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1. “Defendants’ Egregious Post-Verdict Patent Infringement Warranted
Increase in Supplemental Damages,” IPO Daily News. 2013 & 3 * 15 p -

2. Syngqor, Inc., v. Artesyn Technologies, Inc. and Astec America, Inc., and
Bel Fuse, Inc., and Delta Electronics, Inc., Delta Products Corp., and
Power-One Inc., and Murata Electronics North America, Inc., Murata
Manufacturing Co., Ltd., and Murata Power Solutions, Inc., and Cherokee
International Corp. and Lineage Power Corp., Fed
Circ.2011-1191,-1192,-1194,-2012-1070,-1071,-1072., 2013 # 3 * 13 p -
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1. “Patent Infringement Suit That Was not Objectively Baseless and Support
Did Not Award of Attorney Fees,” IPO Daily News. 2013# 3" 26p -

2. Checkpoint Systems, Inc., v. All-Tag-Security S. A. and All-Tag Security
Americas, Inc., and Sensormatic Electronics Corporation, Fed Circ. S,
2012-1085.,2013 # 3 25 p -
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]F.]. “Microsoft did not infringe video game patent,” IPO Daily news. 2013 & 3
126 p oo

2. “Microsoft cleared of infringing Google patents with Xbox,” Bloomberg.
2013 # 3 %" 23 p o
<http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2013-03-22/microsoft-wins-ruling-in-xb
ox-case-brought-by-google-s-motorola.html>
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