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Non Practicing Entity (NPE) = Company which derives the majority of its total revenue from
Patent Licensing activities.

Operating Company or Op. Co. = Company which derives most of its total revenue from
Product Sales or Services. Could be an SME or a /large company.
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IPR + PGR: Sec 11
1) Director s authority to institute IPR, considering former

judicial decisions and former PTO decisions involving the
same or similar prior art and arguments
2) Initial response : affidavits and opinions allowed
3) Estoppel by the parties in the judicial and PTO proceedings
4) Claims are to be interpreted under /?h/'/{{bs (i.e. ordinary and
customary meaning) rather the PTO s “broadest
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5) PTB will consider the court’ s claim construction if available
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1) Claims are to be interpreted under
Phillips (i.e. ordinary and customary
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2) PTB will consider the court’ s claim
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Government Accountability Office report 13—465, August 2013, Assessing Factors That Affect Patent Infringement Litigation Could Help Improve Patent Quality.
(presented in BIA hearing on page 5)
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