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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF MINNESOTA

August Technology Corporation, and
Rudolph Technologies, Inc.,

Plaintiffs,
Case No.: 05-CV-01396 (JRT/FLN)
V.

Camtek Ltd.,

Defendant.

N N N N N N N N N N N

CAMTEK LTD.’S NOTICE OF APPEAL

Notice is hereby given that Camtek Ltd., Defendant in the above named case,
hereby appeals to the United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit from the
following orders, and from all interlocutory opinions and orders that gave rise to these
orders, including the following:
1. Final Judgment entered February 10, 2015 (Dkt. No. 1011)
2. Memorandum Opinion and Order Granting in Part Plaintiffs’ Motion for
Final Judgment (Dkt. No. 1010), dated February 9, 2015.

3. Order Denying As Moot Parties’ Objections (Dkt. No. 1004), dated
September 5, 2014.

4. Notice Denying Camtek’s Request to File Motion to Strike Rudolph
Technologies’ Reply Brief (Dkt. No. 1003), dated July 10, 2014.

5. Order regarding briefing (Dkt. No. 990), dated May 27, 2014.

6. Memorandum Opinion and Order Re Camtek’s Motion for Claim
Construction, Cross-Motions for Summary Judgment re Infringement, and

Motions to Exclude Expert Reports and Testimony (Dkt. No. 964), dated
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10.

11.
12.

13.

14.

15.
16.
17.

March 31, 2014.

Order Re Camtek’s Motion to Enforce the Court’s Scheduling Order and
Block Any Reliance on Darren James (Dkt. No. 959), dated January 24,
2013.

Judgment (Dkt. No. 914), dated August 30, 2012.

Memorandum Opinion and Order Re Camtek’s Motion for Relief from
Contempt Order and Sanctions Award (Dkt. No. 913), dated August 17,
2012.

Order Re Camtek’s Motion to Enforce the Court’s Scheduling Order and to
Bifurcate and Set Schedule for Proceedings Addressing Remedies (Dkt.
No. 816), dated June 25, 2012.

Scheduling Order (Dkt. No. 794), dated April 25, 2012.

Order Re Plaintiff’s Attorneys’ Fees & Costs Awarded in the March 26,
2012 Order Granting Plaintiffs Motion for Contempt (Dkt. No. 795), dated
May 1, 2012.

Memorandum of Law & Order Adopting August 11, 2011 Magistrate Judge
Arthur J. Boylan’s Report and Recommendation, (Dkt. No. 764), dated
March 26, 2012.

Order Adopting Magistrate’s November 17, 2010 Report and
Recommendation Re Request for Supplemental Damages (Dkt. No. 707),
dated January 7, 2011.

Memorandum of Law and Order (Dkt. No. 644), dated July 27, 2010.
Judgment (Dkt. No. 548), dated August 28, 2009.

Order on Final Judgment and Injunctive Relief (Dkt. No. 547), dated
August 28, 20009.
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Dated: March 9, 2015 _
Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Sarah Guske

William F. Mohrman (#168816)
(mohrman@mklaw.com)

Vincent J. Fahnlander (#19220X)
(fahnlander@mklaw.com)
MOHRMAN & KAARDAL, P.A.
33 South Sixth Street, Suite 4100
Minneapolis, MN 55402

(612) 341-1074

Thomas J. Friel (pro hac vice)
COOLEY LLP

101 California Street, 5" Floor
San Francisco, CA 94111
(415)693-2000

Sarah J. Guske (pro hac vice)
COOLEY LLP

Interlocken Crescent, Suite 900
Broomfield, CO 80021

(720) 566-4000

Wayne O. Stacy (pro hac vice)
COOLEY LLP

Interlocken Crescent, Suite 900
Broomfield, CO 80021

(720) 566-4000

Attorneys for Defendant Camtek Ltd.
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