o—- FBE A AT T

L e —

2012/1/26

22
[ BI]
CAFC I 51 ~ 223 ~ BB R382 (teaching-suggestion-motivation
test) IRT_ AL EHIE2Ba b A Ak 3 2RI AL LR
Falka b L F N TRREE Y4 2 K
Celsis In Vitro Inc ({5 4 Celsis) % %2 B % 7,604,929 5% {4 £ > %% 11
WE - LT EEEP (drug candidate) @ g T s 4K g iFme (£
AR ) S o B ERL A BT RE e 5 E S 2010 £ 6 7 >
Celsis = = f]z ' 2* %+ > % lu ¥t CellzDirect Inc.r2 % Invitrogen Corporation
(2 = @32 = % Life Technologies Corporation » & £ LTC) & 1) &g 3732 >
bty g SER EX Sl =g TR
BRI FIRE  F TR AL D4 B RB(L)% T ()R T
FR2ZAET Q)P F BT 2 T A4S KA F b K g o % 1 BEIRA > LTCHR
AETEN RIS S LBl 2o iR EEZE 5 2 2 75 (inequitable
conduct) edsE i.%#\ ET & Jldung 0 2 2 Iriule Celsis# i@ et 2. 38 4 hff
it Fa i LTCx:Z Celsisen® 4] 5 & 15 A 5 Lanbue o 2 2 1ili
FTREFPRESIEL LR FEF I F e E Y P LTCoh i B T T8 g
(second guessing and hindsight) ;> F1@ 3% 5 Celsisen® | 22t 85 m % L 5 32 %
F1F 2ot FAEZE 531 (75 ik ¥ 2 2R Celsistnd #0257
EATOF L Flpt g 2 2 it Celsist Bimenv ar o I % 21 48 2
Bl FNTREEFL T €I FTRRAF LT o4 2 £ JIEEHFT LA
o f 42 2 RAIE o S Celsisehfeps #1414 511 o LTCH IR g = 2 fr
WAHBET R AL A b A2 A s CAFCHR I 37 o
CAFC 5% » “,ﬁ% ke 22 ing LTC &3 & Jlandi|gret > 3% )
FFEEkm b Lfedts s CAFC s » d 2 3lzE= 1,;%6 I A E R ‘Li‘?iéé?—‘ﬁ
A2 1T o e 2 2y ML Celsis cn® | h2bagm b e e
1& Gajarsa ;2 F # I & CAFC #7iv2 24> 3n i CAFC LA w5 22
# KSR % - & #rivz b iz d)ide o TR LR RS pER-4p )
Lk > R E g~ aE R~ B 8IR3RE  (teaching-suggestion-motivation
test) o p ¢t > Gajarsa i F 4 i o A EFENEH L E B TR KRR
745 (clear and convincing evidence) -

7 &R : “Federal Circuit Upholds Patent Preliminary Injunction Finding That
Record Supported Likelihood of Success on Nonobviousness,” IPO Daily
News. 2012 # 1 * 10 p -

Celsis Vitro, Inc. v. CellzDiretc Inc., and Invitrogen Corporation, Fed Circ.
No0.2010-1547,2012 # 1 * 9 p -

Royal Philips Electronics NV#+Zoll Medical Corp.# 3! & Hw#
Royal Philips Electronics NV ( #§ # PHG) *+ 2012 # 1 * 5 p & & % [ 5
2R;x B ¥t Zoll Medical Corp.dt ) & 4g3rss > s £ B 15 - A% kb i

o

o

PHG *t 3554 ¢ # 7| Zoll Medical Corp.b’“r%il‘fé FIE-M 122 R k7| ek eb
§§§%g 6 ;igﬂ%:,\:;;:%g,;g[ ¢ & ZHE ,r/,/,,\ﬂ}fr:}rﬁA ﬁmul?;g;rég‘; \g»ﬁ A o#

G- BRI Rt




G- FR Ll AR .

L —

2012/1/26

frE bt R L E B oy p A ARSI R FR RNV B%%ﬂlw A
q-\jéf—:f)%"ﬁ"‘%ﬂ”“ EEE o o PHG £ & Zoll Medical Corp. /f n‘», e
PR RERE LA EFENEHL o

= # % & : “Philips Sues Zoll Over Infringement Claims on
Defibrillators,” Bloomberg. 2012 # 1 * 6 p -

<http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2012-01-06/philips-sues-zoll-over-infringem
ent-claims-on-defibrillators.htmlI>

CAFC: 5 A3k &’Emﬁ-‘kﬁ‘l 3 'g T

Streck Inc. % 2006 # 6 * 29 p P F P 2740 2 2 ¥t Research &
Diagnostic Systems, Inc./2 2 Techne Corporatlon (AfER&D) N ER &T
HI3EBA] (i L BA]) afrn o 5 B2 - fEdn gl ik chdljis > * 30
5 F‘JJ BOREn R ATt FEfE L 2 B g o R&D YEis K R o RN R
(declaratoryjudgment) Rk Epﬁ |2 H Kz o

FFmiEAE? > R&D A 5& 5B I T AR 0 (anticipated) ~ 1T > #ode
F}LIE#‘,Z@{“?%& Ul],lllé‘mﬁiﬁ-@l—’ vo2it kA E'f \"F T RIE A PR o %
Sw ot 2009 EH N3 ﬁvpiz (cross-motion) 14 g K T2 (summary
judgment) Streck Inc.z. # 3% = i FhEF%r B EEw 4’{1‘1’ £ 22 R&D &4 ;
R&D 2 & 3& B 4 38 4 5 R0 rh ﬂ?rm £ T~ T %ﬁm% LA W R U e
FPAVEGE Ek o B c‘ 15844 F;"-ﬁ‘é%"&" (misjoinder) fr & 3 5 7
moH ;; ERZEE 4800 4&.9 iy 2 i d (Dscr R&D 3% Streck Inc.
* A %k 4B 2 3-F9% (unasserted claim) & ‘ £k W) (2)5 v R&D e
el PR =2 Streck Inc. ¥ id- 2] 4 (3)85 ® R&D #7ajf2 ik 2|4 (Judgment
as a matter of Law, JIMOL) (4)55 = R&D £ #7%j- LJMOL PR i*urﬁdm‘% FEH
F57% 12(5)% R&D % 1A A #4] 4 - R&D # sz w2k s if v CAFC :},E:LP
7

CAFC %1 { 4 7t Streck Inc. A 4% D373 pF L R 975 %ﬁf‘ﬂ—]“uﬁi’ﬂﬁ i%

B - KN g J‘*EP‘T | @ I3 T\ﬁﬁ 1 RERE 2 R&D T T\fi JL
'*'T}; m 48 & oc 0 R&D & %#ﬁ il t;g%"ﬁ S A AR B 5 ‘}\Iﬁmlyl]
o CAFC B fs 1E .B‘.Jfff“ RIPEN 3—4}5 "im/LL’ TEARA ;‘%‘1\157
B FIL o A5k G RIE G 2R HRE&D B A A A E L o

4 kR : “No Case of Controversy Existed for Patent Claims Not
Asserted, "IPO Daily News. 2012 # 1 * 11 p -

Streck Inc., v. Research & Diagnostic Systems, Inc. and Techne Corporation,
Fed Cir. No. 2011-1044, 2012 # 1 * 10 p -

Eastman Kodak Co.ré'AppIe Inc. 2 23 # 1 BH#EHFN
Eastman Kodak Co. #2012 # 1 * 1 p w2 %" I' @gm 4l 3 Rl R
FRA%ET %L A € (International Trade Commission, ITC) % Apple Inc.r %

TETRDERFT A B{IHE AR F LT DL BER
& o gLt ’Eastman Kodak Co.ﬁégﬁ;zg?%%ﬂ;ﬁi Bl AR R Y
e g |

S- BRI EE AT




K

ERREES

So REE I EE R e
W) ! R T e

2012/1/26

TR ok R : “Kodak Sues Apple, HTC and Realigns,” The Wall Street
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	訴訟
	CAFC以教示、建議、動機測試法 (teaching-suggestion-motivation test) 認定系爭專利具非顯而易見性，維持地方法院認定原告具勝訴之可能性而同意發出臨時禁制令之判決
	Royal Philips Electronics NV對Zoll Medical Corp.提出侵權訴訟
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	即使曾存在應讓渡發明的僱傭契約，仍應以發明當時的僱傭關係和契約約定確定專利權的歸屬


