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QUESTION PRESENTED

Whether laches is available as a defense under the
Patent Act to bar claims for damages.
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CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT

First Quality Baby Products, LLC; First Quality
Hygienic, Inc.; First Quality Products, Inec.; and First
Quality Retail Services, LL.C are privately held com-
panies, and no publicly held company owns 10% or more
of the stock of any of them.
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