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Petitioners’ Updated Mandatory Notices 
Case IPR2014-00788 

U.S. Patent No. 6,738,155 
 

1 

Petitioners, EASTMAN KODAK COMPANY, AGFA CORPORATION, 

ESKO SOFTWARE BVBA, and HEIDELBERG, USA, hereby file updated 

mandatory notices pursuant to 37 C.F.R. §42.8(a)(3). 

The appeal in related IPR2014-00789 (Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent 

No. 6,738,155) to the United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit, CTP 

Innovations, LLC v. Eastman Kodak Company, et al., Case No. 16-1665, has been 

affirmed. 

The Patent Trial and Appeal Board is hereby authorized to charge any fees 

associated with this proceeding to Deposit Account 15-0030 (Customer ID No. 

22850). 

Respectfully submitted, 
Oblon, McClelland, Maier & 
Neustadt, LLP 

 
Dated: January 3, 2017    /Scott A. McKeown/    
       Scott A. McKeown  

Reg. No. 42,866 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.6(e), the undersigned certifies service of 

PETITIONERS’ UPDATED MANDATORY NOTICES UNDER 37 C.F.R. 

42.8(a)(3) on the counsel of record for the Patent Owner by filing this document 

through the PTAB E2E System as well as delivering a copy via electronic mail to 

the following addresses: 

W. Edward Ramage 
L. Clint Crosby 

BAKER, DONELSON, BEARMAN, CALDWELL 
& BERKOWITZ, P.C. 

eramage@bakerdonelson.com 
ccrosby@bakerdonelson.com 

 
 
Dated: January 3, 2017    /Scott A. McKeown/    
       Scott A. McKeown 

Reg. No. 42,866 
 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT  

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 
JUDGMENT WITHOUT OPINION  

JUDGMENT ENTERED: 12/21/2016 

      The judgment of the court in your case was entered today pursuant to Rule 36. This Court affirmed the judgment 
or decision that was appealed. None of the relief sought in the appeal was granted. No opinion accompanied the 
judgment. The mandate will be issued in due course.  

      Information is also provided about petitions for rehearing and suggestions for rehearing en banc. The questions 
and answers are those frequently asked and answered by the Clerk's Office. 

       Costs are taxed against the appellant in favor of the appellee under Rule 39. The party entitled to costs is 
provided a bill of costs form and an instruction sheet with this notice. 

       The parties are encouraged to stipulate to the costs. A bill of costs will be presumed correct in the absence of a 
timely filed objection. 

       Costs are payable to the party awarded costs. If costs are awarded to the government, they should be paid to 
the Treasurer of the United States. Where costs are awarded against the government, payment should be made to 
the person(s) designated under the governing statutes, the court's orders, and the parties' written settlement 
agreements. In cases between private parties, payment should be made to counsel for the party awarded costs or, if 
the party is not represented by counsel, to the party pro se. Payment of costs should not be sent to the court. Costs 
should be paid promptly. 

       If the court also imposed monetary sanctions, they are payable to the opposing party unless the court's opinion 
provides otherwise. Sanctions should be paid in the same way as costs. 

      Regarding exhibits and visual aids: Your attention is directed to FRAP 34(g) which states that the clerk may 
destroy or dispose of the exhibits if counsel does not reclaim them within a reasonable time after the clerk gives 
notice to remove them. (The clerk deems a reasonable time to be 15 days from the date the final mandate is issued.)  

 
 

    FOR THE COURT 
     
    /s/ Peter R. Marksteiner 

    Peter R. Marksteiner 
Clerk of Court 

 
 
cc: Scott Anthony McKeown 
Samuel Flint Miller 
Wayne Edward Ramage 
Christopher Ricciuti 
Joshua Tropper 
Maia T. Woodhouse 
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NOTE:  This disposition is nonprecedential. 
 

United States Court of Appeals 
for the Federal Circuit 

______________________ 
 

CTP INNOVATIONS, LLC, 
Appellant 

 
v. 
 

EASTMAN KODAK COMPANY, AGFA CORP., ESKO 
SOFTWARE BVBA, HEIDELBERG, USA, 

Appellees 
______________________ 

 
2016-1665 

______________________ 
 

Appeal from the United States Patent and Trademark 
Office, Patent Trial and Appeal Board in No. IPR2014-
00789. 

______________________ 
 

JUDGMENT 
______________________ 

 
SAMUEL FLINT MILLER, Baker, Donelson, Bearman, 

Caldwell & Berkowitz, PC, Nashville, TN, argued for 
appellant. Also represented by WAYNE EDWARD RAMAGE, 
MAIA T. WOODHOUSE; JOSHUA TROPPER, Atlanta, GA. 

  
 SCOTT ANTHONY MCKEOWN, Oblon, McClelland, Maier 
& Neustadt, LLP, Alexandria, VA, argued for appellees. 
Also represented by CHRISTOPHER RICCIUTI. 

______________________ 
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