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i 

 
QUESTIONS PRESENTED 

 

 

 1. Whether inter partes review—an adversarial 
process used by the Patent and Trademark Office 
(PTO) to analyze the validity of existing patents— 
violates the Constitution by extinguishing private 
property rights through a non-Article III forum with-
out a jury. 

 2. Whether the amendment process imple-
mented by the PTO in inter partes review conflicts with 
this Court’s decision in Cuozzo Speed Technologies, 
LLC v. Lee, 136 S. Ct. 2131 (2016), and congressional 
direction. 

 3. Whether the “broadest reasonable interpre- 
tation” of patent claims—upheld in Cuozzo for use 
in inter partes review—requires the application of 
traditional claim construction principles, including 
disclaimer by disparagement of prior art and reading 
claims in light of the patent’s specification. 
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ii 

 
PARTIES TO THE PROCEEDINGS  

AND RULE 29.6 STATEMENT 
 

 

 The parties to the proceedings include those listed 
on the cover.  

 Oil States Energy Services, L.L.C., formerly 
known as Stinger Wellhead Protection, Inc., is a wholly 
owned subsidiary of Oil States Energy Services Hold-
ing, Inc., which is a wholly owned subsidiary of Oil 
States International, Inc., a publicly traded company. 
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