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1.“Apple Seeks to Sue Kodak for Patent Infringement,” IPO Daily News. 2012
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2.“Apple Asks for Court Approval to Sue Bankrupt Kodak in N.Y. Over
Patents,” Bloomberg. 2012 & 2 * 15 p -

<http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2012-02-15/apple-seeks-permission-to-sue
-bankrupt-kodak-for-infringement.html>
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1.“Judge Dismisses Organic Farmer Suit Against Monsanto on Genetically
Modified Seeds,” IPO Daily News. 2012 # 2 * 28 p -

2.“Monsanto Wins Dismissal of Organic Growers’ Gene-Patent Suit,”
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1.“Microsoft Files Complaint Against Motorola Mobility in EU,”IPO Daily News.
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