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Inforocket.Com, Inc. ( # fiInforocket) % % ¥ % 5,818,836 (i #£'8365L) & {2 &
A yeiE L > H02001# w £ M9 a3 % e (United States District Court for the
Southern District of New York) #tKeen, Inc. (#j fitKeen) #& 1) k{73 > Keen? 4 {&
w i W5 % ginforocketdt 1 & J RS > v Keen Tk I R ¢ 0 B R B F
Inforocket$t 41 2. A &4 -2 & idi g I *?Inforocketf‘ H - Keens‘ia‘ia\ T
Fr(notice of appeal) - & ¢ Keenyz pInforocket i = }_ T P SR AFNC IR W 1 o
v AT 2 37 o 312004 & #8365 & I e .t\xﬁ EX 1 | %2158 % ) H E 42 % (ex
parte re examination) > * 5% R & | H %8 7 }%*?l,%z ViRl s 2 £ D (ex parte
re examination certificate) - AT&T ** 2008 # 4z fE Ingenio ¥ & & I H # T eh
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Click-to-Call ( § #£CTC) # 2 2~#'8365L% ] » ¥ » 4L " & % # fx (United States
District Court for the Western District of Texas) HEgH L EgFD - 2013 F >
Ingenio % & % (SLflsihg )ﬁ 1’8365 & {1 i £ % (inter partes review, IPR) > CTC
4 %35 US.C §315(b)Q rﬂ}t’a"“%*iﬁ e srlPRz_fx#s » Ingenloéhé FREEAL T
Ip P4k 2 322001 # #dp d & L '8365L 5 I - ¥ 2 #dp - PTABF (S » fadid »CTCR
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B E e h Y] A-7 g w CAFCE % - CTC# w CAFCHR 2 F -

35 U.S.C 8315(b) 4=t ¢ ~ B & 1 B 7% 4 (real party in interest) £ & 3
rAEL n’"«i (privy of the petitioners) # x,j;é Fom(FFREE )AL EH AT F }éﬁn
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2. Ty 3] % 4] 425Kk (served with a complaint alleging infringement of a patent ; < ¢ -
AR A LB RE RS XA g R prfeds IPR 2L fEEF L 4o CAFC 45 1
Sk REARFR I N AREINEN T AkigrrnalE o ERE L 35 USC
8315(b) P Fdp 4 & b it i%t Feepm R iEE p o PR SRR AT S AT R A AT
P22 ) CAFCua a4 AT rm? S dyf » rig ,.i‘hi%‘r‘?"’ EORRIN-S AL a-g 1S
BESHrD 3 R Tadyhk | ki iRFE 2 8 o3k A% a7 0 IPR 2 fads
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1. “8 315(b) Bars Institution of IPR Petition Where District Court Action Voluntarily
Dismissed without Prejudice” IPO Daily News. 2018%8* 20p -

2. Click-to-Call Technologies, LP, v. Ingenio, Inc., Yellowpages.Com, LLC, Andrei
lancu, under Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual Property and Director of The
United States Patent and Trademark Office, Fed Circ. 2015-1242., 2018 #8"* 16
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R FRE 2T 285 E Xt g * £ A7 2 F;Fﬂ%ﬁm
Rembrandt Technologles LLC f= Rembrandt Technologies, L.P. (stfi/hm £ ) #&5 8
Efe a2 1 2oz P T (over-the-air) ELBLIE G MnERE ] 8
2005 # 9 * e iz 9 BRI L RSP ,fﬁa%ﬂ%%ﬁ?ﬁaﬁﬁﬁﬂ%
Flzfgirs (hfe td Wy s bk FL,\%E: CRHEH RS WA E- NS B
30T w%w,&t 2 ) o AT R kL L Y # e (District Court for the District of
Delaware) & & %12 - 2009 & 7 * & 13:if = 23K o uf ‘fr’ﬁ Po— i Ap B e
@ﬁ 2 ¢k HApamam Bl defijed o e AmRE S e 23 0 e B AR AT ahd |
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1. *“Court Must Connect Attorney Fees Awarded under § 285 to Claimed Misconduct,”
IPO Daily News. 2018 # 8 " 16 P -

2. In Re: Rembrandt Technologies LP Patent Litigation, Fed Circ. 2017-1784. 2018 #
7% 27p o
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Teva ¥ 27 & HE 2 = #% /2 (High Court of Justice (England &
Wales)) & 11:2 f;}_2017 £ 2" 23 p ¥ Teva UK Limited v Gilead Sciences Inc.— % ¥
2_H]A +€l:}7§§i~‘~)~l~'ﬁi§ﬁ #FiTig ) (Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union ,
TFEU) = %} 2 I (Court of Justice of the European Union, CJEU) 34 # #4 i4-
(preliminary ruling) » %3 2 g3k € {2 % ¢ 2009 £ 5 7 6 p B %“z_:&ﬂqa‘ iR
Z (Supplementary Protection Certificates, SPC) 2. 469/2009 #.z_% 3(a)if crjzf# o

CJEU>+ 2018 # 7 * 25 p qkSPC Fdy o B & ﬂI‘JﬂFf % & 3 F% (marketing
authorization, MA) Bi? SPC i fé ol (4&? mé e %) R bR > 5 SPC
SRR 3 45 Y

Gllead P18
SPC » % & Wg i ',‘9? (tenofowr dlsoproxn) ﬂfr W i % (emtricitabine) > 12
TRUVADA% g »\a » # zg@:% J1 (EP0915894) i1} # % D /a » AP B e g
foif 27.- BEF AP B F G doi-FoF 1-25 (5-F9% 25 At FEHART ) ¢ {— IF e
EE-ETE -3 B m;\a&gfr # i ,ngz,w,,\" o

L_«liﬁi.]%ii _] #r 3 i/zfm + ¢ > Teva ¥ o P P Gilead ¢ SPC 2. 3 i i'f’}’ﬁﬁﬁa—
RS 'Jztkﬁ%ﬂ Wk ?% ks 27 m% S IRER R - N R S
A CH WA A AR L R PR AR G e P E PR .
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1. “SPCs for combination products: a combination of requirements?,” Potter Clarkson.
2018 # 8 * 2 p -
<https://www.potterclarkson.com/update/spcs-for-combination-products-a-combinati
on-of-re/>

2. In Case C-121/17, Judgment Of The Court (Grand Chamber). 2018 # 7 * 25 p -

<http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf;jsessionid=9ea7d2dc30dd8fod2
e6b6bbe49d4alabd24a893a066d.e34KaxiL.c3gMb40Rch0SaxyOaxb0?text=&docid=
204388&pagelndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=Ist&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=495010>
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4 Ar RFELDL 2015 £ 87 20 p o uY Gk E - AR A 0 K6 2015
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A RO 'fﬂ 24 A Mr. Vorovnik 4rig 3% ¢ 3k e 2 2018 &£ 1 7 4Ly 0
B ERR RGN FIA R LRI FT AR R I HF L L

the

~32 4 ®a sk & 2015 & 12 7 & Mr. Vorovnik mgpi;v’ & T g R & )
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AP A piTEREF - R LI 5| 'L”tf",no

BT :*Aéf%}*fgv‘ ik d Foo - i lg Mr. Vorovnik ¥ — i» &k p 32 L > Mr.
Vorovnik ¢ g 4 ¢ 475 > bk’ g 4 2 I fEApE uqu\#ﬁ-r’iué’ FY Gk Ak RIE
ARl 22016 £ 8 7 kAP o Mr. Vorovnik $50 F Ru 5 ka7 g B
Ra o By f?nr,z% Fend » RIBA X AEUENF 0 A FED 5 ‘“‘r‘—"”ﬁpg R Ry
tpom i@ ¥ gk 0 3 Mr. Vorovnik i& - o FER e

’fq%\siﬁwé » Mr. Vorovnik >+ 2017 # 5 7 27 p &< 7 ¥ - p e gL > Ra > i
L TG RF 2016 £ 8 2 fkE > F1A Mr. Vorovnik %2 § ER 4 LG FRIERH
w2 A o v Wiy i Mr. Vorovnik ¥ 7 te g r e 2%k 0 BEFARL A b E
% ¢ > Mr. Vorovnik f seendoon # i1 5 & ek ihdp o o
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T kR - “When a patent application goes abandoned due to a misunderstanding
between Attorney and Applicant,” IP_Factor. 2018 # 8 * -

<https://blog.ipfactor.co.il/2018/08/08/when-a-patent-application-goes-abandoned-due-t
o-a-misunderstanding-between-attorney-and-applicant/>
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