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1. Federal Circuit Partially Vacates Infringement Verdict But Upholds $23.9 Million
Damages Award, IPO Daily News, August 7, 2020.

2. Bio-Rad Laboratories, Inc., The University Of Chicago, V. 10x Genomics Inc., Fed
Circ. 2019-2255, 2019-2285. August 3, 2020.
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1. No Subject Matter Jurisdiction in District Court for Declaratory Judgment Suit
Claiming IPR Decision Was Unconstitutional, IPO Daily News, August 21, 2020.

2. Security People, Inc., v. Andrei lancu, Under Secretary Of Commerce For
Intellectual Property And Director Of The United States Patent And Trademark
Office, United States Patent And Trademark Office, Fed Circ. 2019-2118., August
20, 2020.
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