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1. “Court did not Abuse Discretion in Refusing to Extend or Reopen Appeal
Period in Patent Case,” IPO Daily News. 2015 # 3 * 20 p -

2. Two-Way Media LLC, v. AT& T Operations Inc., AT&T Services, Inc., SBC
Internet Services, Inc., Southwestern Bell Telephone Company, Fed Circ.
2015 # 3 * 19 p -
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1. “Phones with Cameras did not Infringe Based on Proper Claim
Construction of Mean Plus Function Limitation,” IPO Daily News. 2015 &
3%18¢p -

2. Mobilemedia Ideas LLC, v. Apple Inc., Fed Circ. 2014-1060,2014-1091.
2015 # 3" 17 p o
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1. “Difficult Burden” to Prove Patent Claims Obvious not Met,” IPO Daily
News. 2015 # 3 * 24 p o

2. Cadence Pharmaceuticals Inc. SCR Pharmsci Inc., v. Exela Holdings Inc.,
Exela Pharma Sciences LLC, Fed Circ.2014-1184. 2015 # 3 * 23 p o
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