OLIFFE .

ATTORNEYS AT LAW (5‘&'@”)

KROY IP HOLDINGS, LLC v. GROUPON, INC. 54, EFFZE 5 2023-1359 (CAFC, 20254-2H10H),
Prost# H'E . ReynaZ# H|'E . TarantoZ P B K 2%, 7 7 7 = 7 I X 1 5 E 1T (Noreika I E)
DR ZE AR E L TO EFR,

EI-N= R
H 5.

Kroy IP Holdingstt:(BL F [Kroy#l] )X, 2ot a—X Ry NU—2 L TA vk T4 7T s
LERMET 5 2 LIRS 28 A PTA LT Y . Grouponth & FEiHZE E CHEdk L 72, Grouponff:2)3
IPR% HI5E L72fE 8, PTABIZR#ENEZ G727 b — NI RUS R TRETH D LI LT,
CAFC Z 45 DY 2 fEiB 3CFF L721% ., KroyfhiX, IPRICEWTEENE X LN > T214D KR
57 L— Lk FiET HIEIEFFIK (amended complaint) Z#2H U 7=, HUFEHIFTIE. #r2 L — AIXFFFFE
BARFBETHDH 7 L— A EFEBEMZR D DT RW=, Frmizh(collateral estoppel)iZ & U Kroy
FRH 7 L — L% FRTDHIENTERNVEHBT L, Groupontt OFEHIH L TEFROH T,

e P
MG ECHIFTAY . PTABIZ X » TLARNZEE SN TWRWEFFZ L — ADEREZ I T 57201041
Zh(collateral estoppel)Z i [l L7=DITFA Y Th o=, K0, FHRIESH, ZLRELE -T2,

FHNE:

CAFCIZ, % OFFFAN B2 D1 EEIZBIR T 255 12135 % (collateral estoppel)i i FH & 41
ek Lz, IPRO P E Tk, FERFFFIEIZ DUV TIXREILO & B (preponderance of the evidence)(Z & -
TREAT A MENH DA, HOGEHIET ClE, b2 OV TR DRSO & 5 FEHlL(clear and
convincing evidence)lZ X > TREAT 2 MEEN B 5, CAFCITIRUT D ParkerVision S O HRIZF MK L,
ZDSGEEAEOEWIC LY . PTABDORE D b 5 HHIFT~D 4 5% (collateral estoppel) D1 F 23 T &
IRV & ABSTRE LT,

CAFC I3, XY HEMEDHREXBI L, XY FEOFRIT, RASHNFFFFIRIGA L Shic 7 b— A
D HIERFIE LRV E WD IRER RIS E L LT LA L7z, CAFCIE, XY FHCB N TH R
% (collateral estoppel) DARHL & L THik SN 7-Hi#EIL, PTAB OFEEGREITIKIM T 2 & D Tide <,

e LAER L, FFEOY L—ARBRAIICEDEESND 2 KT 5 & O T 5 (premise invoked
for collateral estoppel in XY does not rely on the Board's fact findings, but rather the retroactive cancellation of
certain claims as a matter of law)] & #iBH L7z, CAFC (X, BIDOYHIETH 5 Ohio Willow Wood St (52E
UL L7227 b= LIk L TR R 38 O 7o B )2y, SRR U Th 2 MG BRI o 5
UAICHEA SN D Z & 2 LT,

BASHIIZ, CAFCIE,  TREHLOEBIENEIC IS TR L7 @BI D F5FF 7 L — LB 2 A5
? PTAB 2 L D E DR FEMPRE L, Kt 2315 BT O FF A TRLO REE DFrF 27 L — L
ERTHZ IR L THERESE S5 Z & 1ETE 2V \(a prior final written decision of the PTAB of
unpatentability on separate patent claims reached under a preponderance of the evidence standard cannot
collaterally estop a patentee from asserting other, unadjudicated patent claims in district court litigation)| &
FIWr L7z, CAFCIE, € 9 TRWEHIErT L &, EHETED b HHEN BT/ D & % FEHLILYE
alile T LR KRFITA R OMENEZE S Z L1l hb L Lz,

CAFC [ZHI G HEHMPTOFENHR AL L, SORDLFHOLDIELRL & LT,
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