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professional-conduct-rules-will-take-effect-on-may-3.html.
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http://patentlawcenter.pli.edu/2011/10/17/misrepresenting-the-clients-bottom-line-permitted-
puffery-or-prohibited-deceit/.

Resolving Differences: How the Federal Circuit Treats Divergent USPTO and District Court
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http://patentlawcenter.pli.edu/2011/07/19/resolving-differences-how-the-federal-circuit-treats-
divergent-uspto-and-district-court-rulings/.

Whose Rules Rule? Federal Circuit Review of Divergent USPTO and District Court Decisions
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correct-patent-related-information/.
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we-have-learned/.

Lawyers Acting Badly, or Not? Misconduct in IP Litigation: Recent Examples and the Questions
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litigation-recent-examples-and-the-questions-they-raise/.
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Patent Reform: A Necessary Evil?, INNOVATION: AM. J. TECH. COMMERCIALIZATION, Feb.-Mar.
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16.
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