@) 4—& #%“&’ A F 5
4—-A® FREH M
Tai E International Patent & Law Office

2020/10/22

Fe HEFREFEEERE RFLEF IPRER
Voip-Pal.com, Inc.( § # Voip-Pal) % % ® % 8,542,815( fj #'815 5. ){- % 9,179,005
(005 5) Bflz LA > kL& fl05 a0 ® e * Rpe2 I > BT B
AR fryt et 2 2 KR -
Voip-Pal>+ 2016 # 2 " »» p #iE -+ = 2 (United States District Court for the District
of Nevada) -4 Apple 2 # % 4] - Apple ** 2016 # 6 * 44 i & & 1304 3438 & 1)
HIaitagEdd (Inter Partes Review, IPR) #1 » p #i ' dg B Voip-Pal miz g
HFeo 2 FIPRE% - & IPR g 42¢ > Voip-Pal % iz 7 ] RPEFEw 238007 2 415
#3*=IPR 41 & ¥ & £l 113 Voip-Pal 2 42 2 5 w Apple & A& {7 ¢ 1 IPR 3% -
2017 # 11 * 20 p » & ﬂ% HF L B ¢ (Patent Trial and Appeal Board, PTAB) &+
A R H RS RS E G T R R A TS B LA Eko
Apple & ¢ 293 Voip-Pal &2 PTAB mﬁf = o i ¥ Voip-Pal 4% 2 4134 #:% > Apple 2
5 Voip-Pal ¥ = g i iz ) 7 Apple & § 425 (- 7 5)A2 B 2 o Apple & £ PTAB i*
213 413t Voip-Pal in2] i & el o v F o AT H dg iR ATen ] B R A $F R & i AT
A4k A4 3R 15 0 Apple 44 % PTAB 2 & % ;% m % w CAFC # 11272 - 1345 Apple
Bo3% > CAFC ¢ JF grn & -k 219w 2 3 PTAB < jg Apple s 623% - SBRE§ 16
Apple LB ¢ b > CAFC B 4o kd® % 2 4% & for 55k o
"wW P> Apple A5k B T AR aRARI T FER & 0 F15 815 5Lk i
RIE1~T7~27-28-72~73~924¢ 111 » 11 %005 5% ?‘J T %38 497374 ~75~77 ~
78-83-84-94-96 {v 99> % 19 B3 F38 > A IPRAZA ¢ % &£ 3% 1 F ¢ & Voip-Pal.com,
Inc v. Twitter, Inc.% ©® #ARL5 % & éﬁ AL CAFC kB & 0 7 #2° Twitter % > sz £
R AR L BFELR
d »* CAFC L # @ Fail € fp cfgg T»Jﬁi*wi 35 U.S.C §101 /4> F]* Apple 7 £ 7
RS L ERE L RS ?'r’pi? P A KR 4 LR AL o CAFC 444 ¢ freh
HAIE 3N fes PTAB % 3 5 i & :};]ﬁ PTAB 5 = Apple 2. IPR 34 o

TR KR

1. IPR Decisions Finding Patent Claims Valid Rendered Moot by Decision in Court
Case Finding Them Patent-Ineligible, IPO Daily News, September 29, 2020.

2. APPLE INC., v. VOIP-PAL.COM, INC., Fed Circ, 2018-1456, 2018-1457, September
25, 2020.
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1. Federal Circuit Overturns JMOL, Reinstates Jury Verdict of Induced Infringement,
IPO Daily News, October 5, 2020.

2. Glaxosmithkline LLC, Smithkline Beecham (Cork) Limited, V. Teva
Pharmaceuticals USA, Inc., October 2, 2020.
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