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Creative and analytical, Wanda is a seasoned patent litigation and trial attorney who works closely with clients to develop
comprehensive legal strategies that advance their unique business objectives.

Co-Chair of our IP Litigation practice, she represents clients in federal district and appellate courts and before the U.S.
International Trade Commission and Patent Trial and Appeal Board. Wanda represents clients in a range of technologies,
including telecommunications, computer software, aviation, mobile devices, biotechnology, mRNA, gene therapy, medical
devices, pharmaceuticals and Hatch-Waxman litigation. Her clients have included multinational technology companies as well
as some of the world’s largest biotechnology and pharmaceutical companies.

A former registered pharmacist working in pharmaceutical industry, Wanda has a deep understanding of the Hatch-Waxman
and Biologics Price Competition and Innovation acts, their accompanying regulations and their crucial
application to pharmaceutical products entering the market.
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« |P Litigation

* Patents

» Life Sciences

*  Pharma & Biotech

» Litigation

» Trade Secrets & Restrictive Covenants

Prior to joining Fox Rothschild, Wanda was a partner in the intellectual property department of an international law firm.
Wanda also served as an adjunct Intellectual Property professor at Seton Hall University School of Law.

Before attending law school, Wanda worked as a registered pharmacist in the health care and pharmaceutical industries.

Wanda is a member of Montclair Golf Club where she plays on the club’s Women’s Metropolitan Golf Association team.



Wanda is also a member and the former secretary of the Board of Directors of the Garden State Women’s Golf Association.
She plays golf to a single-digit handicap index.

«  New York
*  New Jersey

» U.S. District Court, District of New Jersey
. U.S. District Court, Southern District of New York
» U.S. Court of Appeals, Federal Circuit

»  Seton Hall University School of Law (J.D., magna cum laude, 2008)
o Intellectual Property Law Concentration
*  Rutgers University College of Pharmacy (B.S., 1996)

»  Law360’s Intellectual Property Editorial Advisory Board (2020)
* International Trade Commission Trial Lawyers Association

*  New York Intellectual Property Law Association

*  American Bar Association: Intellectual Property Section

« Selected to the "Notable Black Leaders" list by Crain's New York Business (2024)
This award is conferred by Crain's New York Business. A description of the selection methodology is available here. No
aspect of this advertisement has been approved by the Supreme Court of New Jersey.

» Selected to the "IAM Patent 1000" list (2024, 2025)
This award is conferred by the IAM. A description of the selection methodology is available here. No aspect of this
advertisement has been approved by the Supreme Court of New Jersey.

+  Selected to the "Notable Women in Law" list by Crain's New York Business (2023)
This award is conferred by Crain's New York Business. A description of the selection methodology is available here. No
aspect of this advertisement has been approved by the Supreme Court of New Jersey.

» Selected to the "Most Influential Black Lawyers" list by Savoy Magazine (2022)
This award is conferred by Savoy Magazine. A description of the selection methodology is available here. No aspect of
this advertisement has been approved by the Supreme Court of New Jersey.

» Selected to the "Best Lawyers in America" list for Intellectual Property Litigation in New York (2023)
This award is conferred by Best Lawyers. A description of the selection methodology is available here. No aspect of this
advertisement has been approved by the Supreme Court of New Jersey.

+ Selected to the "Women of Influence" list by New York Business Journal (2020)
This award is conferred by the New York Business Journal. A description of the selection methodology is available here.
No aspect of this advertisement has been approved by the Supreme Court of New Jersey.

» Selected to the "Top 100" list (2019 -2020) and the "Top 40 Under 40" list by The National Black Lawyers (2015)
These awards are conferred by The National Black Lawyers. A description of the selection methodology is available here.
No aspect of this advertisement has been approved by the Supreme Court of New Jersey.

» Selected to the "Super Lawyers Rising Stars" list for IP Litigation in New York (2016-2018)
This award is conferred by Thomson Reuters. A description of the selection methodology is available here. No aspect of
this advertisement has been approved by the Supreme Court of New Jersey.

* Featured by Patent Lawyer Magazine in its July/Auqust 2021 issue of Women in IP Leadership



https://patentlawyermagazine.com/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/TPL55_WIPL_Traple.pdf
https://crainsny.secure-platform.com/notable-noms/page/FAQ
https://www.bestlawyers.com/methodology
https://crainsny.secure-platform.com/notable-noms/page/notable-noms/Notable-Black-Leaders-nominate
https://www.superlawyers.com/about/selection_process.html
https://nbltop100.org/nominations/
https://www.bizjournals.com/newyork/news/2020/09/25/women-of-influence-2020-new-york-business-journal.html
https://savoynetwork.com/
https://www.iam-media.com/directories/patent1000/info/methodology?fbclid=IwAR2luHFVklHhebY9KlVI2edSFWubWUVeHeBYiVgRcQs5S3G3NROSphD3BIk

Lead counsel representing San Rocco Therapeutics in a patent infringement case involving gene therapy and alleged
damages in excess of $1 billion. San Rocco Therapeutics, LLC v. bluebird bio, Inc. et al., No.1:21-cv-1478-RGA (D. Del.
2021).

Lead counsel representing San Rocco Therapeutics in a declaratory judgment action and unfair competition dispute
involving gene therapy technology. San Rocco Therapeutics, LLC v. Memorial Sloan Kettering Cancer Center et al., No.
1:21-cv-08206 (S.D.N.Y. 2021).

Lead and first chair counsel in achieving a successful award on behalf of the claimant in an arbitration proceeding
involving licensed patents covering gene therapy treatments. Claimant San Rocco Therapeutics, LLC v. Respondents
bluebird bio, Inc. et al., AAA Case No. 01-22-0003-6927.

Lead and first chair counsel representing a global aviation company in a complex commercial litigation involving
broadband and in-flight wireless connectivity.

Lead counsel representing MSTM, LLC and M&M Mass Spec Consulting, LLC in patent infringement and
misappropriation of trade secret actions related to ionization technologies for mass spectrometry. MSTM, LLC et al. v.
Waters Corporation, Case 4:23-cv-40027-MRG (D. Mass); MSTM, LLC et al. v. AB Sciex, LLC, Case 1:23-cv-11121-MRG
(D. Mass)

Lead counsel arguing on behalf of Biogen before the Federal Circuit Court of Appeals against the USPTO’s Office of
Solicitor, appealing an inter partes review decision from the Patent Trial and Appeal Board involving the drug Rituxan®
(rituximab). Biogen v. lancu, No. 2019-1364 (Fed. Cir. 2020).

Represented Eagle Pharmaceuticals in defense of patent infringement involving the drug Alimta® (pemetrexed) drug
product, which generated more than $2 billion in annual revenue. Achieved a favorable settlement before the end of
trial. Eli Lilly v. Eagle Pharmaceuticals, No. 17-1293-MSG (D. Del. 2019).

Represented T-Mobile in defense of patent infringement in the Western District of Texas that resulted in a favorable
settlement before the end of fact discovery. Castlemorton Wireless v. T-Mobile, No. 6:20cv00027-ADA (W.D. Tx 2020).
Represented Current Lighting Solutions, LLC in a Section 337 proceedings before the U.S. International Trade
Commission in defense of patent infringement involving Light Emitting Diode technology that resulted in a finding of non-
infringement and no violation. Certain Light-Emitting Diode Products, Systems, and Components Thereof, ITC Inv. Nos.
337-TA-1163 and 1164.

Reached a favorable settlement in representation of an American pharmaceutical company in Hatch-Waxman ANDA
patent litigation involving its Sprycel® brand kinase inhibitor products, which was generating more than $2 billion in yearly
revenue at the time of settlement. The court adopted proposed constructions for all 15 terms in dispute. Bristol Myers
Squibb Co. v. Apotex (D.N.J.).

Represented the complainant in a Section 337 proceeding before the U.S. International Trade Commission in a patent
infringement action involving Liquid Crystal Display (LCD) technology. Certain Liquid Crystal Display Devices, Including
Monitors, Televisions, and Modules, and Components Thereof, ITC Inv. Nos. 337-TA-741 and 749.

Represented a medical device manufacturer in defense of patent infringement involving fiberoptic intra-aortic balloon
catheters and pumps. Developed a pretrial strategy that resulted in a favorable settlement agreement shortly after serving
invalidity contentions and before the start of fact discovery. Datascope v. Teleflex Inc. and Arrow (D.N.J).

Represented a leading multinational technology corporation in a Section 337 proceeding before the U.S. International
Trade Commission in a patent infringement action involving LTE and 3GPP technology, which resulted in a favorable
settlement. Certain Wireless Communication Equipment and Articles Therein, ITC Inv. No. 337-TA-866

Represented a British pharmaceutical company in patent infringement litigation involving its Paxil® antidepressant drug
products, which resulted in a favorable settlement. GlaxoSmithKline v. Apotex (E.D. Pa.).

Represented a U.S.-based pharmaceutical company in Hatch-Waxman ANDA patent litigation involving its Clarinex®
antihistamine drug products against 21 generic defendants. Obtained consent judgments with injunctions against all
defendants, which protected over $2 billion in annual revenues. In Re: Desloratadine Patent Litigation (D.N.J.).

*Results may vary depending on your particular facts and circumstances.

May 13, 2020
COVID-19 Underscores Diagnostic Patent Eligibility Problems



Law360

November 5, 2018
A Tale of Two Supreme Court Cases
Bloomberg Law

April 19, 2017
The ITC's Potential Role in Hatch-Waxman Litigation
Law360

February 7, 2017
What TC Heartland Could Mean for Venue in ANDA Cases
Law360

August 30, 2016
How the New Patent Trial and Appeal Board Rules Impact the Practice of Inter Partes Review
Future Science

March 29, 2016
TC Heartland's Restraints on ANDA Litigation Jurisdiction
Law360
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