
Pruetz is seeking attorney fees for 
her client Vizio Inc. after winning a 
noninfringement decision against 

plaintiff Oplus Technologies Ltd. 
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The most compelling aspect of choosing the list of leading intellectual property attorneys in California is recognizing the diversity of their achievements, and their 
ability to stay on the cutting edge of new developments in patent, copyright and trademark law.

While based in the state, leading litigators travel the nation to try cases, whether it’s in the Eastern District of Texas, the U.S. International Trade Commission, or a 
new U.S. Patent and Trademark Office proceeding to determine whether a patent is valid. A few litigators successfully argued or defended cases before the U.S. Supreme 
Court. Copyright attorneys were in the midst of battles between technology and content providers. Trademark lawyers fought to protect their clients. 

The patent prosecutors and portfolio managers on the list represent medical device makers and technology companies, drafting and defending new patents, protecting 
trademarks and copyrights, while often handling IP aspects of major acquisitions. 

The lawyers chosen for this year’s list helped to advance technological innovation or transform the law while representing a range of clients that includes Hollywood 
studios, technology giants, aggressive startups, and the daughter of a screenwriter. The list demonstrates the impressive and diverse work done by California attorneys 
whose work advances the state’s leadership in intellectual property law.

—The Editors

The Leading Intellectual Property 
Attorneys in California 2015

 TOP LITIGATORS OF INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY

Adrian M. Pruetz

U.S. District Judge Mariana Pfaelzer 
of the Central District of California de-
clared the case exceptional but declined 
to grant her client attorney fees. 

She appealed the decision to the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit, 
and scored a victory when the panel 
ordered Pfaelzer earlier this month to 
articulate her reasons for refusing to 
award attorney fees. 

Pruetz’s argument could help deter-
mine how much discretion district judg-
es have in awarding attorney fees when 
they have decided a case is exceptional.

The case was remanded to Pfaelzer 
“to consider whether and the the ex-
tent to which fees are warranted.” Oplus 
Technologies Ltd. v. Vizio Inc., 2014-1297 
(filed April 10, 2015).  

Pruetz was lead counsel for Nero Inc. 
in bet-the-company litigation in which 

14 patents and 36 patent claims were at 
issue.  

“Every patent claim is like a separate 
patent litigation,” she said.  

Plaintiff JVC Kenwood Corp. was 
seeking damages for infringement of 
each of the patents.    

After four patents were dropped, Pru-
etz  argued a summary judgment motion 
for the 10 remaining patents, and won 
on nine of them. Infringement claims on 
the remaining patent were dismissed.

JVC Kenwood appealed the ruling on 
six patents to the U.S. Court of Appeals 
for the Federal Circuit, and Pruetz de-
fended her client in arguments last June. 
A ruling is pending.   

She is currently preparing for trial 
in a number of cases, including one on 
behalf of client Shake-N-Go Fashion Inc.

— Hetert-Qebu Walters


