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<http://www.kass.com.my/html/news_details.aspx?Source=&ID=532&Title=Ne
ws>
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1. “Infringement Complain had Sufficient Information on Patented and
Accused Designs to Avoid Dismissal,” IPO Daily News. 2013 # 1 * 28 p -

2. Roger J. Hall, and RJ Hall & Associates, v. Bed Bath & Beyond, Inc. Bed
Bath & Beyond Procurement Co. Inc., and Farley S. Nachemin, and West
Point Home, Inc., Fed Circ. 2011-1165,-1235.,2013 # 1 *» 25 p -
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