9



Simon Bernstein:

Boehm:

Simon Bernstein:

Boehm:

Simon Bernstein:

Boehm:

Simon Bernstein:

Bernstein:

Boehm:

Boehm:
Boehm:

Bernstein:

Wheeler:

Boehm:

Wheeler:

Boehm:

lawyer someday when the case is litigated. The question is
And again, the test is: Can the average person skilled in
the art—the average designer of this type of software—can
he read this document and make and use of your invention
without inventing it? That’s the test. Now, whether he uses
the word “zoom” in here and “magnification” later, that
doesn’t mater as long as he would have gotten it. If it is
so simple to build by reading this, you don’t need any
subject matter. If you’re combining three elements A, B,
and C, and A, B, and C are standard in the art, and you
tell them these are standard in the art, go combine A, B,
and C, that could be a one-page application. The average
person will pick it up and he could. It’s a patent test.
Are you with me? The more complex it is, the more you want
it supported in this text.

What if it is basically simple, and he just wrote it
as basically simple, does that support our position anyway
though?

Does that support our...Sure...

I mean, if we were to litigate against another person
that infringes on our...

An infringer.
Supportable for the sake of argument?
Right. Yes. That is a fair argument

OK so then I don’t know that, at least from first
blush

That’s the provisional you’re reading though, right?

Where

Aren’t they the same? I think they’re identical, aren’t
they?

You can check in his notebook.
Are there differences?

did you find that piece that you just read?

Is the reason...now continue answering my question...is the
reason we came to the formal in March of this year, which I
didn’t realize that Joao. I thought that we had agreements

for doing everything, but apparently Joao filed...

For that one, yes.

But he didn’t bother telling anybody.

That’s the one that we didn’t find out until way late.
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Wheeler:

Okay, perhaps the reason that he did that was that was the
easiest way to do it and the course of least resistance,

and he thought he could go back...is there an amendment
procedure?

Boehm: Yeah, there’s an amendment procedure.

Wheeler: That he could do it a few months later or something like
that?

Utley: We had a conversation before the formal filing, and, in
fact, I have my notes here from that conversation.

Wheeler: Okay.

Bernstein: And you mentioned that there was no zoom.

Utley: Yeah, I said...

Bernstein: Claim one.

Utley: Yeah, Here are my notes. This is my original copy. Claims

do not reference stitching. The patent app does not cover
providing enhanced digital image with zoom and pan
controls. It covers for creating enhanced images to show
zoom and pan functionality without distortion.” Those are
my notes.

Bernstein: And you told him that.

Simon Bernstein:

Boehm:

Simon Bernstein:

Wheeler:

Here’s a man that was cognizant of what was necessary
to be in there. How did a guy to file a patent without any
of us—obviously, not me, but Eliot, Brian.?

Jim wasn’t around yet.

Okay, but Chris was and so on and so forth—how did
they get through the crack that he did this?

It didn’t get through the crack. Brian addressed it with
him.

Bernstein: And everything is shredded now, too. Everything else is shredded.

Utley: Kind of what he was going to do—his time factor—he was
going to...he didn’t think he would get this in. He would
submit it and then would turn right around and amend it.

Boehm: Did he really say that?

Bernstein: Yeah.

Utley: I wouldn’t say amended, it was because of the stuff that
was coming...

Bernstein: It was supposed to be in there.

11



Utley:

Simon Bernstein:

Bernstein: Yeah.
Simon Bernstein:
Utley:
Utley:

Simon:

Utley:
Boehm:
Eliot Bernstein:
Bernstein:

Simon

Utley:

Wheeler:

Simon Bernstein:
Wheeler:

Wheeler:

Bernstein: Well,

Simon Bernstein:

Utley:

...he was going to smash that all together and file it.

Was that the same time, Brian,

the firm?

that he was leaving

So would you say that probably..
he knew at the time that he probably would be leaving?
Right.

But he wanted to get all of this in place so he could do
the billing and get that part of it in...

I don’t know that.
Just speculating.

What day did you give him those notes?
I don’t ever have to speculate on billing

I don’t have my address book with me...I didn’t write the
date down, but it was the date that he was here. He came.
He wanted to get it done to take care of you, make sure it
was filed for you.

That could be too. One other reason is...

We’re just speculating.

And I'm not trying to... <Everyone talking at once.> I
thought he was trying to work on our best behalf, but one
time or two times that I met him, it seems like he was
earnestly trying to help. Who knows? Maybe he was
incompetent. I mean we’re only suggesting that it would
have been incompetence

the fact that it’s not in your patents, right up front,
this is the invention, is a gross neglect. And the fact
that it doesn’t say, “this is what the invention is trying
to do. This is the feature...”

The point is not whether it’s gross neglect or not,
it’s what the damage is if there is...if, one, gross
neglect is of any import; and two, what is the damage? it
has caused iviewit. That’s what I think we need to
ascertain here, and if we can ascertain it.

How do we fix it?

12



Simon Bernstein:

Eliot Bernstein:

<Everyone talking

Boehm:

Simon Bernstein:

Boehm:

Simon:

Boehm:

Simon:

Boehm:

Simon:

Wheeler:

Simon:

Boehm:

Bernstein:

Which

Of course lets try to fix it, if we can’t fix it then we’ll
worry about..

Well 1°° lets fix it
at once.>

Let me go over the procedures so everybody’s clear. Again,
on one end of the spectrum you file a very sparse, like a
one-page provisional application, and it’s cheap, and the
purpose of the provisional is to get you in line...it is to
protect your date. What you’re trying to do is get the
benefit of your priority date. When you invented it. When
you’re in line in terms of whose the next guy that invented
it. Whose the first inventor?

Someone comes after you the second day after..
Who’s the first inventor, that’s what you’re after.

I understand. I really understand...you don’t physically
stand. ..

Not physically in line in the patent office is right, not
or even in physically in line in order as well. Okay. One-
year letter, the provisional expires and you have to file a
non-provisional patent application, okay? Many times it’s
identical. If you do a good job up front, you Jjust file
that, but you need to put claims on at this time. When I do
a provisional, I try, if there is money and time up front,
to do it once up front. I even write the claims. As a
matter of fact, I don’t even like to file provisionals
because there’s not much of an advantage. If you’ve got the
time and the money up front to do a good job, well then,
just file it as a regular application.

Understand that at the beginning, the time and the
money...I mean, the time was certainly available, but the
money was a short substance. So it was obvious that Ray
would be working in a most expeditious way.

Well, that’s why the..

might have short-circuited us because of all of the lack of
funds.

Well, that’s true because the filing date is 3/24/99 to
endorse that...that was very early in the game.

We did it in your office Chris in your library...in your
conference room. The only meeting I had with him was while
we were going to file the patent and that was in your
office.

Okay, 3/24/99 is the provisional application.

That’s what I'm saying. Well, Chris,
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Boehm: So even at a year, he filed the second one with claims.

Buchsbaum: Yeah two things happened during the year. One, the Company was
doing other things, even though they knew that was coming
up, and two, I guess there wasn’t a whole lot of money to
allocate towards doing that much.

Simon: Here’s what we did. We hired Ray Joao on the monies that
were raised by the investors; and then when Huizenga was
coming in with their money, and when that money came in, we
made a company decision that the first and foremost thing
was to get the patent filed properly. So the fact that we
were going to spend more money and get them completed at
that point had already been made.

Simon: Okay, but prior to that, we were working on short forms. Then
after that, we started to raise capital, and we always knew
that the priority was intellectual property, so were going
to make sure that those got done right. Brian’s been

working on it ever since, and I felt comfortable...I never
did feel comfortable with Ray Joao...just an observation.
Boehm: Hmmm....is it all patent attorneys? <Laughter>
Simon: No, no, there’s nothing wrong. He came in, he’s a nice guy, he

tried hard, you know, all the nice things, but his work
always appeared sloppy, okay? And that’s the only thing I
can say. You’re a patent attorney, you see what he did. If
I’'m wrong, then let me know; but to me, it looked like it
was a little slipshod. And then he made some statements
that really bothered me, too, that I don’t think he should
have made to a client, and that is that he was filing his
own patent. <Chuckling.> I mean, horseshit personally, I
haven’t heard of a patent attorney in my life telling me
that he’s an inventor filing his own patent. It really did
bother me.

<Everyone talking at once.>

Bernstein: Transmitting video files on a communication network for airlines
and. ..
Simon: It probably meant nothing because I don’t think the guy was of

the nature to be stealing from us, but I don’t know! But
I’11 tell you this, it did ring a bell. From a pure novice,
it made me a little nervous. I asked Eliot why he was
dealing with somebody, but we were assured that this was a
good firm...

Boehm: Let me look back in my own spiel...here with the
provisional. You file a provisional, then within one year,
you file a regular application with the claims. You can add
claims to it; but if you add subject matter to it—in other
words, 1f the zoom and pan concept wasn’t well described,
you have lost the benefit of that first phase. Right. Now

14



why is that going to hurt you? Two main reasons. One is if
you put it on sale—offered it for sale— or you publicly
disclosed it, there are certain regulations that say you’ve
got to get something on file, so if you had publicly
disclosed it, that would protect...getting the application
on file will protect you from losing your date because of
public disclosure and offer for sale. I think that’s what
he was trying to get the earlier dates for.

Simon: Sure.
Boehm: I spoke with Ray when I was trying to get all of these
files, and his comments to me were...when we were on the

phone—you remember, we were asking him where was this
stuff, and he said, well, he kept building on and he
learned more it got in there. After I reviewed these
applications, I agree that you’re learning more as you go
along. I’'m doing the same thing. So it’s kind of a learning

curve.
Bernstein: If they ever find a zoom description that adequately
makes...especially in the claims...I mean, if you’re

reading the claims...

Boehm: But Eliot, he’s going to say that the claims are of no
import right now. All you have to do...

Bernstein: In the filings?

Boehm: In the filings. I can go amend those right now. We can sit
down today and re-write them.

Simon: If it can be amended amend it. There’s no problems.
Boehm: There’s no problems.
Simon Bernstein: There’s always maybe a little money that’s been

duplicated and that’s it.

Boehm: Here’s the problem, and that’s what I want to get across
about that. If he’s trying to claim zoom and pan and I
rewrite the claims to claim zoom and pan, and the examiner
says, that’s great, but it’s new matter

Bernstein: But it’s in the provisional that you can zoom up to 1700 times.

Boehm: If my claim is supported by the spec on that date, then
you’ re fine.

Bernstein: Isn’t 1it?
Boehm: I can’t answer that without going into the...

Bernstein: But when we read the provisional and we see that, it says...
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Simon Bernstein:

Boehm:

Simon Bernstein:

Before this meeting took place, before we called this
meeting, aren’t you privy to everything that’s been done?

Oh, sure. I have everything.

So when Eliot asked you that question, why can’t you
answer 1it?

Boehm: Because there’s no...in my opinion, there’s no clear-cut
answer, yes or no, on the quality of the work product. It’s
a judgment call.

Bernstein: So that’s an exposure, and what if the judgment is against us?

Wheeler: It’s [an examiner] judgment call is what we’re saying.

Boehm: The damage?

Wheeler: No, the examiner. <Everyone talking at once.>

Wheeler: Whether the subject matter is new or not.

Boehm: The examiner would...hold on...it’s...

Wheeler: whose judgment call is it?

Boehm: It could be the examiner’s, if he catches it. If it’s not
caught, and you get it to patent and you litigate the
patent, ... at court. Or if the examiner catches it and I
want to appeal it to the board of appeals in the patent
office, it’s their judgment call

Wheeler: Okay, so we go to court and we’re fighting over the patent,
we would argue that it’s supported by the zoom 1700 in our
language, and the other side would, say that’s baloney
that’s too broad you didn’t describe it enough

Boehm: You didn’t have your invention...

Bernstein: Then you lose.

Boehm: We would lose only if you had a bar date come in there if
somebody else invented before you, or if you put something
on sale...or if we offered something up for sale.

Bernstein: Which we did.

Boehm: But the offer-for-sale date from our first meeting is not

Bernstein: Right.
Boehm:

Simon Bernstein:

until September.

So the offers for sale won’t normally kick off a foreign...
Could you explain to me what offer for sale means?
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Boehm:

Simon Bernstein:
Boehm:
Utley:

Simon:

Sure. As soon as you...you can’t get a patent on a product
after you’ve been using it for more than a year. As soon as
you publicly disclose your invention, you’ve got one year
in the United States to get a patent on file, okay? Even if
you don’t publicly disclose it...let’s say I’'ve got a
method of making [ ] in my factory, but it never gets
outside. I'm starting to commercialize it, I'm making money
off my invention...the commercialization date a year later
is you can’t patent it in the U.S. So that’s that one-year
grace period.

Aren’t we within that period?
Yes. As far as we know, yeah. As far as we know.
Yes-yes we are within that grace period
Okay, somebody explain to me, what am I doing here? Why am
I sitting here? Are we saying that Ray Joao, other than
being sloppy, but there’s not much damage that could have

been done or can be done because we can fix it, which
really would make me the happiest to hear that.

[not in transcript: PSL look at change above although minor it indicates
perhaps the change in text to match new text]

Utley:

Boehm:
Boehm:
Utley:
Boehm:

Utley:

Simon Bernstein:

Buchsbaum:
Bernstein: We’re

Simon Bernstein:

Can I jump in? Let’s just say there are two steps. We’re
going to make a filing this week; and to the best of our
knowledge, we have swept up all this in this filing, and
that will be within the commercialization period. The
second thing that we’re going to do is we’re going to look
at filing an addendum to the original formal filing to
strengthen the claims - broaden the claims ... to the
maximum extent that we can.

if we need it...if we need it.

It’1]l be a lot of this was swept up into the application.
What we’re trying to do is protect the date day of March 24
The original...

The original date as March the 24" but filing should
remain an objective.

Brian, if you broadened the language now, would that be a
red flag to the commissioner that you should have done it
earlier? Or should we Jjust say that this has always been
there?

You mean the examiner of the commission
not going to be able to say it was in the claim.
What happens when you start those amendments or

broaden them is you start to admit that you didn’t do it.
17



Boehm: Um, yes and no. We...I do that all the time.

Simon Bernstein: It’s common then?

Bernstein: If they do it all the time, then we have to do it.

Simon Bernstein: But not until I feel more comfortable with it.

Boehm: We normally have a search done. The patent examiner will do
a patentability search, and he will come back and reject
it. The problem is if the claims are too narrow to begin
with, he will not come back and reject it, he’ll allow it,
and boom! Now I can’t amend it he’s in. [ ], we’re done.
But I can file an continuation on it. I can keep dragging
this out and get broader claims as long as the subject
matter is...

Wheeler: So that’s why he stated it broadly versus narrowly?

Boehm: No.

<Somebody comes into the room to take food/and or drink orders.>

Boehm: No, but as far as, doing it broadly, if you’re saying to
claim it broadly it’s our job to claim... as prior art
which I doubt the claim is as broad as the [ ] allows...

Wheeler: Right. That’s what I'm saying.

Boehm: And this is claimed broadly.

Wheeler: Right.

Boehm: And that’s the normal tactic, to claim things broadly, and

then wait for the examiner to come back and say, “Oh, you
can’t get it that broad,” and then narrow down your claim.

Wheeler: Okay, so isn’t that what he was in part trying to do?
That’s what he’s been saying, yeah.

Boehm: Yeah.

Wheeler: Well, would that not be consistent with how patent
attorneys try to do things?

Bernstein: Well, claim one, if you look at their claim one, Chris, that
they’ve written, it identifies...

Wheeler: Who'’s they?

Bernstein: Foley & Lardner. It identifies what you’re trying to do.

[not in transcript: Stephen note how Dicks name is deleted and Foley’s name
is screwed up, may indicate who was changing this
transcript]

Wheeler: Okay, so maybe it should have been written differently.
18



Boehm:

You won’t get two patent attorneys to write the same
claims.

Bernstein: Well, no, but you try to write the claim, and that’s the teaching
you and Steve both represented us here, to describe in its
broadest term...

Boehm: Right.

Bernstein: ...the invention.

Boehm: Well, I can’t say that this isn’t broad. This is very

broad. This might be rejected for indefiniteness...I don’t
know what it is...but now he’s got the opportunity to go
back and...

Bernstein: And Brian, you know, there’s print film image in here, it’s all

Wheeler:

supposed to be out of here.

What you’re telling me is that in your forum of law there’s
always going back and refining and refining and refining
that was wrong.

<Everyone talking at once; two different conversations going on at once.>

Bernstein: This is like he just completely ignored what we said over a year.

He didn’t do a thing. Nothing. No comments, nothing.

Utley: Almost nothing between the provisional and the formal
process.

Boehm: And some people intentionally file narrow just to get
something on file. Then they can come back and repair it
without damage to it.

Bernstein: But you don’t know that because an examiner...

Simon Bernstein:

You’ll never know that until you have a litigation.

Bernstein: And then the question is what potential damage does that...

Simon:

Boehm:

Simon Bernstein:

Utley:

Boehm:

That damage potential and that remedy will be then taking
place at that time, not now.

That I agree with. Even if we decide something now, you
won’t know what the outcome is for five and a half months.

..wouldn’t happen anyway. You wouldn’t even know
that.

Let me come back where I was. We are going to file on the
7", Wednesday. As far as we know, that will cover every
element of this invention that we have our arms around at
this point in time.

I believe so, yes.
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Utley:

Bernstein: So we

Utley:
Utley:

Boehm:

Utley:

And we should go back and address what amendments we can
make to the claims in the filing of March this year and
determine within the spec of the filing how broad those
claims can be. I mean, that’s going to be the test. Within
the spec of that filing, how much leverage have we got to
broaden those claims so that we do have a priority date
which is back about a year ago last March.

want to insert everything going into this one into that
one?

No, it’1l1l be...

It’1]l be based upon the preamble, if you will, of what’s in
here.

We do reference it. As a matter of fact, this is the cover

page, Brian, of the application we’re going to file.

Yeah, you reference it right there.

Bernstein: But you can add claims to that one that you’re referencing that

Boehm:

Bernstein: Well,

Boehm:

Bernstein: Well,

Boehm:

Bernstein: Well,

Wheeler:

would encompass what we have in today’s filing, which is
really...we do want it in there.

Yes, I can claims to the zoom and pan to get you back to
the original date in this one since I claim to this onto
his.

we should do both.

Well, you can’t get two patents on the same invention, so
it depends on where we want to go.

we want to definitely get it in on his because it gets us
an earlier date. Correct?

No. It’s a mess with these dates. What will happen
is...nobody will worry about the date unless there’s an
occurrence, and that occurrence might... it’s a major
problem. You won’t find out about that occurrence until you
sue somebody, and then they go search in Australia, and
they find a reference that somebody’s done this before in
the library, and then you worry about the date. Were you
before him?

that’s what I’'m worried about. I’d like to go back to our
earliest date.

Can I point out one other thing? I know we look for the
word...Eliot looks for the word...I know we look for the
word “zoom,” but there’s also other language in here too.
Sometimes we get caught up in a word “zoom,” when what is
zooming other than enlarging or reducing? And he does have
language in here, “when enlarged or reduced, these pixels
of the digital image becoming distorted a feature which
20
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Wheeler:
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Boehm:

Bernstein:
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Boehm:

Bernstein:

Boehm:

Bernstein:

Boehm:

typically results in the digital image being fixed to an
original size or being available at low magnification, such
as, for example, magnification from 200 to 300 times. These
digital images are also difficult to enlarge to a full
screen without a tremendous amount of distortion present in
the end product.”

I mean, he’s describing I mean that’s zooming. Reducing and
enlarging is zooming.

But he’s not putting it in your claims, that’s what he’s saying.

Right.

You see, this is different.

But it doesn’t matter right now

But it doesn’t have to be if you’ve made mention. The
opinion is that it doesn’t have to be as long as he’s ...if
you made mention...if you’ve gone on record of having
described this

This is the background that’s..problem. He’s got...

That kind of invention, right, it’s got to state...

Well, I didn’t get to that either.

And that’s where it’s not.

I pointed out a couple of things. It’s not as...

Within the claims, the claims I’'m reading, you could not...

The claims really don’t matter.

In the patent?

The patent claims on a pending application basically don’t
matter.

No, the ones he filed.

Okay.

Yeah, they basically don’t matter. I can go back and change
them.

Why? So we want to change back to the original one he’s
filed, put as much language as we can that we have
today...oh, it’s all supported. Everything you wrote in
that new one is supported in this one because it’s the same
process.

That’s the ultimate problem that Steve and I—-Steve is
Becker, the other patent attorney that actually wrote these
patents <in audible>—but that’s the ultimate problem that
we’re worried about, and that’s the problem that you always
worry about unless you first of all have a handle on the
invention, inside and outside, and second of all, unless
you really have a handle on Prior Art so you know where you
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want to go with this. Then you spend the time and the money
to do a good original provisional filing. You’ve got a
pretty good shot that it’s supported then. But when you
file as, oh, I’'ve got to try and cover this base, and when
you do this kind of stuff, there’s always going to be a
question of what was supported when.

Bernstein: But that’s fine. It is supported.

Simon Bernstein: We’re off the subject matter.
Bernstein: So we should definitely claim back to the earlier date?
Boehm: We may get a rejection, or you may find out in litigation

five years from now, that none of this was supported. Some
court may say that you never talked how to do this because
your software wasn’t in the patent application.

Bernstein: It is, though.

Boehm: Well, the code isn’t. They might say that these broad
diagrams and these flowcharts aren’t good enough. There’s
always that risk.

Bernstein: But we’re trying to say that if they accept it, we want it to be
to the furthest filing date that we can, which is March 3,
2000, and that’s where it should lie; and if it’s going to
get argued let it live or die at that date.

Boehm: That’s what we’re trying to do right now.

Bernstein: Okay, good. So I'm under the impression from this point that
we’re going to encompass what we’ve learned what we’re
filing even in this other one even into the original one so
we can claim back to a March 3 filing date that claims back
to our original March patent...

Boehm: March 24", yeah, all of that will go back toward what is
supported in here, in the original. Not supported in ours.

Bernstein: Okay. And it’s all going to be supportable because you’re going
to be able to pull up an image of the nature that we are
discussing, and anybody with an eye can see that you’ve now
done this.

Boehm: <Inaudible comment.>

Bernstein: Well, you’re going to be able to show your invention, aren’t you?

Boehm: No, no.

Bernstein: You can’t?

Boehm: You live or die on what’s in the specs. That’s why...
Bernstein: Then get it in there.
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Boehm:

Yeah.

Bernstein: You can’t bring it in as evidence what the invention is?

Boehm:

Simon:

Boehm:

Utley:

Boehm:

Simon Bernstein:
Boehm:

Utley:

Boehm:

Wheeler:

Only outside evidence of what the average level of skill in
the art is, okay? If somebody says that the flowchart isn’t
detailed enough, I'm going to go, “Oh, yes it is. Here’s 29
programmers who are going to testify and say yeah, I can do
that in my sleep with this document.” So, there’s always
going to be a battle about the level of support.

Maurice and I—that’s why I asked him to come in—Maurice and
I were talking because neither one of us understands
patents or how you file them or invention actually. What we
do understand a little bit about is the theory in business;
and now that we know that Ray Joao was somewhat sloppy—I'm
not suggesting that he’s not a fine attorney or anything
else—you have been...you have reviewed all these patents
that we have, whether there are eight or ten of them...

There were eight original filings, and then...eight
original filings.

Okay. And then how many do we have now?

Let’s look at the chart right now, but it’s basically.
We’ve got 17 applications that have been filed. These old
ones are dead now because they were provisionals, and we’ve
basically covered all...we pointed out basically covering
two, maybe three inventions, so there’s not...I mean, if we
were to start over, maybe you’d do this with two patents,
maybe one patent. So.

Who owns them?
Who owns it? iviewit Holdings, Inc.

Owns all of them?

Except for...<Pause, and then text comes in that doesn’t
seem to be answering this open question.>

Video playback over a network

How did he get in? [not in transcript but this refers to

Jeff Friedstein on an invention]

Bernstein: He’s part of the invention.

Boehm: An inventor - inventorship.

Boehm: So I've so I've got a document right here for him to sign.
If he signs, then I do a couple of things.

Bernstein: He signed that when you faxed it to him originally.
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Wheeler:

Boehm:

Wheeler:

Buchsbaum:

I have copies of each one of these.
your [ 17

Can I get a copy of

of this? Sure.

I have a copy of each one of these, or most of

them. ..

I believe,

Can I ask you a question? Your saying everybody that has an

obligation to sign is on the list of names in these patents?

Boehm:

Wheeler:

Bernstein:

Buchsbaum:

Boehm:

Buchsbaum:

Boehm:

Bernstein:

Boehm:

Bernstein:

Boehm:

Simon:

Wheeler:

You preferably don’t...well,
ones...

unless you have the new

I don’t have the new ones, but...

That’s an old one. That’s old.

You’ re saying everybody that has an obligation to sign is on the
list of names in these patents right, because the company
was part because the Company was doing, is that what you’re
saying? Because I don’t even know if everybody has signed
because you may due corporate due diligence for financial
reasons or if...and they will say has everybody signed off
on these patents, and if three people don’t...if one person
hasn’t, he has an obligation to sign?

Brian, have you signed?

Has everybody signed off on these? Brian?

See these tabs [refers to tabs for inventors Bernstein,
Shirajee, Friedstein and Rosario to sign] right here?
That’s what I'm trying to do today. As soon as...I’'m going
to have people sign, me sign...all the inventors sign. I’'ve
got to get a hold of Jeff

I thought we did that when we filed.

You only signed one real document, didn’t you? Did you
actually a declaration? I know you didn’t sign an
assignment over but you’re real clean on it because these
are all based on the original filing , which is assigned to
iviewit holding already

What’s that mean?

So all of the other inventors would have a helluva problem
trying to say they owned anything.
Again, this is a little off the subject matter, but I have asked
Chris about it before. If something were to happen to
iviewit, and it were it went into bankruptcy, what would

happen to those patents? How would those patents [ ]7?
It depends on which at iviewit you’re talking about.
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Simon Bernstein: The one that they are held in.

Wheeler: Well, first of all, holdings is held separately
versus...we’re operating the company out of a separate
entity, correct? iviewit.com. So, let me think there...

Buchsbaum: The operating company is iviewit.com.

Simon Bernstein: All I'm concerned about is, for example, that the largest

creditor...it wouldn’t be a creditor, it would actually be
an investor...would then...

Bernstein: They’re not a creditor.

Buchsbaum: Okay, then the largest creditor could come in and pierce the

corporate veil of iviewit.com and say that this is just a
way of protecting the only valuable asset of the company
away from creditors. Is there a possibility of that?

Boehm: Obviously there is.

Wheeler: There is a possibility, but that’s one of the main reasons..
But the loan, they made the company who wrote the patent,
join in as a guarantor anyway on it.

Bernstein: Well, that would be all of us. All of those would be all of the
investors getting a piece back?

Wheeler: No, no, no. On the $800,000 loan, those people, it’s
secured by the patent.

Simon Bernstein: What about the $600,000...0r the other $800,000 loan?

Wheeler: The others weren’t loans. The others were equity, as I
recall.
Simon Bernstein: No, no, they have claims.

Bernstein: Well, they’re supposed to be converted to equity, which is
another issue.

Utley: But there where note holders

Wheeler: No, because there was no quid pro quo at that time. The
note holders I mean you can’t go back and do it, we had
that talk Si

Wheeler: I mean, you can’t go back...

Bernstein: The note? I believe they’re not final, even though we told people
they would be by this time.

Wheeler: The note holders took their money in without taking
security. Now you...<Indecipherable. Everyone talking at
once.> ...new considerations...I said now you can’t .. back

to a failure to the corporation
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Wheeler:

Simon:
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Simon:

Bernstein:
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Utley:
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Simon:

Wheeler:

and that would be protected by the courts anyway usually.

..Board if everybody that was a creditor found, everybody
that was a note holder at that point there was no what
would you call it - problem

The
court would see this probably as a you know a fraud

You could have two frauds: fraud of creditors and fraud of

shareholders.

Chris I'm not worried about fraud. I'm really concerned
the last loan that we

No,
with the fact that what we did here,
took in, from...

Crossbow.

No, not from Crossbar...

Crossbow.

Yeah,

Would

We all could have put in another $10.

Crossbow
...1ls secured by the...

...the term of the deal, right.

And that’s perfectly acceptable to me except that everybody
else that had loans prior to that at that time should have
been considered with the same equity because ..posses able
and Chris told me that that was the perfect time to get it
done

but would Huizenga lose his?

Huizenga lose his stake in it to Crossbow?

it wasn’t...I said that if there was going to
we all could of..??

No, no, no,
be new considerations from those people,

I mean, at the time we did
it with Crossbow, we should have made sure that our other

people...

Are protected.

No, no, no. We would have had to issue new contracts out
for everyone.

There would have had to have been some material
consideration, not just $10. It would have been..

So it would have been $10,000...
Well, then, you could have...Crossbow, we didn’t even talk
about Crossbow at that moment, and I said you couldn’t go

back and just collateralize. You couldn’t go back for money
that you already put in. But if you put in new
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considerations that you could demand as a condition to be
collateral.

Simon: What we should have done, or what we maybe we still
should do to protect our original group of investors, is to
have them pony up a few more thousand or whatever you think
is legitimate, and amend the contracts to protect them as

well.

Utley: That’s new subject matter.

Simon: Well, I only brought it up because it had to do with the
patents.

Utley: I know but can we finish the patent discussions before we
bring up new subject matter.

Simon: You can, but I want to make sure that we do finish.

Utley: No, I agree with you Si.

Si: The problem is that I made claims to certain people like

Don Kane, who put op $100,000, who thinks...
Bernstein: Let’s get back to that. No, let’s get back to it. It’s a definite
point. There are people.

Buchsbaum: This is a business issue for later.
Bernstein: ©No, we’re asked by these very people these questions.
Boehm: Did you get your question answered on the...

Buchsbaum: Yeah, I just wanted to understand...you know, I got an answer. It
had to do with the obligations Si I was trying to
understand i1if somebody does due diligence now with regards
to understanding what is there and what has to be done,
like those yellow tabs. [Yellow tabs indicate signatures of
missing inventors]

Boehm: Yeah, but after...I find everybody, we can get guys to
sign.

Buchsbaum: We aren’t that many. I don’t know on that sheet what you have,
but I don’t think there are that many names. There’s what
about five names?

Buchsbaum: Therearen’t that many...you don’t have that many. I don’t know on
that sheet you have, I don’t think there’s that many names.

Boehm: No, there’s not.

Boehm: So we have everybody but Jeff, if we can get Jude and Zak.
Buchsbaum: You just have to get people around and sign.

Boehm: No, that should not be and issue.
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Buchsbaum: That might be questions brought up when people do do due
diligence. Is everybody else on these?

Bernstein: That’s why we’re closing it. Right?
Boehm: We’ll record what was in the patent office(..???) can do.
Utley: The other piece that’s not in any part of the original

filings, which is the reduction of the technology to a

disciplined process—the mathematical representations of

what’s in and how it works and stuff like that.
Wheeler: (..227)

Buchsbaum: That will also be included in there, right?

Utley: We’ll put it in the new filing...one of the new filings.

Wheeler: I form my opinion of everything, and we can talk about post

solutions but I think Brian wants to get this back on

track, but to me there’s bad news and there’s good news in
this. The bad news is, just like anything in life, perhaps

we would have liked to have tidied up some things better,
like to have had Mr. Joao tidy them up. The good news 1is
considering the state that the corporation was in in the
early stages and the variable limited resources that it

had, I'm glad that we have an awful lot on record that we
do have on record, to be honest with you.

Simon: As long as it’s not to the detriment of what we thought we
were filing, I have no...I couldn’t agree with you more.
Wheeler: But I think I like your approach, and I assume it’s your

approach, too, in that I assume that you’re doing a fairly
comprehensive new one, but then you’re going to probably...

Utley: Claim priority back to the old one.

Wheeler: Right, but you’re also going to do your amendment because
now we’re finding out that it’s not an uncommon procedure
and it’s not a red flag.

Utley: Two things: the new filing on Wednesday will claim priority
all the way back for as much as possible back to March 24
last year. Second, we will look at the March 24" year 2000

filing and determine how we should amend that to include
additional claims and broaden that filing so that it more

fully represents the knowledge of the invention as of that

time.
Bernstein: Does it claim all the way back?
Wheeler: It’11l go all the way back...
Boehm: as long as you don’t go outside what was described.
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Simon:

Wheeler:

Bernstein:

Utley:

No, the math is just describing the original invention.

Right,

Okay.

We’ll, I'"11 never know the answer to that until it’s
litigated.
Due diligence.

but from your perspective here, that’s what we’re setting
up. Correct?

We’re going to try.

The question never even gets answered half the time in the
real world. I will claim priority back on the document, and
then if the examiner doesn’t care, nobody cares

It gets through.

Would

It gets through.

it be a fair assessment—I’'m posing this more as a novice,
not as an attorney here—since we’re not at IBM and we don’t
sit down at the very beginning and work out all these
equations and all that, that in an invention such as this
by a Ma-and-Pa type of inventor, and now since we’re
getting into the nuts and bolts and really uncovering, in
essence, what’s behind it, as Brian dissected it as we
moved along, but that’s all we’re doing? I mean, that Ma-
and-Pa inventors do that as they go along? They add the
flesh to the bones as they go along?

Boy, that happens, and we try not...we try to minimize the
amount because if the flesh that you have to add is new
subject matter and you’ve already sold your invention a
year ago, you’re dead.

Well no, Let me at it a different way. It does this, but I can’t

describe how it does this. But now we find out...we tell
you what it does, now we’re telling you in detail how it
does it.

Yeah, in terms of we claimed it properly.

So I'm not adding flesh in defense...

New flesh.

..new flesh. I’'ve got the box, now I’'m disclosing what’s in the

No.

box including the gears and how it works.

No. Here’s what the big difference is. The original filing
claims a process for print film imaging.
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Utley:

Bernstein:

<End Side 1;
Buchsbaum:
Simon:

Wheeler:

Utley:

Siv?

Wheeler:

Buchsbaum:

Wheeler:

Simon:
Wheeler:
Simon:
Wheeler:
Utley:
Simon:

Wheeler:

Utley:

Well, that was all stricken, by the way. That’s why I’'m having a
big problem. I was going to get to that next, Brian.

Okay, good.

But we have discussed with Ray Joao numerous times to take out
the references to print images out of this right here. Over
the course of the year in the 59,000 modifications back and
forth, we continuously pushed him away from the words that
I see in this filing, and that’s what’s so disturbing to me
because we sat here when...

begin Side 2>

That would be conditional, probably.

Right, they probably will.

Their not going to want in fact their going to say take it
off aren’t they

No Crossbow notes would be converted to equity when someone
else comes in.

Of course, and that’s gone. And those issues are gone.

Well, Yeah, so that it was the ..it was intelligent way to
do it...and I'm not...

Crossbow would probably manage the million dollars anyway

By the way, if we did do a deal by which we tried to

collateralize it even further, then we’d have to have some

sort of provisions as well to get rid of your collateral.
Yes, of course. As soon as it converts to equity, it’s gone.

But I mean, what if you didn’t convert yours to equity[ 1°7?
Then you’d have to lose it anyway.

But at a point.

It just becomes a normal stockholder...

Right.

It would have to drop away or something. For
instance, it would drop away when theirs drops away.

The stockholders, in the event of a default, the
stockholders, the distribution that takes place, includes
all the stockholders according to the rank of the
preference. So the preferred get first cut, and the common
stockholders get the second cut, whatever is left for
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Bernstein:

distribution. But of that amount[ ] unless there’s nothing
to distribute.

Not if one of the preferred stockholders has a
collateralized position and the others don’t. If one of

these preferred stockholders...

There’s no stockholders that have a collateralized
position.

That’s true.

You’re talking about the small amount of money, that have any

value, it should be reasonable value, and those would be
taken out anyway.

Except that we seem to feel that we have an obligation to
those, to protect the other stockholders who...had all
good..I think its prudent anybody to ask permission

A good way to do it is the way he said to do it, and that’s to

[?2].

Will you look it up and see what it’s going to take to do
it?
I’11 coordinate that

I’'m not clear. What are we trying to do? Are we trying to
provide for collateral for new money coming in, or are we
trying to...? We’re not trying to collateralize money which
has already been...

I don’t know. Can you handle the old money the same way? I don’t

think so.

We have to see. We might be able to consider it for the
full amount in the view of the fact that if you had enough
substantial new consideration,

The problem is that you may have to go back to Crossbow to do

that, and you may be better off just to do it on subsequent
money.

Well, but to ask Don Kane to put up $10,000 when he’s got
$160,000 in the...$135,000 in the company, and then he only
gets 10%...510,000 worth of consideration...I’d like to
protect his whole $165,000, which is what he has.

The answer is you go back and

I don’t think you can do that because that’s equity. It’s
in common stock.

It’s not equity. It’s a loan.
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Wheeler:

Simon:

Simon:

Bernstein:

Don had the stock prior to his putting up the money. These

are loans. There’s $400,000 that’s on the books. Then
there’s another $100,000 besides what he put in originally.
Sal has a loan on the books of $25,000. Your guy should
have had a loan on the books for $250,000.

No, that’s equity. Okay.

At any rate, <tape cuts out[tape does not cut out on my
tapel]>...While I got Chris here I'm going to take advantage
of his being here.

One of the issues we tried to do when we raised the last $80,000
that came form Eliot’s two friends Anderson and Mitch
Welsch. [ ]

Ken Anderson.

It was my knowledge, according to Jerry, that those monies
were to go to Eliot, and then Eliot was theoretically to
loan the money to the company so that Eliot would have a
loan on the books and he would have sold his stock because
Eliot has some personal needs that he needs to accomplish
as soon as we get funded or we get some money in here. I'm
under the understanding again. It could be way off.

How do we work that out, Brian? The 10? A loan-?

Yeah, that’s better because otherwise you will get taxed.

Will they loan me $10,000 to pay the taxes?

Who loaned you?

The company just today?
So I took that as a loan?

Yes.

The money went to the company, which spent the money already—the
stock money—from Ken and Mitch.

You haven’t sold any of your stock?

You just made an officer’s loan.
Right.

Is that how you handle it?

You loan the loan back by some method at some point.
Right. Correct.
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That’s the way to do that?

Well, there’s no tax impact...
but he would have had a [ ] gain.

Right. And there were other things at the time...right, things.
At the time, the company needed the money and I
didn’t...not that I didn’t
Sure, I just wanted to make sure that it was done. I didn’t
even know ...??2that bank account

Not that I didn’t.

Let’s finish up.

Eliot, let me summarize. I want to make sure we have an
agreement of this meeting. Let me interject two final two
points that we kind of skimmed over. One is you said that

Let

How

For

And

me ask you.

what we’ve spent already,

we want to go ahead and change the claims to go all the way
back on this US, but we have sort of got covered on the one
we’re filing? The one we’re filing is a PCT. It won’t pop
to the US for 18 or 30 months. Or we could file another PCT
and a US, then the claims would hit the US. In other words
what I’'m saying is it would matter if we do the claims
here. We could either fix up the claims here or file a PCT
and a parallel US if you want US patent protection sooner.
The PCT will split out to US, but not until later. You can
file a US anytime...

You’re not a lawyer, what do you recommend?

Well, it’s more money up front.

much money? A great sum of money?

No, it’s another grand to file.

let’s do it.

that protects us better?

Quicker. You’ll get a quicker US patent.
line quicker.

It’11 get you in
The other point that you’re making because in this week’s
filing we are going to claim all the way back...

We’re going to claim all the way back but this is what is
supported

Right. So if we claim all the way back to March of last
year, do we need to touch the filing that’s already in
motion?
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The one that’s out there?

Yes the PCT. Do we need to touch that?

No, no. There’s a PCT and a US.
Right.
The PCT, we will get a search back. In fact, we should get

it in a month or so, and then you’ll decide what you want
to do with that, what foreign country and possibly the US,
but he files the same thing basically in the US, and now

it’s in line in the US.

Right, right.
we make this
embraces all

But what I’'m saying is if the new filing that
week creates priority all the way back and
of the teachings of the prior...

Zoom and pan stuff.

Zoom and pan stuff, filings, do we need to go and modify
and update and amend those earlier filings?

Those other two.

That’s a good question would there be new recommendation?

It depends on two things. One is how quickly do you want to
get the US for the new filing? This is a PCT that we’re
preparing right now. If we file the US right away with it,
then it makes less difference.

Less?
Less difference because he’s in line sooner. That’s all. It
just depends on how soon you want to get your patent.

Well, we want to go for the sooner.
The sooner the better.
The sooner the better then let me play with this

Right.
Plus you’re gonna get an office action back from the patent
office on him...

On that.
For free. There’s nothing involved.

Right, but it doesn’t claim anything.
I don’t know yet. It claims...he’ll get this blasted. It
will will be rejected.

Yeah.
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Boehm:
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Boehm:
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Buchsbaum:

Simon:

Buchsbaum:

Wheeler:
Utley:

Boehm:

Bernstein:

Boehm:

Bernstein:

Boehm:

Utley:

Boehm:

Wheeler:

Boehm:

It will be rejected. The question is do we want to fix
this, or where are we with the other things? So there’s no
decisions to be made now on this, it’s just that do you
want to file a US and a PCT?
The answers yes

Yes

And we do want to fix the original work?
We can decide that later.

Well, why would we leave it unfixed?
Because you can’t get two patents on the same thing. So if
we fix this, you’re not going to get it over here.

But then we lose the date.

No we don’t.
That’s what he’s saying.

You really don’t lose the date.
So were not going to..???
Because he’s claiming all the way back.
We may not. It depends on...

May and less, these are words that scare me.
You don’t like that, do you?

No, I do not.

But I don’t think this is the right time to make that
decision now.

What is the right time?

When we get some office action back on this patent. And
when we hear from the patent office, we’ll sit down say do
we want to fix this, or do we want to fix this, or have we
uncovered some killer Prior Art that blows this whole thing
out of the water? You don’t want to spend money right now
if you can avoid it.

We’ve never done a search, have we?
We did a search...I’ve done a search on...<Everyone talking
at once.> on a dozen patents that really weren’t on point.

We didn’t find any close Prior Art; and all I can tell
these...
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Bernstein:
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Bernstein:

This was on imaging and video?
Yeah.
That’s incredible.

Yeah,

it was huge.

If it is found impossible to do these things, why would people be

doing them?

I want to make...the tape recorders off,
turned off>

right? <Recorder

What does PCT mean?

Patent Cooperation Treaty. It’s a formal filing process for

filing foreign patents.
Oh, that’s the thing with the different countries?

Yeah. So we file one application that splits out later to
different countries.

Two years?

Yes, but we’ll get indicators before that. Our search comes
in nine months, which is three months from now for the
first one. But, Brian, they’re searching this claim; this

claim is crap. You’re not going to get a good search on it.

So what? In
them?

six months or nine months, we’ll start hearing from

Yeah.
Well then we should do an alternate search on what you have.

It’s a judgment call. I mean, you asked me this question a
while ago, and you said what would it take to get me
comfortable because I’'m kind of a pessimist and I’'m an
engineer, so I have that background where I look at it that
it’s half empty. It would take more searching, and it would

take more searching inside the technical articles. And it
would take quite a bit of work. I mean, I guess $5,000, I
don’t know. It depends on what happens. Then, again, that

will only raise you to a different level of comfort, that’s

all.

And then they’ll say the same thing, and for another five grand,
well get Rays to another indiscriminate level of comfort.

Exactly. But we don’t have to do that because we will be
getting an article...

from the searches.
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Boehm:

Buchsbaum:

Boehm:

Buchsbaum:

Let me put it another way.

And from your investors because if I was working for
them...

If you have somebody that will take
this company and auction off the technology, okay? As it 1is
existing...as it is unfolding, okay? And as the licenses
come along. It’s strategy. Some of these people bid on
that. What are they really bidding on? It’s potentials,
right? Basically?

Well, no, there’s a present value of the technology. If
you. ..

Well, not if you don’t have patents issued on it.
Well, sure there is. Sure there is. If he can get a royalty
based on 2% of their products—or whatever it is—per minute,
whether or not it is patented, absolutely.

My question is at what point does it become...is the efficacy

there significantly enough from the standpoint of others
now that would be doing their own review. You know, like,
say a firm that would do the option. They’d have their
patent lawyers take a look at what you’re doing to see if
they think it has a real good value. At what point does
that come along? Is it six or nine months from now,
basically? Is that when that probably would start to unfold
as far as having a real relevant potential value? I’'ve been
trying to get a general..

I understand your question. I guess I would answer...

General idea.

If your licensees are spending a lot of money...

On your technology.

Reality,

No,

no.

On your technology, they’re going to have their patent
attorneys right now, today, go do a search, and they will
have a good indication. They may come up with Prior Art
that blows you out of the water. They may find nothing.
They may not search it. They may say, we don’t care about
patents; it’s the technology.

though, this is not the...more likely six to nine months
as some licenses start to unfold here and as things start
to come back, and that’s when this thing will start to have
some relevance more than it does right now? From the
standpoint of the...

That the patent will have relevance?
The technology has a value that can be created in the

marketplace and turned to bidding.
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Boehm:
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Bernstein:

Boehm:

Bernstein:

Buchsbaum:

Bernstein:

Well, you can look at the technology as almost value added
to the company. I mean, the company has worth because of
the process and what we can provide and we can build it up.
But it’1ll even astronomical more worth assuming that we
have...that it’s totally proprietary to ourselves. Now some
companies have great technology that’s proprietary to
themselves, and it doesn’t earn them money. For instance,
Wang Laboratories went down the tubes. They had the best
word processing, and they had the best of everything else.
And, of course, a lot of their technology is licensed out
there, as I understand it, to VisionAire and to...they did
the true ones, and...

It’s was also to get to the possible strategy for the company’s
investors, okay?

Right.

Or it may be at some point a window of huge value placed on this
technology where you may take advantage of it.

Well, and to our investors, we have said, and we can
continue to say, we are attempting to create a pool of
intellectual property and protect it.

Okay.
But there can be no assurances that this will withstand the
test of time.
That is exactly it. And you never want even when it issues.
You will get a good comfort level when you have a US patent
issued in your hands.

Why?

Because you’ve had an examination.
Because you’ve got some review.
Because you have a presumption of validity.

That’s why I’d like to get that first one corrected because
that’s the first one that’s going to be examined.
No, we’ve got one...oh, yeah, it is. It’s the US.
And therefore I want that to be approved.

to say...

The investors are going
The first one that we’re going to be issued will be issued
in May.

And the investors are going to say what happened to patent one.
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Bernstein:

Boehm:

Wheeler:

Boehm:
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Utley:

Wheeler:
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Utley

3/10 of 2000 was when it was filed. Typically a
year...they’1ll get around to it within a year. Maybe it’11l
issue in. 18 months to two years

From right now or from then?

From 3/10.

What is the process speed up? If you can show...

If you can show somebody’s infringing, you can have an
expedited examination; but that doesn’t always buy you much
time, and you really have to get into the patent office the
first time, and I'm not sure we can do that.

Wouldn’t a good example of one way be that Apple had really
great patents, and Microsoft was still able to come in and

duplicate it, even though everyone knows they violated the

hell out of the patent of Apple.

Um, hum.

So I mean you could have a good patent and it could still
go down the tubes. But another one I'm thinking of that did
stand up was Polaroid had patents and Kodak tried to come
in and do everything to distinguish, and wasn’t able to and
got clobbered, right? And there’s probably a lot of every
variation in between.

Yeah. Wheeler: [Not in transcript this is strange here]
Are those the two extremes?

Yeah,

those would be the two extremes.

Especially when it comes to method patents and software
patents.

Yeah, what was the first thing that Brian

...and the more patents you have, the less chances. It’s
like putting out mine fields...less chances people to get
around you. But if the original concept is broad enough and
claimed right, Yeah, we can be okay.

But what, the test - I guess what you’re asking for is when
we have that first claim promised, probably within two

years of when you filed, which is March 10, 2000, I would
probably say

Doug come back, close it out again.

<Inaudible comment.>
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Bernstein:
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Utley:

Boehm:

Utley:
Boehm:
Bernstein:

Boehm:

Bernstein:

Boehm:

Right.

I don’

I don’

There were two points. One was the PCT and I got that in
correct.

The second point was everybody was saying you don’t destroy
documents. Lawyers do destroy documents; and in the patent
realm, it is common practice to get rid of all of our
attorney notes, but it depends on what the practice is in
your law firm and your corporation. Most patent attorneys
who use this practice that I’ve seen, it happens after it
issues. You never do it before. I don’t even like to do it
then. I like to do it after all the...

t even understand why you’re destroying it. If you’ve got
nothing to hide and everything’s on the up-and-up.

But throw in the concept that I'm leaving the law firm.
Let’s say I'm leaving the law firm, my notes, who’s going
to follow up and destroy my notes to benefit you, because I
do want them six months from now. Maybe that’s what he’s
doing.

Yeah, he could have done it to protect you. He didn’t want
them around in the other office.

t know. I don’t know. I don’t even know if he knew he was
leaving then.

Now it’s intentional!

But I want to comeback were going to file PCT and US on the
new one. We’re going to wait for the old one to get kicked
back; and when it gets kicked back by the examiners, we’ll
then determine how we want to amend it. Is that what you
said?

No, I want to say something on that again. I think if you
want a patent to pop quickly—if that’s the goal, which
sounds like it’s a good goal—-then, no, I think we should
amend the claims with a preliminary amendment before the
examination.

A preliminary amendment?

A preliminary amendment.

Encompassing everything we can throw in there?

So we'’

Yeah, whatever support there is. But a preliminary
amendment on whatever it is on the...

re going back to the original
So I'1ll fix the 119 case yeah
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Bernstein:

Utley:

Bernstein:

Boehm:

Bernstein:

Utley:
Boehm:
Utley:

Boehm:

Bernstein:

March 3, 2000, to encompass what we’ve embraced.

When will you be in
amendment will look

It should look a lot like
Yeah, that’s...
That’s my guess.
When will you be in
I'd have to...a few

About a week or so?

a position to recommend what that
like?

the one we just did.

a position to...

days...

Oh, Yeah, within a week, sure.

Okay. That’s good.

<End of meeting.>
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Transcription of Tel ephone Conference
Conduct ed August 2, 2000
Partici pants:

El i ot Participant, Jim Arnstrong
Brian Utl ey, Doug Boehm
Docket 57103-120

Not e: Squar e brackets [ ] are used to indicate inaudible or indecipherable text. Text found
i nside brackets indicates transcriptionist’s best guess. Since speaker nanes are
not specifically identified, transcriptionist has nade an attenpt to identify
based upon comrents nmade in conversation but cannot guarantee that each speaker
has been accurately identified

Ber nst ei n: Pat ent neeting

Utley: ...all [it?] is is a set-top box doing that sane function. It acts as a scan
converter so that you can display on a raster display device as a pixel -
based i mage

Bernstein Arnstrong: Ckay. | wanted to start out by just naking that comment because | think as
we go through this, we just need to be sensitive to howit's stated so
that in certain areas we make sure that it's stated in the way that Brian
just indicated

Boehm Let's talk about that a little bit nore up front here. Brian, can you give
me...when you say a display is displayed as a raster, not pixels, a TV
di splay versus a nonitor? O both?

Ul ey: Bot h. They operate at different frequencies, they have different scanned
characteristics; but basically, they are quite simlar. In fact, the very
early nonitors were TV screens

Boehm The reason we focused on pixels is because we needed to draw a line in the sand
where we said sonething went [eeky].

Utley: The technol ogy is pixel based. There isn’t any question about that

Boehm He's right. | nean, pixels, schnmixels. Is there any other way to draw that line in
the sand and just use pixels as one enbodiment; and is there a way to
define the way you woul d pre-pack an i mage when it’'s going to be displayed
on a display in terms of raster? O anything el se that you can think of.
VWhat we’'re doing is pre-packing sufficient information so that no two
picture el enents, whatever the heck they are, are displaying the sanme
pi ece of information. Right?

Utley: Right. O course, the trap is as soon as you get into the digital world, you are
basically in a bit inmge format unl ess you use a nore conpl ex nethod which
basically is you describe..

Boehm Wi ch is vector based, you nean?
Utley: VWi ch is vector based where you describe |ine segnments as vectors, but that's

very, very, very much nore conplex and it does not lend itself at all to
this kind of inmagery that we're dealing with here. It just doesn't work

Boehm And it wouldn’'t pixelate, obviously, when you nagnify it
Ul ey: We’' d have ot her problens.
Boehm But you’'d have other problens, right. But we’'re not worried about covering vector-

based systens in this invention right now
Ber nst ei n: But should we linit ourselves...but we don't lint ourselves, either, do we?

Boehm I"mthinking that a court could hold that you are, yeah, because we're talking
pi xel s all over the place. W' ve defined some of the clainms in ternms of
how to draw that line in the sand in ternms of number of pixels versus
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what’ s di spl ayed versus what’'s pre-packed in; and maybe the whole string
of claims wouldn’'t nmake sense unless you were talking in ternms of pixels
or picture elements. Maybe we don’t have the word “pixel” in every claim
but ny point is that...

Arnmstrong Bernstein: Is there any way to do it vector based?

Boehm Yeah, there are generic ways...we'll, |I'’mnot sure you want to do it vector based
because now we can't draw the line in the sand.

Ber nst ei n: Ckay. | was thinking a separate filing if there was a way.

Boehm Yeah, but |’ mthinking of...you brought up a good point. We're thinking pixels or
a digitized image. Technically, a photograph is grains.

Utley: Ri ght .

Boehm I's there a grain-based quality factor that we can tap onto?

Utley: No, not really. | think the closest...the part of that that [varies] is when you
do the enlargenent of the source photo image.

Boehm Maybe we should talk data elenments. |Is there a...

Ber nst ei n: That’s the word | |liked versus this...value data, additional data.

Boehm But this is not...in the product, there is a big difference.

Utley: But because there’'s a big [batch] of fornulas, you can’'t...<unclear; everyone
tal king at once.>

Ber nst ei n: | understand that, | understand that.

Armst rong: But we could use data elenents with pixels being an exenplary method for using
data el enents...here’s one exanple of a data elenent, it’'s a pixel.

Boehm The problemw th that, though, is sonebody could find a piece of Prior Art that
uses the data for vector based.

Ber nst ei n: Ch, [then we are beat] on vector base?

Boehm No, if it’s Prior Art...if it’s done ten years ago...vector based...and you're
saying in your spec that your claimlanguage data el ements cover is broad
enough to cover pixel, vector based, and everything. Your claimnow reads
on the Prior Art, and your patent would be invalid. It could be
interpreted that way.

Ber nst ei n: Brian, were we ever able to do it vector based?

Utley: Wel |, there are certain things which you can do vector based.

Ber nst ei n: That you can't do pixel based?

Utley: That you can do pixel based as well as vector based.

Ber nst ei n: So we’'ve got to be careful that they can't cross that sane |ine.

Utley: Certain kind of graphics are done in vector based. For instance, AUTOCAD worKks on
a vector-based system CAD prograns are typically vector based.

Boehm Does the concept of your invention, of pre-packing the nunber of picture elenents
so you can zoomit and pan it, does that have anything to do with vector-
based systens?

Arnmstrong Ul ey: No.

Utley: I think, Doug, it really doesn’t. Vector-based systens don't play here, and |
don’t think the data el ements buy you a thing.

Boehm I think it could buy you trouble.
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Ar st rong:
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Boehm

Ber nst ei n:

Boehm

Ber nst ei n:

Ckay.

A good point in trying to broaden it, and we'll keep that in mnd...

My question is, so does this cover if you could do it on a TV for a set-top box?
I thought it did until...

That's what | was after. | didn't knowif a pixel was involved in a TV.
Not in a direct sense.

In the display sense, though?

No.

Because we nake a distinction between...

<l naudi bl e comment . >

But | told you that. But you do

Then were covered

Yeah...everything is carried up to a scane convertor which is sinply a translation
mediumto translate frompixels into a raster.

CGot cha. Okay.

So you can display all of that on a laptop, and then it's direct mapping, pixel to
pi xel .

O you can convert it to whatever you want.

Right. That's right. You can convert it to a NTSC or [PAL] or CGCAMor...HDTV

O any displ ay.

What about a gane? What about a gane are we set up to cover a gane.

Yeah

I think if we ook through this, You said that it need's to be...

Any kind of display device...

Init's invention, it's a calculation based on pixels, and we just need to be
careful that the way this is worded doesn’'t preclude us fromdisplaying it
on a non- pi xel -based system

And that’'s what he just said. He said that...

He said we're converting the wordage here because we ran into it a number of
times. As we all look at it together, let’s just be cognizant of that.

Absol utely. Wien we go through, we'll all keep an eye out for it. But when you say
a non-pi xel -based systemis a raster system | really don't agree with
that. Araster is derived fromthe picture elenents, right?

From the pixels. That's what Brian just said.

Yeah.

So we can convert the pixels to any display mediumwe want.

Yeah, but even if you look at the...when we get to some of the clains, when you

|l ook at the resolution of the nonitors, they talk about pixels.
Well, that’'s what |'’mconcerned about a little bit.
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Boehm
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Boehm
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Boehm
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Because what they’'re referencing when they tal k about pixels on the nonitor,
they're really referencing the scan buffer that scans it out to the
nmonitor, and it's not a representation inherently within the nonitor
itself.

Ch, okay.

The monitor has no pixels. But the nonitor has a [shatter vast] which, depending
on the nmonitor technol ogy, whether it’s a Sony or a non-Sony—a Sony has an
aperture grill—but they have a three-color dot matrix which has no direct
connection with a bitmap.

Oh, really? No association to the pixel elenents coning in?

No, none whatsoever. A standard TV tube...a 17" TV tube has a dot-spacing at a
[4.?] [4.7?] inches, and a good display tube has got a |lot of the diodes at
.26, .27, .28 at the higher resolution, but it's where it’'s visually
hi gher resolution, not necessarily what your scan buffer has.

You don’t turn