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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE 

PACIFIC BIOSCIENCES OF 
CALIFORNIA, INC., 

Plaintiff, 

V. 

OXFORD NANOPORE TECHNOLOGIES, INC. 
and OXFORD NANOPORE TECHNOLOGIES, 
LTD., 

Defendants. 

ORDER 

C.A. No. 17-275-LPS-CJB 
C.A. No. 17-1353-LPS-CJB 

At Wilmington, this 19th day of February, 2020, for the reasons discussed in the 

Memorandum Opinion issued this date, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that: 

1. Defendants Oxford Nanopore Technologies, Inc. and Oxford Nanopore 

Technologies, Ltd. ' s (collectively, "Oxford") Motion for Summary Judgment (C.A. No. 17-275 

D.I. 382; C.A. No. 17-1353 D.I. 412) is GRANTED IN PART and DENIED IN PART, as 

detailed in the Memorandum Opinion. 

2. Oxford' s Motion to Exclude Portions of the Testimony of Joshua Earl (C.A. No. 

17-275 D.I. 377; C.A. No. 17-1353 D.I. 408) is DENIED. 

3. Plaintiff Pacific Biosciences of California, Inc. ' s ("PacBio") Motion for Partial 

Summary Judgment (C.A. No. 17-275 D.I. 380; C.A. No. 17-1353 D.I. 411) is GRANTED IN 

PART and DENIED IN PART, as detailed in the Memorandum Opinion. 

1 



4. PacBio 's Motion to Strike and Preclude Testimony (C.A. No. 17-275 D.I. 381; 

C.A. No. 17-1353 D.I. 413) is GRANTED IN PART and DENIED IN PART, as detailed in the 

Memorandum Opinion. 

5. In order to permit the parties to provide a proposed final pretrial order ("PTO") 

that reflects the rulings contained in the Memorandum Opinion, (a) the PTO shall be filed on 

Saturday, February 22 by 6:00 p.m. and (b) the pretrial conference will be held on Friday, 

February 28 at 9:00 a.m. 

6. Because the Memorandum Opinion was filed under seal, and may (or may not) 

contain information that should remain sealed, the parties shall meet and confer and, if any party 

seeks any redactions, shall submit, no later than February 20, 2020, a proposed redacted version, 

accompanied by a memorandum providing the legal and factual support for any requested 

redactions. Thereafter, the Court will issue a public version of its Memorandum Opinion. 
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