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1. “Co-Plaintiff Effectively Assigned Patent to Exclusive License and Lacked
Standing in Infringement Suit,” IPO Daily News. 2014 & 11 * 7 p -

2. Azure Networks, LLC and Tri-County Excelsior Foundation, v. CSR PLC
and Cambridge Silicon Radio International LLC, AND Atheros
Communications, Inc. and Qualcomm Incorporated, and Broadcom
Corporation, and Marvell Semiconductor, Inc., Ralink Technology
Corporation (taiwan) and Ralink Technology Corporation (USA), Fed Circ.

5o BRI EF i




o—- FBE A AT T

L —

2014/11/27
2013-1459. 2014 # 11 * 6 p -

Fraigid T et @@’f] Fivz 3 2L & —f ﬁﬁs.ﬂ-m

1R 7,346,545 & 15 L % - gav ERrdEedr T fFE R
PR FAT R BERLFEL FEDS 2 L4 5 Ultramercial
LLC ¢ Ultramercial Inc. (s4% Ultramercial) > ¢ #3325 WildTangent ( f§ £
WildTangent) & % '545 5L & 4] » e 4 ¥ ¢ % = f (District Court for the
Central District of California) %t WiIdTangent #BEIE EEFR R
WildTangent 12’545 %%i |28 5 Rtk d % B PR R E AR 55;(‘_%35752
(pre-answer motion) » I (5 3= F’DIEL\:"F ; Ultramercial # JR¥= foen®i]jd- > F 273
CAFC ; 5 CAFC %32 ¥ Jagus% ¥|i4-18 » WildTangent 4% 1555 5 72 2 (7 1 #
%4 \"F i 5—‘}\&.—5,2‘]‘%%5‘” 7"':%1’”3 FIARToZEE2 64 b B
FILBEIRIS 0 s CAFC eh2jh > ¥ 8 R CAFC £ % o

'I?i.?:‘;‘_CAFC: BE %S Mmiad’b4s 55 ﬂii FEREANZ S 101 iF en
A & WildTangentf =% + 373 & § 7 l‘i o @ Byt FRE (petition) X & EIRF
Ao g2 e § MAlice- Z Xk (7 4R 20144I 7% 10p iM%
N L- FEFEHTIIH) Fm;J“’WHdTangent% 3 Mt 4p m CAFCHI #5337 21
BEF -

Ultramercial *t CAFC Ff e @5 @ > A #P D45 5L % 15 7 & g #
e 320 5954 5k 0 40’545 % 12t Alice - 2 ¢ chf R PRA R0 R T
wxrer Alice - HaptgEend > kLB 415 - fAE W\Herr,z‘g_F AR, b S A AE
FE R LB BN F D TRE45 BRI A 0 RE R IR R
ASATenfhl » A BT T AR FRIFE > QP EFREIEY 101 ER
o WildTangent 3¢ ) i £ & ] 508300 1 § L& ok & 9 SR 3 e 9 ficld
i R % ¥ ko CAFC $3245 » 325 82’545 SLE {IM 11E &2 3 > &
TRAHAEP G RERDUG > BRZR FMEET 57 S G Ak 2 1
Alice H[HIenZEHT FRE > ALY R IFE RS - AL S MEF G APk
24 % Prs s CAFC - H4 3] HpRar 4l ra2k s L L85 &
Moo BEF ] H 48 RS P32 (machine-or-transformation) 4v s g7 o 2R
FlaY R AIPE T ABRER - BATERE D AN SERL T PR

Ao U MR IRAE Y R EFw )i

TR kR

1. “Process for Providing Copyrighted Works over the Internet in Exchange
for Viewing Advertising not Patent-Eligible under Supreme Court’s Alice
Decision,” IPO Daily News. 2014 & 11 * 17 p -

2. Ultramercial, Inc. and Ultramercial, LLC, v. Hulu, LLC, and Wildtangent,
Inc. Fed Circ. 2010-1544.2014 # 11 * 14 p -
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1. “Reissue Claims Invalid for Failing to Comply with Original Patent
Requirement,” IPO Daily News. 2014 # 11 * 18 p -

2. Antares Pharma, Inc. v. Medac Pharma Inc. and Medac Gmbh. Fed Circ.
2014-1648. 2014 & 11 * 17 p -
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