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1. Prosecution History Estoppel Barred Infringement Claim under Doctrine of
Equivalents, IPO Daily News, November 26, 2019.

2. Pharma Tech Solutions, Inc., Decision It Corp., v. Lifescan, Inc., Lifescan Scotland,
Ltd., Johnson and Johnson, Fed Circ, 2019-1163, November 22, 2019.
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1. Federal Circuit Upholds Finding Of Noninfringement Based On Correct Claim
Construction, IPO Daily News, December 4, 2019.

2. Hyosung Tns Inc., Nautilus Hyosung America Inc., Hs Global, Inc., Plastic Omnium
Advanced Innovation And Research, V. Donghee America, Inc., Donghee Alabama,
LLC, Fed Circ, 2018-2087. December 3, 2019.
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1. USPTO not Entitled to Attorneys Fees under Patent Act Section 145, IPO Daily
News, December 11, 2019.

2. Peter, Deputy Director, Patent and Trademark Office V. Nantkwest, Inc. Supreme
Court, December 11, 2019.
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