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Google provides the following comments on the Court’s draft description of Java 

language principles.  All of Google’s comments are in the nature of minor corrections to the 

Court’s text or correction of typographical errors: 

Page 1, line 1:  “Java punctuation” should be changed to “Java syntax” 

Page 1, lines 4-5: “each statement being a single command” should be changed to “each 

statement being one or more commands” 

Page 1, line 17:  “output(s)” should be changed to “output”; “are” should be changed to 

“is”; and “return(s)” should be changed to “return” – so the sentence should read “The output 

from the method is known as the return.” 

Page 2, line 11:  “method body mut [sic] have” should be changed to “method body must 

have”  

Page 2, line 17:  “Java” should be changed to “J2SE” 

Page 3, line 2:  “patent class” should be changed to “parent class” 

Page 3, line 11:  the final curly bracket should be facing in the opposite direction – it 

should be a close bracket rather than an open bracket. 

Google does not propose any additions to the Court’s description. 

Google has received through the CM-ECF system Oracle’s suggested changes to the 

Court’s draft.  (Dkt. 1110).  Google will review Oracle’s suggestions and will be prepared to 

comment on them tomorrow morning. 
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