o- F'2E A2 EF AT

2016/4/14

2Ry
[ R
LG i# #]i& 3 Core Wireless Licensing 1% 41 4&

Core Wireless Licensing = # WA £ 4 ¢ i“’ = ' Conversant Intellectual
Property Management # = ¢+ & & > B 455 3% § 2G ~ 3G~ AGLTE & Lk
Core Wireless Licensing % # * £ Rip 7 LG = H - A EA S 4% 2 5 &
Flop LG 20 P35 LG RA {3505 F ~arppif & o ¥ 2t ’Core
Wireless Licensing 7# w3 i 5k » A A LG gk d (L2 X ) = &4 -
* )‘-} L& £ 4110 # &~ k4F 1§ Core Wireless Licensing -

AR X ,ﬁ-a g LG #4141 & §.@# * $|% 5 2 JellyBean ~ KitKat 4r
Lollipop % st > @ LGG2 ~ LGG3 §r LGG4 =24 it i ©

TR KR LG G3/G4 4 Jlizk 350 % £ & ¢ FAih A 4R, 2016 £ 3
129 p - <http://www.chinaipmagazine.com/news-show.asp?id=19226>

Nike # = #¢ B4 e flie & FRAk JIREHR

Nike B 3 & 4 Bk SiLm2nsl 0§90 W4 IRl § Bestwinn (247
SEFBAENT 27 ) B EEFE o Nike &7 ,F-Z; BA @
MEN e P EREREE AN 2 Nike #7 & leni@d - -
o [ S > 20 IJ’V/Q’—L,%'N

Nike # 2 e+ 2 8575 - Nike ¥ et 23227 /HMP 2Rl
G v ReEL A - L8 REAS 0 ¢ 45 Flyknit k 7¥e4% o @ Nike ;}sg
2013 -&,T‘F'wr.f}x i ]‘Lf%iig_f}:v}g R R 1o r LUEIIE 8- /M;q%t\ HAREL ¥
BEQLE AP M A R 2o f FANHEE Rt @ EREE .
Nike tu,uLpfrr,%j\xjg o FF R R TR ARAB OO SEL A L
1 3E B EE o

T kiR o Mk P EEEE R AL JIR Y RAos A 4R, 2016 £ 3
29 p o <http://www.chinaipmagazine.com/news-show.asp?id=19225>

Google 7 AdWords 2 &3 GeoTag 2 » 2 % His 1|
GeoTag, Inc. (#§ # GeoTag) = % W% 5,930,474 (f§ 474 52) % 12
BAEA 2474 LBl A BEEAHASHTREY o RERT T
BB 2 E o A IR 43t GeoTag *t 2010 & » 48 ! L % # 2 (District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas) # ! 10 ¢ &7 » 2 4 300 74 ¥ (4
4 ¢ ¢ 35 Google % # )- Google “g T+ 1 £ X + [= (District Court for the
District of Delaware) # 11 % ] & »c & A & 4 chfx 32 2 7 (declaratory
judgment) - GeoTag 7 # !} Google 7 AdWords A 2 * & 4’474 5% {l4g = &
2 F 77> Google PIE— 4 & b e B 4T4A L8 15 o ? B AT 474508
FlenTr -2 (summary judgment) & 9 E F T EE S o 2 0 AT
GeoTag w16 " K % & Fadk I3 m S 97474 ¥ 42373 o
AEEHEDHIIPRE ARSI AP AP RARNEAHNTHEEEE G F 5
fZ1# (subject matter jurisdiction) (1) Google # 1 o if ;e 2| A Fa2 % - 12

= wdy

- BEJIE BT a0




o- F'2E A2 EF AT

2016/4/14

774 (First Amended Complaint) ~ (2) GeoTag # ! Google & 2 474 5% J|2
Fr oo fud (s e dl Google A 3474 5L flz2 W H gy B
AdWords i‘»ﬁ‘ iﬁc?‘{@n\% LBEFRBEITH RS Bk FENEE > T2
YATA LR AR AU B EEFINETHRE - 72 0 AdWords #4 {7 > #ic
LY I e N L moGeoTag * PR’“ﬁZ e B4 373 CAFC o

= PR it Google A #1474 5% 4 B e 24 o

CAFC % 125305 AdWords T A F >5'474 5. % Fi% }‘dﬁ 1 F" kit e &
it £4F (dynamic replication) | i&78 "4 £ > 3% L4 #3’4*'5::1—\7\ E AL 4
shin R e g 6> A2 5 TAR U ik MT\:F RIS E € BRIk
% {8 g EI fﬁﬁTiﬂﬁQ)‘% > /—?’ﬁ*ﬁ ..‘Lav ° 'r & AdWords & |_fal )3 E A B pLle

LT o N 2R A OTHENGR R HE ‘%% o m 2EICATA BLE
TIANR RS BRERRE S FAEMALR AR LS RERARE S -
CAFC i&- #H4f v » GeoTag H 4crjp b 2 563K 4 7 &> .1 » CAFC + ;a4

P dl Google A ¥'474 5L & 1 iz 48 e - o

Rl

TR kR
1. “Google’s Adwords did not Infringe Geotag’s Patent Claims for
Geographic Searching,” IPO Daily News. 2016 # 4 * 6 p -

2. Microsoft Corporation, Taleo Corporation, Google Inc., v. Geotag, Inc.,
Fed Circ. 2015-1140.2016 £ 4 * 1 p -

EEA REFERRY K TS RBALRBIRLF T xR ?
1990 & #v e (237> g'fnj BREFNT ARL O P r/{ 2 et b A
\’Jr/[’:)3 r‘]*’* R i%% |/\’ff§f1pl #{t»lro;k1*1é‘% CAFC 1999 & i*
VE Holding Corp. V. Johnson Gas Application - % ¥ i—,g, IS R
ZEREER I REFVARS L HA P ER (personal jurisdiction) » @ + 3% %] -
ﬁm@’iiﬁ'%?u%%?i&f AR E L VAL 42T D L o

=

M % "@rgﬁﬁﬁﬁbﬁfmhhﬁikﬁ’” FOR AL 2 R4 R
o3 8 BCLR B (minimal connection) 2o & R E o dp E o Y L R
—vuﬁ. 2HAIARE A A F Lo AT AR ARSERET B e e

Gl AR P R N L R B BRI R B R e § TR
THETE ll:‘in}%‘f % 2 ;’;E_F FER g AL BAIRAG anlSd o
WHEFEEE oo Flopt o R FFIE N L F 2 A b JlEfEFFD - F 2015
R S N R S ﬂ ) 2,500 © chk gy ko B2 EFTRAE
J g F 1 45% o

REpw3 EF R gl REROES & E > % % Kraft Foods
Group Brands LLC # fgt+ X ¥ <% TC Heartland LLC BB A EEHIE

AT g g 7R r’v’ﬂTC Heartland LLC 2 38 H ** g 3 VT A2 F ¥ F o ¥ ¥ 3%
B FF R R A ﬁiﬁ%*ﬂm@&,u%m’””“¢ﬁﬁﬁw’
TC Heartland LLC w CAFCH I ' R AP I+ RS v BEZE T g

&N“éﬁﬁhgﬁ’ﬂ$%%ﬂé&§ﬁ%ﬁ2m1ﬁﬁﬁﬂ§%%
(Clar|f|cat|on Actof 2011) &40 % FiFH R L TR 40 Tip2 B8 F Rt

2.2 @ a5k E Wﬁlg = Tx4R 1990 & @ efk i ("F*"Es‘f f'il*ﬁ’ Py -ﬂ%i\%
i ;‘é ®o#-o 7 47 A (corporate residence) & i o 7 :rf = (place of

- AL AR EF A




- WEERIEEESAST W N
i / L \\\\\\\\ AN e

2016/4/14

incorporation) ik & 2§ ) CAFC % 2016 # 3 ' 2.3 P?%zﬂ’ v #& | 3% 3R A8 1%
ZEBM B2 E 0 30 2011 EEIR R R ATR A Y 0 A R
NPT TR DE g o i TC Heartland LLC s ik & ﬁ‘ %% 7 J1x TC
Heartland LLC » & ik’ A @i TP B iR x*ﬂ“‘ i §REM o B od g A
¥ 5 7GR AT O %ﬁnjx,\fgﬁfrfati}ﬁ%?sbgiﬁ@
e x’r‘*l‘m#&:”& 78 e

oo FREPEATE YRR FERRE > £ 2016 £ 3 7 17 p &
42016 g g ey Kﬁz F - RMEEE (Venue Equity and Non Uniformity
Elimination act of 2016) - ;%2 & e 7 5 "W & JI B 770 305 2o Iadk
LR R RE l‘mﬁ& 2 iR ARy B o X RGRIRTTG - B S AR
% (Innovation Act) hF %2 % > %2 P 247 R D B IR g e 2

"/F o

TR KRR

1. *“Article Examiners Possible Changes to Venue Rules in Patent Suits,”
IPO Daily News. 2016 # 3 * 31 p -

2. “The Lone Star State’s Patent Footprint May Shrink With TC Heartland
Case,” Forbes. 2016 # 3 * 30 p -

[f #]
KB £ & %4 (surface decoration) 3 ¥ £ €8
Magmatic 4+ w & B F % /% [ ¥ PMS International # ! g7
PMS International 7 Kiddee 7% 4% 2 # Trunki {7 % 45 cnzep ;!{** F1
(Registered Community Design, RCD) - & Magmatlc YL RERS o R E T E
B2 % iE42¢ > PMS International AR E B 2R e 4 gi s
PELA L AR KR EREE e o m R ’/T/z}’mp?& EREURE SR
Ear AERCRHRT o Rt E R 2RI S PMS 2 Kiddee 7% 452 %%
Magmatic 7 Trunki 7 % 4% 3% 7 P & £ & (sufficiently different) » cda§s 38
e e SR PR
AEEFIFIEFREFEREE 0 BRE&FE RS ¥ Magmatic 0 Trunki

CE—\}“’

~

[ nd
£

347 &L,ﬁ‘ Lap FIRFEJINFERE PR LR T ERESE
BOEATE R DERE IR > A & B PMS International ehi7 £ 45 0 BIF & R
Fo o HEAT NE R fm &0 SF W ATl e B UF Fa Bk (4 ) PMS International 7 Kiddee
{7 £ 45 T A ¥ Magmatic 7 Trunki s07 % mg_;\ BRG] od BB 2 it

b
ﬁHF?é P AR R AR A RRR T L

Magmatic's RCD Magmatic’s Trunki case PMS" Kiddee Case

- WL 2 T




Lo BRIl EE

2016/4/14

Tk kiR © “Supreme Court Ruling Deals blow for UK Design Rights,” Rouse.
2016 # 37 9p o
<http://www.rouse.com/magazine/news/supreme-court-ruling-deals-blow-for-u
k-design-rights/>

n- RREfIEEF AT




	訴訟
	LG遭判侵害Core Wireless Licensing的專利權
	Nike首次對中國大陸製鞋企業提起專利侵權訴訟
	Google的AdWords未侵害GeoTag之地理檢索技術專利
	專利權人得濫行選擇德州東區地院提起侵權訴訟之情形，可能改變？
	設計侵權比對，表面裝飾 (surface decoration) 為考量重點


