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1. “Patent Specification Failed to Disclose Sufficient Structure for Claimed
“Data Generating” Function,” IPO Daily News. 2016 & 11 *» 22 p -

2. Alfred E. Mann Foundation for Scientific Research Advanced Bionics,
LLC. V. Cochlear Corporation, NKA Cochlear Americas, Cohlear Ltd., Fed
Circ. 2015-1580, 2015-1606,2015-1607, 2016 + 11 * 17 p -
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1. “USPTO Standard for Proving Diligence too exacting,” IPO Daily News.
2016 # 11 * 18 p -

2. Perfect Surgical Techniques, Inc., v. Olympus America, Inc., Olympus
Medical Systems Corporation, Fed Circ. 2015-2043., 2016 # 11 * 15 p -
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1. “USPTO Erred in Finding Claims Eligible for Covered Business Method
Review,” IPO Daily News. 2016 # 11 * 23 p -

2. Unwired Planet LLC, V. Google Inc., Fed Circ. 2015-1812., 2016 &£ 11 *
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1. “Claims for linking orders to Specific Restaurant Customers were not
Patent Eligible,” IPO Daily News. 2016 & 12 * 1 p -

2. Apple, Inc., Domino’s Pizza, Inc., Domino’s Pizza, LLC, Fandango , LLC,
Opentable, Inc., v. Ameranth, Inc., Fed Circ. 2015-1703, 2015-1704.,
2016 # 11 * 29 p -

3. Adiilysis, Inc., Expedia, Inc., Fandango, LLC, Hotel Tonight, Inc., Hotwire,
Inc., Hotels.com, l.p., Kayak Software Corporation, Live Nation
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7o &R - “Court of Appeal decision in Warner-Lambert v Actavis: further
guidance on validity and infringement of second medical use patents,” Potter
Clarkson. 2016 # 11 * 22 p -
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mbert-v-actav/>
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