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1. Federal Circuit Upholds Jmol Of Nonenablement, IPO Daily News, November 1,
2019.

2. ldenix Pharmaceuticals Llc, Universita Degli Studi Di Cagliari, V. Gilead Sciences Inc.,
Fed Circ, 2018-1691, October 30, 2019.
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1. Finding Appointment of USPTO Administrative Patent Judges Unconstitutional,
Federal Circuit Remedies and Remands IPR Decision, IPO Daily News, November
1, 20109.

2. Arthrex, Inc., v. Smith & Nephew, Inc., Arthrocare Corp., United States, Fed Circ.
2018-2140, October 31, 2019.
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1. Court Upholds USPTO Obviousness Determination, IPO Daily News, November 8,
20109.

2. Telefonaktiebolaget Lm Ericsson, V. Tcl Corporation, Tcl Communication
Technology Holdings Limited, Tct Mobile Limited, Tct Mobile, Inc., Tct Mobile (Us)
Inc., Fed Circ. 2017-2381, 2017-2385., November 7, 2019.
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