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1. “Estoppel Applied to Non Amend Patent Claim,” IPO Daily News.2016 + 9
A 19 E] )

2. UCB, Inc. v. Yeda Research and Development Co., Ltd. Fed Circ.
2015-1957.,2016 # 9 * 8 p

IR FIREREF 2 FARLH 2 ERE

Schlumberger*> 2006 # #-3-Charolotte Rutherford ( ¢ fiRutherford ) -
Rutherford>> E B 2 1 fTph 5 ¢ 7 %3k &  Schlumbergersh® 41 ~ 7 4% »
FERGEFEMAET A o 2t > Rutherford™ § # Schlumbergersh— 38 i 5
Petrel#t# = - ch¥ iv4gwe » 7~ f § - B Goldstar® % > 2% %P % 5%
Petrel £.3 # ¢ 3% {12 3730 b % 4 17 « &£ 8 B > Schlumberger s £
Austin Geomodelingj& ¥ % ¥ % 7,986,319 ( fj #'3195.) % {| - Rutherford>+
2013 & # ® Schlumberger » i ** Acacia Research Group LLC ( % Acacia
Research Corporation+ = & » {4 #-% R & _?fbﬁ;Acacia)i&%‘i » # t¢ Rutherford
B EJFP AR ERF A HBEJIEBEEART T3> ¥ €9 &7
Petrel#t#8-T 5 ¥ it = S 483y ZHE2 o o 3 4 > Acaciajc 3195 % 4 » &
HE%E 15 2 & 2 2 Dynamic 3D Geosolutions LLC ( # #iDynamic 3D ) -

Dynamic 3D #2014 # » 4 ' & % ¥ [x (States District Court for the
Western District of Texas) #Schlumbergerit ! Petrel & 2 '319%5L & {12 & g
¥ > Schlumbergerw # F2 i sERutherford*t & % 5 412 7R £ - H I d &R HF 1
% P~ i) Rutherford it 5 ~ % Dynamic 3D% f]% B i A 2 EfF2 T > $ g
¥ 2 83F - Dynamic 3D#2 Acaciat 72 CAFC - -

CAFC % 12 1 >3 Schlumberger i 3% Rutherford # Schlumberger~Acaia
¢ Dynamic 3 D @B Feha (TR E 5 F T ML 32 0 %7 T H
W e 2 ¥ F 5 # je2_Schlumberger 7 &7 B Petrel e T it 4 ¥
3% Rutherford % 2 i¥ %2 & % ¢ Dynamic 3D & Acacia & fF T o £ 0 F 32
¥ B~ Rutherford % A % 22 f7 3 42 en2i]id- o

AL KR
1. “District Court did not Err in Disqualifying Counsel in Patent Infringement
Suit,” IPO Daily News. 2016 & 9 * 20 p >

2. Dynamic 3D Geosolutions LLC, ACACIA Research Corporation, ACACIA
Research Group LLC, v. Schlumberger Limited (Schlumberger
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N.V.),Schlumberger Holdings Corporation, Schlumberger Technology
Corporation., Fed Circ. 2015-1628, 2015-1629., 2016 # 9 * 12 p -
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1. *“Under totality of Circumstances Patent Owner’s Actions Demonstrated
Substantial Controversy for Declaratory Suit, ” IPO Daily News. 2016 # 9
H 9 B o

2. Asia Vital Components Co., Ltd., v. Asetek Danmark A/S., Fed Circ.
2015-1597.,/S

o- R%BE 2 EFBRN




	訴訟
	Deckers加入專利戰局
	禁反言適用於曾提出未經核准之修正的請求項
	利益衝突因素導致律師不得代理專利侵權訴訟
	依整體情況標準 (totality of Circumstance)，專利權人所為足以證實當事人間存有實質爭議，故他造得提起確認之訴


