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numerous big law firms foist into the spotlight after they conducted layoffs or sought mergers to
deal with an unrelenting market.
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HA| Overview 15 St Defal
Cases @ 10,000 @ =~ M
Staes g []Selectal items | No items selected = =~
Requiations 1,089 )

Adminstrative Decisions & 486 Cases viewsl 10000 Less Detail
Guidance =| More Detail
Tiil Cout Orders 85 [J  Smithv. Little, Brown & Co. - .
Secondary Soures 10000 United States Court of Appesls Second Circit.  May 23,1966 360F20%28 149U.5P.0.799 = Most Detail
Foms 40 o ; » . ) .

: Action for infringement. The United States District Court for the Southern District of New York, Edward C. McLean, J., 245 F.Supp. 451, entered judgment for plaintif, ahd
Brifs 10,000 tiefendant appealed. The Court of Appeals, Hays, Circult Judge, held that evidence of possibility of access togeiher with elements of similarty provid jent basigffor
Trial Court Documents 10,000 courts finding of infringement of plaintif's common-law copyright. Afirmed and remanded for ascertainment of damages.

ELTEL S i 99 Copyrights and Intellectual Property33ll Intellectual Property39¢=109 k Remedi

99 Copyrights and Intellectual Property2dil Intellectual Property20¢=+100 k. Remedies... =1 ;
Jury Verdics & Seffements 6 o ' & w2l Email
Propceed s Erockd Legelaion 2 99 Copyrights and Intellectual Property29Il Intellectual Property99é=100 k. Remedies.... £ Print
Proposed & Adopled Regulations 741 . -

R AT Meyer Intellectual Properties Ltd. v. Bodum, Inc. & Download
Avbiraton Materiels 79 United States Court of Appeels, Federal Circut  August 15, 2012 | B0 F.3d 1354 2012 WL 3320608
A" RES”“S 56,392 ““: Original Image of 690 F.3d 1354 (PDF)

! F:;“}f;’;‘é\m - it il in infiingement action.
Federal Circuit.

MEYER INTELLECTUAL PROPERTIES LIMITED and Meyer Corporation, U.S., Plaintiffs—Appellees, | 160501t 3085t Bodum, Inc...
V.
BODUM, INC., Defendant—Appellant. sthe DEIENS-IH-SU\T.. .

No.2011-1329.  Aug. 15, 2012.

Synopsis

Background: Patent owner filed action against competitor alleging infringement of patents for method for frothing liguids such as milk
The United States District Court for the Northern District of lllinois, Milton | Shadur, J., 597 F.Supp.2d 790 and 674 F.Supp.2d 1015,
granted summary judgment to patentee on issue of liability, and 715 F.Supp.2d 827, 2010 WL 2266661, and 2010 WL 3943648, grante|
patentee’s motions in limine to preciude competitor from introducing certain evidence at trial. Jury subsequently retumed a verdict in
favor of patentee, finding that the patents were not invalid and that infri was willful. C metion for
judgment as a matter of law (JMOL) was denied, and patentee was awarded enhanced damages and attorney's fees in the amount of
$906,487 56. Competitor appealed.
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1. Smith v. Little, Brown & Co. Date ) - ;
United States Court of Appeals Second Cirg M 05t c ItEd BL LESE D Etall
Most Used )
Action for infringement. The United States’ e = More Detail :ntered
Jjudgment for plaintiff, and defendant appealed. The Court of Appeals, Hays, Circuit Ju ether
with elements of similarity provided sufficient basis for court's finding of infringement o = Most Detail nanded

for ascertainment of damages.

.99 Copyrights and Intellectual Property291l Intellectual Property99¢=109 k. Remedies....
.99 Copyrights and Intellectual Property291l Intellectual Property99¢=109 k. Remedies....

2. Meyer Intellectual Properties Ltd. v. Bodum, Inc.
United States Court of Appeals, Federal Circuit.  August 15, 2012 | 690 F.3d 1354 | 2012 WL 3329695

PATENTS - Evidence. District court abused its discretion in limiting scope of prior art competitor could introduce at trial in infringement action.

_In this patent case, Meyer Intellectual Properties Limited and Meyer Corporafion, U.S. (collectively, “Meyer”) filed suit against Bodum, Inc....

. Inthe sale, BonJour transferred its intellectual property rights to Meyer, and it is undisputed that Meyer owns the patents-in-suit...

3. Island Intellectual Property LLC v. Deutsche Bank AG
United States District Court, S.D. New York.  February 14, 2012  Not Reported in F.Supp.2d 2012 WL 526722

Island Intellectual Property LLC, LIDS Capital LLC, Double Rock Corporation and Intrasweep LLC (collectively “plaintifis”) initiated this patent
infringement action against Deutsche Bank Trust Company Americas and Total Bank Solutions, LLC (collectively “defendants™) in 2000.
Originally, plaintiffs alleged infringement of seven patenis and numerous claims. To date, however, only four patents and five claims remain at
issue. Defendants have raised a variety of defenses, including invalidity and non-infringement. Trial is scheduled to begin on February 27, 2012.
The parties have actively litigated this matter since it was filed. They have lined up a number of experts, whom they propose to testify at trial.
Both sides have now moved in limine to preclude some or all of the testimony of the other side’s experts. Plaintiffs have also moved in limine to
preclude evidence regarding a presentation plaintifis made to American Express in 2000 and testimony from...

ISLAND INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LLC, et al., Plainfiffs,...
.Island Intellectual Property LLC v. Deutsche Bank AG...

4. Norman v. BellSouth Intellectual Property Corp.

Supreme Court of the United States = February 21, 2006 | 546 U.S. 1172 126 S.Ct. 1336 (Mem)

@ Case below, 120 Fed Appx. 786.

Westlaw
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SEARCH

<~ intellectual property All Federal

Cases (10,000

1-20 »

Sorto: =

[Iselect allitems ~ No items selected

] 1. Smith v. Little, Brown & Co.
United States Court of Appeals Second Circuit.  May 23, 1966 | 360 F.2d 928 149 U.S.P.Q. 799

Action for infringement. The United States District Court for the Southem District of New York, Edward C. McLean, J., 245 F.Supp. 451, entered
judgment for plaintiff, and defendant appealed. The Court of Appeals, Hays, Circuit Judge, held that evidence of possibility of access together
with elements of similarity provided sufficient basis for court's finding of infringement of plaintiffs common-law copyright. Affirmed and remanded
for ascertainment of damages.

...99 Copyrights and Intellectual Property29il Intellectual Property99¢=109 k. Remedies....

...99 Copyrights and Intellectual Property23il Intellectual Property39¢=109 k. Remedies....

O 2. Meyer Intellectual Properties Ltd. v. Bodum, Inc.
United States Court of Appeals, Federal Circuit. | August 15,2012 | 500 F.3d 1354 | 2012 WL 3320695

PATENTS - Evidence. District court abused its discretion in limiting scope of prior art competitor could introduce at frial in infringement action

In this patent case, Meyer Intellectual Properties Limited and Meyer Corporation, U.S. (collectively, “Meyer”) filed suit against Bodum, Inc.

In the sale, BonJour transferred its intellectual property rights to Meyer, and it is undisputed that Meyer owns the patents-in-suit.

] 3. Island Intellectual Property LLC v. Deutsche Bank AG
United States District Court, S.D. New York. | February 14, 2012 | Not Reported in F.Supp.2d | 2012 WL 526722

Istand Intellectual Property LLC, LIDS Capital LLC, Double Rock Corporation and Intrasweep LLC (collectively “plaintiffs”) initiated this patent
infringement action against Deutsche Bank Trust Company Americas and Total Bank Solutions, LLC (collectively “defendants”) in 2009.
Originally, plaintiffs alleged infringement of seven patents and numerous claims. To date, however, only four patents and five claims remain at
issue. Defendants have raised a variety of defenses, including invalidity and non-infringement. Trial is scheduled to begin on February 27, 2012,
The parties have actively Itigated this matter since it was filed. They have lined up a number of experts, whom they propose to testify at trial.
Both sides have now moved in limine fo preclude some or all of the testimony of the other side’s experts. Plaintifis’ have also moved in limine to
preclude evidence regarding a presentation plaintifis made to American Express in 2000 and testimony from._.

ISLAND INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LLC, et al., Plaintifis,

Island Intellectual Property LLC v Deutsche Bank AG

] 4. Norman v. BellSouth Intellectual Property Corp.
Supreme Court of the United States | February 21,2006 | 546 U.S. 1172 | 126 S.Ct. 1336 (Mem)

Case below, 120 Fed. Appx. 786.

...BELLSOUTH INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY CORPORATION....
...Norman v. BellSouth Intellectual Property Corp....

RELATED DOCUMENTS

Secondary Sources

15 U.5.C. SEC. 1128. NATIONAL
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY
LAW ENFORCEMENT
COORDINATION COUNCIL

Government Contracts Reporter
(CCH)
2009 WL 4625092

-“That there shall be at the head of
the National Intellectual Property
Law Enforcement Coordination
Council a Coordinator for International
Intellectual Property Enforcement:
Provided further, That the Coordinator
for International Intellectual Property
Enforcemeant shall be appointed by the
President. Provided further, Thal no
person shall serve as the Coordinator
for International Intellectual Property
Enforcemeant while serving in any
other position in the Federal
Govemnment: Provided further, That
the co-chairs of the National
Intellectual...

§40.1 INTRODUCTION

IP and Antifrust: An Analysis of
Antitrust Principles Applied to
Intellectual Property Law
(C.CH)

2012 WL 5831998

However, several international
intellectual property treafies include
either broad references fo antitrust law
principles or more detailed efforis to
delineate nofions of intellectual
property abuse or allowable
intellectual property licensing
practices....

§ 35.6 DEFENDING AGAINST
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY AS
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o NARROW: O 1. Smith v. Little, Brown & Co.
0:" : Criminal ).\j E—|1 - United States Court of Appeals Second Circuit. | May 23, 1966 360 F.2d928 | 149 U.S.P.Q. 799
4 Undo Filters
Action for infringement. The United States District Court for the Southemn District of Mew York, Edward C. McLean, J., 245 F Supp. 451, entered
@ C rimi nal "'él E-I &" -g— _?_ Select Multiple Filters judgment for plaintif, and defendant appealed. The Court of Appeals, Hays, Circuit Judge, held that evidence of possibility of access together
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# [Federal 879 O 2. Meyer Intelleg ;
United States Court of [} 1. Perfect 10, Inc. v. CCBill LLC
nite &3 Lour o United States Court of Appeals, Ninth Circuit. | March 20, 2007 | 488 F.3d 1102 | 2007 WL 1557475
Date
PA-I—ENTS - E\l'idel'lc COPYRIGHTS - Internet. Hosting of password-hacking websites is not a per se “red flag™ of infringement under DMCA_ mem EC‘UBI‘I
All - ’
... In the absence of a definition from Congress, we construe the term “intellectual property” to mean “federal infellectual property.” 5..
..In this palent case While the scope of federal intellectual property law is relatively well-established, state laws protecting “intellectual property,” however Bod um, Inc....
Reported Status defined, are by no means uniform.. )
In the sale, Bon.| Fauit..
[ Reported 678 [ I 2. Atlantic Recording Corp. v. Project Playlist, Inc.
[ Unreported 201 0O 3. Island Intelled United States District Court, S.D. New York | March 25,2008 | 603 F.Supp.2d 630 | 2008 WL 765224
United States District COPYRIGHTS - Internet. CDA did not bar New York state law claims for commen law copyright infringement and unfair competition.
Toplc In support of its position, Playlist relies heavily on a 2007 Ninth Circuit case in which the Ninth Circuit held that the term “intellectual property”
El Criminal a79 Island Intellectual P in the CDA really means “ederal intellectual property " ed this palent
L P 3 r It is therefore clear from the statute that if Congress wanted the phrase “any law pertaining to intellectual property” to actually mean “any
+ []Civil 9,232 |nf|.'\rfgement a?d?on 9 federal law pertaining to intellectual property,” it knew how to make that clear, but chose not to 2009. .
Originally, plaintiffs 3 Ims remain at
issue. Defendants hd O 3. U.S. ex rel. Berge v. Board of Trustees of the University of Alabama ruary 27, 2012.
Judge Select The parties have act United States Court of Appeals, Fourtn Circut  January 22, 1997 | 104 F.3d 1453 | 41 USP.0.20 1481 ety at tral.
Both sides have now Doctoral candidate brought qui tam action under False Claims Act against university and university officials, alleging university had made false ed in limine to
Aﬂumey Select reclude evidence g statements to National Institutes of Health (NIH) in connection with grant.  The United States District Court for the District of Maryland, Edward
p S. Northrop, Senior District Judge, entered judgment in favor of plaintifi, and appeal was taken. The Court of Appeals, Ervin, Circuit Judge,
held that: (1) Office of Inspector General (QIG) repert recommending that no action be taken against university under False Claims Act was not
Law Firm Select _ISLAND INTELLE! admission by United States that it had suffered no injury in fact 50 as to bar subsequent qui tam action on grounds of lack of standing; (2)
evidence was insufficient to establish that stalements made by university fo NIH in its annual progress reporls under grant for researching
.Island Intellectual infeclious cause of birth defects were false or material, as required to support qui tam claim under False Claims Act and...
Key Numwr Se|ECt [9] We turn now to the claim of conversion of intellectual property under Alabama law.
O 4. Norman v. B4 Intellectual property which can be stolen without fear of legal punishment ceases to be property *
Party Select Supreme Court of the ) _ ,
O 4. Major League Baseball Properties, Inc. v. Salvino, Inc.
United States Courl of Appeals, Second Circuit. | Seplember 12, 2008 | 542 F.30290 | 2008 WL 4181298
Docket Number Select Case below, 120 Fer
ANTITRUST - Horizontal Restraints. Centralization of licensing in licensing agent was not illegal per se or on quick look.
\Select Multiple Filters j \While Guth had not conducted the empircal studies that he fesiified were needed before he could do more than make guesses as fo what might
pe sypstiuianle o lectual Property licences there was ample ¢ he record ihai prospective icencees of MR Intellectyg
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2 - 7|l VIEW: Cases (10,000
<Z3 LY : 7|9 HM> (10,000)
e LARNREIR L — = @~
. . Cases 10,000
@ Sea rCh Wlth N reSU |tS O‘" A‘I T — [5elect allitems | No items selected
7|HE &= EARCH :
|"’j| Eg8g =S C SIS 1088 ] 1, Smith v. Little, Brown & Co.
0:" o infri ngement Administrative Decisions & 4,846 United States Court of Appeals Second Circuit. | May 23, 1966 | 360 F.2d 928 | 149 USP.Q. 799
Guidance
Trial Court Orders 695 Action for infringement. The United States District Court for the Southem District of New York, Edward C. McLean, J., 245 F.Supp. 451, entered
.
@ XH 7D-| A_ll-l 74 J_I_I. gl_ D:‘ Secondary Sources 10,000 judgment for plainfi-aaddafaadant Jod Tho Couct of A loblouc Ciccuit ludog hold $hat ouid afnaccibilibeat accacsingether
: ith elements of 5| Cases (T 803) dremanded
ZAAMA| ©lEdS olE L v ,
XH [=! _IAl H = Ol—l- 9""4 — = Forms 470 for ascertainment | cortby: [0
Moz FAIE Briefs 10,000 2> y:
EE|‘—|_§ :H'.Alcl ) 99 Copyright i i
Trial Court Documents 10,000 -2 LOpYNgNEs a1 [ elect allitems | No items selected
i ..99 Copyrights a . .
Spstiaba 5 PGS 3 5 4. smith v. Little, Brown & Co.
Jury Verdicls & Settlements 693 United States Court of Appeals Second Circuit. | May 23, 1966 360 F.2d 928 149 U.S.P.Q. 799
O 2. Meyer Intell
Emii)s?:ﬁgﬂ& Enacked zal United States Court Action for infringement. The United States District Court for the Southern District of New York, Edward C. McLea
&g entered judgment for plaintifi, and defendant appealad. The Court of Appeals, Hays, Circuit Judge, held that evide
Propozed & Adopted 741 _ together with elements of similarity provided sufficient basis for court's finding of infringement of plaintiffs commc
Regulations PATENTS - Evide| remanded for ascertainment of damages. Y action.
Arbitration Materials 793 In this patent ca| ..Argued March 9, 1966. Decided May 23, 1966. Action for inffingement. The United States District Court for thedim, Inc....
All Results 56,892 _ In the sale, Bol ...elements of similarity provided sufficient basis for court's finding of infringement of plaintiffs common-law copyit] .
' ascertainment
NARROW: O 3. Island Intell O 2. Meyer Intellectual Properties Ltd. v. Bodum, Inc.
United States Distri United States Court of Appeals, Federal Circuit. | August 15, 2012 | 690 F.3d 1354 | 2012 WL 3329695
ekl bl Island Intellectual PATENTS - Evidence. District court abused its discretion in limiting scope of prior art competitor could introduce aTS patent
Search within results infringement actio 15, 2012. Background: Patent owner filed action against competitor alleging infringement of patents for methu) 9.
Originally, plaintiffy milk... remain at
Q- B
- issue. Defendants .finding that the patents were not invalid and that competitor's infiingement was willful. Competitors motion for 1] 27, 2012.
r Tho mosties b ylat trial.
Search within results O 3. Island Intellectual Property LLC v. Deutsche Bank AG ih limine to
. . United States District Court, 5.D. New York. = February 14, 2012 Not Reported in F Supp.2d | 2012 WL 526722
infringement
Island Intellectual Property LLC, LIDS Capital LLC, Double Rock Corporation and Intrasweep LLC (collectively |
infringement action against Deutsche Bank Trust Company Americas and Total Bank Solutions, LLC {collectively
Originally, plaintiffs alleged infringement of seven patents and numerous claims. To date, however, only four pat
issue. Defendants have raised a variety of defenses, including invalidity and non-infringement. Trial is scheduled
Cancel 2012. The parties have actively [itigated this matter since it was filed. They have lined up a number of experts, wh
Put phrases In quotes “Securities Exchange Act” 006 | 546 U.S. 1172 | 126 5.CL 1336 (Mem)
Use "AND" to search for ALL terms civil AND Fabdility
Use Terms & Connectors personal /3 jurisdiction /s venue
S
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Date

Cilation

Name / Title

Connectors and Expanders

Last 3 year

& AND
korea us Term frequency Is In same sentence
or OR
Term frequency +3 Precading within sentence
ip In same paragraph
free trade agreement Term frequency Phrase
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VIEW:

Overview i)
Cases

Administrative Decisions & Guidance 25

Secondary Sources 280
Forms 2
Briefs 1"
Trial Court Documents 4
Expert Materials 1
Proposed & Enacted Legislation 33
Froposed & Adopted Regulations 17
All Results aar

Overview (10)

Set Derault

[]Selectalltems | No items selected

Cases  viewais
[ Samsung Intern., Inc. v. U.S
United States Court of International Trade. | November 21, 2012 | 887 F.Supp.2d 1330 | 2012 WL 5878820
INTERNATIONAL LAW - Customs and Tariffs, Importer's companents were correclly classified under HTSUS and thus entries were ineligible for NAFTA preferential treatment
Samsung Intern., Inc. v. U.S. CIT,2012. SAMSUNG INTERN., INC. v. U.S. United States Gourt

s flat-panel screen assemblies (FPSAs) insligible for North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) duty-fres preferential reatment. Defendant's motion granted. Wast
Headnotes.

[} Jae Soog Lee v. Law Offices of Kim & Bae, P.C.
United States District Court, E.D. New York. | November 02, 2012 | Not Reported in F Supp.2d | 2012 WL 5378307
On March 16, 2011, pro 58 plaintiff Jae Soog Lee, ("Las’ or “plaintifi") brought this action allaging civil rights violations and state law claims against defendants Law Offices of
Kim & Bae, PC, Bong Jun Kim, and Mun Kyeeung Bae (collectively, *defendants”) . Presently before the Court is defendants’ molion 1o dismiss plaintifls third amended
complaint pursuant to Rule 12 of the Federal Rules of Civil Pracedure. For the reasens that follow, the Court grants defendants’ motion with respect ta plaintiff's only remaining
federal claim, the Fair Labor Standards Act ('FLSA") claim. The Courl, in its discretion, declines to exercise supplemental jurisdiction over plaintiifs state law claims, and those
claims are dismissed without prejudice. Defendants have also filed a motion for sanctions pursuant to Rule 11 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. For the reasons set forth
Below, the Court denies defendants’ motion for sanctions....

plaintiff “as an associate (o open an office in South Korea at plaintiif's costs lo promote and prepare to open Kim & Bae P.C. in Korea, pending Korean-American Free Trade
Agreement " (Third Amended Complaint (' TAC") a1 1 @ ) On or about March 12, 2007, plaintiff registered the Korea office of Kim & Bae, P.C. (the "K & B Korea Office") and
maintained two offices in South Korea Id_ 1 11.) On June 4, 2007, the K & B Korea

On June 9, 2007, defendants openad another office in South Korea in the same building as the K & B Korea office. 1d. f| 16.) Plaintiff alleges that, when plaintiff claimed that

the K & B Korea office should be the only office in South Korea, defendant Bong Jun Kim promised to compensate plaintiff with ten percent of the earnings from the separate
Korea office. Id. 1 17.) On or about September 12, 2007

Decisions & Gui View all 25
[} United States-Korea Free Trade Agreement; Country of Origin; Pentaerythritol Polyethylene Glycol Ether Tetra-Thiol ("(PEG-
Thiol)adg™)
Customs | December 12, 2012 | HQ H233566 | MAR-2 OT-RR.CTF.VS H233566 HKP | 2012 WL 8134701

STATES CUSTOMS SERVICE DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY RE: United States Korea Free Trade Agreement; Country of Onigin, Pentaerythritol Polyethylene Glycol
Ethor Tetra-Thiol ('(PEG

49-6 Dasbang-Dong Dongjak-Gu, Seoul 156-754 South Korea Dear Mr. Yoon: This is in response to your lstter
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All Content
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News (4] waetishy siatPage

Search all News above or browse fo specific content below. (i

Cases

Statutes & Court Rules Trial Court Documents Dockets

Regulations Expert Materials @

Administrative Decisions & Guidance Jury Verdicts & Setflements Business Law Center
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@~ Ryu Hyun4jin
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sortoy:
Trial Transcripts & Oral Arguments

Did you mean: Ryu Hyun-jun
] 1. AP-MLB Final: LAD 4 CIN 1,CORRECTION Patents
AP Washington Report  July 28, 2013 | 3:49 AM | Word Count 107

CORRECTION REPORT NL 123 456 789 R H E Cincinnati 010 000 000 —1 2 0 L-A Dodgers 100 020 10 —4 10 0 Batteries: Cil . -
Logan Ondrusek (8) and Devin Mesoraco L-A Dodgers: Hyun-Jin Ry, Ronald Belisario (3), Paco Rodriguez (3), Kenley Jansen ( International Materials
Bronson Arroyo (9-8) Sv: Kenley Jansen (14) HRs: Cincinnati: Jay Bruce (22) L-A Dodgers: Skip Schumaker (2) CORRECTS winn|

Ronald i AmroyoJay BruceJay BruceDevin Mesora

RyuHyun-Jin Ryuskin i simon Directories

O 2. Back injury forces Dodgers to scratch left-hander Hyun-Jin Ryu from scheduled start Frid
Canadian Press | September 4, 2013 | Word Count 66

Back injury forces Dodgers o scratch lef-hander Hyun-Jin Ryu from scheduled start Friday

DENVER _ A back injury sufiered by Hyun-Jin Ryu has forced the Los Angeles Dodgers to scratch the left-hander from his sch

m} 3. AP-MLB Final: ARI 4 LAD 1,CORRECTION
AP Washington Report | September 12, 2013 | 5:17 AM | Word Count: 93

CCORRECTION REPORT NL 123 456 789 R H E Arizona 210 000 100 —4 15 0 L-A Dodgers 000 000 100 —1.8 1 Batteries: AriZ
Hemandez (2), Brad Ziegler (9) and Tuffy Gosewisch L-A Dodgers: Hyun-Jin Ryu, Erandon League (7), Brian Wilsen (7), Carlos
and A.J. Elis WP: Patrick Corbin (14-6) LP: Hyun-Jin Ryu (13-6) HRs: L-A Dodgers: Yasiel Puig (16) CORRECTS winning pitches
record from none to 14-6, losing pitcher from none to Hyun

-Hyun-Jin RyuHyun-Jin RyuCarlos MarmolCarlos ick Corbir CorbinBrad Zit ZieglerA.J. EllisA.J. Elis|
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