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1. ’Silence” Not Always the Best Answer, Viering, Jentschura & Partner. August 15,
2019.

2. Millennium Pharmaceuticals, Inc v Drug Houses of Australia Pte Ltd and other
appeal [2019] SGCA 31. Supreme Court of Singapore. April 30, 2019.
<https://www.supremecourt.gov.sg/docs/default-source/module-document/judgemen

t/ca79-ca84-2018--2019-sgca-31-millenniumpharmaceuticals---extempore---final2-
30aprl19-pdf.pdf>
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1. Court Erred in Ruling on Patent-Eligibility without Resolving Claim Construction
Dispute, IPO Daily News, August 19, 2019.
2. Mymail, Ltd. V ooVoo, LLC, IAC Search & Media, Inc., Fed Circ. 2018-1758,
2018-1759., August 18, 2019.
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1. “Substantially Equivalent” Disclosure Satisfied Written Description Requirement, IPO
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Daily News, August 19, 2019.
2. Nalpropion Pharmaceuticals, Inc., V. Actavis Laboratories Fl, Inc., Fed Circ.
2018-1221. August 15, 20109.
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