o—- FBE A AT T

L e ——

2014/3/6

SR
[#% B]
Samsungi &k DysonE#F & » 2 ;ﬁ—t?‘% % &
Samsung P w e iE B E Y R 3 gt Dyson # R 100 s g
¥ &2 373 o §5 % Samsung ¢t F E F]Dyson § £ 2013 £ 8 ' w B R F &2 [x
¥ Samsung 3 H ArdF G s R N B e R ] PRy 0 T &
11}1,%30—‘5 . E;ﬂ@fé | iFE P35 % Samsung 0 7 i Dyson fr a3 B P {8 p
7 hew 77x o
Samsung %fr;i; e HREAE L ENR T BERL yson [ERES I
ZTHEL RN EERR DT L & ?*“EBZ]—'%%’ Flen4 B v Dyson 3
%é’fﬁsﬁrEaﬁ R &£ -
AL KR
1. “Samsung Sues Dyson in Korea After Intolerable Patent Litigation,” IPO
Daily News. 2014 & 2 * 18 p -
2. “Samsung files $9.43mil. Suit against Dyson,” KoreaTimes. 2014 & 2 *
16 p -
<http://www.koreatimes.co.kr/www/news/tech/2014/02/133_151684.htmI>

[# #]
AL RREY FETVIELGUOE LB R IR0 g

ARB Corporatlon Ltd. (f§ # ARB) #_% ® % 5,591,098 ( fj #°098 35) %
Flze BJHEL > ZE - AL F TiA4% B (cylinder means) | 1@ w4 < 4
S (automoblle locking dlfferentlal) @ Ring & Pinion Service Inc. (f #
R&P) 5 %> Hp= 8 7 ¢ 5 Ziplocker érgf 2 13 B » R&P ik v F 5 V1 &
EREN £ lP S S | RS

IR BIREARY 0 A 3 3Rk (summary judgment) o B i R
i = ﬁz T AT B AR A Ap 098 BLE IR 1o e &
FE AT RRALA N ﬁﬁﬁrbgéﬁaﬁammé&aﬁhaﬁﬁﬁ
H o oB i T3F098 %{E—’w} R Y G kLA Wm,m 47 2 ﬁ“rf“
Py L0 @y ivifad e s gL BN RIESNFT
(means plus-function) @ 3 > T ik %E ~ Eatgp H & )¢ Fpre FHRIFL > PIH
FERIEIrIBE Hangt 7 o kis » B IRin: > RY %ﬂ-iﬁ';‘ PFenv Fp LT A
;}ik",f BWE L > L E ANIEE ;45—1 ,‘f’]@fﬁ‘l‘&l% T AaE Bt U] 0E 2 4 e
(vitiation) » 2z 8 3F R&P &k B4 Tid-2| iR » ARB ST+ 72 CAFC -

CAFC % 51 » £ 5 2|57 £ F 27 75}'1:{‘ AR LA TIEL
MG BEHE Y > PR TR F_qu,-;mﬂ,., B FEELTIEL R
FEEria 5 4 e # B8 R&P #1417 3% 5 CAFC 54 end| b k& F19 LR IE=
ke * o CAFC R R&P%;}Eﬂﬁl *2Z 2] o CAFC £ 1 0 48 B
ﬂMW;ﬁé’%mmﬁbiﬁﬁé%%%a@ﬁ?miéé@%%%mmﬁ
o BRSNS LG BeE s Eéi.ff*fi& 7= CAFC fptghlr 3 g iz o i
CAFC 7 Jr &3 Fasd s Flpt -1 17 k& % 2 W&+ B4R 4 » CAFC % 7 >
% 2x i X k)b o F 2o & rafidpitiz e £ A 3397 §uTs
—'gf %395 iz 2% (legal determination) » st 5 3 P et kG T4 J5 0 wdt

G- RRE IR EE At




.,

AREES

e BEE R EE AT \\\ﬁ

L e ——

2014/3/6
W R B w8 TR R PR ] B 3F ARB dp 4 R&P R T k] g

TR kR

1. “Foreseeability of Equivalent did not Preclude Patent Infringement under
Doctrine of Equivalents,” IPO Daily News. 2014 & 2 * 20 p -

2. Ring Pinion Service Inc. v. ARB Corporation Ltd., Fed Circ. 2013-1238.
2014 & 2 % 19 p -

CAFC 22 (En Banc) & » FFZ =% £ #7r%3 ® (de novo
review) ¥ % 14 Bl R4

Lighting Ballast Control ( s # Lighting Ballast) # w45 4 a4 % 3 = 2 o
% Universal Lighting Technologies ( i #- ULT) a‘ﬁ FHEEFG nF @] 5
5,346,529 5.5 ]z (1T {529 A ) p L EBAA- fEG M2
ETF X LBRP T F o B RFIRS ;.1:;’529 %i;ﬂ’» SR Sl r?ﬁm
£ g (voltage source means) ;> *t 35 U.S.C. § 112 % 6 78 3L 7' 4] » ¥ ¥
i ULT 3‘»529%&,%? F]AZ » 35 U.S.C. 8§ 112 % 6 78 R 2" U] A & »e 2
U BERPE (Judgment as a matter of law) » & 5 f1*% Lighting Ballast 321 /4 >
= ULT +3x3 CAFC -

CAFC 3 s RALKE - LK * 3% 2 /> 35 US.C. 8112
FORRLAUN R A AP E 2 ¢ 0 XLy HREHE Y Gk E R
F]A P FER & T4 e Buiad) ULT &4 an2) o b k5 {8 d Lighting Ballast
% CAFC # ! 23323 % » ¥ ¥ %5 CAFC 32 o

PR R F G > X «hﬁ“ 1998 # CAFC e Cyber Corp. v. Fas
Technologies InC.— %3t 2 LB RS #7182 2 F PFoTaean®ih 5 ¢ 3% 4 #
Blfafafs 2 &4 * CAFC ® 32§ HEATE % > » & Jf kL
Bk w or ) e o £ Lighting Ballast £ & CAFC f& s H 3£3% % #r3% = 0
o 3R B a5k 0 Yt Ko ’3‘-%”} FREF LT E AT R
;@ ) 7% CAFC 2% » A% @md 2 & o bl ~ 5B RG ¥ 3% HI g RE 3

NE A EATFIR g eh s a2 e CARC i end s 2 5] ¥ il 33 Cyber
— kR A ) L|ght|ng Ballast » /2 4% ) (& B ¥ r,t,mv' FE I EEE €
REFFUAEABZEFNFLE TIPSR {1E A%k 518 CAFC 11 6
e 4 eyde LIF»LH,E‘.#*& f’aﬂ b e T

ALK R
1. “En Banc Federal Circuit Declines to Change De Novo Standard for
Reviewing Patent Claim Construction,” IPO Daily News. 2014 & 2 * 24

E] o

2. Lighting Ballast Control LLC, v. Philips Electronics north America
Corporation, and Universal Lighting Technologies, Inc., Fed Circ.
2012-1014.2014 # 2 * 21 p o

G- RRE IR EE At




	訴訟
	Samsung主張Dyson濫訴並向其請求賠償金
	系爭產品具申請時可預見的均等手段不阻卻均等論的適用
	CAFC全院審理 (En Banc) 後，拒絕改變重新審理 (de novo review) 申請專利範圍的規範


