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(I) 

QUESTION PRESENTED 

Whether petitioner established Article III standing 
to pursue a judicial challenge to the validity of two pa-
tents covered by its license agreement with respondent, 
where petitioner presented no evidence that, if it pre-
vailed in its challenge, it was likely to terminate the li-
cense agreement, pay less in licensing fees, or manufac-
ture otherwise-infringing products. 
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