In Re Bhagat
S. Ct. Case no. 18-1274

The patent system is promoting diseases by favoring patent grants to drugs
and devices and disfavoring patent grants to nutrition and prevention, as in the
Bhagat case, though there is no such restriction in the patent law. The Supreme
Court must grant Writ of Mandamus to Bhagat petition sending a strong
message to lower courts and US Patent and Trademark Office that they must
not obstruct advancement in nutrition and prevention.

Asha Nutrition Sciences, a small company, filed for patents for tailored lipids in 2009,
because without patents this innovation will not take hold, but the application has been abused
for 10 years. USPTO and US Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit denied the patent wiping
out congress’ purposeful distinction between 35 USC Sections 101 (eligibility), 102 (novelty),
and 103 (obviousness), because otherwise the patent could not be denied.

The Supreme Court must reverse the abuse of discretion in the Bhagat case, the frustration
of the purpose of patents, and the mistreatment of small companies and pro se applicants
because they are the engines of innovation and advancement.




