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Electronics Co. Ltd, et al, No. 2:13-cv-00213 (E.D. Tex. 2013)
(March 15, 2013)
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Application No. 12/543,910
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U.S. Application No. 12/543,910
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U.S. Application No. 12/543,910

1311 Reply Pursuant to 37 CFR 1.111(a)(2), dated May 11, 2011,
for U.S. Application No. 12/543,910

1312 Notice of Allowance and Issue Feg(s) Due, dated July 22, 2011

1313 Amendment After Allowance Pursuant to 37 CFR § 1.312,
dated July 26, 2011, for U.S. Application No. 12/543,910

1314 U.S. Patent No. 6,614,838

1315 Office Action mailed June 28, 2001 for U.S. Application No.
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