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1. Claimed Effectiveness Of Uncoated PPIli Not Supported By Written Description, IPO
Daily News. May 16, 2019.

2. Nuvo Pharmaceuticals (Ireland) Designated Activity Company, Horizon Medicines
Llc, V. Dr. Reddy’S Laboratories Inc., Dr. Reddy’S Laboratories, Ltd., Mylan, Inc.,
Mylan Pharmaceuticals Inc., Mylan Laboratories Limited, Lupin Ltd., Lupin
Pharmaceuticals, Inc., Fed Circ. 2017-2473, 2017-2481, 2017-2484, 2017-2486,
2017-2489, 2017-2491, 2017-2492, 2017-2493, May 16, 2019.
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1. Court Erred in Dismissin Licensee’s Suit, Denying Requeset to Join Licensor, IPO
Daily News. May 31, 20109.

2. Lone Star Silicon Innovations Llc, V. Nanya Technology Corporation, Nanya
Technology Corporation U.S.A., Nanya Technology Corporation Delaware, Fed Circ.
2018-1581, May 30, 2019.

3. Lone Star Silicon Innovations Llc, V. United Microelectronics Corporation, Umc
Group (Usa), Fed Circ. 2018-1581, May 30, 2019.
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1. Government is not a person in AlA: scotus, WIPR. June 10, 2019.
<https://www.worldipreview.com/news/government-is-not-a-person-in-aia-scotus-18190>
2. Return Mall, Inc. v. United States Postal Service et al. Supreme Court of the United
States, June 10, 20109.
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7 &R . Porsche loses design protection for Porsche 911, Dr. Meyer-Dulheuer &
Partners LLP. June 7, 2019.
<https://legal-patent.com/design-law-en/porsche-loses-design-protection-for-porsche-91
1/>
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