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2016-1284, -1787

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT

HELSINN HEALTHCARE S.A. AND ROCHE PALO ALTO LLC,

Plaintiffs-Appellees,

V.

TEVA PHARMACEUTICALS USA, INC. AND TEVA PHARMACEUTICAL INDUSTRIES, LTD.,

Defendants-Appellants.

CERTIFICATE OF INTEREST
In accordance with FED. CIR. R. 47.4 and FED. R. APP. P. 26.1, counsel for

the Amicus the American Intellectual Property Law Association certifies the

following:

1. The full name of every party represented by me is:

American Intellectual Property Law Association.

2. The name of the real party in interest represented by me is: N/A.

3. All parent corporations and any publicly held companies that own 10

percent or more of the stock of the parties represented by me are:

None.
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4. The names of all law firms and the partners or associates that appeared for

the party now represented by me and that are expected to appear in this court

are:

Mark L. Whitaker Lynn C. Tyler
MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP Counsel of Record
2000 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW BARNES & THORNBURG LLP
Suite 6000 11 S. Meridian St.
Washington, DC 20006-1888 Indianapolis, IN 46204
(202) 887-1507 (317) 236-1313
mwhitaker@mofo.com lynn.tyler@btlaw.com

Counsel for Amicus Curiae

Date:  May 2, 2016
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