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Challenged Claims
Statutory Grounds for Challenges
The *314 Patent is Not Entitled to its Claimed Priority Date

Priority was lost when no timely application was filed

Whether the same petitioner previously filed a
petition directed to the same claims of the same

Whether at the time of filing of the first petition the
petitioner knew of the prior art asserted in the

second petition or should have known of it .......................

Whether at the time of filing of the second petition
the petitioner already received the patent owner’s
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The length of time that elapsed between the time the
petitioner learned of the prior art asserted in the
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Whether the petitioner provides adequate
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of multiple petitions directed to the same claims of

the same patent................oooooiiiiiiini

The finite resources of the Board and the
requirement under 35 U.S.C. § 316(a)(11) to issue a
final determination not later than 1 year after the
date on which the Director notices institution of
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Discretionary denial under 35 U.S.C. § 325(d) is not appropriate ....
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