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Win Rates:
For the period covered by this report, the win rate for movants on these motions is 30.1%.
Variation from year to year is shown in the chart above.

Number of Decisions:
The variation from year to year in the number of decisions granted is shown below. Note that the last year

is a partial year.
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Districts

The following section of this report contains decision information concerning each district in which a

decision on a contested motion was found, as well as comparison information on the top twenty
districts (in terms of the number of decisions on these motions).

Number of Contested Decisions: Number of Decisions and

Top 20 Districts

Contested Decision Win Rates

California Centralﬁ— for the TOp 20 Districts:

California Northern
Delaware

New Jersey
Massachusetts
Minnesota

lllinois Northern
Florida Middle
Utah

Washington Western
Nevada

Florida Southern
Texas Southern
Michigan Eastern
New York Southern
Texas Eastern
Colorado
California Southern
Texas Northern
Arizona

Ohio Northern
Wisconsin Eastern

0

The chart to the right shows the contested
win rates, by districts, for these same twenty

districts.

The chart to the left shows the numbers of
contested decisions in the 20 districts with the
most decisions on these motions for the period
covered by the report.
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The total number of decisions found on contested motions is shown below for each

district in the left-hand table, while the contested win rate on these motions is shown in

the table to the right.

Number of Decisions Win Rate

Alabama Northern 2 Alabama Northern 50.0
Alaska 1 Alaska 0.0

Arizona 15 Arizona 40.0
Arkansas Eastern 4 Arkansas Eastern 0.0

Arkansas Western 1 Arkansas Western 0.0

California Central 102 California Central 38.2
California Eastern 7 California Eastern 714
California Northern 84 California Northern 25.6
California Southern 17 California Southern 294
Colorado 19 Colorado 15.8
Connecticut 9 Connecticut 33.3
Delaware 53 Delaware 33.0
District of Columbia 3 District of Columbia 0.0

Florida Middle 38 Florida Middle 14.5
Florida Northern 2 Florida Northern 50.0
Florida Southern 25 Florida Southern 28.0
Georgia Middle 2 Georgia Middle 50.0
Georgia Northern 13 Georgia Northern 7.7

Georgia Southern 1 Georgia Southern 100.0
Hawaii 3 Hawaii 33.3
Idaho 5 Idaho 20.0
lllinois Central 1 lllinois Central 0.0

lllinois Northern 39 lllinois Northern 30.8
lllinois Southern 1 lllinois Southern 0.0

Indiana Northern 3 Indiana Northern 33.3
Indiana Southern 5 Indiana Southern 50.0
lowa Northern 3 lowa Northern 16.7
lowa Southern 7 lowa Southern 14.3
Kansas 2 Kansas 50.0
Kentucky Eastern 2 Kentucky Eastern 0.0

Kentucky Western 3 Kentucky Western 66.7




Number of Decisions

Win Rate

Louisiana Eastern 5 Louisiana Eastern 20.0
Louisiana Western 2 Louisiana Western 50.0
Maine 5 Maine 40.0
Maryland 14 Maryland 35.7
Massachusetts 48 Massachusetts 25.0
Michigan Eastern 23 Michigan Eastern 28.3
Michigan Western 6 Michigan Western 25.0
Minnesota 44 Minnesota 27.3
Missouri Eastern 8 Missouri Eastern 56.3
Missouri Western 6 Missouri Western 33.3
Montana 3 Montana 33.3
Nebraska 6 Nebraska 83.3
Nevada 28 Nevada 46.4
New Hampshire 3 New Hampshire 0.0

New Jersey 53 New Jersey 37.7
New Mexico 2 New Mexico 25.0
New York Eastern 12 New York Eastern 8.3

New York Northern 8 New York Northern 18.8
New York Southern 23 New York Southern 23.9
New York Western 4 New York Western 0.0

North Carolina Eastern 7 North Carolina Eastern 28.6
North Carolina Middle 11 North Carolina Middle 45.5
North Carolina Western 6 North Carolina Western 25.0
North Dakota 2 North Dakota 100.0
Ohio Northern 15 Ohio Northern 26.7
Ohio Southern 8 Ohio Southern 43.8
Oklahoma Northern 2 Oklahoma Northern 0.0

Oklahoma Western 2 Oklahoma Western 50.0
Oregon 1" Oregon 18.2
Pennsylvania Eastern 13 Pennsylvania Eastern 30.8
Pennsylvania Middle 1 Pennsylvania Middle 100.0
Pennsylvania Western 7 Pennsylvania Western 14.3
Rhode Island 4 Rhode Island 25.0
South Carolina 7 South Carolina 0.0

Tennessee Eastern 6 Tennessee Eastern 33.3




Number of Decisions

Win Rate

Tennessee Middle 3 Tennessee Middle 33.3
Tennessee Western 3 Tennessee Western 33.3
Texas Eastern 22 Texas Eastern 31.8
Texas Northern 16 Texas Northern 25.0
Texas Southern 24 Texas Southern 25.0
Texas Western 9 Texas Western 22.2
Utah 32 Utah 25.0
Vermont 2 Vermont 50.0
Virginia Eastern 14 Virginia Eastern 50.0
Virginia Western 3 Virginia Western 0.0

Washington Eastern 2 Washington Eastern 50.0
Washington Western 32 Washington Western 234
West Virginia Northern 1 West Virginia Northern 100.0
Wisconsin Eastern 15 Wisconsin Eastern 40.0
Wisconsin Western 9 Wisconsin Western 33.3




Average Time to Decision

Time to Decision in Top 20
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Districts:

The average time from motion filing to
decision for these 20 districts is shown in
the chart to the left.

The time to decision and number of
decisions for each district are shown in

3
Months from Motion Filing

5 6

- the tables below.

Number of Time to Decision (months
Decisions from filing)
Alabama Northern 2 Alabama Northern 0.9
Alaska 1 Alaska 0.1
Arizona 15 Arizona 5.0
Arkansas Eastern 4 Arkansas Eastern 27
Arkansas Western 1 Arkansas Western 1.2
California Central 102 California Central 1.9
California Eastern 7 California Eastern 43
California Northern 84 California Northern 26
California Southern 17 California Southern 2.2
Colorado 19 Colorado 6.4
Connecticut 9 Connecticut 29
Delaware 53 Delaware 5.2
District of Columbia 3 District of Columbia 1.8
Florida Middle 38 Florida Middle 2.1
Florida Northern 2 Florida Northern 3.5
Florida Southern 25 Florida Southern 26
Georgia Middle 2 Georgia Middle 0.5
Georgia Northern 13 Georgia Northern 6.1
Georgia Southern 1 Georgia Southern 0.2
Hawaii 3 Hawaii 26 ,




Number of

Time to Decision (months

Decisions from filing)
Idaho 5 Idaho 5.1
lllinois Central 1 lllinois Central 0.1
lllinois Northern 39 lllinois Northern 3.2
lllinois Southern 1 lllinois Southern 5.2
Indiana Northern 3 Indiana Northern 6.2
Indiana Southern 5 Indiana Southern 2.8
lowa Northern 3 lowa Northern 5.7
lowa Southern 7 lowa Southern 3.2
Kansas 2 Kansas 3.7
Kentucky Eastern 2 Kentucky Eastern 21
Kentucky Western 3 Kentucky Western 1.9
Louisiana Eastern 5 Louisiana Eastern 2.1
Louisiana Western 2 Louisiana Western 4.9
Maine 5 Maine 4.4
Maryland 14 Maryland 23
Massachusetts 48 Massachusetts 5.6
Michigan Eastern 23 Michigan Eastern 2.6
Michigan Western 6 Michigan Western 1.8
Minnesota 44 Minnesota 3.3
Missouri Eastern 8 Missouri Eastern 23
Missouri Western 6 Missouri Western 27
Montana 3 Montana 0.6
Nebraska 6 Nebraska 4.2
Nevada 28 Nevada 26
New Hampshire 3 New Hampshire 6.2
New Jersey 53 New Jersey 3.6
New Mexico 2 New Mexico 6.8
New York Eastern 12 New York Eastern 4.1
New York Northern 8 New York Northern 5.4
New York Southern 23 New York Southern 24
New York Western 4 New York Western 7.4
North Carolina Eastern 7 North Carolina Eastern 6.4
North Carolina Middle 11 North Carolina Middle 6.9
North Carolina Western 6 North Carolina Western 21




Number of

Time to Decision (months

Decisions from filing)
North Dakota 2 North Dakota 1.4
Ohio Northern 15 Ohio Northern 5.0
Ohio Southern 8 Ohio Southern 3.6
Oklahoma Northern 2 Oklahoma Northern 5.0
Oklahoma Western 2 Oklahoma Western 3.8
Oregon 11 Oregon 3.2
Pennsylvania Eastern 13 Pennsylvania Eastern 4.2
Pennsylvania Middle 1 Pennsylvania Middle 0.6
Pennsylvania Western 7 Pennsylvania Western 4.5
Rhode Island 4 Rhode Island 21
South Carolina 7 South Carolina 27
Tennessee Eastern 6 Tennessee Eastern 6.4
Tennessee Middle 3 Tennessee Middle 0.9
Tennessee Western 3 Tennessee Western 9.9
Texas Eastern 22 Texas Eastern 3.3
Texas Northern 16 Texas Northern 41
Texas Southern 24 Texas Southern 3.6
Texas Western 9 Texas Western 22
Utah 32 Utah 4.4
Vermont 2 Vermont 1.9
Virginia Eastern 14 Virginia Eastern 1.3
Virginia Western 3 Virginia Western 6.3
Washington Eastern 2 Washington Eastern 0.7
Washington Western 32 Washington Western 25
West Virginia Northern 1 West Virginia Northern 4.1
Wisconsin Eastern 15 Wisconsin Eastern 3.9
Wisconsin Western 9 Wisconsin Western 23

Additional information about these districts may be found in the individual district sections that follow.




Alabama Northern

The dockets of patent cases in Alabama Northern  were examined to identify decisions on contested
motions. The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 1 Plaintiff Granted: 1 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1 Plaintiff Denied: 1 Defendant Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 50.0%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Contested Win Rates on Motions
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 0.9 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For Alabama Northern

0.8
(2]
c
2
2
S 06
a
- 1 1
o
3 04
g o
£
=]
=
0.2
0 o o 6 8 6 6 6 o 8

Months: 1st 2nd 3rd 4th Sth 6th Tth 8th 9th 10th More

Proctor, R.

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.7 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
2:10cv01796 Frontier Devices Inc v. Plaintiff Denied 1.68 9/30/2010

minSURG Corporation Inc et

al

Smith, Charles

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
5:03cv02804 Monsanto Company, et al v. Plaintiff Granted 0.16  4/13/2004
White, et al
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Alaska

The dockets of patent cases in Alaska were examined to identify decisions on contested motions.

number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:
Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0 Plaintiff Granted: 0 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1 Plaintiff Denied: 1 Defendant Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 0.0%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Contested Win Rates on Motions

Percentage

District Plaintiff Defendant

The



The average time from motion filing to decision was 0.1 months from motion filing. The distribution of

times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For Alaska
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Burgess, Timothy

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.1 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision

9th 10th More

Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

3:10cv00267 Gladden v. City of Plaintiff Denied
Dillingham et al

0.13  2/4/2011

13



Arizona

The dockets of patent cases in Arizona were examined to identify decisions on contested motions.

number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:
Total Decisions: 15

Total Granted: 6 Plaintiff Granted: 5 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 9 Plaintiff Denied: 9 Defendant Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 35.7%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 40.0%

Contested Win Rates on Motions
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 5.0 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions

For Arizona
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Number of Decisions

Bolton, Susan

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

2:15¢v00311 Neal Technologies Plaintiff Denied 2.20 5/19/2015
Incorporated v. Innovative
Performance Research LLC

Martone, Frederick

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.6 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

2:03cv00035 Zila Inc, et al v. Beutlich Plaintiff Granted 1.61 2/26/2003
Pharmaceuti, et al

15



McNamee, Stephen

Total Decisions: 6

Total Granted: 3

Total Denied: 3

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Average Time to Decision: 3.6 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
2:00cv00364 American Dairy Queen v. Plaintiff Denied 5.86 8/21/2000
Jogee Inc, et al without
Prejudice
I ——
2:00cv01017 Worldwide Data Link v. Plaintiff Granted 2.53 8/15/2000
Holder
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
2:99¢v02009 Marlyn Nutraceutical v. Plaintiff Denied 6.02 8/3/2000
Skymall Inc, et al without
Prejudice
I EE————————————————————————————————————————————————
2:00cv01017 Worldwide Data Link v. Plaintiff Granted 0.13 7/11/2000
Holder
2:00cv01017 Worldwide Data Link v. Court Granted 1.12 8/16/2000
Holder

2:05cv03458 Medicis Pharmaceutical Plaintiff Denied 5.79 4/28/2006 Pharma
Corporation v. Upsher-Smith
Laboratories, Inc et al

Rosenblatt, Paul

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 12.1 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
2:02cv02036 Erchonia Medical Inc, et al v. Plaintiff Denied 12.07 10/17/2003
Smith, et al

Silver, Roslyn

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Average Time to Decision: 9.4 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
2:03cv01468 Astaris LLC v. Fire-Trol Plaintiff Denied 9.87 3/31/2005

Holdings
2:99¢v01926 Allied Tube Conduit v. John Plaintiff Granted 9.01 9/19/2000

Maneely Company, et al



Snow, G

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 4.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant

2:11¢cv02516 Verco Decking Incorporated Plaintiff
v. Consolidated Systems
Incorporated

Strand, Roger

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Average Time to Decision: 5.0 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant

2:99¢v00890 Bioglan Pharma Inc, et al v. Plaintiff
Stellar Health Prod, et al

2:99¢cv01548 Medicis Pharmaceut v. Plaintiff
Perricone

Decision

Denied

Decision

Granted

Denied

Pendency Decision Date

4.24 1/4/2016

Pendency Decision Date

7.17 3/21/2000

2.83 2/23/2000

Pharma?

Pharma?

Pharma

Tuchi, John

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 4.4 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant

Decision

Pendency Decision Date

Pharma?

2:15¢cv02491 America Greener Plaintiff
Technologies Incorporated
et al v. Enhanced Life Water
Solutions LLC et al

Denied

4.38 4/19/2016

17



Arkansas Eastern

The dockets of patent cases in Arkansas Eastern were examined to identify decisions on contested motions.
The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 4

Total Granted: 0 Plaintiff Granted: 0 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 4 Plaintiff Denied: 4 Defendant Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 0.0%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Contested Win Rates on Motions

Percentage

District Plaintiff Defendant



The average time from motion filing to decision was 2.7 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For Arkansas Eastern
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Eisele, Garnett

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 4.3 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

3:02cv00270 Northstar Industries, et al v. Plaintiff Denied 4.34 1/8/2003
Aftersort Inc, et al

Holmes, James

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.1 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
1:12cv00018 Ralcorp Holdings Inc et al v. Plaintiff Denied 1.05 3/20/2012
Frito-Lay North America Inc
4:12cv00623 PerfectVision Manufacturing Plaintiff Denied 3.16  6/10/2013

Inc v. PPC Broadband Inc



Wilson, William

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant

4:14cv00368 John Bean Technologies Plaintiff
Corporation v. Morris &amp;
Associates Inc

Decision

Denied

Pendency Decision Date

2.20 8/26/2014

Pharma?



Arkansas Western

The dockets of patent cases in Arkansas Western  were examined to identify decisions on contested
motions. The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0 Plaintiff Granted: 0 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1 Plaintiff Denied: 1 Defendant Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 0.0%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Contested Win Rates on Motions

Percentage

District Plaintiff Defendant

21



The average time from motion filing to decision was 1.2 months from motion filing. The distribution of

times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For Arkansas Western
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Hendren, Jimm

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision

9th 10th More

Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

5:02cv05243 Pursuit Marketing, et al v. Plaintiff Denied
Brass Eagle, Inc.

1.15 7/14/2003

22



California Central

The dockets of patent cases in California Central = were examined to identify decisions on contested
motions. The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 102

Total Granted: 38 Plaintiff Granted: 37 Defendant Granted: 1

Total Denied: 62 Plaintiff Denied: 53 Defendant Denied: 9

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 2 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 1

Defendant Granted in Part: 1

Plaintiff Win Rate: 41.2%

Defendant Win Rate: 11.9%

Overall Win Rate: 38.2%

Contested Win Rates on Motions

45

40

35

30

25

20

Percentage

15

10

District Plaintiff Defendant

23



The average time from motion filing to decision was 1.9 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For California Central
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Anderson, Percy

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.9 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
2:09¢v00435 Ecology Control Industries, Plaintiff Denied 0.92 4/6/2009

Inc. v. West Coast Storm,

Inc. et al

Bernal, Jesus

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.9 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
5:14cv00881 Cordelia Lighting, Inc. v. Plaintiff Granted 0.92 4/27/2015

Zhejiang Yankon Group Co.,

Ltd et al

24



Carney, Cormac

Total Decisions: 6

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 6

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.0 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
8:03cv00844 L & P Converters Inc v. Plaintiff Denied 3.09 7/14/2003
Norkol/Fibercore Inc, et al
8:03cv01267 Applied Medical Res v. US Plaintiff Denied 3.65 2/2/2004
Surgical Corp
. ______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
8:04cv01420 Dynaflex International, Inc v. Plaintiff Denied 1.51 3/29/2005
Orbyx Electronics LLC et al

8:05¢cv00221 R and S Trading Company Plaintiff Denied 1.09 5/10/2005
Inc v. KMart Corporation et

8:13cv00891 Otto Bock HealthCare LP v. Plaintiff Denied 0.99 8/22/2013
Ossur Hf et al

8:16cv00459 Evolv LLC v. Joyetech USA Plaintiff Denied 1.58 5/3/2016
Inc. et al

25



Carter, David

Total Decisions: 10

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 8

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 1

Overall Win Rate: 15.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.3 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
8:00cv00059 CRP Inc v. Flex-Foot Inc, et Plaintiff Granted in 1.51  1/12/2001
al part,
Denied in
Part
8:00cv00135 Systems Division Inc v. Plaintiff Denied 8.75 10/30/2000
Teknek Electronics, et al
8:00cv01230 EOS GMBH Elect Opt, et al Defendant  Denied 0.72 5/14/2002
v. DTM Corporation, et al

8:04cv01365 Jonathan Manufacturing Plaintiff Granted 0.92 2/7/2005
Corporation v. Central
Industrial Supply Company

8:97¢cv00504 Flex-Foot Inc, et al v. CRP Plaintiff Denied 7.34 5/3/2000
Inc
8:99¢v00748 Applied Med Res Corp v. Plaintiff Denied 0.72 4/4/2000
Core Dynamics Inc
. ______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
8:09¢v00261 CTC Global Inc v. Mercury Plaintiff Denied 0.39 12/7/2009
Cable &amp; Energy LLC
8:09¢cv00951 Spellbound Development Defendant  Denied 0.10 7/9/2010

Group Inc v. Pacific Handy
Cutter Inc et al

8:09¢cv00951 Spellbound Development Plaintiff Denied 1.68 9/8/2010
Group Inc v. Pacific Handy
Cutter Inc et al

8:16cv01265 Apnea Sciences Corporation Plaintiff Denied 1.05 11/7/2016
v. Koncept Innovators, Inc.

Fairbank, Valerie

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.7 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

2:06cv01902 Interactive Health LLC v. Plaintiff Denied 0.66 12/24/2008
King Kong USA Inc

26



Fischer, Dale

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.9 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

2:07¢cv07783 Heeling Sports Limited v. My Plaintiff Granted 1.88 7/28/2009
Roller Shoes et al

Fitzgerald, Michael

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.6 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

2:15¢cv00126 Sunlight Product Plaintiff Granted 1.58 3/23/2015
Technologies, Ltd., et al v.
MPOWERD Inc. et al

2:15¢cv00126 Sunlight Product Plaintiff Denied 1.64 9/17/2015
Technologies, Ltd., et al v.
MPOWERD Inc. et al

Gee, Dolly

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.7 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
2:10cv03832 Imperial Toy LLC v. SBA Plaintiff Granted 1.09 6/28/2010

Toys USA, Inc. et al
2:10cv00996 Tu Juanna D. Butcher v. Plaintiff Denied 0.23 9/22/2010

Mattel, Inc.
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Guilford, Andrew

Total Decisions: 4

Total Granted: 3

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 75.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.9 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
8:09¢v00762 | Flow Corporation v. Wolf Plaintiff Granted 1.38 9/28/2009

Medical Supply Inc et al
8:10cv00406 QBAS COLTDetalv.C Plaintiff Granted 7.43 12/16/2010

Walters Intercoastal
Corporation et al

8:13¢cv00082 Bird-B-Gone, Inc. v. Bird Plaintiff Denied 1.68 3/20/2013
Barrier America, Inc., et al.

5:16¢cv00300 Razer Auto, Inc. v. Defendant Granted 1.12 4/20/2016
Omix-ADA, Inc.

Gutierrez, Philip

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.5 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
2:15¢v03240 TeleSign Corporation v. Plaintiff Denied 2.47 10/19/2015
Twilio, Inc.

Hatter, Terry

Total Decisions: 6

Total Granted: 3

Total Denied: 3

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.6 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
2:01cv05769 Advantage Partners v. Plaintiff Denied 1.41 8/24/2001
Salton Inc, et al
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
2:01cv05769 Advantage Partners v. Plaintiff Denied 0.33 9/24/2001
Salton Inc, et al
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
2:01¢cv06925 Advantage Partners v. Plaintiff Denied 1.15  11/26/2001
Salton Inc
2:02¢cv08148 Keene Sanitary Sup v. Plaintiff Granted 1.94 4/18/2003
Champion Chem Co CA

2:05¢cv00840 PBC International Inc v. Plaintiff Granted 2.53 8/26/2005
CanYou Imagine
Corporation et al

8:03cv00734 Keene Sanitary Sup v. Plaintiff Granted 1.94 4/18/2003
Champion Chem Co CA
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Klausner, Robert

Total Decisions: 8

Total Granted: 2

Total Denied: 6

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 25.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.0 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
2:02cv05016 Mediatek Inc v. VIA Plaintiff Granted 2.53 9/25/2003
Technologies Inc, et al
2:02cv05016 Mediatek Inc v. VIA Plaintiff Granted 0.13 10/10/2003
Technologies Inc, et al
. ________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
2:02cv07946 New Tech Stainless v. Plaintiff Denied 0.82 1/6/2003
Cosmo Fiber Corp, et al
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
2:05¢cv01650 Playtex Products Inc v. Plaintiff Denied 4.87 9/15/2005
Munchkin Inc
2:91cv02167 Magnivision Inc, et al v. Defendant Denied 0.16 6/8/2005
Bonneau Company
. ___________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
2:06¢cv08057 Crowd in a Box Inc v. Plaintiff Denied 1.41 10/9/2007
Inflatable Crowd Co Inc et al
2:12¢cv00867 Sidel Particapations SAS v. Plaintiff Denied 4.64 10/2/2012
Blow Mold Services Inc

5:12cv02263 TMI Products Inc v. Rosen Plaintiff Denied 1.45 4/30/2014
Entertainment Systems LP

Kronstadt, John

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 1

Overall Win Rate: 25.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.1 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

2:12¢cv08669 Clean Air Engineering Defendant  Denied 0.20 3/3/2014
Maritime Inc v. Advanced
Cleanup Technologies Inc

2:13¢cv01340 Richard L Chang v. Defendant  Granted in 0.10 12/13/2013
Biosuccess Biotech Co Ltd part,
et al Denied in
Part




Lew, Ronald

Total Decisions: 3

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 33.3%

Average Time to Decision: 1.5 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
2:01cv08265 Nike Inc v. Mike Shoes Plaintiff Granted 0.89 10/22/2001
Corp, et al
2:02cv02543 OMNI Products Inc v. Plaintiff Denied 0.99 6/19/2002
American Concrete
2:10cv09176 Nano-Second Technology Plaintiff Denied 2.76 9/28/2011

Co Ltd v. Dynaflex
International

Marshall, Consuelo

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.9 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
2:03cv08562 Nestor Inc v. Transol USA Plaintiff Denied 1.58 1/20/2004

Inc
2:12cv02068 Ken Blakeman v. Picnic Plaintiff Denied 4.14 7/20/2012

Time Inc

Mumm, Frederick

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.6 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

2:07ml01816 In re Katz Interactive Call Defendant Denied 1.61 1/9/2008
Processing Patent Litigation



O Connell, Beverly

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Average Time to Decision: 4.4 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
2:15¢v01877 Advanced Transit Dynamics, Plaintiff Granted 3.19 8/24/2015

Inc. v. Ridge Corporation
2:16¢cv04502 Twin Rivers Engineering, Plaintiff Denied 5.56 9/8/2016

Inc. v. Fieldpiece
Instruments, Inc.

Otero, S.

Total Decisions: 4

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 4

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 3.9 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

2:06¢cv02402 Curtiss-Wright Flow Control Plaintiff Denied 2.86 9/7/2006
Corporation v. Z&J
Technologies GmbH et al

2:06cv03619 Biedermann Motech Gmbh Plaintiff Denied 6.61 1/17/2007
v. Acme Spine LLC et al

2:10cv00551 Gary-Michael Dahl v. Swift Plaintiff Denied 1.58 4/1/2010
Distribution, Inc. et al

8:13¢cv00657 AutoAlert Inc v. Plaintiff Denied 4.74 2/4/2014

DealerSocket Inc

Phillips, Virginia

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 2

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
8:03¢cv00506 Unique Functional v. Plaintiff Granted 2.20 11/19/2002
Mastercraft Boat Co, et al
5:02cv00968 Unique Functional v. Plaintiff Granted 2.20 11/19/2002

Mastercraft Boat Co, et al
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Pregerson, Dean

Total Decisions: 3

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 33.3%

Average Time to Decision: 1.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
2:02cv03247 Sprecher Werks Corp v. Plaintiff Denied 1.09 5/29/2002
LSY Trading Dev Inc, et al
2:07cv01946 Nomadix, Inc. v. Second Plaintiff Granted 0.72 2/20/2009
Rule LLC
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
2:12¢v08932 Jumbo Bright Trading Plaintiff Denied 1.81 12/27/2012
Limited et al v. The Gap Inc
et al




Real, Manuel

Total Decisions: 17

Total Granted: 13

Total Denied: 4

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 76.5%

Average Time to Decision: 1.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
|
2:00cv11615 Razor USA LLC v. Asa Plaintiff Granted 0.89 12/5/2000
Products Inc, et al
2:00cv11615 Razor USA LLC v. Asa Plaintiff Granted 0.89 12/5/2000
Products Inc, et al
|
2:00cv11615 Razor USA LLC v. Asa Plaintiff Granted 0.89 12/5/2000
Products Inc, et al
|
2:00cv11615 Razor USALLC v. Asa Plaintiff Granted 1.41  12/21/2000
Products Inc, et al
2:00cv11615 Razor USA LLC v. Asa Plaintiff Granted 1.41  12/21/2000
Products Inc, et al
|
2:00cv11615 Razor USA LLC v. Asa Plaintiff Granted 1.41  12/21/2000
Products Inc, et al
2:00cv11615 Razor USA LLC v. Asa Plaintiff Granted 0.20 11/14/2000
Products Inc, et al
|
2:00cv11615 Razor USA LLC v. Asa Plaintiff Granted 0.20 11/14/2000
Products Inc, et al
|
2:00cv11615 Razor USA LLC v. Asa Plaintiff Granted 1.41  12/21/2000
Products Inc, et al
2:00cv11615 Razor USA LLC v. Asa Plaintiff Granted 1.38 12/21/2000
Products Inc, et al
|
2:02cv00077 Intl Rectifier v. Hitachi Ltd, et Plaintiff Granted 2.27 5/20/2002
al
2:04cv09494 Legend Films Inc v. West Plaintiff Denied 1.55 2/14/2005
Wing Studios Inc et al
|
2:04cv09494 Legend Films Inc v. West Defendant  Denied 0.92 4/3/2006
Wing Studios Inc et al
2:11cv00309 Farsighted Enterprises, Inc. Plaintiff Denied 1.38 5/2/2011
et al v. Goody Windows and
Doors, Inc.
|
8:13cv01828 Mya Saray LLC v. Zahrah Plaintiff Denied 0.92 3/17/2014
Corporation et al
2:15cv08364 Bragel International, Inc. v. Plaintiff Granted 1.38 12/5/2016
Charlotte Russe, Inc.

8:15¢cv01756 Bragel International, Inc. v. Plaintiff Granted 1.28 12/2/2016
Styles for Less, Inc.
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Selna, James

Total Decisions: 7

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 6

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 14.3%

Average Time to Decision: 1.7 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

8:03cv00458 Alltrade Tools LLC v. Defendant  Denied 4.47 10/10/2003
Olympia Group Inc

8:05cv00468 Broadcom Corporation v. Defendant  Denied 0.72 10/19/2005
Qualcomm Incorporated

8:08cv00636 Ceiva Logic Inc v. Frame Plaintiff Denied 1.28 6/9/2009
Media Inc et al

8:12cv00404 Tripharma LLC v. First Fruits Plaintiff Granted 2.43 8/21/2012
Business Ministry LLC et al

8:13¢cv00734 The AnTerra Group, Inc v. Plaintiff Denied 1.48 7/8/2013
KiVAR Chemical
Technologies et al

8:13cv00734 The AnTerra Group, Inc v. Plaintiff Denied 1.02 8/19/2013
KiVAR Chemical
Technologies et al

8:17cv00426 Kuyou Sports Goods Co. Ltd Plaintiff Denied 0.79 5/11/2017

v. Fountain, Inc.

Snyder, Christina

Total Decisions: 6

Total Granted: 3

Total Denied: 3

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.6 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
2:04cv04259 PR-Osteo LLC et al v. Plaintiff Granted 3.62 3/23/2005

Health Asure Inc et al
2:06cv02468 Koninklijke Philips Plaintiff Granted 5.53 10/6/2006

Electronics NV et al v.
International Disc
Manufacturers et al

2:09¢v07322 Newegg Inc. v. 21 srl Plaintiff Denied 1.41  12/23/2009
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
8:14cv00172 Sillage LLC v. Histoires de Plaintiff Denied 1.02 3/17/2014
Parfums LLC et al

2:16¢v02859 MACOM Technology Plaintiff Granted 3.95 12/7/2016
Solutions Holdings, Inc. et al
v. Infineon Technologies AG

etal
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
2:16¢cv06097 Albert Kirakosian et al v. J Plaintiff Denied 0.07 9/16/2016
and L D Sunset Wholesale without
and Tobacco et al Prejudice




Walter, John

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.3 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
2:05¢cv01501 US Philips Corporation v. Plaintiff Denied 0.07 11/23/2005
Media One CD
Manufacturing Inc
2:09¢v01140 Telebrands Corp. v. Max Plaintiff Granted 0.53 3/11/2009
Sales Group, Inc.
Wilson, Stephen
Total Decisions: 4
Total Granted: 1
Total Denied: 3
Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0
Overall Win Rate: 25.0%
Average Time to Decision: 1.7 months from motion filing
Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
8:03¢cv00750 Yupoong Incv.H & C Plaintiff Granted 1.45 4/9/2003
Headwear Inc
2:00cv13378 Netzero Inc v. Juno Online Plaintiff Denied 3.68 4/17/2001
Svcs Inc
2:02cv02514 Cardiac Science Inc v. Zoll Plaintiff Denied 1.58 7/1/2002
Medical Corp
2:03cv06771 Calibre Intl LLC v. Yanova Defendant  Denied 0.03 11/18/2003
Inc, et al
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
Wright, Otis
Total Decisions: 2
Total Granted: 1
Total Denied: 1
Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0
Overall Win Rate: 50.0%
Average Time to Decision: 5.3 months from motion filing
Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
2:07¢v01792 Lockheed Martin Plaintiff Denied 451 5/2/2008
Corporation v. Jeffery Munk
et al
2:12¢cv05058 Hydrodynamic Industrial Co Plaintiff Granted 6.02 6/10/2014

Ltd v. Green Max
Distributors Inc et al
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Wu, George

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.0 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant

2:06cv06165 Amity Rubberized Pen Plaintiff
Company v. Market Quest
Group Incorporated et al

2:07¢cv08314 Amity Rubberized Pen Plaintiff
Company v. Jacqueline
Morovati et al

Decision

Denied

Denied

Pendency Decision Date

0.95 8/27/2009

0.95 8/27/2009

Pharma?




California Eastern

The dockets of patent cases in California Eastern  were examined to identify decisions on contested
motions. The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 7

Total Granted: 5 Plaintiff Granted: 3 Defendant Granted: 2

Total Denied: 2 Plaintiff Denied: 2 Defendant Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 60.0%

Defendant Win Rate: 100.0%

Overall Win Rate: 71.4%

Contested Win Rates on Motions
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 4.3 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For California Eastern
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Burrell, Garland

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
2:13¢cv01957 Repro-Med Systems, Inc. v. Defendant  Granted 1.15 4/28/2016

Emed Technologies

Corporation

England, Morrison

Total Decisions: 3

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 33.3%

Average Time to Decision: 5.6 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
2:03cv02339 Morton, et al v. The First Plaintiff Granted 3.88 3/17/2004

Years Inc, et al
2:12¢v02319 Smart Modular Plaintiff Denied 8.26 5/30/2013

Technologies, Inc. v. Netlist,

Inc.

2:13¢cv02619 Thermogenesis Corp. v. Plaintiff Denied 4,70 9/29/2014
Origen Biomedical, Inc.



Mendez, John

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.5 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
2:12cv00593 California Natural Products Plaintiff Granted 1.55 4/25/2012

v. lllinois Tool Works, Inc.

Nunley, Troy

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 9.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
2:13¢cv01957 Repro-Med Systems, Inc. v. Defendant  Granted 9.18 6/17/2015
Emed Technologies
Corporation

Shubb, William

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.3 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
2:01cv01985 Allmet Building Prod v. Cruz, Plaintiff Granted 1.32  12/18/2001
et al




California Northern

The dockets of patent cases in California Northern  were examined to identify decisions on contested
motions. The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 84

Total Granted: 19 Plaintiff Granted: 15 Defendant Granted: 4

Total Denied: 60 Plaintiff Denied: 45 Defendant Denied: 15

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 5 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 4

Defendant Granted in Part: 1

Plaintiff Win Rate: 26.6%

Defendant Win Rate: 21.8%

Overall Win Rate: 25.6%

Contested Win Rates on Motions
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Number of Decisions
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 2.6 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.
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Alsup, William

Total Decisions: 15

Total Granted: 3

Total Denied: 10

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 2

Overall Win Rate: 26.7%

Average Time to Decision: 1.6 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
3:01cv01680 Indivios Corporation v. Plaintiff Denied 1.81  2/13/2002
Biometric Access
Corporation

3:01cv04794 Applied Materials, Inc. v. Plaintiff Granted 0.92 6/13/2002
Semiconductor Products
Manufacturing Inc.

3:00cv02024 Workrite Ergonomic v. ISE Plaintiff Denied 0.03 6/9/2000
Inc
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
3:03cv00870 Keytrak, Inc v. Key Register, Plaintiff Denied 2.07 5/8/2003
LLC et al
3:03cv00870 Keytrak, Inc v. Key Register, Plaintiff Denied 1.64 5/8/2003
LLC et al
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
3:03cv00870 Keytrak, Inc v. Key Register, Plaintiff Denied 0.82 5/3/2004
LLC et al
3:03cv03384 Quicksilver Controls, Inc. v. Plaintiff Granted in 1.58 11/25/2003
Animatics Corporation et al part,
Denied in
Part
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
3:98¢cv00762 Aptix Corporation, et al v. Defendant  Granted 1.48 9/12/2003
Quickturn Design Sys
. _________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
3:00cv02023 Workrite Ergonomic v. Plaintiff Denied 0.03 6/9/2000
Ergonomic Concepts
3:06cv01690 Yamashita et al v. Wilbur Plaintiff Denied 2.04 5/15/2006
Ellis Company et al
. ______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
3:09¢cv02280 Conceptus, Inc. v. Hologic, Plaintiff Denied 3.95 11/6/2009
Inc.
3:14cv00498 Google Inc. v. ContentGuard Plaintiff Denied 0.95 3/20/2014
Holdings, Inc.
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
3:16¢cv02788 lllumina, Inc. et al v. Plaintiff Granted 3.55 9/9/2016
QIAGEN, N.V. et al

3:16¢v06180 Comcast Cable Plaintiff Denied 1.51 3/13/2017
Communications, LLC v.
OpenTV, Inc. et al

3:17¢cv00939 Waymo LLC v. Uber Plaintiff Granted in 217 5/15/2017
Technologies, Inc. et al part,
Denied in
Part




Armstrong, Saundra

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 4.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
4:04cv02069 Large Scale Biology Defendant  Denied 4,97 1/24/2005
Corporation v. Prodigene,
Inc.

4:10cv02012 Kovesdy v. Kovesdy et al Plaintiff Denied 3.39 9/13/2010

Breyer, Charles

Total Decisions: 6

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 4

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 2

Overall Win Rate: 16.7%

Average Time to Decision: 2.9 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
3:02¢cv00836 Northpole LLC et al v. Defendant  Denied 5.26 10/17/2002
Lifetime Products, Inc.
3:04cv02995 Thermage, Inc. v. Syneron Plaintiff Denied 1.71  9/27/2004
Medical, Ltd. et al
3:02¢cv00836 Northpole LLC et al v. Defendant  Denied 2.14 10/17/2002
Lifetime Products, Inc.
3:03cv03235 Ultratech, Inc. v. Tamarack Defendant  Granted in 3.03 10/12/2004
Scientific Co., Inc. part,
Denied in
Part
3:98cv01115 Sandisk Corporation v. Plaintiff Granted in 1.84 7/21/2006
Lexar Media Inc part,
Denied in
Part
3:10cv01579 Top Victory Electronics Plaintiff Denied 3.32  11/15/2010

(Taiwan) Co., Ltd. et al v.
Hitachi, Ltd. et al
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Chen, Edward

Total Decisions: 3

Total Granted: 2

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 66.7%

Average Time to Decision: 1.5 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
3:04¢cv00651 Visto Corporation v. Sproqit Plaintiff Denied 2.53 2/7/2006
Technologies, Inc.
3:13cv05988 d.light design, Inc. et al v. Plaintiff Granted 1.45 3/13/2014
Boxin Solar Co., Ltd. et al
3:13cv05988 d.light design, Inc. et al v. Plaintiff Granted 0.46 4/4/2014

Boxin Solar Co., Ltd. et al

Chesney, Maxine

Total Decisions: 4

Total Granted: 3

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 75.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
3:04cv03923 Synopsys, Inc. v. Magma Plaintiff Granted 4.11  12/1/2005
Design Automation
3:04¢cv03923 Synopsys, Inc. v. Magma Plaintiff Granted 2.50 12/1/2005
Design Automation
3:04cv03923 Synopsys, Inc. v. Magma Plaintiff Denied 0.92 9/29/2006
Design Automation
3:04cv03923 Synopsys, Inc. v. Magma Plaintiff Granted 1.09 1/3/2007

Design Automation

Cousins, Nathaniel

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 4.1 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
5:16¢cv03792 D Now, Inc. v. TPF Toys Plaintiff Denied 411 11/23/2016
Limited et al
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Davila, Edward

Total Decisions: 3

Total Granted: 2

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 66.7%

Average Time to Decision: 4.4 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
5:11cv04494 LifeScan Scotland, Ltd. v. Plaintiff Granted 3.13  3/19/2013
Shasta Technologies, LLC
et al
|
3:11cv04494 LifeScan Scotland, Ltd. v. Plaintiff Granted 3.13 3/19/2013
Shasta Technologies, LLC
etal
3:13cv04910 Open Text S.A. v. Box, Inc. Plaintiff Denied 6.84 4/9/2014
et al

Fogel, Jeremy

Total Decisions: 6

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 5

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 16.7%

Average Time to Decision: 2.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
5:02¢cv01617 Ishida Co., LTD. et al v. Defendant  Denied 1.51  11/3/2003
Taylor et al
5:02cv01954 Therma-Wave, Inc. v. Boxer Plaintiff Denied 4.34 9/5/2002
Cross Inc.
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
5:07cv01812 West v. Jewelry Innovations, Plaintiff Denied 1.61  7/17/2007
Inc. et al
5:07¢cv04507 Acticon Technologies LLC v. Plaintiff Granted 1.28 11/13/2007

Pretec Electronics
Corporation et al

5:08cv05590 Medimmune, LLC v. PDL Plaintiff Denied 2.34 3/4/2010 Pharma
Biopharma, Inc.
5:08cv05590 Medimmune, LLC v. PDL Plaintiff Denied 1.91 3/4/2010 Pharma

Biopharma, Inc.

Freeman, Beth

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 5.4 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
5:14cv01725 Fitness Anywhere LLC v. Plaintiff Denied 6.94 8/23/2016

Woss Enterprises LLC
5:15¢cv03295 Finjan, Inc. v. Blue Coat Plaintiff Denied 3.85 11/22/2016

Systems, Inc.



Gilliam, Haywood

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.1 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————

3:16cv05419 Wilson v. Tobias et al Plaintiff Denied 0.10 11/7/2016

4:16¢cv05419 Wilson v. Tobias et al Plaintiff Denied 0.10 11/7/2016

Grewal, Paul

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 5.3 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
5:11cv01338 Delphon Industries, LLC v. Defendant Denied 5.30 10/17/2011

International Test Solutions,

Inc et al




Hamilton, Phyllis

Total Decisions: 7

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 7

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.6 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
3:01cv02251 Biosite Diagnostics Plaintiff Denied 0.07 6/13/2001
Incorporated v. Xoma Ltd. et
al
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
3:01cv02251 Biosite Diagnostics Plaintiff Denied 3.16  9/24/2001
Incorporated v. Xoma Ltd. et
al
3:02cv01730 Hitachi Semiconductor Plaintiff Denied 0.95 5/23/2002

(America), Inc. et al v.
International Rectifier

Corporation
. _____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
3:03cv05416 ECAST,Inc., v. Touchtunes Plaintiff Denied 1.41 3/4/2004
Music Corporation
3:08cv01423 Authen Tec, Inc. v. Atrua Defendant Denied 0.95 3/19/2009
Technologies, Inc.
. ___________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
4:06cv07336 Speedtrack, Inc. v. Defendant  Denied 1.64 12/3/2009
Wal-Mart.Com USA, LLC, et
al.
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
4:14cv01743 ASUS Computer Defendant  Denied 2.66 8/12/2014
International et al v.
ExoTablet LTD
lllston, Susan

Total Decisions: 6

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 5

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 1

Overall Win Rate: 8.3%

Average Time to Decision: 4.6 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
3:00cv03291 Mentor Graphics Corp v. Plaintiff Denied 9.87 8/30/2001
Quickturn Design Sys, et al
3:02cv02999 Tilia International, Inc. v. Plaintiff Granted in 1.32  10/16/2002
Impak Corporation et al part,
Denied in
Part
3:03cv04969 Transonic Systems, Inc. v. Plaintiff Denied 6.41 6/8/2004
Fresenius USA, Inc. et al
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
3:11cv00671 Xilinx, Inc. v. Invention Plaintiff Denied 247 7/27/2011
Investment Fund | LP et al
3:11cv06391 Ariosa Diagnostics, Inc v. Defendant Denied 3.91 7/5/2012
Sequenom, Inc

5:11cv00671 Xilinx, Inc. v. Invention Plaintiff Denied 3.52 7/27/2011
Investment Fund | LP et al
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Koh, Lucy

Total Decisions:
Total Granted: 1
Total Denied:

Total Granted in

5

4
Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 20.0%
Average Time to Decision: 3.0 months from motion filing

Case Number

5:11cv00991

5:11cv01846

Case Name

McRee v. Goldman et al

Apple Inc. v. Samsung
Electronics Co. Ltd. et al

Pendency Decision Date

2.30 10/12/2011

5.07 12/2/2011

Pharma?

5:11cv01846

5:12cv00630

Apple Inc. v. Samsung
Electronics Co. Ltd. et al

Apple Inc. v. Samsung
Electronics Co., Ltd. et al

0.56 6/4/2012

4.74 7/1/2012

3:11cv00991

McRee v. Goldman et al

2.30 10/12/2011

Orrick, William

Total Decisions:
Total Granted: 1
Total Denied:

Total Granted in

1

0
Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%
Average Time to Decision: 2.1 months from motion filing

Case Number

Case Name

Pendency Decision Date

Pharma?

3:14cv00023

Seeborg, Richard

Total Decisions:
Total Granted: 0
Total Denied:

Total Granted in

BlackBerry Limited v. Typo
Products LLC

2

2
Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%
Average Time to Decision: 1.4 months from motion filing

Case Number
3:10cv04645

Case Name

Interwoven, Inc. v. Vertical
Computer Systems, Inc.

2.14 3/28/2014

Pendency Decision Date
1.48 1/24/2011

Pharma?

3:14cv04741

Amgen Inc. et al v. Sandoz
Inc. et al

Movant Decision
Plaintiff Denied
Plaintiff Denied
Plaintiff Denied
Plaintiff Granted
Plaintiff Denied
Movant Decision
Plaintiff Granted
Movant Decision
Plaintiff Denied
Plaintiff Denied

1.38 3/19/2015

Pharma
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Spero, Joseph

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 4.3 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
3:08cv05129 Volterra Semiconductor Plaintiff Denied 4.28 11/17/2009
Corporation v. Primarion,
Inc. et al

White, Jeffrey

Total Decisions: 4

Total Granted: 2

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Average Time to Decision: 4.5 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
3:04cv03284 Alacritech, Inc. v. Microsoft Plaintiff Granted 4.74 4/12/2005
Corporation
3:06cv01905 Jacobsen v. Katzer et al Plaintiff Denied 9.74 8/17/2007
3:06cv01905 Jacobsen v. Katzer et al Plaintiff Denied 3.09 1/5/2009

3:09¢v02297 MKS Instruments, Inc. v. Plaintiff Granted 0.30 6/25/2009
New Power Plasma

49



Wilken, Claudia

Total Decisions: 13

Total Granted: 4

Total Denied: 9

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 30.8%

Average Time to Decision: 2.0 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
|
4:00cv02114 Texas Instruments v. Plaintiff Granted 3.72 3/6/2001
Tessera Inc
4:00cv04071 02 Micro Intl. v. Monolithic Defendant Denied 2.50 8/17/2004
Power

4:01cv03995 02 Micro International Defendant Denied 2.50 8/17/2004
Limited et al v. Monolithic
Power Systems, Inc.

4:02¢cv03705 VMWare, Inc. v. Microsoft Defendant Denied 1.32 5/14/2003
Corporation et al

4:02cv04860 Sharper Image Corporation Plaintiff Denied 0.79 11/14/2002
et al v. Honeywell
International Inc. et al

4:03cv01521 Chiron Corporation v. Plaintiff Denied 1.15 7/2/2003 Pharma
National Genetics Institute,
Inc. et al

4:04cv00824 Sharper Image Corporation Plaintiff Denied 3.68 9/9/2004
v. The May Department
Stores Company et al

4:05¢cv04063 Tessera, Inc. v. Advanced Defendant  Granted 1.64 11/1/2007
Micro Devices, Inc. et al
|
4:05¢cv04063 Tessera, Inc. v. Advanced Defendant Denied 1.28 1/28/2008
Micro Devices, Inc. et al
4:05cv04063 Tessera, Inc. v. Advanced Defendant Denied 0.92 2/12/2008
Micro Devices, Inc. et al
|
4:05¢cv04063 Tessera, Inc. v. Advanced Defendant Denied 0.46 2/21/2008
Micro Devices, Inc. et al
4:05cv04063 Tessera, Inc. v. Advanced Defendant Granted 1.64 11/1/2007
Micro Devices, Inc. et al

4:10cv03724 U.S. Ethernet Innovations, Defendant Granted 4.28 5/20/2014
LLC v. Acer, Inc. et al
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California Southern

The dockets of patent cases in California Southern  were examined to identify decisions on contested
motions. The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 17

Total Granted: 5 Plaintiff Granted: 5 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 12 Plaintiff Denied: 10 Defendant Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 33.3%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 29.4%

Contested Win Rates on Motions
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District Plaintiff Defendant
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 2.2 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For California Southern
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Months: 1st 2nd 3rd 4th Sth 6th Tth 8th 9th 10th More

Anello, Michael

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.3 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
3:11cv02012 Acolyte Technologies Plaintiff Denied 2.27 1/5/2012

Corporation v. Jeja without

International Corporation Prejudice

Limited et al

Benitez, Roger

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

3:05¢cv01668 Gen-Probe Inc v. Bayer Plaintiff Denied 2.66 3/3/2006 Pharma
Healthcare LLC, et al

3:15¢v02585 lllinois Tool Works Inc. v. Plaintiff Granted 1.78 2/9/2016

Pacific Tek, Inc. et al



Hayes, William

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.1 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
3:09¢v02220 Flex Products, Inc et al v. Plaintiff Denied 0.13 10/13/2009

Valley Slurry Seal Company

Houston, John

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 5.3 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

3:06¢cv02311 Maxwell Technologies, Inc. Plaintiff Granted 5.26 4/11/2007
v. Nesscap, Inc. et al

Huff, Marilyn

Total Decisions: 5

Total Granted: 2

Total Denied: 3

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 40.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
3:10cv02584 Fitness I1Q, LLC v. TV Plaintiff Granted 2.17 3/11/2011
Products USA, Inc.
3:11cv00160 Fitness I1Q, LLC v. HSM Plaintiff Granted 0.13  2/4/2011
IDEATYV Corporation
3:12cv01161 Maxlinear, Inc. v. Silicon Defendant Denied 1.81 11/7/2012
Laboratories Inc.
3:12¢cv00911 Peregrine Semiconductor Plaintiff Denied 1.45 1/8/2014

Corporation v. RF Micro
Devices, Inc. et al

3:14cv02711 Prestige Flag Mfg. Co., Inc. Plaintiff Denied 0.63 1/12/2015
v. Par Aide Products Co. et
al




Lorenz, M.

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.9 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
3:00cv00701 Gamma Metrics Inc v. Plaintiff Denied 2.04 8/31/2000
Analyser Systems
3:00cv00701 Gamma Metrics Inc v. Plaintiff Denied 1.71  8/31/2000

Analyser Systems

Miller, Jeffrey

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.8 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

3:98¢cv00877 Dimension One Spas v. Plaintiff Granted 1.78 2/22/2000
Ouelette, et al

Moskowitz, Barry

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 7.6 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

3:05¢cv00975 Savvier LP, et al v. E&B Plaintiff Denied 7.60 1/26/2006
Exercise LLC, et al

Sammartino, Janis

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 3.5 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
3:16¢cv01544 DNA Genotek Inc. v. Plaintiff Denied 3.52 10/6/2016

Spectrum Solutions L.L.C. et

al




Whelan, Thomas

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.0 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
3:04¢cv02001 Jax Scaffold Systems v. Defendant  Denied 1.84 1/4/2005
Sunrize Staging Inc, et al
3:06cv01560 Swanson, et al v. BLM Plaintiff Denied 0.16  9/23/2009
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Colorado

The dockets of patent cases in Colorado were examined to identify decisions on contested motions. The
number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 19

Total Granted: 2 Plaintiff Granted: 2 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 15 Plaintiff Denied: 15 Defendant Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 2 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 2

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 15.8%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 15.8%

Contested Win Rates on Motions
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14

12

10

Percentage
[e ]

District Plaintiff Defendant
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 6.4 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions

For Colorado
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Number of Decisions
N
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Arguello, Christine

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 3.6 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant

7th 8th

Decision

9th 10th More

Pendency Decision Date

Pharma?

1:13cv01284 Karcher North America, Inc. Plaintiff
v. Nilfisk-Advance, Inc.

1:13cv01284 Karcher North America, Inc. Plaintiff
v. Nilfisk-Advance, Inc.

Denied

Denied

4.84 12/20/2013

2.37 12/20/2013

Babcock, Lewis

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.9 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant

Decision

Pendency Decision Date

Pharma?

1:05¢cv00993 SoothSoft Innovations Plaintiff
Worldwide, Inc. et al v. K&H
Manufacturing, Inc. et al

Granted

1.91 7/28/2005
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Blackburn, Robert

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 1

Overall Win Rate: 25.0%

Average Time to Decision: 3.7 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:04cv01064 WCM Industries, Inc. v. Prier Plaintiff Granted in 7.17 1/11/2005
Products, Inc. part,
Denied in
Part
1:05cv02429 Rauch v. Sutphin Electric Plaintiff Denied 0.23 12/5/2006

Motors, Corp.

Brimmer, Philip

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 6.3 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:09¢cv00970 Predator International, Inc. v. Plaintiff Denied 5.26 10/22/2009
Gamo Outdoor USA, Inc.
1:06¢cv00605 Crocs, Inc. v. Effervescent, Plaintiff Denied 7.24 9/21/2015
Inc et al
Daniel, Wiley

Total Decisions: 3

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 1

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Average Time to Decision: 8.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:03cv01591 Huntwise, Inc. v. MAT Plaintiff Granted 9.67 6/9/2004
Sports, L.L.C.
1:99¢cv00821 Steel Floors, LLC v. Dietrich Plaintiff Denied 7.14  9/1/2000
Industries
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:13cv01511 Port-a-Pour, Inc. v. Peak Plaintiff Granted in 7.73 6/17/2014
Innovations, Inc. et al part,
Denied in
Part




Ebel, David

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 5.6 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:08¢cv00873 Cobra North America, LLC Plaintiff Denied 5.63 12/11/2008

et al v. Cold Cut Systems

Svenska AB

Hegarty, Michael

Total Decisions: 1
Total Granted: 0
Total Denied: 1
Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0
Overall Win Rate: 0.0%
Average Time to Decision: 1.3 months from motion filing
Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:16¢cv02536 CPI Card Group Inc. v. Multi Plaintiff Denied 1.32  1/11/2017

Packaging Solutions, Inc. without

Prejudice
Kane, John

Total Decisions: 1
Total Granted: 0
Total Denied: 1
Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0
Overall Win Rate: 0.0%
Average Time to Decision: 9.1 months from motion filing
Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:02cv00303 McData Corp. v. Brocade Plaintiff Denied 9.11 12/6/2002

Comm Systems




Krieger, Marcia

Total Decisions: 4

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 4

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0
Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 4.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name

Movant

Decision

Pendency Decision Date

Pharma?

1:10cv02868 L-3 Communications Plaintiff Denied 9.54 8/5/2013
Corporation et al v. Jaxon
Engineering &amp;
Maintenance, Inc. et al

1:13¢cv01734 Otter Products, LLC v. Seal Plaintiff Denied 0.20 8/22/2013
Shield, LLC without

Prejudice

1:13¢cv01734 Otter Products, LLC v. Seal Plaintiff Denied 0.03 8/27/2013

Shield, LLC without
Prejudice

1:13¢cv01734 Otter Products, LLC v. Seal Plaintiff Denied 6.88 3/24/2014

Shield, LLC
Matsch, Richard

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 17.9 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

1:03cv00672 Storage Tech Corp v. Plaintiff Denied 25.00 5/17/2005
Quantum Corporation

1:03cv02579 National Oilwell Varco, L.P. Plaintiff Denied 10.82 11/15/2004

v. Pason Systems USA




Connecticut

The dockets of patent cases in Connecticut were examined to identify decisions on contested motions. The
number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 9

Total Granted: 3 Plaintiff Granted: 3 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 6 Plaintiff Denied: 6 Defendant Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 33.3%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 33.3%

Contested Win Rates on Motions
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 2.9 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For Connecticut
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Number of Decisions
N
[-;]

Arterton, Janet

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.4 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

3:07cv01667 Romag Fasteners Inc v. JC Plaintiff Granted 0.43 11/28/2007
Penney Co, Inc et al

Chatigny, Robert

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.0 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
3:11cv01566 Greenwich Ballistics, LLC v. Plaintiff Denied 0.03 10/14/2011
Jamison International V, without
LLC Prejudice

I
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Covello, Alfred

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 4.1 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
3:15¢v01890 StormTech LLC et al v. Plaintiff Denied 4.11 5/4/2016
Cultec, Inc
Hall, Janet

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 2

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.6 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
3:00cv00004 Dymo-Costar Corp v. Seiko Plaintiff Granted 2.50 3/20/2000
Instruments
3:14cv00917 Covidien Sales LLC et al v. Plaintiff Granted 2.70 10/15/2014

Ethicon Endo-Surgery, Inc.

Squatrito, Dominic

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.1 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

3:00cv02410 Arch Chemicals, Inc v. PPG Plaintiff Denied 2.14 4/6/2001
Industries, Inc.

Thompson, Alvin

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 8.6 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

3:09¢cv00035 Potts v. S-Box LLC Plaintiff Denied 8.55 9/22/2010




Underhill, Stefan

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.7 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
3:03cv00993 Conair Corp v. L&N Sales & Plaintiff Denied 0.46 6/18/2003

Mktg Inc
3:04cv00789 KOR-CT, LLC v. Savvier, Inc Plaintiff Denied 4.97 11/16/2004

etal

1
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Delaware

The dockets of patent cases in Delaware were examined to identify decisions on contested motions. The
number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 53

Total Granted: 16 Plaintiff Granted: 14 Defendant Granted: 2

Total Denied: 34 Plaintiff Denied: 32 Defendant Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 3 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 3

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 31.6%

Defendant Win Rate: 50.0%

Overall Win Rate: 33.0%

Contested Win Rates on Motions
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 5.2 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For Delaware

Number of Decisions

Months: 1st 2nd 3rd 4th Sth 6th Tth 8th 9th 10th More

Andrews, Richard

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 5.1 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:15cv00261 Chestnut Hill Sound Inc. v. Plaintiff Denied 6.28 11/6/2015

Apple Inc.
1:16¢cv00217 Varentec, Inc. v. GridCo, Plaintiff Denied 4.01 10/3/2016

Inc.
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Robinson, Sue

Total Decisions: 32

Total Granted: 11

Total Denied: 19

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 2

Overall Win Rate: 37.5%

Average Time to Decision: 5.4 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:00cv00404 Scimed Life Systems, et al Plaintiff Denied 11.51  3/30/2001
v. Johnson & Johnson, et al
1:00cv00886 Cordis Corporation v. Plaintiff Granted 3.55 3/31/2005
Medtronic Vascular
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:00cv01069 IQE (Europe) Ltd., et al v. Plaintiff Granted 2.96 5/23/2001
Rockwell Tech., et al
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:02cv00332 Novo Nordisk Pharm., et al Plaintiff Granted 1.15 6/7/2002 Pharma
v. Bio-Technology Gen., et
al
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:03¢cv00283 Boston Sci Scimed, et al v. Plaintiff Denied 8.09 11/21/2003
Cordis Corporation, et al
1:03cv00364 Lab Corp of America, et al v. Plaintiff Granted 2.24 8/4/2003
Chiron Corporation
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:03¢cv00402 Medtronic Vascular v. Cordis Plaintiff Granted 7.37 12/11/2003
Corporation
. _______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:04cv01414 Lancaster Composite v. Plaintiff Granted in 1.74  1/14/2005
Hardcore Composites, et al part,
Denied in
Part
1:99¢cv00833 Medtronic AVE Inc. v. Cordis Plaintiff Denied 5.82 5/31/2000
Corporation
. _____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:05¢cv00853 Thales Airborne Systems Plaintiff Granted in 5.59 6/22/2006
S.A. et al v. Universal part,
Avionics Systems Denied in
Corporation Part
1:07¢cv00137 Sun Optics Inc. v. FGX Plaintiff Denied 4.87 8/2/2007
International Inc.
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:06cv00613 Abbott Laboratories et al v. Plaintiff Denied 6.38 11/28/2007 Pharma
Johnson and Johnson Inc. et
al
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:07cv00137 Sun Optics Inc. v. FGX Plaintiff Denied 3.91 8/2/2007
International Inc.
1:07cv00190 Siemens Medical Solutions Plaintiff Denied 6.05 1/9/2008

USA Inc. v. Saint-Gobain
Ceramics & Plastics Inc.

1:07cv00585 Wellman Inc. v. Eastman Plaintiff Denied 9.05 10/3/2008
Chemical Company
1:07¢cv00787 Girafa.com Inc. v. Amazon Plaintiff Denied 8.91 12/9/2008
Web Services LLC et al
|
1:10cv00841 Keurig Incorporated v. Sturm Plaintiff Denied 4.70 3/10/2011
Foods Inc.
1:11cv00173 Cellectis S.A. v. Precision Plaintiff Granted 13.42 5/3/2012
Biosciences Inc.
|
1:11cv00054 Butamax (TM) Advanced Plaintiff Denied 8.91 6/19/2012
Biofuels LLC v. Gevo Inc.
|
1:12cv00613 Trustco Bank v. Automated Plaintiff Granted 9.64 3/27/2013
Transactions LLC
|
1:12cv01491 Nexans Inc. et al v. Belden Plaintiff Granted 7.80 8/6/2013 67
Inc. et al



1:09¢v00018 Eurand Inc. et al v. Impax Plaintiff Granted 0.07 9/19/2012 Pharma
Laboratories Inc.

1:09md02118 In re: Cyclobenzaprine Plaintiff Granted 0.07 9/19/2012 Pharma
Hydrochloride
Extended-Release Capsule
Patent Litigation

1:13cv01656 Drager Medical GmbH et al Plaintiff Denied 4.93 3/24/2014
v. Allied Healthcare Products
Inc.
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:14¢cv00270 Antares Pharma Inc. v. Plaintiff Denied 2.73 7/10/2014
Medac Pharma Inc. et al
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:14cv00559 Cryolife Inc. v. Medafor Inc. Defendant  Granted 5.66 3/10/2015
1:14cv01268 Takeda Pharmaceuticals Plaintiff Denied 0.95 11/4/2014 Pharma

U.S.A,, Inc. v. West-Ward
Pharmaceutical Corporation

et al
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:14cv01482 Quest Integrity USA LLC v. Plaintiff Denied 5.79 6/12/2015
Clean Harbors Industrial
Services Inc.
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:14cv01483 Quest Integrity USA LLC v. Plaintiff Denied 5.79 6/12/2015
Cokebusters USA Inc.
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:15¢cv00661 DNA Genotek Inc. v. Plaintiff Denied 5.39 2/4/2016
Spectrum DNA et al without
Prejudice
. _____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:15¢cv01031 Hologic, Inc. et al v. Minerva Plaintiff Denied 5.63 6/2/2016
Surgical, Inc.
1:15¢cv01031 Hologic, Inc. et al v. Minerva Defendant Denied 2.73 6/2/2016
Surgical, Inc.

Sleet, Gregory

Total Decisions: 7

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 5

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 1

Overall Win Rate: 21.4%

Average Time to Decision: 4.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:02cv00067 Arthrex Inc. v. dj Plaintiff Denied 2.50 4/30/2002
Orthopedics LLC
1:05cv00434 Dyson Technology Limited Plaintiff Denied 7.73 3/21/2006
et al v. Maytag Corporation,
etal.
1:99¢v00525 Creo Products Inc. v. Plaintiff Denied 1.28 2/13/2001
Presstek Inc.
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:06cv00089 Pfizer Inc v. Teva Plaintiff Granted 2.57 5/26/2006 Pharma
Pharmaceuticals USA et al
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:08¢cv00945 CNH America LLC et al v. Plaintiff Denied 10.82 11/13/2009
Kinzenbaw et al
1:08cv00453 AstraZeneca LP et al v. Plaintiff Denied 0.23 6/1/2011 Pharma
Mylan Pharmaceuticals Inc.
. ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:08¢cv00091 Edwards Lifesciences AG et Plaintiff Granted in 4.61 4/15/2014
al v. Corevalve Inc., et al part,
Denied in
Part
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Stark, Leonard

Total Decisions: 9

Total Granted: 3

Total Denied: 6

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 33.3%

Average Time to Decision: 4.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

1:07cv00633 Power Integrations Inc. v. Plaintiff Denied 9.34 11/4/2008
BCD Semiconductor
Corporation et al

1:11cv00142 Systemation Inc. v. Hart Plaintiff Granted 1.38 4/20/2011
&amp; Cooley Inc.
I EEE————————————————————————————————————————————————
1:09¢v00769 BAE Systems Information Plaintiff Denied 1.22 5/26/2011

and Electronic Systems
Integration Inc. v. Aeroflex
Incorporated et al

1:11cv00652 DePuy Synthes Products, Plaintiff Denied 1.68 8/22/2013
LLC v. Globus Medical Inc.
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:13cv01792 SecureBuy LLC v. Defendant  Denied 0.33 2/7/2014
CardinalCommerce
Corporation
. _______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:14cv00181 M/A-COM Technology Plaintiff Granted 3.98 6/13/2014

Solutions Holdings Inc. v.
Laird Technologies Inc.

1:08cv00627 Warner Chilcott Company et Plaintiff Denied 0.53 6/6/2014 Pharma
al v. Teva Pharmaceuticals
USA Inc.
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:14cv00721 TSMC Technology Inc. et al Plaintiff Granted 7.27 1/26/2015
v.Zond LLC
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:15¢v00819 Integra LifeSciences Corp. Plaintiff Denied 12.50 9/29/2016

et al v. HyperBranch Medical
Technology, Inc

Thynge, Mary

Total Decisions: 3

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 33.3%

Average Time to Decision: 7.6 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
1:01cv00752 Digene Corporation v. Plaintiff Denied 8.32 5/9/2007
Ventana Medical Sys., et al
1:07¢cv00266 Parker-Hannifin Corporation Defendant  Granted 6.41 12/9/2008
v. Schlegel Electronic
Materials Inc.
1:11cv00672 Neology Inc. v. Federal Plaintiff Denied 8.03 8/2/2012

Signal Corporation et al

69



District of Columbia

The dockets of patent cases in District of Columbia were examined to identify decisions on contested
motions. The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 3

Total Granted: 0 Plaintiff Granted: 0 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 3 Plaintiff Denied: 3 Defendant Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 0.0%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Contested Win Rates on Motions

Percentage

District Plaintiff Defendant
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 1.8 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For District of Columbia
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Months: 1st 2nd 3rd 4th Sth 6th Tth 8th 9th 10th More

Roberts, Richard

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.5 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:07¢cv01719 CORNISH v. DUDAS et al Plaintiff Denied 5.00 2/25/2008
1:07¢cv01719 CORNISH v. DUDAS et al Plaintiff Denied 0.07 1/21/2010

Sullivan, Emmet

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.5 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

1:00cv00790 MCKEOWN v. Plaintiff Denied 0.46 7/6/2000
CITY/CHICAGO DOT, et al




Florida Middle

The dockets of patent cases in Florida Middle were examined to identify decisions on contested motions.
The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 38

Total Granted: 4 Plaintiff Granted: 4 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 31 Plaintiff Denied: 26 Defendant Denied: 5

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 3 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 3

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 16.7%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 14.5%

Contested Win Rates on Motions

18
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14

12

10

Percentage

District Plaintiff Defendant
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 2.1 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For Florida Middle
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Number of Decisions
(-]

Adams, Henry

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.5 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
3:03cv00546 South Bay Manage., et al v. Plaintiff Denied 1.02 10/20/2003

Structural Systems, et al
3:03cv00546 South Bay Manage., et al v. Plaintiff Denied 0.03 4/7/2004

Structural Systems, et al

Antoon, John

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.7 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
6:03cv01286 Omega Patents, LLC v. Plaintiff Denied 2.86 7/29/2004

Applicated Security, et al
6:11cv01733 Rip-It Holdings, LLC v. Plaintiff Denied 2.53 1/13/2012

Wilson Hunt International

Ltd. et al

1
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Bucklew, Susan

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0
Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.7 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

8:03cv02150 Billingnetwork.com v. Island Plaintiff Denied 1.41  7/27/2004
Automated

8:03¢cv02150 Billingnetwork.com v. Island Plaintiff Denied 0.07 7/8/2004
Automated

Conway, Anne

Total Decisions: 3

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 33.3%

Average Time to Decision: 3.0 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

6:02cv00270 Super Vision, Int. v. Color Plaintiff Denied 6.71 4/23/2003
Kinetics, Inc.

6:07¢cv00264 Stone Construction Plaintiff Granted 2.20 5/1/2007
Equipment, Inc. v. Masonry
Equipment Distributors, Inc.
et al

6:07cv01922 Heeling Sports Limited v. Plaintiff Denied 0.00 12/21/2007
China Direct Importers, LLC
et al

Corrigan, Timothy

Total Decisions: 3

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 3

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.6 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

3:03¢cv00800 Johnson & Johnson v. CIBA Plaintiff Denied 1.71  9/13/2004

Vision Corp.

3:10cv00891 Graphic Packaging Plaintiff Denied 3.22 2/4/2011
International, Inc. v. C.W.
Zumbiel Co.

3:17cv00146 Nivel Parts &amp; Plaintiff Denied 2.73 5/1/2017

Manufacturing Co., LLC v.
Textron, Inc.




Covington, Virginia

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 6.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

8:10cv01589 Minsurg International, Inc. v. Plaintiff Denied 6.18 2/7/2011
Nuvasive, Inc. et al

Honeywell, Charlene

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.3 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

6:12cv01794 Twin Rivers Engineering Defendant  Denied 2.30 4/1/2013
Corporation v. Fieldpiece
Instruments, Inc.

Howard, Marcia

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 1

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.0 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
3:13¢cv00240 Advantus, Corp. v. T2 Plaintiff Granted in 1.41 5/30/2013
International, LLC part,
Denied in
Part

Kovachevich, Elizabeth

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.0 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
8:04¢cv02101 Pods, Inc. v. Porta Stor, Inc. Plaintiff Granted 1.81 11/10/2004

etal
8:10cv02134 Medina et al v. Wright et al Plaintiff Denied 0.16  11/29/2010
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Lazzara, Richard

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0
Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.1 months from motion filing

International, LTD et al

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
8:08cv01964 Vickery and Company v. VC Defendant  Denied 0.07 11/12/2008
Systems & Controls, Inc. et
al
Mendoza, Carlos
Total Decisions: 1
Total Granted: 0
Total Denied: 0
Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 1
Overall Win Rate: 0.0%
Average Time to Decision: 0.0 months from motion filing
Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
6:14cv00249 BackJoy Orthotics, LLC v. Plaintiff Granted in 0.49 7/28/2015
Forvic International Inc. et al part,
Denied in
Part
Merryday, Steven
Total Decisions: 3
Total Granted: 0
Total Denied: 2
Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 1
Overall Win Rate: 16.7%
Average Time to Decision: 3.2 months from motion filing
Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
8:05¢cv01740 F.A.C.E. Trading, Inc. et al v. Plaintiff Granted in 4.38 3/8/2006
Famiano et al part,
Denied in
Part
8:10cv00822 Clifton-Draper et al v. Pelam Defendant  Denied 0.69 4/29/2010
International, LTD et al without
Prejudice
8:10cv00822 Clifton-Draper et al v. Pelam Plaintiff Denied 4.47 3/11/2011
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Moody, James

Total Decisions: 3

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 3

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.9 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
8:03cv00927 Billingnetwork.com v. Plaintiff Denied 1.22 6/20/2003
Advanced Healthcare
8:04cv02157 Anodyne Therapeutics, LLC Plaintiff Denied 0.89 5/11/2005

et al v. ICP Educational
Resources LLC et al

8:14cv03145 TAS Energy, Inc. v. Stellar Plaintiff Denied 3.59 10/19/2015
Energy Americas, Inc.

Pizzo, Mark

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.8 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
8:04¢cv02101 Pods, Inc. v. Porta Stor, Inc. Defendant Denied 1.15 1/7/2005
etal without
Prejudice
8:14cv03145 TAS Energy, Inc. v. Stellar Plaintiff Denied 2.37 3/5/2015
Energy Americas, Inc. without
Prejudice

Presnell, Gregory

Total Decisions: 5

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 4

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 20.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.7 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
6:00cv00437 Dow Chemical Company v. Plaintiff Denied 5.89 2/5/2001
Mee Industries, et al
6:05¢cv01332 Berry et al v. Sassy, Inc. Plaintiff Denied 2.40 8/3/2006
6:09¢cv01909 LifeWatch Services, Inc. et Plaintiff Denied 3.03 2/10/2010
al v. Medicomp, Inc. et al
6:12cv00669 Design Pallets, Inc. v. Plaintiff Granted 1.12 6/5/2012

Shandon Valley Transport
Solutions USA, LLC et al

6:14cv00831 Conair Corporation et al v. Plaintiff Denied 1.12  7/3/2014
Barbar, Inc. et al
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Schlesinger, Harvey

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.7 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

3:09¢v00271 Garcia v. Doctor Easy Plaintiff Denied 0.66 5/21/2009
Medical Products
Corporation et al

Sharp, George

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.7 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
6:00cv00788 Correct Craft, Inc. v. Tower Plaintiff Denied 0.92 7/19/2000

Systems, Inc., et al
6:05cv00460 Vertique, Inc. v. Darby Plaintiff Denied 0.43 5/5/2005

Automation, LLC

Steele, John

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.3 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
2:03cv00522 Inovo, Inc. v. Precision Defendant Denied 2.27 6/30/2004
Medical

Whittemore, James

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Average Time to Decision: 3.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
8:01cv00418 Diamond Pool Prods. v. Plaintiff Granted 0.76  3/22/2001

Midwest Canvas Corp., et al
8:10cv00146 Adams Arms, Inc. v. Sig Plaintiff Denied 5.63 8/2/2010

Sauer Inc.
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Florida Northern

The dockets of patent cases in Florida Northern were examined to identify decisions on contested motions.
The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 1 Plaintiff Granted: 1 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1 Plaintiff Denied: 1 Defendant Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 50.0%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Contested Win Rates on Motions
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 3.5 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For Florida Northern
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Hinkle, Robert

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.3 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

4:11cv00158 GATES THAT OPEN LLC v. Plaintiff Granted 0.33 5/27/2011
GTO PARTS LLC et al

Mickle, Stephan

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 6.7 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
4:02cv00068 BENEDICT ENGINEERING Plaintiff Denied 6.71 9/13/2002

v. PARKER BEACH
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Florida Southern

The dockets of patent cases in Florida Southern were examined to identify decisions on contested motions.
The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 25

Total Granted: 7 Plaintiff Granted: 6 Defendant Granted: 1

Total Denied: 18 Plaintiff Denied: 14 Defendant Denied: 4

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 30.0%

Defendant Win Rate: 20.0%

Overall Win Rate: 28.0%

Contested Win Rates on Motions

32

28

24

20

16

Percentage

12

District Plaintiff Defendant
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 2.6 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For Florida Southern

Number of Decisions
-y
(-]

P

Months: 1st 2nd 3rd 4th Sth 6th Tth 8th

Altonaga, Cecilia

Total Decisions: 3

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 3

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.8 months from motion filing

9th 10th More

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:10cv20528 Fusilamp, LLC v. Littelfuse, Plaintiff Denied 2.24 8/31/2010
Inc. et al
0:17¢cv60925 Cheytac USA, LLC v. Plaintiff Denied 0.07 5/25/2017
Nextgen Tactical, LLC et al
0:17cv60925  Cheytac USA, LLC v. Plaintiff Denied 0.00 5/10/2017
Nextgen Tactical, LLC et al
Cohn, James
Total Decisions: 1
Total Granted: 1
Total Denied: 0
Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0
Overall Win Rate: 100.0%
Average Time to Decision: 1.8 months from motion filing
Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
0:15¢cv61631 Amgen Inc. et al v. Apotex Plaintiff Granted 1.78 12/9/2015 Pharma
Inc. et al
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Cooke, Marcia

Total Decisions: 3

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 33.3%

Average Time to Decision: 3.0 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
0:05cv61264 Visions East, Inc., et al v. Plaintiff Denied 1.35 9/8/2005
Fagerdala Thiger, et al
1:09¢cv21285 Structural Tenting Plaintiff Denied 5.69 6/30/2010
Corporation et al v. Termite
Doctor, LLC
0:15¢cv61511 Better Air International Plaintiff Granted 1.88 9/30/2015

Limited v. Ben Haim et al

Dimitrouleas, William

Total Decisions: 3

Total Granted: 2

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 66.7%

Average Time to Decision: 1.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
0:05cv61811 World Wide Imports v. Carib Plaintiff Denied 1.45 1/6/2006
Sea, Inc., et al
0:11cv61991 Armour Group, Inc. v. Plaintiff Granted 0.59 3/26/2012
Labock et al
0:12cv60545 Ultimate Combustion Co., Plaintiff Granted 1.58 9/27/2012

Inc. v. Fuecotech, Inc. et al

Graham, Donald

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.7 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

1:10cv22206 BR-111 Imports & Exports, Plaintiff Denied 3.65 10/25/2010
Inc. v. Indusparquet
Industria e Comercio de
Madeiras Ltda. et al

1:10cv22206 BR-111 Imports & Exports, Defendant  Denied 1.71  10/25/2010
Inc. v. Indusparquet
Industria e Comercio de
Madeiras Ltda. et al
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Huck, Paul

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.1 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
0:99¢v07200 Catalina Lighting v. Lamps Plaintiff Denied 0.10 8/9/2001

Plus, Inc., et al

Hurley, Daniel

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 16.1 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
9:07cv80435 Powell v. The Home Depot Plaintiff Denied 16.12  11/17/2009
Inc.

King, James

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:08cv21007 Montblanc-Simplo GMBH et Plaintiff Granted 0.23 5/1/2008

al v. Baskam Trading Corp.

et al

Martinez, Jose

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.7 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:11cv20471 Penrod International LLC v. Plaintiff Denied 1.74 4/5/2011

Casa de Campo Farallon,

S.A etal
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Middlebrooks, Donald

Total Decisions: 4

Total Granted: 2

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.7 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
2:00cv14063 Solazzi, et al v. Premier Lab Plaintiff Granted 3.06 6/21/2000
Supply, et al
9:02cv80598 Universal Surveillan v. Defendant  Granted 3.95 12/20/2002
Sensormatic Electron
9:02¢cv80995 Theory3 Inc v. Liteglow Plaintiff Denied 1.45 12/6/2002
Industries, et al
9:13cv80840 Excelsior Medical Corp. v. Defendant  Denied 2.20 9/29/2014

Ivera Medical Corp. et al

Moore, Kevin

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 5.7 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:00cv04795 Cargill, Inc. v. Salt Creek, Plaintiff Denied 5.66 7/27/2001
Inc.

Moreno, Federico

Total Decisions: 4

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 4

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.3 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:01cv01934 FLA Orthopedics, Inc v. Defendant  Denied 0.20 7/12/2001
Work N' Leisure, et al
1:03cv20602 Anheuser-Busch, Inc. v. Plaintiff Denied 0.16  4/2/2003
Anderson Associates, et al
0:00cv07067 Aspex, et al v. Concepts in Plaintiff Denied 4.84 2/6/2001
Optics, et al
0:00cv07067 Aspex, et al v. Concepts in Defendant  Denied 4.14 2/6/2001
Optics, et al
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Georgia Middle

The dockets of patent cases in Georgia Middle were examined to identify decisions on contested motions.
The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 1 Plaintiff Granted: 1 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1 Plaintiff Denied: 1 Defendant Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 50.0%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Contested Win Rates on Motions
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 0.5 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For Georgia Middle
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Land, Clay

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.8 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

3:12¢cv00075 Merial Limited et al v. Plaintiff Granted 0.79 6/29/2012
VELCERA INC et al

Lawson, Hugh

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.3 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
7:08cv00009 Iguana, LLC v. Lanham et al Plaintiff Denied 0.30 2/1/2008

1
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Georgia Northern

The dockets of patent cases in Georgia Northern were examined to identify decisions on contested motions.
The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 13

Total Granted: 0 Plaintiff Granted: 0 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 11 Plaintiff Denied: 10 Defendant Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 2 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 2

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 8.3%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 7.7%

Contested Win Rates on Motions
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Percentage

District Plaintiff Defendant
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 6.1 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For Georgia Northern
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Duffey, William

Total Decisions: 3

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 1

Overall Win Rate: 16.7%

Average Time to Decision: 7.3 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:05¢cv01753 P.N.A. Construction Plaintiff Granted in 5.92 2/8/2006
Technologies Inc. v. McTech part,
Group Inc. et al Denied in
Part
1:10cv00544 U.S. Pharmaceutical Plaintiff Denied 10.33  1/27/2011 Pharma

Corporation et al v. TriGen
Laboratories, Inc.

1:12¢cv01703 Duct Doctor Usa, Inc. et al v. Plaintiff Denied 5.69 11/5/2012
Pearsall et al




Evans, Orinda

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 11.8 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
1:05¢cv01071 Atlanta Attachment Plaintiff Denied 11.25 3/30/2006
Company v. Leggett & Platt,
Inc.
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
1:05cv02482 Outside The Box Defendant  Denied 12.34 3/27/2007

Innovations, LLC v. Travel
Caddy, Inc. et al

Jones, Steve

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 6.1 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:13cv00398 Pedigo Products, Inc. et al v. Plaintiff Denied 7.50 9/23/2013

Kimberly-Clark Worldwide,

Inc. et al
1:13cv03167 KRUSH Plaintiff Denied 4.70 9/12/2014

COMMUNICATIONS, LLC.
v. LUNEX TELECOM, INC.

Murphy, Harold

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 7.1 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

4:13cv00046 Interface, Inc. et al v. Plaintiff Denied 7.07 11/5/2013
Tandus Flooring, Inc. et al

1
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Pannell, Charles

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 4.6 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:01cv01080 SIDEL v. Uniloy Milacron, et Plaintiff Denied 2.47 11/14/2001

al
1:12cv01260 ATlLeisure, Inc. v. ACE Plaintiff Denied 6.74 6/6/2013

Evert, Inc.

Ross, Eleanor

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.1 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:16cv01317 Modtruss, Inc. v. Battlefrog Plaintiff Denied 2.07 6/24/2016
LLC

Story, Richard

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 1

Overall Win Rate: 25.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.4 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:04cv00253 KEG Technologies, et al v. Plaintiff Granted in 0.56 2/20/2004
Laimer, et al part,
Denied in
Part
1:11cv03333 Chemfree Corporation et al Plaintiff Denied 2.27 1/5/2012

v. J. Walter, Inc. et al
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Georgia Southern

The dockets of patent cases in Georgia Southern were examined to identify decisions on contested motions.
The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1 Plaintiff Granted: 1 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 0 Plaintiff Denied: 0 Defendant Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 100.0%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Contested Win Rates on Motions
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 0.2 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For Georgia Southern
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Bowen, Dudley

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.2 months from motion filing

9th 10th More

Pendency Decision Date

Pharma?

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision
1:06cv00009 Textron Innovations, Inc. et Plaintiff Granted
al v. Fairplay Electric Cars,
LLC

0.23 1/24/2006
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Hawaii

The dockets of patent cases in Hawaii were examined to identify decisions on contested motions.

number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:
Total Decisions: 3

Total Granted: 1 Plaintiff Granted: 1 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2 Plaintiff Denied: 2 Defendant Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 33.3%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 33.3%

Contested Win Rates on Motions
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 2.6 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
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Ezra, David

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 3.7 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

1:10cv00384 Hako-Med USA, Inc., et al v. Plaintiff Denied 3.68 10/29/2010
Axiom Worldwide, Inc. et al

Gillmor, Helen

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.9 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
1:02cv00725 Brown Jordan, et al v. Mind's Plaintiff Granted 0.92 12/11/2002

Eye Interiors, et al
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Kobayashi, Leslie

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 3.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
1:16cv00657 PNY Technologies, Inc. v. Plaintiff Denied 3.16 5/31/2017

Netac Technology Co., Ltd.
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Idaho

The dockets of patent cases in Idaho were examined to identify decisions on contested motions.

number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:
Total Decisions: 5

Total Granted: 1 Plaintiff Granted: 1 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 4 Plaintiff Denied: 2 Defendant Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 33.3%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 20.0%

Contested Win Rates on Motions
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 5.1 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
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Lodge, Edward

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Average Time to Decision: 3.8 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:02cv00523 Osaka Diamond Indus, et al Plaintiff Granted 1.35 1/23/2003
v. Lavin, et al
1:08cv00403 Multiquip Inc v. Water Defendant  Denied 6.28 12/16/2009
Management Systems, LLC
etal
Winmill, B.

Total Decisions: 3

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 3

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 6.0 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
4:04cv00271 Afshari v. Cobra Plaintiff Denied 1.64 9/21/2006
Manufacturing, et al
1:12cv00066 Fleming v. Escort, Inc. et al Defendant Denied 12.04 3/6/2013
1:12cv00066 Fleming v. Escort, Inc. et al Plaintiff Denied 4.28 9/29/2014 o8



lllinois Central

The dockets of patent cases in Illinois Central were examined to identify decisions on contested motions.
The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0 Plaintiff Granted: 0 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1 Plaintiff Denied: 0 Defendant Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 0.0%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Contested Win Rates on Motions

Percentage

District Plaintiff Defendant
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 0.1 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For lllinois Central
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McDade, Joe

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.1 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

4:00cv04081 Brava LLC, et al v. New Defendant Denied 0.07 11/7/2001
Womyn Inc, et al
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lllinois Northern

The dockets of patent cases in Illinois Northern were examined to identify decisions on contested motions.
The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 39

Total Granted: 11 Plaintiff Granted: 9 Defendant Granted: 2

Total Denied: 26 Plaintiff Denied: 21 Defendant Denied: 5

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 2 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 2

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 31.3%

Defendant Win Rate: 28.6%

Overall Win Rate: 30.8%

Contested Win Rates on Motions
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 3.2 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For Illinois Northern
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Bucklo, Elaine

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 3.5 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

1:09¢cv05022 Viskase Companies, Inc. v. Defendant Denied 2.53 8/9/2010
World Pac International AG
etal

1:09¢cv05022 Viskase Companies, Inc. v. Defendant Denied 4.38 8/9/2010
World Pac International AG
etal
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Castillo, Ruben

Total Decisions: 4

Total Granted: 2

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
1:04cv06960 Garvey Corp v. Defendant  Denied 1.45 3/17/2005
Barry-Wehmiller, et al
1:05cv04370 Techtronic Industries Co., Plaintiff Granted 2.27 10/6/2005

Ltd. et al v. Chervon
Holdings Ltd. et al

1:04cv06960 Garvey Corp v. Plaintiff Granted 3.22 3/24/2005
Barry-Wehmiller, et al
1:09¢cv00631 Albecker v. Contour Plaintiff Denied 1.91 1/13/2010

Products, Inc. (FL) et al

Conlon, Suzanne

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 7.6 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:08cv06584 McDavid, Inc. et al v. Nike Plaintiff Denied 7.60 1/14/2010
USA, Inc.

Durkin, Thomas

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 3.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:16¢cv06097 The Chamberlain Group, Plaintiff Granted 3.19 9/15/2016

Inc. v. Techtronic Industries

Co., Ltd. et al
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Ellis, Sara

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.1 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

1:16cv04691 Uncommon, LLC v. Plaintiff Denied 0.10 6/30/2016
Casetagram Limited

Gettleman, Robert

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 2

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.6 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
1:00cv05791 Glaxo Group Ltd, et al v. Plaintiff Granted 0.92 6/11/2002 Pharma
Apotex Inc
1:02cv04950 JCW Inv Inc v. Novelty Inc Plaintiff Granted 2.30 9/20/2002

Gottschall, Joan

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 4.5 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
1:00cv04298 Amphenol T&M v. Centurion Plaintiff Denied 6.45 12/14/2001
Intl Inc
1:07¢cv02178 Vanguard Products Group, Plaintiff Denied 2.57 8/21/2007
Inc. et al v. Merchandising without
Technologies, Inc. Prejudice
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Guzman, Ronald

Total Decisions: 3

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 3

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 9.0 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:02cv04704 Solaia Tech LLC v. Plaintiff Denied 9.41 9/29/2003
Arvinmeritor Inc, et al
1:02cv01584 For Your Ease Only v. Plaintiff Denied 6.61 10/30/2002
Natural Science Ind
1:02cv07008 Cummins-Allison Corp v. Plaintiff Denied 11.05 9/2/2003
Glory Ltd, et al

Kendall, Virginia

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.7 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
1:13cv03976 Scholle Corporation v. Plaintiff Granted 1.71  10/11/2013
Rapak LLC

Kennelly, Matthew

Total Decisions: 3

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 33.3%

Average Time to Decision: 2.1 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

1:04cv06216 Affymax Inc v. Johnson & Defendant  Granted 3.72 2/28/2006 Pharma
Johnson, et al

1:00cv01725 Abbot Labs, et al v. Dey L P, Plaintiff Denied 2.20 7/25/2000 Pharma
et al

1:01cv04182 Motorola Inc v. Vosi Tech, et Plaintiff Denied 0.26 12/11/2001
al
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Kocoras, Charles

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 3.1 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:04cv02999 World Kitchen (GHC), et al Plaintiff Denied 6.15 11/24/2004
v. Zyliss Haushaltwaren, et
al
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
1:09cv06914 Snap-on Incorporated v. Plaintiff Denied 0.10 1/28/2010
Robert Bosch, LLC without
Prejudice
Lee, John

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 6.4 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

1:14¢cv02060 TUF-TITE, Inc. v. Federal Defendant Granted 6.45 11/21/2014
Package Networks, Inc.

Lefkow, Joan

Total Decisions: 4

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 4

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.3 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:02cv01403 Kucala Ent Ltd v. Auto Wax Plaintiff Denied 2.17 7/11/2002
Colnc
1:02cv01403 Kucala Ent Ltd v. Auto Wax Defendant Denied 0.10 10/10/2002
Colnc without
Prejudice
1:02cv01403 Kucala Ent Ltd v. Auto Wax Defendant Denied 1.58 4/6/2004
Colnc without
Prejudice
1:11cv01768 Peerless Industries, Inc. v. Plaintiff Denied 1.41 6/10/2011

Crimson AV, LLC
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Leinenweber, Harry

Total Decisions: 3

Total Granted: 2

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 66.7%

Average Time to Decision: 1.0 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:02cv00256 Glenayre Elec Inc v. Plaintiff Granted 1.28 5/31/2002
Jackson
1:99¢cv07445 Unique Coupons Inc v. Plaintiff Denied 1.58 3/30/2000
Northfield Corp
1:10cv00302 Metraflex Company, The v. Plaintiff Granted 0.20 2/16/2010

Flex-Hose Company, Inc.

Schenkier, Sidney

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 3.5 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
1:00cv01461 Panduit Corp v. Band-It-ldex Plaintiff Granted 3.49 6/23/2000
Inc

Shadur, Milton

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.8 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

1:10cv04053 Rapid Litigation Plaintiff Denied 1.81  3/24/2011
Management Ltd., et al. v.
CellzDirect, Inc. et al

Shah, Manish

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.4 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

1:14cv08111 DSM Desotech Inc. et al v. Plaintiff Denied 2.43 12/30/2014
Corning Incorporated
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Tharp, John

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 1

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.0 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
1:14cv04957 Market Track, LLC v. Plaintiff Granted in 6.32 6/11/2015
Efficient Collaborative Retail part,
Marketing, LLC Denied in
Part

Zagel, James

Total Decisions: 5

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 4

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 1

Overall Win Rate: 10.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.8 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:03cv07822 Tap Phar Prod Inc, et al v. Plaintiff Denied 3.32 8/26/2004 Pharma
Atrix Labs Inc, et al
1:03cv07822 Tap Phar Prod Inc, et al v. Plaintiff Denied 0.59 11/16/2004 Pharma
Atrix Labs Inc, et al without
Prejudice
1:05¢cv00860 Spin Master Ltd et al v. Plaintiff Denied 3.19 9/8/2005
Overbreak LLC
1:92¢cv04803 Mahurkar v. C R Bard Inc Plaintiff Granted in 2.37 4/25/2002
part,
Denied in
Part
1:13cv05102 Induction Innovations, Inc. et Plaintiff Denied 464 12/19/2013
al v. Pacholok without
Prejudice
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Illinois Southern

The dockets of patent cases in Illinois Southern were examined to identify decisions on contested motions.
The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0 Plaintiff Granted: 0 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1 Plaintiff Denied: 1 Defendant Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 0.0%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Contested Win Rates on Motions

Percentage

District Plaintiff Defendant
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 5.2 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For lllinois Southern
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Reagan, Michael

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 5.2 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

4:99¢cv04197 Monsanto Company v. Plaintiff Denied 5.23 8/28/2001
Stratemeyer
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Indiana Northern

The dockets of patent cases in Indiana Northern were examined to identify decisions on contested motions.
The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 3

Total Granted: 1 Plaintiff Granted: 1 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2 Plaintiff Denied: 2 Defendant Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 33.3%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 33.3%

Contested Win Rates on Motions
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Percentage
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District Plaintiff Defendant
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 6.2 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For Indiana Northern
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Miller, Robert

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Average Time to Decision: 4.1 months from motion filing

P
P

9th 10th More

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
3:03cv00042 Hubbell Incorporated v. EGS Plaintiff Denied 7.27 9/23/2003
Elec Group LLC, et al
3:10cv00129 Miche Bag LLC v. Marshall Plaintiff Granted 0.92 6/16/2010
Group Inc The
Moody, James
Total Decisions: 1
Total Granted: 0
Total Denied: 1
Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0
Overall Win Rate: 0.0%
Average Time to Decision: 10.4 months from motion filing
Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
3:04¢cv00637 Hickory Springs Plaintiff Denied 10.39 2/16/2006

Manufacturing Company v.
Lippert Components Inc
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Indiana Southern

The dockets of patent cases in Indiana Southern were examined to identify decisions on contested motions.
The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 5

Total Granted: 2 Plaintiff Granted: 2 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2 Plaintiff Denied: 2 Defendant Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 1 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 1

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 50.0%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Contested Win Rates on Motions
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 2.8 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For Indiana Southern
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Barker, Sarah

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.4 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:06cv01017 ELI LILLY AND COMPANY Plaintiff Granted 2.37 4/22/2009 Pharma
v. TEVA

PHARMACEUTICALS USA,
INC.
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Magnus-Stinson, Jane

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.4 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
1:09¢cv00702 CAPITAL MACHINE Plaintiff Denied 1.38 7/28/2010

COMPANY, INC. et al v.
MILLER VENEERS, INC. et
al

1:09¢cv00702 CAPITAL MACHINE Plaintiff Denied 1.38 7/28/2010
COMPANY, INC. et al v.
MILLER VENEERS, INC. et
al

McKinney, Larry

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 1

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.0 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
1:03cv02020 THERAPYCARE Plaintiff Granted in 1.35 9/20/2004
RESOURCES, INC. v. part,
CARPAL THERAPY, INC. Denied in
Part

Young, Richard

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 7.6 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

1:00-CV-01500 HILL-ROM INC V. OHMEDA Plaintiff Granted 7.57 5/29/2001
MEDICAL !
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lowa Northern

The dockets of patent cases in lowa Northern were examined to identify decisions on contested motions.
The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 3

Total Granted: 0 Plaintiff Granted: 0 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2 Plaintiff Denied: 1 Defendant Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 1 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 1

Plaintiff Win Rate: 0.0%

Defendant Win Rate: 16.7%

Overall Win Rate: 16.7%

Contested Win Rates on Motions

18
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12

10

Percentage

District Plaintiff Defendant
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 5.7 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For lowa Northern
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Months: 1st 2nd 3rd 4th Sth 6th Tth 8th 9th 10th More

Bennett, Mark

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 4.9 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

3:05¢cv03079 Ideal Instruments, Inc. v. Defendant Denied 490 3/28/2007
Rivard Instruments, Inc. et al

Reade, Linda

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 1

Overall Win Rate: 25.0%

Average Time to Decision: 6.1 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
6:05cv02045 Probatter Sports, LLC v. Defendant  Granted in 0.49 11/3/2006
Joyner Technologies, Inc. et part,
al Denied in
Part
1:01cv00004 Primos Inc v. Hunter's Plaintiff Denied 11.61 9/18/2003

Specialties, et al
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lowa Southern

The dockets of patent cases in lowa Southern were examined to identify decisions on contested motions.
The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 7

Total Granted: 1 Plaintiff Granted: 1 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 6 Plaintiff Denied: 6 Defendant Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 14.3%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 14.3%

Contested Win Rates on Motions
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Percentage
[e ]

District Plaintiff Defendant
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 3.2 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For lowa Southern

Number of Decisions

2
0.8
1 1
0.4
0 6 6

Months: 1st 2nd 3rd 4th Sth 6th Tth 8th

Gritzner, James

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Average Time to Decision: 5.1 months from motion filing

9th 10th More

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
4:02cv40327 Kemin Foods LC, et al v. Plaintiff Granted 5.82 1/2/2003
Pigmentos Vegetales
4:07cv00063 Titan Tire Corporation et al Plaintiff Denied 4.31 10/3/2007
v. Case New Holland Inc
Pratt, Robert
Total Decisions: 3
Total Granted: 0
Total Denied: 3
Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0
Overall Win Rate: 0.0%
Average Time to Decision: 3.5 months from motion filing
Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
4:02¢cv90338 Med Tech IA Inc v. Comp Plaintiff Denied 0.26 10/3/2002
Imaging Ref Sys
4:02cv90518 Devon Dist Corp v. Miner, et Plaintiff Denied 6.88 8/14/2003
al
4:99¢cv90666 Pioneer Hi-Bred Intl v. Plaintiff Denied 3.45 4/13/2000

Dekalb Genetics Corp, et al
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Wolle, Charles

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.0 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

4:11¢cv00507 The Charles Machine Plaintiff Denied 1.02 11/21/2011
Works, Inc. v. Vermeer
Manufacturing Company

4:17cv00076 Vermeer Corporation v. The Plaintiff Denied 0.99 4/21/2017
Toro Company
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Kansas

The dockets of patent cases in Kansas were examined to identify decisions on contested motions.

number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:
Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 1 Plaintiff Granted: 1 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1 Plaintiff Denied: 1 Defendant Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 50.0%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 50.0%

Contested Win Rates on Motions

50

40

30

Percentage

20

10

District Plaintiff Defendant

121

The



The average time from motion filing to decision was 3.7 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For Kansas
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Vratil, Kathryn

Ist 2nd 3rd 4th  Sth 6th  7th 8th

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied:

1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0
Overall Win Rate: 50.0%
Average Time to Decision: 3.7 months from motion filing

9th 10th More

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
2:09¢cv02009 Bushnell Inc. et al v. Plaintiff Denied 4.93 9/3/2009

American Technologies

Network, Corp. et al
2:09¢v02009 Bushnell Inc. et al v. Plaintiff Granted 2.47 11/25/2009

American Technologies
Network, Corp. et al
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Kentucky Eastern

The dockets of patent cases in Kentucky Eastern were examined to identify decisions on contested motions.
The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 2

Total Granted: 0 Plaintiff Granted: 0 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 2 Plaintiff Denied: 2 Defendant Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 0.0%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Contested Win Rates on Motions

Percentage

District Plaintiff Defendant
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 2.1 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For Kentucky Eastern
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Months: 1st 2nd 3rd 4th Sth 6th Tth 8th 9th 10th More

Caldwell, Karen

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.1 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
5:15¢cv00075 Donselman et al v. Prim Hall Plaintiff Denied 1.09 4/28/2015
Enterprises, Inc et al without
Prejudice

Hood, Joseph

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 3.1 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?

5:07¢cv00109 iLOR, LLC v. Google, Inc. Plaintiff Denied 3.13  11/30/2007
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Kentucky Western

The dockets of patent cases in Kentucky Western  were examined to identify decisions on contested
motions. The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 3

Total Granted: 2 Plaintiff Granted: 2 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1 Plaintiff Denied: 1 Defendant Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 66.7%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 66.7%

Contested Win Rates on Motions
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 1.9 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For Kentucky Western
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McKinley, Joseph

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 4.0 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
4:01cv00139 Scott Manufacturing v. Plaintiff Granted 4.05 1/11/2002
DeMoss

Simpson, Charles

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.8 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
3:03cv00029 Sud Chemie Inc v. Multisorb Plaintiff Denied 0.82 11/1/2004
Tech
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Stivers, Gregory

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 1

Total Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 100.0%

Average Time to Decision: 0.9 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
1:13cv00163 Procom Heating, Inc. v. Plaintiff Granted 0.86 10/12/2016

GHP Group, Inc.
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Louisiana Eastern

The dockets of patent cases in Louisiana Eastern = were examined to identify decisions on contested
motions. The number of decisions found, the number granted, and the number denied are as follows:

Total Decisions: 5

Total Granted: 1 Plaintiff Granted: 1 Defendant Granted: 0

Total Denied: 4 Plaintiff Denied: 4 Defendant Denied: 0

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0 Plaintiff Granted in Part: 0

Defendant Granted in Part: 0

Plaintiff Win Rate: 20.0%

Defendant Win Rate: 0.0%

Overall Win Rate: 20.0%

Contested Win Rates on Motions
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The average time from motion filing to decision was 2.1 months from motion filing. The distribution of
times to decision for these motions is illustrated in the chart below.

Distribution of Decisions
For Louisiana Eastern
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Beer, Peter

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 1.3 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
2:01cv01964 Bazzano v. Regrowth LLC, Plaintiff Denied 1.35 9/20/2001
etal

Berrigan, Helen

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 2.4 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E————————————————————————————————————————————————————
2:10cv03281 Huntwise, Inc. v. Higdon Plaintiff Denied 243 12/13/2010

Motion Decoy Systems, Inc.
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Engelhardt, Kurt

Total Decisions: 1

Total Granted: 0

Total Denied: 1

Total Granted in Part, Denied in Part: 0

Overall Win Rate: 0.0%

Average Time to Decision: 3.3 months from motion filing

Case Number Case Name Movant Decision  Pendency Decision Date Pharma?
I E——————————————————————————