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Patent case: Qualcomm Inc. v. Apple Inc., USA
Brian Craig (Wolters Kluwer Legal & Regulatory US) - Saturday, March 5th, 2022

The Board incorrectly interpreted Section 311(b)’s “prior art consisting of patents or printed
publications’ to encompass applicant admitted prior art, but such art may be relevant as an
admission.

Concluding that the Patent Trial and Appeal Board incorrectly considered applicant admitted prior
art (AAPA) initsreview of a Qualcomm’s integrated circuit patent in a challenge brought by
Apple, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit has vacated the Board’s finding of
unpatentability based on obviousness. The Board incorrectly interpreted “prior art consisting of
patents or printed publications” in Section 311(b) of the Patent Act to encompass applicant
admitted prior art (AAPA). The Federal Circuit held, however, that AAPA can be permissible in
assessing whether the patent’s claims would have been obvious in an inter partes review
proceeding as an admission in a patent’s specification, and remanded to the Board on that issue
(Qualcomm Inc. v. Apple Inc., February 1, 2022, Chen, R.).

Case date: 01 February 2022
Case number: No. 20-1558
Court: United States Court of Appeals, Federal Circuit

A full summary of this case has been published on Kluwer IP Law.

To make sure you do not miss out on regular updates from the Kluwer Patent Blog, please
subscribe here.
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The 2022 Future Ready L awyer survey showed that 79% of lawyers think that the importance of
legal technology will increase for next year. With Kluwer IP Law you can navigate the
increasingly global practice of IP law with specialized, local and cross-border information and
tools from every preferred location. Are you, as an IP professional, ready for the future?
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This entry was posted on Saturday, March 5th, 2022 at 11:25 am and is filed under Case Law, Prior
art, United States of America

Y ou can follow any responses to this entry through the Comments (RSS) feed. Both comments and
pings are currently closed.
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