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Wnited States Court of Appeals
for the Federal Cirruit

IN RE ABBOTT DIABETES CARE INC.

2011-1516, -1517
(Reexamination Nes. 90/007,903, 90/007,910)

‘Appeal from the United States Patent and Trademark
‘Office, Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences.

Decided: September 28, 2012

GREGORY A CASTANIAS, Jones Day, of Washington,
DC, argued for appellant. With him on the brief were
THOMAS E. FRIEBEL, of New York, New York; and ALYSON
‘G. BARKER, of Irvine, California. Of counsel on the brief
was LaUura A. THOMAS, Landau Gottfried & Berger LLP,
of 8an Francisce, California.

SYDNEY O. JOHNSON, JR. Associate Solicitor, United
States Patent and Trademark Office, of Alexandria,
Virginia argued for appellee. With him on the brief were
RavMmonD T. CHEN, Solicitor, and AMY J. NELSON, Associ-
ate Solicitor.
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