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1. Pre-Suit Damages Award Reversed on Failure to Comply With Marking Statue, IPO
Daily News, July 15, 2020.

2. Packet Intelligence LLC V. NetScout Systems, Inc. Fed Circ. 2019-2041., July 14,
2020.
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1. USPTO’S IPR Decision Complied with Administrative Procedure Act, July 30, 2020.
2. Fanduel, Inc., v. Interactive Games LLC, Fed Circ. 2019-1393., July 29, 2020.
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1. USPTO May Analyze 101 Patent Eligibility for Proposed Substitute Claims in IPR,
IPO Daily News, July 23, 2020.

2. Uniloc 2017 LLC, V. Hulu, LLC, Netflix, Inc. Fed Circ. 2019-1686., July 22, 2020.
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