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1. “ITC Failed to Consider Secondary Considerations Evidence that Apple’s
Patent Claim for Touchscreen would not have been obvious,” IPO Daily
News.2013 # 8 * 8 p o

2. Apple Inc. v. International Trade Commission and Motorola Mobility, Inc. ,
Fed Circ. 2012-1338.,2013 # 8 * 7 p -
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1. “Award of $1.6 Million in Patent Suit Costs and Attorney Fees against
Spangenberg Company Upheld,” IPO Daily News. 2013 # 8 * 12 p -

2. Taurus IP, LLC System Technologies, LLC, and Orin IP,LLC and Erich
Spangenverqg, V. Daimlerchrysler Corporation, Chrysler Financial, LLC,
and Daimler Chrysler Company, LLC, AND Chrysler Holding, LLC. and
Mercedes-Benz USA, Inc. and Chrysler Group LLC., Fed Circ.
2008-1462,-1463,-1464,-1465. 2013 # 8 * 9 p o
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1. “$8.4 Million Attorney Fee Award Based on Patent Litigation Misconduct
Upheld,” IPO Daily News. 2013 # 8 * 14 p -

2. Monolithic Power Systems, Inc. v. 02 Micro International Ltd., Fed Circ. No.
12-1221,2013 # 8 * 13 p o
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	以惡意提出訴訟一方於敗訴後，須支付勝訴的一方訴訟代理人費
	原告因不正當訴訟行為 (litigation misconduct) 應負擔被告訴訟費用


