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ATTORNEYS AT LAW

PARKERVISION, INC. v. QUALCOMM INC.#ff: | E§f#& 5 2026-1033 (CAFC, 202649 H30H), Prost&:HH .
Chen#HI'E . StarkE HIENC K 28 H, 7 v U Z a5 # 1 AT (Byron& M E) O ¥ 2 Rk & L To Lk,

E= 1 ===
H 5.

ParkerVisionfl:/%, Qualcomm#t:23 907877 & ‘94045 F 212 E L= & L ClRfLZ$FF L7z, 940 fFFD 7 L —
L, D) ZEZ L—2 L i) BEEZ L—L2D2 oD —FITHEENT W, #FEHFTIZ. W0
7 L— T —T7 12D T QualcommftD IR E O IEAFIHEFE 72 L OHIR (summary judgment) % T L7273,
ParkerVisionfhlZ Z & Rk & LT EFF L7z, iR (appeal)l2 T, CAFCITEHIRZHV L, Z LR LT,

722 LR L @emand)iZ T, 7 L— AERO%, ¥ FEH 5 I1EXQualcommitDHEL 73 &5 & ORFTFOZEH 7 L —
AHREL TN LIZEE L, HBFEHFNL D7 L— A2 L CIEAFHERFH 72 L oIk (partial
summary judgment)% L7z, Z D%, [RFEHFTITERFFDHAIE4ROICEDSEZEK 7 L— Ao
T ORI (final judgment) & T L, EEHKT L— L ERIFRDOBE L 72 L CHFEZ Hl L7-, ParkerVision
LN =R RE LTERFRLE,

e A
FLAIZES4S 0B N T, FraFT oMo 7 L— AR KRIROE L L7 > TOWDHIRIET, ZOFRFFO 7 L— 24
D H—ED 7 L— LTk L COMBEICE T D 5ok (final judgment)Z T3 Z L WO LN DL DD, 7,

HE &7,

FHNE:

F79. CAFCIE, Z O LFFICH T 2 EHEMOAEL G Lz, REHPTE, M5BT O R AR 2 AR &
LTOLEFIZOWTOREEMZAT D L0 Uiz, FEHFTIIRAIES4R0)ICE L Lz, ZOBANTHTT
HAHFT NI D 7 L — LI BT B I &P (partial final judgments) % 92 & 238D TV 5, R, BHIFS4%
OITIX, FekeHP(final judgment)Z N3 2 & ZBIE S 5 R4 72 B 23 700 & FCHIFT AT L 72355 12BR Y |
FTRTDI L—bD 5 b HOLPRESNTHRVRETH - TH, D7 L— L2 5 Ffehp
(partial final judgment)% F§ Z &N TEHEH D, LinL., CAFCIE, HAIFES4S(b) TIIEEORFE 56K
(“claim” for relief) & ZTrifA A KI5 & L, 25RO I BT TEHRWR—BIZOWTORKHRE T2 &%
BOTWNDLE—FHT, 2O [FER(claim)] &9 HFEIZE —OFFIAE K (cause of action) ZFE T H D TH D & L
Too RIFECHIFTIZ. ZHBNMAOMPEETO [7 L—A(claim)] OFERE FRRDEERXBTHD & L,

ZDOREF., CAFCIX, —H D7 L — AT Db LEFEIZONWTOD Y L— 2R RIFROE FFE-> T\ 5D
REET, MMORFF7 L—A(TRDOLZEKIZONTO I L—2)DREIZONTOH, HIFEHFT I kel
(final judgment)Z N3 Z LN TE 2D & W) JARBEMR L7z, CAFCIE, 35U.S.C. § 281D & Btk X
(cause of action)iXfif]l # D7 L — A TiE7e <, FFFreREF—HEns & Lz, Zhux, FraEL 5 MEE
B, 7 L—AZOLDOTIE R FFFEERICHEOM S LI B2 HFEHAELILTnb, & HIZCAFCIE,
ParkerVisionf1:73 5 1 R A& 1IE #v IR (first amended complaint) {235V T, 9404857 FIZ B LTI — DRI R (cause of
action) D A% Fidl L T2 2 & 4R Lz,

SeBi R 7] % £§72 720 \(non-precedential\Donnelly FHIZ DWW T b F MR &, T OFEETIE, CAFCIE,
P DE 7 L— 232N ENHIEO LD TH Y . WTFhin—207 L—L&RETHZ &1E, THEENR
FrifrE &b, Ll BAOTEPE—ORFFCE EN 21 EFEREICHEE L TV D LRIFFC, —#D 7
L — L2 2 Fe iR (partial final judgment) D H LAZ CEFRD D Z ENESMLENDIEE IOV EESH
TV W9 K9 72 fRREIZARE L A3 72\ \(although each claim of a patent is distinct, and infringement of any one of
the claims is still infringement of the patent, it is difficult to imagine a case in which subject matter is sufficiently related

to be covered by a single patent, and yet sufficiently distinct as to warrant the grant of a motion for partial final
judgment)] EFHHIL TV 5,

FOEHINZ, CAFCIE, “940%FFDZERE Y L — DT HOW T ORFEITHIE O FFIAK K (cause of action) TIX 72\
7o, HAIESAROICE DS E —H D 7 L— LMZEET 2 Foféfilik(partial final judgment)Z T3 2 LIXTE 20 &
L7, S OIZFEBHIPTIEL, At (final judgment) 23FAE L7720 &5 2 & & E 2 T, CAFCIZITEHEFEN
7R EHIWT L7, 16> C. CAFCIXParkerVisionth:2yH d EFF AT L7z,
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