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Orrick Successfully Defends Three Semiconductor Companies Before the ITC
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MENLO PARK, December 30, 2009 - A trial team with Orrick, Herrington & Sutcliffe LLP has
successfully defended Acer Incorporated, Nanya Technology Corporation and Powerchip
Semiconductor Corporation in an International Trade Commission (ITC) investigation filed by
Tessera, Inc. against 15 Respondents (Certain Semiconductor Chips with Minimized Chip Package
Size and Products Containing Same (III) (Investigation 337 - TA 630)).
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San Jose, Calif.-based Tessera, accused the DRAM manufacturers of infringing three of its
packaging patents (U.S. Patent Nos: 5,663,106, 5,679,977 and 6,133,627) and asked the I'TC for an
exclusion order barring industry standard DRAMs from entering the U.S. In a hard-fought battle
that spanned over two years, the Commission issued a final determination on December 29, 2009,
stating "having examined the record of this investigation, including the Administrative Law Judge
(ALJ) [Essex’s] final ID, the Commission has determined that there is no violation of section 337."
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Specifically, the Commission affirmed the ALJ’s finding that Acer, Nanya and Powerchip’s accused
products do not infringe Tessera’s ‘100, ‘977 and ‘627 patents. In particular, the Commission
affirmed the AL]J determination that Tessera’s litigation testing methodology fails to prove
infringement of Tessera’s ‘977 and ‘627 patents, which Tessera previously had asserted multiple
times against many other companies. The full notice can be found at:
http://www.usitc.gov/secretary/fed reg notices/337/337 630 notice12292009sgl.pdf
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Orrick's intellectual property team was led by Silicon Valley-based partner Hopkins Guy, and
included partners Michael Heafey, Kai Tseng, Denise Mingrone, Matt Hult and Mark Wine and of
counsel Sanjeet Dutta.
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Hopkins Guy commented: "While we have not yet seen the full analysis of the Commission,
yesterday's notice of no violation and termination of the 630 investigation affirms Acer’s, Nanya’s
and PowerChip’s position that industry standard wBGA DDR2 and DDR3 DRAM components do
not infringe Tessera's patents and may be imported. The Commission appears to have reversed
some findings regarding MicroBGA products and while we do not know the details of that ruling
yet, MicroBGA products are not generally used in industry standard DIMMs and were never
imported or sold by our clients."
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He added: "This was a particularly difficult patent case because others had been unsuccessful
defending against Tessera's accusations of infringement on related patents and that gave Tessera the
appearance of momentum. We had to take a different approach to win and we did."
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The 630 Investigation started in December 2007 when Tessera sued Acer, Nanya and Powerchip,
among others, accusing the companies of infringing its ‘977, ‘627 and ‘106 patents that relate to
DRAMs packaged in ball grid arrays ("BGA"). After a multi-week hearing, AL] Essex issued an
Initial Determination finding that Acer, Nanya and Powerchip’s accused products did not infringe
the asserted claims of Tessera’s patents and thus Tessera had not established that a violation
occurred. Shortly thereafter, Tessera filed a petition to have the initial determination reviewed by
the Commission.
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In addition to defending that accusations at the I'TC, Michael Heafey and Sanjeet Dutta also led a
team that has so far successfully attacked the validity of asserted claims of Tessera’s ‘977, ‘627 and
‘106 patents via reexamination at the United States Patent Office.
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About Orrick
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Orrick, Herrington & Sutcliffe LLP is a global law firm with more than 1,100 lawyers in North
America, Europe and Asia. The firm focuses on litigation, complex and novel finance and
innovative corporate transactions. Orrick clients include Fortune 100 companies, major industrial and
financial corporations, commercial and investment banks, high-growth companies, governmental
entities, start-ups and individuals. The firm's 21 offices are located in Beijing, Betlin, Disseldorf,
Frankfurt, Hong Kong, London, Los Angeles, Milan, Moscow, New York, Orange County, Pacific
Northwest, Paris, Rome, Sacramento, San Francisco, Shanghai, Silicon Valley, Taipei, Tokyo and
Washington, D.C.
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