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1. “Mediator Breached Obligation to Disclose Prior Relationship but Breach
Did Not Warrant Relief from Judgment in Patent Suit,” IPO Daily News.
2014 # 6 * 25 p -

2. Ceats, Inc. v. Continental Airlines, Inc., Alaska Airlines, Inc., Horizon Air
Industries, Inc., Delta Air Lines, Inc., Jetblue Airways Corporation, United
Air Lines, Inc., Virgin America, Inc., US Airways, Inc., Ticktemaster, Llc,
Ticketsnow.com, Inc., and Live Nation Worldwide, Inc. and Airtran
Airways, Inc., Fed Circ. 2013-1529. 2014 # 6 * 24 p -
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R kR : “Does a former Employee Have Inalienable Rights to Royalties in a
Service Invention,” IP_Factor. 2014 # 6 * -
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_ﬁi % I (European Court of Justice, ECJ) p = #1 1% dl enijdv > 3t
L lf—‘J-_gF«}ﬂ}g&"!gﬁdq.\qA,ﬁggﬁ‘y;ﬁ’ﬁ ,LL—”&%E%_;TT;

Karen Millen 22 Dunnes Stores » 355 px & 4 M R4 che 2 > Karen Millen
2005 #FH A - HiERThE2 4 &“1%‘« F 2ok & 8 324 Dunnes Stores
PLE - 2006 # > Dunnes Stores »t i @l % B JRAF (530 H-da d 3 px & o Karen
Millen 32 5 Dunnes Stores z_ # B {7 5 © 2% H zbzxp F% *Léyﬁ + ; Dunnes
Stores k2 A E BRYECEARNS Es - R AP FIRFEJEG RO KT R &
# - i&2- H @ 3 > Dunnes Stores % i W B PR AF 4 2 b (|nd|V|duaI
character) » T ZE A rBE P G > 230 ke B R T A G AR 0 A B
I sE= T 13 ; P %F'J?Ji’“ﬁ »r2_ & % 2_— ot *}>Dunnes Stores 3 = Karen
Millen & f 3 2P 50 B PRA&F & 5 BhiF|d2 %FE.F' T o

ECJ 32 %7 > & £ Karen Millen #& &5 3 3&:%3‘: MiEREE e A 9T
oIS EAEA A FRERE S LRP BT LG b B 05 A
ThFEap B i@ o

2

R kR ¢ “Unregistered design rights and the burden of proof,” Novagraaf.
2014 #6 * 24 p -
<http://www.novagraaf.com/en/news?newspath=/Newsltems/en/unregistered-
design-rights-and-the-burden-of-proof>
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7R kR “SPC availability may depend on what a component does, not how
it is described,” Potter Clarkson. 2014 # 6 * 30 p -
<http://www.potterclarkson.com/update/309/>
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