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Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. §§ 141(c) and 319 and the February 10, 2022 order from
the United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit (CM/ECF Dkt. # 87), the
patent owner, Polaris Innovations Limited (“Polaris™) hereby provides this amended
notice of appeal. Polaris intends to continue its appeal (no. 2019-1484) at the court

following the recent limited remand for the purpose of Director rehearing pursuant

to United States v. Arthrex, Inc., 141 S. Ct. 1970 (2021).

In particular, Polaris continues to appeal from the Final Written Decision
entered by the Patent Trial and Appeal Board on December 19, 2018 (Paper 45, copy
attached) and from all underlying orders, decisions, rulings and opinions. In
addition, Polaris now gives notice that it wishes to appeal from (1) the January 14,
2022 decision (Paper 54, “Rehearing Decision,” copy attached) of Andrew
Hirshfeld, Commissioner for Patents, Performing the Functions and Duties of the
Under Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual Property and Director of the United
States Patent and Trademark Office, denying Polaris’s request for Director rehearing
and (2) the Board’s refusal to grant the parties’ joint motion to terminate (Paper 48)

following the parties’ settlement.

This notice of appeal is timely filed within seven days of the court’s February

10, 2022 order.

In accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 90.2(a)(3)(ii), Polaris indicates that the issues

on appeal include (1) all of the issues identified in Polaris’s original notice of appeal
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filed January 25, 2019 (Paper 4) except the constitutionality of the appointments of
the Board judges who rendered the Final Written Decision and (2) the Board’s
refusal to grant the parties’ joint motion to terminate and the Board’s failure to

terminate this inter partes review after the parties settled this case.

Polaris’s original notice of appeal, which is incorporated by reference herein,

noted, inter alia, the following issues for appeal:

(A) The Board’s determinations of unpatentability of claims 2-6 of U.S.
Patent No. 7,405,993, including the determinations that (1) claims 2-6
are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as obvious over LaBerge (U.S.
Patent Appl. Publ. No. 2005/0177690, Ex. 1005) in view of Bhakta (U.S.
Patent Appl. Publ. No. 2005/0281096, Ex. 1010), (2) claims 2 and 4 are
unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as obvious over Kinsley (U.S. Patent
Appl. Publ. No. 2006/0044860, Ex. 1006) in view of Swanson (U.S.
Patent Appl. Publ. No. 2003/0046507, Ex. 1007), and (3) claims 2-4 are
unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as obvious over Kinsley in view of
Swanson and further in view of Stave (U.S. Patent Appl. Publ. No.
2005/0283671, Ex. 1011);

(B) The Board’s interpretations of claims 1 and 2 of the ’993 Patent,
including by way of example and not limitation, the phrases “memory

chips,” “semiconductor memory component,” and “wherein the
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semiconductor memory component comprises a plurality of memory
chips”; and

(C) The Board’s determinations that the references, particularly LaBerge,
Bhakta, and Kinsley, disclose the recited semiconductor memory

component comprising a plurality of memory chips.

Polaris also objects to the Director participating in this appeal as an intervenor

regarding the patentability issues (A)-(C) above for lack of constitutional standing.

Respectfully submitted,

Date: 2022 Feb- 17 By: / M.C. Phillips /

Matthew C. Phillips
Registration No. 43,403
Lead Counsel for Patent Owner
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE AND FILING

I hereby certify that on February 17, 2022, copies of the foregoing PATENT
OWNER’S AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL and all documents filed with it were

served via electronic mail, as agreed to by counsel, upon the following counsel for

the Petitioner:

David M. Hoffman:

Jeremy J. Monaldo:

W. Karl Renner:

Oliver Richards:

Katherine A. Vidal:
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IPR24069-00051P1 @fr.com,
PTABInbound@fr.com,
hoffman@fr.com

[PR24069-0005IP1(@fr.com,
PTABInbound@fr.com,
monaldo@fr.com

[PR24069-00051P1@fr.com,
PTABInbound@fr.com,
renner@fr.com

IPR24069-00051P1@fr.com,
PTABInbound@fr.com,
orichards@fr.com

kvidal@winston.com



https://www.docketalarm.com/

Nsights

Real-Time Litigation Alerts

g Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time
alerts and advanced team management tools built for
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal,
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research

With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native
O docket research platform finds what other services can't.
‘ Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

Identify arguments that have been successful in the past
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips

° Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,

/ . o
Py ,0‘ opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

o ®
Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are
always at your fingertips.

-xplore Litigation

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more
informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of

knowing you're on top of things.

API

Docket Alarm offers a powerful API
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS

Build custom dashboards for your
attorneys and clients with live data
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal
tasks like conflict checks, document
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND

LEGAL VENDORS

Sync your system to PACER to
automate legal marketing.

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD? @ sales@docketalarm.com 1-866-77-FASTCASE




