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Nevertheless, there are other provisions that we ask be reconsidered as they exist in the bill.  For example, 
reducing the cost and increasing the efficiency of patent litigation is a laudable goal for all stakeholders, 
but we are concerned that the bill’s provisions to always stay certain discovery pending claim construction 
and to direct specific case-management procedures would encroach on an independent judiciary and lead 
to unjust results in many cases.  In practice, these provisions, as well as the broad mandatory “covered 
customer” stay provision and the proposed expansion of the covered-business-method program, each 
could make patent litigation more protracted, expensive, and burdensome regardless of the patentee’s 
identity and business model. 
 
In closing, we look forward to working with you and your colleagues over the course of the coming weeks 
to achieve a bill that we can fully support – one that addresses abusive patent-litigation behavior while 
also protecting patent property rights and promoting invention by independent inventors and small 
businesses. 
 
Sincerely,  

 
 
 

 
Scott W. Burt 
Senior Vice President and Chief Intellectual Property Officer 
Conversant Intellectual Property Management Inc.  
 
 
 
 
 
cc: Members of the House Committee on the Judiciary 
 
 
 
 
 
 


