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Rising Star: WilmerHale's Louis Tompros 

By Ben James 

Law360, New York (May 01, 2014, 3:48 PM ET) -- WilmerHale's Louis 
Tompros helped Intel Corp. and Broadcom Corp. notch wins in high-
stakes patent cases and scored a Federal Circuit victory for an 
inventor in a closely watched battle over a patent application for a 
nectar mixing device for bird feeders, earning himself a place on 
Law360's list of top IP lawyers under 40.  
 
In addition to his past achievements, Rising Star Tompros is currently 
awaiting a ruling from the Federal Circuit in a case he argued on 
behalf of an inventor in December, which challenged the U.S. Patent 
and Trademark Office's five-year-old practice of using its own 
standard — as opposed to the insoluble ambiguity standard used by 
district courts — to assess whether a patent is indefinite. 
 

The PTO's adoption of its own approach is troublesome for holders of patents that get challenged as 
indefinite, which means too vague to be valid, Tompros said, adding that if his client's challenge is 
successful, there will likely be fewer patents struck down as indefinite. 
 
“You're seeing the patent office take a much more aggressive approach to invalidating patents,” he said. 
 
Tompros cited the constant evolution of intellectual property law as well as the fact that he gets to 
represent both sides in patent disputes as two factors that keep him engaged with IP litigation, adding 
that many of his colleagues in other practice areas tend to stick to representing either plaintiffs or 
defendants. 
 
“One of the great things about this practice is I represent accused infringers as well as patentholders,” 
Tompros said. “It's fascinating, and it makes for a better and more thoughtful development of the law 
when you have strong arguments on both sides of these issues.” 
 
While the uncertainty attendant to practicing in an area of the law where the landscape is constantly 
shifting might be vexing for some, Tompros sees the fluctuation as a welcome challenge. When litigating 
patent cases, it's important to consider not just the prospects for a near-term win, but the possibility of 
setting precedent that will benefit a client years down the road, he said.   
 
“I find it continually challenging and continually engaging,” Tompros said. “You cannot say to a client 
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that the law will be the same as it is today three years from now. You have to be aware of how the law is 
changing, and sophisticated clients want to play a role in that.” 
 
And Tompros has played a role. The pending Packard case — dealing with the patent office's 
indefiniteness standard — marked the second high-profile case over PTO practices that he has recently 
pursued at the Federal Circuit on an inventor's behalf.   
 
In a case called In re Klein, Tompros successfully argued that the Board of Patent Appeals and 
Interferences misinterpreted U.S. Supreme Court precedent and erred by denying a nectar mixing device 
patent application because of previous patents that covered things like tool trays and cabinet drawers.  
 
In June 2011, the Federal Circuit reversed the PTO's rejection of Arnold Klein's application for a nectar 
mixing device patent, finding that rejection had been wrongly based on prior art that was not similar 
enough to the claimed invention. 
 
The Klein challenge resulted in a precedential opinion which in turn led to the PTO changing its rules, 
Tompros said. 
 
Tompros was also part of a team that convinced the Federal Circuit to affirm a noninfringement 
judgment for Intel in January, in a suit where Power Management Solutions LLC accused Intel and others 
of infringing a patent related to to integrated circuit power management. 
 
In December, Tompros convinced the U.S. Supreme Court to strike down a Federal Circuit decision that 
refused to enforce a forum selection clause and transfer a patent case against Broadcom out of Texas. 
The high court ordered the federal circuit to reconsider Broadcom's petition for mandamus. 
 
In October, Tompros and WilmerHale got another win for Broadcom when the Federal Circuit affirmed a 
permanent injunction against rival Emulex Corp., which had been found to infringe a Broadcom patent 
on high-speed network communication circuitry. 
 
In May, Tompros garnered another victory for Broadcom in a suit brought by non-practicing entity Azure 
Networks LLC — the same case that led to the Dec. high court decision — convincing a judge to adopt 
Broadcom's interpretations of key patent claim terms, and setting the stage for Azure to stipulate to 
noninfringement just days later.  
 
Tompros also played a part in the closely watched Qualcomm Corp. versus Broadcom patent litigation in 
2007 and 2008, conducting a post-trial investigation on Broadcom's behalf that uncovered electronic 
disocovery litigation misconduct and let to Broadcom being awarded more than $8.5 million in 
attorneys' fees.  
 
“WilmerHale has been a go-to firm for Broadcom for many years, and within Wilmerhale, Louis Tompros 
has been a go-to attorney to advise us, counsel us and manage our cases,” said Dave Djavaherian, senior 
director and associate general counsel at Broadcom. 
 
Tompros' work is informed not just by a high level of academic and analytical intelligence, but by keen 
emotional intelligence as well, according to Djavaherian. 
 
 



 

 

“He can understand the client, understand the judge, understand opposing counsel, understand the jury 
and tailor his communications in a way that really provides an advantage over counsel that has less of an 
ability to read their audience,” Djavaherian said. 
 
--Editing by Chris Yates. 
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