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Guest Column 
Using Scheduling Orders To 
Manage Claim Construction 
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Friday, September 30, 2005
George W. Jordan III, Merchant & Gould
Merchant & Gould's George W. Jordan looks 
at scheduling orders, which can offer a 
comprehensive discovery plan for effectively 
managing claim construction.
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Thursday, July 21, 2005
Sheldon H. Klein and Adam R. Resnick, Arent 
Fox 
A recent appellate ruling on pop
have broad implications for online advertising, 
say Arent Fox trademark experts Sheldon 
Klein and Adam R. Resnick.
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Tuesday, July 19, 2005
Tracy-Gene G. Durkin and Linda E. Alcorn, 
directors at Sterne, Kessler, Goldstein & Fox 
P.L.L.C.
Unintended repercussions from the Hatch 
Waxman Act are trickling over into other areas 
of intellectual property protection for branded 
drugs, such as trademarks, say Tracy
G. Durkin and Linda E. Alcorn, directors at 
Sterne, Kessler, Goldstein & Fox P.L.L.C.
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Thursday, July 14, 2005
David L. Newman, Partner, Seyfarth Shaw 
LLP 
Phillips v. AWH is unlikely to have a strong 
impact on reducing the high rate of reversals 
at the Federal Circuit in claim construction 
cases, Seyfarth Shaw partner David Newman 
argues.
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Thursday, June 30, 2005
Meredith Martin Addy, Shareholder, Brinks 
Hofer Gilson & Lione
A new bill pending in Congress will reinstate 
exclusive patent appellate jurisdiction to the 
Federal Circuit and help ensure a uniform 
application of patent law, says Brinks Hofer
Meredith Martin Addy.
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Tuesday, June 28, 2005
Allonn Levy, Hopkins & Carley
With its decision against Grokster, the 
Supreme Court has muddied the waters in the 
area of secondary copyright liability and 
increased the risk for technology companies 
and their investors hoping to bring new 
products to market, argues Hopkins & 

Carley’s Allonn Levy. 
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Wednesday, June 22, 2005
Sandip H. Patel, Partner, Marshall, Gerstein & Borun LLP
Marshall, Gerstein & Borun partner Sandip H. Patel looks at the 
Supreme Court's decision to review the relationship between 
patents and antitrust law in product tying.
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Monday, June 13, 2005
Janice Mueller, professor at the University of 
Pittsburgh School of Law
Janice Mueller, professor at the University of 
Pittsburgh School of Law, comments on the 
implications of the Supreme Court's landmark 
patent decision in Integra v. Merck.
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Friday, June 10, 2005
By Steven R. Ludwig, Ph.D., J.D.
Sterne Kessler's Steven R. Ludwig takes a 
closer look at the patent reform bill introduced 
in Congress this week and examines what it 

means for industry players.
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Tuesday, May 10, 2005
Daniel Wilson
Goodwin Procter associate Daniel Wilson 
looks into patenting strategies for a powerful 
new tool for treating disease as well as for 
creating models of disease.
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Tuesday, May 17, 2005
Steven R. Ludwig, Ph.D., J.D.
Sterne, Kessler's Steven R. Ludwig looks at 
some of the hot potatoes that Congress must 
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tackle as it prepares to legislate the most sweeping changes to 
U.S. patent law in decades.
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Wednesday, May 04, 2005
Michael Vella and Ryan Roemer
Morrison & Foerster litigators Michael Vella and Ryan Roemer 
look at the IP risks involved in developing and deploying open 
source software.
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Friday, April 29, 2005
Jeremy R. Kriegel
Jeremy R. Kriegel, partner at Marshall, 
Gerstein & Borun LLP, takes a look at the 
latest development in Gillette's protracted 
patent battle against rival Energizer over multi
blade razors.
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Sunday, April 17, 2005 
James P. Jeffry  
James P. Jeffry looks at the Federal Circuit's approach to 
"inherent anticipation" cases in light of the court's recent "en 
banc" decision in GlaxoSmithKline's lawsuit against Apotex.
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Friday, March 11, 2005 
Michael C. Martensen 
Why is government funding of R&D plunging? Sonnenschein 
attorney Michael C. Martensen thinks the answer may lie in the 
way the government handles its IP rights.
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Wednesday, March 09, 2005
Kevin R. Casey
Kevin R. Casey, co
IP group, says it
mediation program at the Federal Circuit.
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Monday, March 07, 2005
Steven J. Glassman
Kaye Scholer partner Steven J. Glassman 
looks at litigation strategy and business 
planning in the wake of the landmark decision 
by the Federal Circuit.
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Wednesday, March 02, 2005
Charles R. Macedo
Charles R. Macedo, Senior Counsel at 
Amster, Rothstein & Ebenstein, LLP, offers 
some simple guidelines on how joint research 
agreements should be drafted in order to take 
full advantage of the CREATE Act.
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Monday, February 28, 2005
Charles Gholz
Unless the USPTO revises its rules to provide 
for effective discovery in patent interferences, 
district courts should not give deference to all 
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decisions of the Trial Section of the Board of Patent Appeals and 
Interferences, Oblon Spivak partner Charles L. Gholz argues.

Page 4 of 6IP Law Bulletin

10/4/2005http://www.iplawbulletin.com/cgi-bin/absolutenm/anmviewer.asp?a=4149&z=57



�	�����
����$��� $	�� �	
��	 $���
�	� 6�

C�����/)/��
/�"
�� ���/�/�B/1D7  
� 0'��'������ ����	������%��	������

��$������� ��
�
�������
 %�������7�


 �  
� �'���8�� ������'	�'�&
�� ��&�����
�	� �

���
�� ����'�
������&���
���/ 

��
0'	����
 %��$��'��
�����
��
��
���


����������%��'�����
��&
�� ���
�����$��'��

����'�� �)	���	����$������	
*�
���'��
�	 ��

�������
 �����
	�������%�
 %��	���	�����
������


��������
�'�
��
���&� �	 ��� ��'��

�	��
���
 �����$��'��&
��	�
�
���
��/��

������	 ��%*��������
����
��� �����&��%	 ��


�$�
��'��
�����%��$���'��
�	 ���������

�	�	�
������'�����
���4���������&���	�	 ��

&
�� ���	������%��
����	 ��
�	 ����	�$	 ��
 ��

�	������%���'��
����� ���
	���� ���
��	� /��

� ��'	���
�����%*�
���'��
�	 ��������


�������������� �&
�� ���	������%�	��
���

�	(���'�����	�����
����/��+%�( ��	 ��
���
��A��

��$

���&��	�	� ��� ������ �&
�� ��

�	������%�	��
��*��'��&
��	����
 ��������

�
 
���&
�� ���	�	�
�	� ������/���
��
0'	��� ���
�&
 
��
*�
���'��
�	 ���������
 �

�
(��
���
���	$$��� ���
 ���'
���'�
��� ���

����
(� �$�����
 ���/������� �%��
 �
�&
�� �>

�&��	$	����'��
�	 ���������8�� ���'��


��
 �
�����$$������%����
��&
�� ���
�������


 %��	���	�����
��*��
��	���
 �
�����$$���
�

���&��'� �	����	������%�&�
 �$����$$���	���%�

�
 
�	 ����
	���� ���
��	� �
 ������� �

&
�� ���	������%��	�&
�����
����� ��'��

�	��
���
 �����$��'��&
��	�
�
���
��/�
��
��
����
�����
��������
�����
����������

*��
��
��((�����(������
������������
�

�
����
������������
��$��$�����
���

�����
������
"�(���
��!��$�
�������

����������
��$��$����������
�����"����
��

��$�
�������$
���������(�"
���
���

��$������6������
��������
"
��!�����7��

����������������������"�8$
����������"����

.�����������	
���
�����������
��
����

�
���
������
��
���������
 

K
���	� �L�#���� ��L��>�
	���'����	���/�

Page 5 of 6IP Law Bulletin

10/4/2005http://www.iplawbulletin.com/cgi-bin/absolutenm/anmviewer.asp?a=4149&z=57



 

M�B<<;>B<<:�"���$��	��,��	
*�� �/�

Page 6 of 6IP Law Bulletin

10/4/2005http://www.iplawbulletin.com/cgi-bin/absolutenm/anmviewer.asp?a=4149&z=57


