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1. IPR Decision Was Based on Erroneous Claim Construction, IPO Daily News, March
17, 2020.

2. Personalized Media Communications, LLC, V. Apple Inc., Fed Circ. 2018-1936.
March 13, 2020.
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1. Same Party Joinder, Joinder Of New Issues Not Permitted In IPR, IPO Daily News,
March 19, 2020

2. Facebook, Inc., V. Windy City Innovations, LLC, Fed Circ. 2018-1400, 2018-1401,
2018-1402, 2018-1403, 2018-1537, 2018-1540, 2018-1541. March 18, 2020
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1. Method Of Preparation Claims Were Patent-Eligible, IPO Daily News, March 20,
2020.

2. lllumina, Inc., Sequenom, Inc., v. Ariosa Diagnostics, Inc., Roche Sequencing
Solutions, Inc., Roche Molecular Systems, Inc., Fed Circ. 2019-1419. March 17,
2020.
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