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Presumption of Patents are presumed to be No presumption of validity

validity valid
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Standard of proof to show Clear and convincing A preponderance of
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Claim Construction Ordinary meaning at the time Broadest reasonable
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Success of Motions to Stay Varies by District

Eastern District

Northern District Delaware (48) of Texas (30)
of California (57)

Central District Southern District
of California (19) of California (18)

Source: LegalMetric (January, 2015)
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