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The following are the case names, docket numbers and links for each of the cases discussed in our insight, “What
we're watching for in IP law this year”:

Copyright litigations between generative Al platforms and human authors
District Court for the Northern District of California:

In re OpenAl ChatGPT Litigation (June 28, 2023)
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Docket No: 4:23-cv-03223 (N.D. Cal.)

Silverman et al. v. OpenAl, Inc. (July 7, 2023)
Docket: No. 3:23-cv-03416 (N.D. Cal.)

J.L. v. Alphabet, Inc. (July 11, 2023)
Docket: No. 3:23-cv-03440-LB (N.D. Cal.)

District Court for the Southern District of New York:

New York Times v. OpenAl Inc. et al. (Dec. 27, 2023)
Docket: No. 1:23-cv-11195 (S.D.N.Y.)

Authors Guild et al. v. OpenAl Inc. et al. (Sep. 18, 2023)
Docket: No. 1:23-cv-08292 (S.D.N.Y.)

Huckabee et al v. Meta Platforms, Inc. et al (Oct. 17, 2023)
Docket: No. 1:23-cv-09152 (S.D.N.Y.)

Sancton v. OpenAl Inc. et al (Nov. 21, 2023)
Docket: No. 1:23-cv-10211 (S.D.N.Y)

District Court for the Middle District of Tennessee:

Concord Music Group, Inc. et al v. Anthropic PBC (Oct. 18, 2023)
Docket: No. 3:23-cv-01092 (M.D. Tenn.)

Chevron Deference
Relentless Inc. et al. v. Department of Commerce et al., No. 22-1219, (U.S. Dec. 15, 2023).
Social media companies’ content moderation authority

Att’y Gen., State of Fla. v. NetChoice LLC, No. 22-277, 2023 WL 8437866 (U.S. Nov. 30, 2023); NetChoice LLC v.
Paxton, No. 22-555, 2023 WL 8437869 (U.S. Nov. 30, 2023).

Intellectual Property issues petitioned for the Supreme Court

¢ Generic Drugs, Skinny Labels, and Induced Patent Infringement:
Teva Pharmaceuticals USA, Inc. v. GlaxoSmithKline, LLC

¢ Inter Partes Review Collateral Estoppel scope and the trigger time
Apple Inc. v. California Institute of Technology
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¢ Patent Eligibility:
Tropp v. Travel Sentry, Inc.

To keep up-to-date with the most important IP cases and verdicts, you can sign up for our e-alerts by clicking here

or if you have any questions on IP law, please contact any of the attorneys in the Saxton & Stump Intellectual
Property Group.
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