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Telephone: (310) 586-7700

Facsimile: (310) 586-7800

Attorneys for Defendants
BOCA NETWORKS.COM, LLC

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

Plaintiff(s), NOTICE OF ERRATA

Vs, Date: April 15, 2005

KENNEDY-WESTERN UNIVERSITY, a }ﬁg}eﬂ %OO Y san It
Wyoming Corporation, and DOES 1-100, tage: Honoraple susan Luston

inclusive,

Defendant(s).
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PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that due to inadvertence and error, the Table of
Contents and Table of Authorities to defendant Boca Networks.com, LLC’s Motion to
Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction, Docket No. 23, was omitted from the filing and is

attached hereto.

DATED: March 7, 2005 GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP

By: PR 1

Fri"ideth
Attorneys for Defendant
BOCA NETWORKS.COM, LLC
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PROOF OF SERVICE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

1 am employed in the aforesaid county, State of California; I am over the age of 18
years and not a party to the within action; my business address is 2450 Colorado
Avenue, Suite 400F, Santa Monica, California 90404,

On March 7, 2005, I served the NOTICE OF ERRATA on the interested parties in this
action by placing the true copy thereof, enclosed in a sealed envelope, postage prepaid, addressed as
follows:

SEE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST

X (BY ELECTRONIC MAIL)

4 I sent via electronic mail the above-captioned document to the above-referenced parties and
received no system administrator undeliverable message.

[] I am readily familiar with the business practice of my place of employment in respect to the
collection and processing of correspondence, pleadings and notices for mailing with United
States Postal Service. The foregoing sealed envelope was placed for collection and mailing
this date consistent with the ordinary business practice of my place of employment, so that it
will be picked up this date with postage thereon fully prepaid at Santa Monica, California, in
the ordinary course of such business.

[ ] (BY FEDERAL EXPRESS)

[ am readily familiar with the business practice of my place of employment in respect to the
collection and processing of correspondence, pleadings and notices for delivery by Federal
Express. Under the practice it would be deposited with Federal Express on that same day with
postage thereon fully prepared at Santa Monica, California in the ordinary course of business. 1
am aware that on motion of the party served, service is presumed invalid if delivery by Federal
Express is more than one day after date of deposit with Federal Express.

[l (BY FACSIMILE)
On March 7, 2005, I transmitted the foregoing document(s) by facsimile sending number.
Pursuant to rule 2009(1)(4), I caused the machine to print a transmission record of the
transmission, a true and correct copy of which is attached to this declaration,

(FEDERAL) I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct,
and that I am employed at the office of a member of the bar of this Court
at whose direction the service was, ;

Executed on March 7, 2003, at Santa Monig4 GInjg. MM
: d/ Signature j’
CHERYL D. BEATTY

Print Name

LA-FS14326783v01\84210.010100 3
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SERVICE LIST
Case No. 3:04-¢cv-05203-51

HYPERTOUCH, INC,, v. KENNEDY-WESTERN UNIVERSITY

John L. Fallat, Esq.

Law Offices of John L. Fallat

907 Sir Francis Drake Boulevard, Suite 100
Kentfield, CA 94%04-1502

Tel: 415-457-3773-- Fax: 415-457-2667

| jfallat@@fallat.com

Cynthia Woollacott

10350 Santa Monica Boulevard, Suite 350
Los Angeles, CA 90025

Tel: 310-277-5504

ewi@willp.com

Jeffrey K. Riffer, Esq.

Jeffer, Mangles, Butler & Marmaro
1900 Avenue of the Stars, Seventh Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90067-4308

Tel: 310-203-8080—310-203-0567
ikri@imbm.com

15|]
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