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2008 PATENT LITIGATION SURVEY

WHO REPRESENTS APPELLANTS AND APPELLEES AT THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT?

WHO HANDLES THE MOST APPEALS?
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METHODOLOGY: Earlier this year we contacted more than 300 law firms, asking for a list of patent cases filed during calendar year 2007
in which they represented clients in federal district courts and in appeals at the Federal Circuit. The district court cases had to be active for
at least two months during the year. Some firms listed multiple district court cases with the same plaintiff. If those cases involved the same

patent, highly similar technology, or consolidated discovery, we counted all the cases as one.
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