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FE—E R OB EBIC IV TIE, B— O RFFFRIEE IS U CIRVBERI & 2
L EER LD, ENENOREEN, TNENERR DA L, AT
LAORIAT 2856 Th > T Kt DRl 7280, #ilH &k Oy D50
PERERHT I 5> TN DR BT, FERMICER R S T RFFEN ML TH D Lk
WMOTDZ LIRS THD, LR, Koo' v a v AlZBnWT
W, Bexld, 2O L0 IR T 5, B2 v a U BIZBWTE, Fix
W, B —ORFFHEIL, BHEIFTHRE OFRIZIB N TENENDFEF DR %
L DR TEBURNR N B 5T 5 &0 ) BN R EEZBEICS 2 TR Y,
Fio, BHPNIIMIZHZ S LIEWESZEO BT EMAH D & HET D,
LT TEOR L A=) ko T, Bk, e L7 ERIEIC ko

6 TER L N— LW HFEIC DWW Tk, Fx 1L, Pam Samuelson &Y Suzanne
Scotchmer 7> 5 B 2517 T 5, See Samuelson & Scotchmer, supra note 149, at 1581.
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TR ESND Z LT 0 R 0@ E ORI E RO b & W o 7RI
B Z L LIS, Rl EOHNEROWE 2 ZET 5 Z L3 WHETH
Do BV aryCIZRWTIHRA2MY | FR&e) HHEFRIKEIX L, FEErB
RERET D &V ARROEENIETT 2R H 5, BIRKEIKIL,
ﬁ%%@@’%%éﬁé’aﬁﬁﬁéﬂﬁvﬂ%®§<%%¢¢57n

WD LD ThHD, Foxld, BHPNE, Hx RPEZEITT LE—DREF
HEZRERE S 5 LV 0 ZOHREBNIEE LT IER b nE kT 5,

A, ERRORFFFES

ROk 2 ZRBORI 2L BT D RE & LR, EERERRIC R D FF
AR ERL T2 2L TH D Z LIEE 9 T TH RV, ELMICITRTE
BHE—THYH, B—DENEEICLY TANMESTE&TO LD MR
T L DITHEFI STV D, BERIE, FEDEED =— XX LAFRF
Bl G S5 2 IOV THELEZRD TE /o, WENFEMITHIZY | &

FETOEEMFFFICONVTORFREIMZER L™, Y =X
U 7 EEGOMAGE T L D EH A0 —E O FERAVE T 2 BN EEN D
PRAE L', EFAT AT 2R 2 RO LITRE9 5 2 & 248k L18°\
NAFXT 7 ) uo—OFEIET 5 B IEEZEM LS, £,
FASTERRAE S DB e A EAH L7, £, SR, #
BIRDRFFC & 2Rl 2 R OERIC L Mli5E LW, BEDEXICI T

" Diamond v. Chakrabarty, 447 U.S. 303, 309 (1980); see also Agreement on Trade—
Related Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights (ZRRRTAHE D S BEE Ol 2 B4~
HWTE), Apr. 15, 1994, art. 27(1), 33 I.L.M. 81, 93-94 (quoting S. Rep. No. 1979, at 5
(1952)) (HARDOIREIZOWTCEERNT 2 Z &< FFFra B 2 LN TEH L2 EFEL
TW%.) [BIF, TRIPS fiE].

18 See 35 U.S.C. 155-156 (2000).

™ See id. 271(e) (2000).

180 See id. 287 (2000).

! See id. 103(b) (2000).

? See id. 273(a)(3) (2000).

183 See Semiconductor Chip Protection Act (-3 {AF v 7 R3#%), 17 U.S.C. 901-914

%

%
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RO PR OHER % 5 2 5 FEPiE DS OB HIE L2, S 51T,
HERL. TRW) RETRERE AL, RO 7ZFIHIC W CRFOFR
AR L2, Zhbid, —RA7RIENEEL RrEOREEICHEAT 2
BRI DA T D &3 5 BRI R TEF IO LIS 3wn Lzl Td 2,
I, ERITEFFEESN TV AMOERIZ LY | BV R AFERFFO
HIAYEDIEHEN LT SN D H, XL, 77 U F 2 (Claritin) (ZBI$ D RF#F
PILEEND Z LT/,

2L OMRFIX, V7 MU= T HEEICBITARHIO=—X % BB L T
FHEAZWET DHERH D ETRLTND, FITIE, V7 by =TRTFE
ERFREYTH D LT H2ELH VS £/, AV F—F v b EVXR
AFERHFIZOVTOAREYN THH LT HELH LS, 5, Y7 by

(2000).

181 See Plant Variety Protection Act (FE#)ShFEfRi#E), 7 U.S.C. 2321-2583 (2000);
Rebecca S. Eisenberg, Reexamining Drug Regulation from the Perspective of Innovation
Policy (2003) (working paper, on file with the Virginia Law Review Association) (%3 %h0
BHAE ST R 2 Aih 3 % 7= O R  BUE R (PR 2 5- 2 5 FDA D% <
DBUE %171, ) ; see also Plant Patent Act of 1930 (19304 DREMFFFFIE) , 35 U.S.C.
161-164 (BEFERORFFEZERM.) .

1% See 35 U.S.C. 155A (2000). FAHJ7Z2KFFFIEDIRMEIT DWW TIX, Robert Patrick
Merges & Glenn Harlan Reynolds, The Proper Scope of the Copyright and Patent Power,
37 Harv. J. Legis. 45, 46-50 (2000) % £,

186 See Business Method Patent Improvement Act of 2000 (20004E 0 &' 2 S5 VEAF#F
L), H.R. 5364, 106th Cong. (&Y% A JFHEEEFFIZ OV T O BRI 2 R AEZ 1]
22.); Patent Fairness Act of 1999 (19994 D 4§FFATERR) , H.R. 1598, 106th Cong. (7
TV F NI AR OER 4. ) ; Kristin E. Behrendt, The Hatch-Waxman Act:
Balancing Competing Interests or Survival of the Fittest?, 57 Food & Drug L.]J. 247, 253
(2002) (7 7 V) F RO HM OIERZ OV T, ) -

187 See, e.g., Samuelson, supra note 156 ([FEROFH, Mk, BIEMR OFERITIESL
TaTTEDA ) T e—a L ERHET D DITRTFHEREE Lho), BilEE R
LTW5.).

188 See, e.g., Matthew G. Wells, Internet Business Method Patent Policy, 87 Va. L. Rev.
729, T70-73 (2001) (o > Z—3 v MIBHA 51 /) Tx—2a AL TE YR A
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=TI OW TP LM oS #Y Th 5 Lik~28 b b
B, Em, AR E XL T LD ELH LN, TRHOHIL, #
HIFTILR PR AL O R ) L9 2 Hik & 3R ie o725k TY 7 b
T TICHEATRETH D ETRLTWDY, FERIC, BF5EE ORI,
NAFT o ) aP—ix, ME OFREDOHRHEIMET D N EPRET 2808 H
07T S AT 7 ) a P — ORI O BT R 2 R R DL — L

TEFFFZ D Z L2V TOHEGH ST OERIZ OV TR E TN D).

189 See, e.g., Peter S. Menell, Tailoring Legal Protection for Computer Software, 39 Stan.
L. Rev. 1329 (1987) (Bl ORI DWW Tim LTV 5. ); Samuelson et al., supra note
21, at 2310-12 CRFFFE KR OEEMEE & OFE TR R BB O AIEE L T 5.).
ET BRI DIRZEIZ OV T Lester C. Thurow, Needed: A New System of Intellectual
Property Rights, Harv. Bus. Rev., Sept.—Oct. 1997, at 94 (Y 7 b U = 7 HEHE K O3 A
FT 7 )R V—EEICONTR TN D,) 2B,

b —iRICIE, EEIE. YT by =T ORWERY A 7V E YT b=
THREFOREHIR AT 5 L2 EMET 20D THH ERBLTVD, ZhiZ
B4 23w & L C. John C. Phillips, Sui Generis Intellectual Property Protection for
Computer Software, 60 Geo. Wash. L. Rev. 997 (1992); Leo J. Raskind, The Uncertain
Case for Special Legislative Protecting Computer Software, 47 U. Pitt. L. Rev. 1131
(1986); Pamela Samuelson, Modifying Copyrighted Software: Adjusting Copyright Doctrine
to Accommodate a Technology, 28 Jurimetrics J. 179 (1988); Richard Stern, The Bundle of
Rights Suited to New Technology, 47 U. Pitt. L. Rev. 1229, 1262-67 (1986); cf. Cohen &
Lemley, supra note 140, at 3 (5552 WA 2 AFICHEAT 5 Z L #EHEL, U /S—
ALy V=T ) T ERHET D HIEICOWTHIRE L TW5,); Julie E. Cohen,
Reverse Engineering and the Rise of Electronic Vigilantism: Intellectual Property
Implications of “Lock—Out” Technologies, 68 S. Cal. L. Rev. 1091, 1179 (1995) (¥ 7 k
U = 7RISR LRI AR T e 7 T~ — ORI T A L EAREL TS, );
Richard H. Stern, Tales From the Algorithm War: Benson to Iwahashi, It’s Deja Vu All
Over Again, 18 AIPLA Q.J. 371, 395 (1991) (same).

91 See, e.g., Dan L. Burk, Copyrightability of Recombinant DNA Sequences, 29
Jurimetrics J. 469 (1989) (/XA AT 2 / 0 V—IBIT B 1RIL, HIEHEFLOR#ED
5% LT % & 3288, ) ; S. Benjamin Pleune, Trouble With the Guidelines: On Urging
the PTO to Properly Evolve with Novel Technologies, 2001 J.L. Tech. & Pol’y 365 (DNA
DWW TOROERZRIT D Z & &2 ER,).
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LR ST DETRETHD LRET HELH D, Fio, HRED
HZiX, HAEDONAAL AT 7 ) 0 P—OFFIIETMEE 2 B ARk
T RETHHETERTIDEL DD, BT, XA ATV /av—0ks
FACOWTIEBIRE R 2B LY, B MED ALK 35— DNA

192 2 5 LTZRRIZOW T OHEHIF 22 551122 CTlE, Dan L. Burk, Biotechnology
and Patent Law: Fitting Innovation to the Procrustean Bed, 17 Rutgers Computer & Tech.
LJ. 19N EZ M, N~ 4T 7 7 v o—REICBET D& Lorv—ii, A9
FHITIEO B MEIZ DWW TOEY NS B W T— A 72 L — L)y B BRI T L C
W5, 35 U.S.C. 103(b) (2000).

19 See, e.g., Dan L. Burk, Patenting Transgenic Human Embryos: A Nonuse Cost
Perspective, 30 Hous. L. Rev. 1597, 1600, 1658-65 (1993) (A DOHfRIc 2 525 =
LR USRI E A0 e ikim 2 BBBA. ) ; Mark O. Hatfield, From Microbe to Man, 1
Animal L. 5, 6, 9 (1995) (/A 472 / v U —IZBF 2850 PIcix, WA ek

DL RIE LR NED L 35 & EHE ) ; Kojo Yelpaala, Owning the Secret of

Life: Biotechnology and Property Rights Revisited, 32 McGeorge L. Rev. 111, 200 (2000)
(i ERAY 72 B IV, TR AR O BRI S 2 2Tl 72 L TV A5 TH > Th .,
R 52T 5 LT HA BB LT RETHDH & FIR,). DNA BFNZXIT 5
RFRFA AT SR B 37 0 B O & LT, Eisenberg & Merges, supra note 164%
S,
194 See, e.g., Hodges, supra note 160, at 835 (/NA 477 J v U —FFrHeR 1, HEYE
HI7R BB DR &2 R D H D~ & TIEZARW L K. ) ; Janice M. Mueller, The
Evolving Application of the Written Description Requirement to Biotechnological
Inventions, 13 Berkeley Tech. L.]J. 615, 633-49 (1998) (/XA 4T 7 ) a P —pEH~D
AR 720 N G- 2 5 5T DWW TR, ) 5 Harris AL Pitlick, The Mutation on the
Description Requirement Gene, 80 J. Pat. & Trademark Off. Soc’y 209, 222-25 (1998)
(Regents of the University of California v. Eli Lilly & Co., 119 F.3d 1559 (Fed. Cir. 1997)
K OVBA = 844 &2 g6 ); Cliff D. Weston, Chilling of the Corn: Agricultural
Biotechnology in the Face of U.S. Patent Law and the Cartagena Protocol, 4 J. Small &
Emerging Bus. L. 377, 389-92 (2000) (WIAMEZIE 2 itH). )

NAFT 7 7 P —ORHIEECET 2 FRIT, 9&[‘" 1. FEMEATREEIC B
LEETHY . FMEEFEOEO R Z RARIC LTS & 2FmIc L Tix
VA F %28, Mark D. Janis, On Courts Herding Cats: Contending with the “Written
Description” Requirement (and Other Unruly Patent Disclosure Doctrines), 2 Wash. U.
J.L. & Pol’y 55 (2000).
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BLHDRFF DO REHIRT RETH D LRETI2HLH D, FEE X
HEHGKEIX L PTO #BHET XX Z &9 HDHWE, Wi momﬁ%ﬁl
KAEBETREZ LEOEL R EEREZT> TES,

FEFFEDOBIEIZ T TOEEL, FraFERERIC L > TR R E K
FETHOTHDZ LIZXTHIURORIETH D, FrEFORFERIZIFIL,
TR TRNANAFT I ) aP— b F o @O BRI D B
W DDEHEFWIZIBNT, O THR ST BDTH DL, LiehisT,

AR 7o S BV T, Rl BRI X 2 T o sE ) Ui Ze 1 vk
YTATEEZDEDICHEALEIND Z LT D THAHN,

UL, BIEOHFUTIBWTIE, A DREEZED = — X5k LRl B 4
BIRBICHES SE TV ZEICOWTTEEICR OINEL DEENR D
29, b AREETIENR DO TH D, G, MINFTEHOHE S B
ORTEIZET D HE (TTRIPs g 1) 13N ECS LT oI EES <
RO EIZET 5 EZMNEZE L THLIDTH LS, Ll BUTHIOSHT

1% See Karen I. Boyd, Nonobviousness and the Biotechnology Industry: A Proposal for a

Doctrine of Economic Nonobviousness, 12 Berkeley Tech. L.J. 311, 311-13 (1997).

19 See, e.g., Rai, supra note 120, at 838.

97 See id., at 838-44.

1% See Craig R. Miles, Goldilocks Patent Protection for DNA Inventions: Not Too Thick,

Not Too Thin, But Just Right, 2 Modern Trends in Intell. Prop. 3 (1998).

199 See supra notes 37-60 and accompanying text.

20 See Nancy Gallini & Suzanne Scotchmer, Intellectual Property: When Is It the Best

Incentive System?, in Innovation Policy and the Economy, supra note 125, at 51, 53, 71

(TR EEMER LT, BN ORI 5 LA E = — X & o X
INZRRFFT R&ETH D] & TR, ); Merges & Nelson, supra note 100, at 843; cf. Allison &

Lemley, Complexity, supra note 41, at 142-44 (RfaFid. 7R TEVEEBO LD L7

STETRY, Eiz, EENORFFHRIZLEDETEIT O3 % ATREME) B 5 & 1R, ).

20t F‘%F‘:' EHIER S 725 LG5 EBEMZRMBEICOWTO Y 7 hy =7 255

7=l 2OV TIE Rochelle Cooper Dreyfuss, Information Products: A Challenge to

Intellectual Property Theory, 20 N.Y.U. J. Int’l L. & Pol'y 897, 912-18 (1988) % &P,

202 See TRIPS, supra note 177, art. 27(1), at 93-94.
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TR Y | KETZ OFMITERIHE > TE b TiER 0, 2o
FUZDWTIE, EEFICOWTOMBIFERETT N Y 7 b =7 KOy
A TFEDRF IOV CREEER DL — L3 8 B BN A 2OV T B (A
HTH DY,

TNENDEEEG ORFHENEEN Th 728 LT, Fxld, <

ONOEENE ZDEZHTRBNEDTH D L ITHE L TV, H—IZ,

IFLL TN TN O EREIZB O TR P ANIZHERET 2 2N DN TOR
WIRBORMREZIT 5 Z &N TE B8, IEHEDME 2 DREZEIC & - THb) e
FrON— LV EFEISHET D2 2 LN TE 08 I DI OV TR Y
D H/BRNS, REHERICE D2 THOL L, FEOFRIIETLI LD
ThO, FEDr—ADORERICET D84 REREZHIRT HH, ik
BIZ LS TEHAEDITHIRT D ENTERNT—ANS r—2DHH %
ML FTBHHEOTH B, RFHmIL, HLVIEROIKEHE T2 L0 %,

203 See Burk & Lemley, Technology—Specific, supra note 4, at 1183-85 (B2 (2 KEVE
DI ZED TNEFT 5 TND Z EITOWTHBL).

204 See, e.g., Erwin J. Basinski, The European Union’s Proposed Directive on
Computer—Implemented Inventions: What Price “Interoperability”?, 3 World eCommerce
& IP Report (Aug. 2003).

05 REAEETRIL, BEEROEEICE A A BT E 3, FEFFHEE O RE R o Fi
BAIZ BT DRFFDO — R EEN W TR 72 & b H 5, See Louis Kaplow,
The Patent—Antitrust Intersection: A Reappraisal, 97 Harv. L. Rev. 1813 (1984) (£ %
N DPEZEIT DN T DRl 70 R ] & 5 E T 2 72 D O HL Y #AIAT DU TR
TlX7Z2 & L CTHEA, ). But see Frank Partnoy, Finance and Patent Length (Nov. 29,
2001) (working paper, on file with the Virginia Law Review Association). Partnoy (%, %
TFHIRIE. FEENIZBVWTORZLT, 8FFBE L TEORLIZL o THAETS
NEZREBLOTHDIC LD LT, LD ERITO VIERELEIL TS Lt
LT3, Partnoy, supra, at 1, 18-22, 28-33. Z Dt D EaEIL, HASE %2 MR
LTWA X9 ICBbNns, FrafFdehit ot nfifiid, SROBEKTH D08 LiL
TRV, ZOAENL, thOBERE & OBIRICIE W T, &FlE ORFRTITELL
TRWNGENRD D,

06 FEIEROEAT, —RAEBOZ Y M L L AL ST FEEICE S o A
DRI OV TOIRIRW DO —IB CTh D, Foxid, T O E Taldik224-25%
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eI & R O SR FIC BT D SUARICATIZ I T & 2 T OnTd—
AR E1T ) L TRV AR TH D,

WA, FEREICRRREE EEET I S IHY O EENEAR R, F
Too THEEMZ BIED 2810k d, BRIT. "M AT 7/ no—ROY 7
N 2T OHIR BT RO E b o722  OFEEIOWTZENEHT
LWEAZEE LT NER RN LT, Z0-n, Yk, EIK
f ALFEWE, T/ r 0RO EBRUBESOMOFERE LA TRE
BIOIERRLIL LD Z L2 D, D A2 W O RF SR O I 3
WCHME R RRRTE A R S ETRRIC o A I EEA 1 2 T D U BT O
HHE L, REOF LWERZAIRTNERS R 20 THD, —>
—ODHIEECOVTHRAETHIHEENINETEIY DR 2B 0
O, 29 LR XX DIEORBIIER RO LD THA ™, Zh
WX TEUTL DARMEIEMEICL Y LTI ENTE DM
NN, A Te—a ST 5 L0 0 BIRIZBW L, EICH
IEVD O TIHR, FE¥E L AEEOMOESIIBE®RTH Y | EmDmy
BT DHHDOTHDHI LD, ZLOBBIENRRELRDHTHAS D, il
FRELERERIT, WY 7 MU= T ORFEEE L0 flis7z LT 5,
ERMAFE T AT A Lid, BRI, BEXRG. WM AT/ m
T—ThHDHLEBEXDIEMTEDLN, INOLDOA /) T x—a &
FRRSTFT D nd Z iz SnWTERENR o EREASIND D
DEEBEZOND, NAAT 7 /B —KRY 7 "o =T7 DL ITRAIC

OARLIZBNT IV FHEMIZEH T T 5D,

0T F 7y ) a—EEOIENEOBFIEIZ OV T, Frederick A. Fiedler & Glenn
H. Reynolds, Legal Problems of Nanotechnology: An Overview, 3 S. Cal. Interdisc. L.]J.
593 (1995) =& [,

208 Cf. Marcel Kahan & Michael Klausner, Path Dependence in Corporate Contracting:
Increasing Returns, Herd Behavior, and Cognitive Biases, 74 Wash. U. L.Q. 347, 348
(1996) GRRAIC K VIEBHZ 5 2 LD EMGIEER Y RV =2 RE R LTS
L F9E.) . But see Lemley & McGowan, Networks, supra note 26, at 570-76 (Z 9 L7=
BHROERIZ OV TH 572D, ); Larry E. Ribstein & Bruce H. Kobayashi, Choice of
Form and Network Externalities, 43 Wm. & Mary L. Rev. 79, 128 (2001) (same).
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FRZ2DHDEEZ LI TWTHINN, SAFA v T r~T 47 AL T8
THIT ADREIZBIT RO ORI ICTFRL LARNnE 57
—REBRENDHENH D, Flo HEOEIGDA /) To— 3 VI,
BED GBI E TR - TNDH, EBIC, Bl 2R ERLEEN T 5
DThD, BUEDOHKWEZ 2 T50ERTH D VIEI00FFNIELNT T Y
—ICBHELEDET DI EEBBLTAHATERLY, £/ Vo— g %
ESNIICH L Z D Z LIIRFRETH DL Z EBHLNIIRDTHA
DA Z DA O FITIIBEFEN B 5, FEERAG OEBEOTFN X,
O LIS 2R OB AR S L GREESNIZBOTHY | KAl
WAL BT DA KIIET DT D372 —fMEZ b o TN Z & |

209 See, e.g., Symposium on Bioinformatics and Intellectual Property Law, Open Source
Genomics, 8 B.U. J. Sci. & Tech. L. 254, 254-62 (2002) (Dan Burk 7351 4727 /a3
=RV 7 by =T EEOHT EOIGEEIZ O TR EIZ b D). N A A T F
VT4 7 AT, BEFEEOREROTRIOLOD 3 B a—XF « TT L0
SN THH SN TW5, See Ken Howard, The Bioinformatics Gold Rush, 283 Sci. Am.
58, 58 (2000). 7B T A I 7 ATIE, & L8 BOMER OERZIT) lmblcar e
2—2F v T MEREN %, See, e.g., Carol Ezzell, Beyond the Human Genome, 283
Sci. Am. 64, 64, 67-69 (2000) (7127 A4 I 7 AT DWW T ).

210 See Allison & Lemley, Who'’s Patenting What?, supra note 20, at 2114 n.45 (19904
R EDORFFIL, T DL —2H 720 1.490 Bip Z HA D B4 3 5,). £
BRZIE 2 OFFILIIT0FERDLITHA S SIFE LR LTHARY, ZoEFOEEALY
. V7 N T ENRAFT T )P —DRFOREIZL D LD TH D, See Allison
& Lemley, Complexity, supra note 41, at 93 tbl.1.

MR ABZ FEER O FNERIRIR A SR 5 2 L 2RI & T 5 & Fx BEEN O
EROFEBNE LR T 2 2 SIEHFDICE A0 Lt alERZR MR,
BHEOEEBRIIBNTUTONDI BDTHD Z b, Bx OERIZIT—EBERD
Do FHIEITFFRBEEDN D EERET Do DICKERERESD Z L1k D, it
< T, FEEEA OFER RN 5 7D O FNE R ONLE EOFHHRE N LETH -
L LT, ZOBRMADIZE AEE, WTHITE KR AR T 2 71Tk 3
hoZ LT BHDTHD, Cf Gordon Tullock, Trials on Trial: The Pure Theory of
Legal Procedure 28-30, 199 (1980) (iffzi% . AMFBIIOFMD 72 DIZFAHTHBIIZ &
LEMAOIMMZRERT DDA D=L E L TIRETWND,).
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LIRS 2 2 LT DM, FORHEFERGIL, HERT v TIRHEL
(TSCPAY) TH 2, 6FDifs & & TR E 472 SCPA 1%, & D~
ARY T =0 RS H e TE LM L— LV EEYVH LT, 2Dk
ANFEANIT—E B SNz 2 L3220 T ST EREW, ZoHh
& LTRGBS SV DIL, R T > T E2AED HIENE(L LTz Z &I
Lo TR U= OBERLL WS BBICSCPAREREZ Y TTWHZ LH
ERE L 2ol Z LICLDHDTHA S, FEENORFFELZ, 2l
T & 7o & D EBYENR B 575,

BZIZ, T L TRDOOMWR I LT, ARG & EE Eofk
BRICHES & | FraHE ORI IEAFERN 2 R OFIZEFRIC & 5 v v —IhE)
D= DR EARMT H 2 L1202 L OBREN BTN TV DT, FiffiEIc
FrERHIESNIZGE. 29 LICERIC L > TR A/ 2 LT D
FHICEDHBROIRBIE SN D Z L1272 D, FEEBIHRFEICRT 53
LRRIRSTND Z LN —DORIRE T NV — 7 PEHEOEIEIC T THE
NENTDHZENRHLNT L EEHNREER E LT, FrFA3BIEICRs
TEINRNT AR ENTL LD ETes> TS, EENOEREIL, TOEEICK

B 2 ONEORMISITEET 5 — 7RI, 204ELL LRI Guido Calabresi (2 &>
TEEMNZHFE STz, See Guido Calabresi, A Common Law for the Age of Statutes
(1982) (ML L 72 iBE-0NIEORHE & L C RIS 2 Bk, ) .

23 17 U.S.C. 901-914 (2000).

MOSCPA MR L TV DRI TAREN TV LI HLDE—D2DHTH D, See
Brooktree Corp. v. Advanced Micro Devices, 977 F.2d 1555 (Fed. Cir. 1992).

215 Cf. 35 U.S.C. 103(b) (2000) (NNA AT 27 /s maP—DA ) T x— a AT 23k
HBIVEIZBI5 2 Rl O JE I SV TRER, ), —ARAIZRRFFAETEIC K0 A DRSS
HNDITENL S BIZBWTIRITE A EEBMZ2, See Inre Ochiai, 71 F.3d 1565
(Fed. Cir. 1995).

216 See Daniel A. Farber & Philip P. Frickey, The Jurisprudence of Public Choice, 65 Tex.
L. Rev. 873 (1987).

27 See, e.g., John R. Allison & Emerson H. Tiller, The Business Patent Myth, 18 Berkeley
Tech. L.J. (forthcoming Dec. 2003) (74 A VPEXFEA OIEREICKIT D, TREFF L
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DEFLVFROE25:DNL DOBUEIL, BFHITH L UTRE LEIT 57912
FREIC L D AED HEN 2 < OFEREZRY IAA TV D,
223 See, e.g., Richard Gilbert & Carl Shapiro, Optimal Patent Length and Breadth, 21
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#H.); Merges & Nelson, supra note 100, at 839, 916 (same).
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Rules: A Philosophical Examination of Rule-Based Decision-Making in Law and in Life
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(1992); Duncan Kennedy, Form and Substance in Private Law Adjudication, 89 Harv. L.
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Standards Revisited, 79 Or. L. Rev. 23 (2000); Eric A. Posner, Standards, Rules, and
Social Norms, 21 Harv. J.L.. & Pub. Pol’y 101 (1997); Pierre Schlag, Rules and Standards,
33 UCLA L. Rev. 379 (1985); Cass R. Sunstein, Problems With Rules, 83 Cal. L. Rev. 953
(1995).
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Formalism, supra note 56; R. Polk Wagner, Reconsidering Estoppel: Patent
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821, 831-55, 860-73 (1992); Einer Elhauge, Preference—Eliciting Statutory Default Rules,
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Constitution: An Economic Analysis of Tradition’s Role in Constitutional Interpretation,
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on the Utility Requirement in Biotechnology Patent Applications, 12 Alb. L.]J. Sci. & Tech.

647, 679-81 (2002) (EHMED T A RZ A 13, FFE PRICB LD BE WD L

3E, ) ; Merges & Eisenberg, supra note 164, at 20 (ESTs |34 A EEE 27~ L T»

RN EIERROTT).
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TIFRBNRNT & TH D, PTO OFANIMSL L7 E% %2 6 - T
RNZ EMBP 25 LRI PTO 0 Brenner 32 BY3 5 i8R
H DN, FERICEBIT D FREIC X 2 REHEOKRITEILY X5 257\,
WAUSHE Koo 5387 & ORI IT, IERICBW IR EN TR LT, 4
FRPNILFREIC L ARRIC E 0 B b Z Ll b,

ZOXIIC, HFRAMICET LML, v 7 rOBERL AS—D—fTH 5,
UL, oSBT BV —L LR B —EH O SR CEKE 72
N— BB THEDTH H%, ZoA—iE, WFRINZBORR A AEZEIC
Ko TENPNTWS, FHFTIZ, Brenner FHIZHWT, FEFHEE Y. 2
HZEFERLT DN O W TR AT, AFTRETHORS <A
52 EDRVEIR BT DO TO LD LD T EIZOWTEE L
7238, R A . WAL OFEEEO HEVHIAT 2 RNCGEEICRS 525 2

250 Utility Examination Guidelines, 66 Fed. Reg. 1092, 1098 (Jan. 5, 2001).

BLUHA RTA E REANTEHAFTRREREZ AT 25 b DL RITIERZ AR L X
9L LTWD, Seeid. at 1097-98 (WA N T A 3, TEERYZLHAINIE 2 2
HDTFRL 2T ¥EE LTOIROBIRIFR, | &< TWS,); Merck &
Co. v. Kessler, 80 F.3d 1543, 1549-50 (Fed. Cir. 1996). L7>L 72735 Dickinson v.
Zurko, 527 U.S. 150, 161-62 (1999) DY D#%, HPIFTIE, TEFRHE (APA) (2t
D&, FERBEICEHL UL PTO IKHEZIA>TEY, £7-, FCEREDO T T, 5
FHED ERAYIEIEIC B3 2 BRI E IO T PTO (S 85 OBLE 245> TV 5, See
Craig Allen Nard, Deference, Defiance, and the Useful Arts, 56 Ohio St. L.]J. 1415, 1509
(1995) (PTO %, APAZHS & ERIRBEICOWTHME LT 28R H D & &
5%, ); see also Arti K. Rai, Addressing the Patent Gold Rush: The Role of Deference to
PTO Patent Denials, 2 Wash. U. J.L. & Pol’y 199, 201-02 (2000) (FFEBEIZSW\T
PTO IZMEAET 5 L9 FiE,).

252 See, e.g., Inre Kirk, 376 F.2d 936, 961 (C.C.P.A. 1967) (Rich, J., dissenting) (Brenner
FlEOAMMEEMT, oo b2Ery 1Y —v) SOIBE. SeErE L < I3E 7
HOIZONT, FEMEND Z LidAev, ). Forman (%, A AMEZHAHEA OBOR LN
— L LCHERATDZEEZEARL NI, ik, ZOEERNSA AT /) ry—(
WHINHE, BRERIZEB W TIIE 755 3 2 T\\W5, Forman, supra note
249, at 650.

253 Brenner, 383 U.S. at 534.
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LT Lo T, BRI, thoBER LIS OEMCBE LR T 2 2 L %20
TR DOTH D, B HICB N TGRRZIEY | Bio b O FFFE
5T 22 LIZONWTORRIT. S AT 7 /v P—DHEIZB W T,
Frlio k& W, #BHPNT, A AT 7 7 a o—00BicB W Ciitho/y i
BISEAELY X0 ERICHEAEOEREZERA L CE2n, ERLEY
DLW BT B E~DBERA DS, X0 RENZWGE D 5 52,

c. ERMHEH

BRI, ERIERICOWVWTO ZODRRZEHNH Y . —oi,
SR IECE SN TV RN EDTH Y | b 5 — D4 BTk
ESNTWienWb D Th D, EROERIE, RSO AT Eo
IZIRGE ST ey, —iRICE A ST iziha, YRR
HZBZEETERNEWNWI V=LK T BHI5 & U CTIRANZES Lz
26 AT, B4 B O T Thiz — RIS X BRIV THHT S
IS FFE LTV D X DI A2 7223, City of Elizabeth v. Pavement Co.
FHIRPNC A £ B 2 < DRI TIE, B SUTIRFE DN L IE D ERR D
—HTHDGAITIL, FERFHIBEIC R LR OB B S D 2 &
W72 & DRED 2R SITS, BN, FEETHER OER N EBRIW e b 0

%4 1d.; cf. Lemley, Economics of Improvement, supra note 69, at 1048-72 ("R D FEHA
OEPERIL, FEFCLDA /) Va—va yaWiilT 5 2 LIl d L OB&ICo
VT LT 5,).

%5 See, e.g., Eric Mirabel, Practical Utility is a Useless Concept, 36 Am. U. L. Rev. 811
(1987) (LHEickT 2 AR OFRIEIC K MR EZHLH.); A Samuel Oddi,
Beyond Obviousness: Invention Protection in the Twenty—First Century, 38 Am. U. L.
Rev. 1097, 1127 (1989) (AMMEEMIL, A / T=— a vilvA FTAOEEE KT
9~ & F9E. ); Charles E. Smith, Comment, Requirements for Patenting Chemical In—
termediates: Do They Accomplish the Statutory Goals?, 29 St. Louis U. L.]J. 191, 202-04
(1984) (flPRAYZ: TH ML) SRS 2B ELRR,).

26 35 U.S.C. 102(b) (2000).

197 U.S. 126 (1877).

8 See, e.g., Pfaff v. Wells Elecs., 525 U.S. 55, 64 (1998) (TH 4323 i L7z b D& 584
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ThoTenE S NEHWT 572012, WEDBSHIRTE SN2 E D, FrftEE
MY AR D KB 2 HEEF L TG D, FFFEE N R Y 22k
TeinE b, o, ZORREAMEENEE SN ENEE TR 2 ER
WCHEHE LTER®, Lol EANZRTIEEB X, WA 5 S ETBEOR
THEE O HMICERBS Y THNR TV,

FERROVERNCBIT 28 OB REOFRICHT L0 & L TR
L7z, 232 0 RIOHERRIZIN T, Story HIE T TR 2 52 1T 72 I & ol
ICEERR R EBR A B & 50, HDWIE. B ZF OFT O R & =k
TR HRbDOTHLINERT LI LA HNE L THMAES T
FHEFTDHZ LIEENER L2 & TRV ST 520,
KX X, Z ORFIHT 22D TR MIRLTRY, e LT
EFENT-REZPEENICRAT 2 &V BRI, B 2 EHEE ED
PR Z 2122 B LR LTV B, Loy LAaS HRta i, Bilidsicto
IR bOTIT R R L, &5 WVITFFFEELE L CREHT 5720
DIEBBE N 2B D ETRERFEEZRIZLELILOTHDL Z L AR
e LT 522

L&D ETDRIAFIL. TORPONWTORTFEHEIMERERS Z &R LIT,
T ZAROMEAI ChHolol LTHT A MEFERMTHIENTEDEHRLTZ,).
%9 See, e.g., Lough v. Brunswick Corp., 86 F.3d 1113, 1120 (Fed. Cir. 1996) (SEBa{#
RIS BmHREHZE,) .

260 Whittemore v. Cutter, 29 F. Cas. 1120, 1121 (C.C.D. Mass. 1813) (No. 17,600).

1 See, e.g., Madey v. Duke Univ., 307 F.3d 1351 (Fed. Cir. 2002); Roche Prods. v.
Bolar Pharm. Co., 733 F.2d 858, 862-63 (Fed. Cir. 1984). FEERAYfH 2RI 2 Bl ol
ELE EOYIN S 223, Ziud, LSBT HBEIC SV T o FDA O7GE
(ANDAS) % 15§ % 7= @b OHE(f PSR G O Y = 3 U 7 EF GBS R I L0
WHND ZEIZRESNIZHDTH D, 35 U.S.C. 271(e)(1) (2000). HHKEIX (L,
Integra LifeSciences Inc. v. Merck KGaA, 331 F.3d 860 (Fed. Cir. 200323\ T, Z®
il EVE LB AR R LT,

%2 See, e.g., Bisenberg, supra note 65, at 1021 (SEERAE FH B4+ DO IH 2 BEA A kE
FIROEBRT 7% ADHIE L hi#gd 5 Z £12 X Y 947, ) 5 Suzanne T. Michel, The
Experimental Use Exception to Infringement Applied to Federally Funded Inventions, 7
High Tech. L.J. 369, 372 (1992) (# A% <A XS i- FEREVER OHISZHRE. ) ;
Janice Mueller, No “Dilettante Affair”: Rethinking the Experimental Use Exception to
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FNEMIT/EY &N 7= FBREH OFISMZ W T Om G OEEIE, 37
OOEELAN—THDH, ZD "%, EEICE > THRAICERD Z L
ERVA B ERBEMNG | B O OFER L OB SR 0 —H
WCBWTHE L 72 D EFEICBWTHEH S D TR BV, REICHT 5
B5 & L CoFEBRINEROBSMNE, Mz ob 02 ERT 5 Z L LI
b & B9 5 2 SUTFFEF 2 L m 5 2 & BNREEDH D WVIEAATRER G S
IZi, FRCEZEZRLO LD HEMENH D, Cohen TN Lemley 1X, T D
BT a s a—F « V7 R =2 TIZOWTIEETITEDR, tholEé A
EOFEENBFIZEBNTUIZY LAV ER L TWDM, FERIZ, 51025:0)
DIERIRIFNT K 2 EBRAVEH OFIIME, ZORFNEZL DALITLDHE
Bua IR LT 53], H2D VI YOI DT HAERF-E L 72 o
TWABRERICE > THEETHD, Y7 b =TIk, BIEDOBWEITH S,
V7 MU =T 2tE BAIOREEWE R T S (BEEHROBE L H D)
2, HRHRICL 22RO TARRK) 217 5HmcH 5, Ciy
of Elizabeth FHHIZ BT & 72 o 7o BliZE 1L, RAMEIZ DWW T OB TH
220, I EIIRRHT, EHES K OMEFERIREDO R, —KICkft s
B LR LICEFEICDEYERETT A ME{THI 2 LN TH S, B
B F OFISLOEENE, ERI T T v b7 A TONBRERANHCMLETH
5 AEMIEFED = — XT3 LFFFEO —RL— L 2SS E 25 DT
H5b,

Patent Infringement for Biomedical Research Tools, 76 Wash. L. Rev. 1 (2001) (BkJH D>
AT I L RRRO IR EBRAOHE T K DB 2 32FE.) . R OIE L A L oo Hisi,
FEBRAOAE H 2 #HGE R X L 0 B A < fiFFR LTV 5, See, e.g., Rebecca S. Eisenberg,
Patent Swords and Shields 1 (2003) (working paper, on file with the Virginia Law Review
Association) (FRMNIZ 31T 2 FEERAYE FIC X 5 IR 7 7' a —F %484, ) [hereinafter
Fisenberg, Swords].

265 S BRI E VI E S < FEBRIOIE F OB5EEIL, FDA I X 2 7&BE LB L+ 58
SMORHEHAENDZ NS, =7 0D AA—=Thb, LnL, ZHNEHENICHE
DHENTZ LD TEARLSHEELO LD THD Z ENBARBICBW T ZNLL L
A Z T o TR,

%4 Cohen & Lemley, supra note 140, at 16-21.

%5 City of Elizabeth, 97 U.S. 126.
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d. H3EHOKHYE

FFHEICR T 2 HFCBET oML <. 2HZEHE (TPHOSITAL) OBLA
MHEZBHINTWD, HEFITET 2HBEDS <X, FFFEE103
0 ARMEOIIEZ SN TORMBAEEN TN D, BT 12—k
HELTHELLOD TH D0, FEAWAMEDOIEMEIL, 1952F DRFFHEICEK
WTZ L—AIITWDFEHANR INTERRIZEB N THERIZE > Ta
RELTHHTIHERVWLDOE LTZITRONDZ EE VI EFE LTS
b S Fe®s, BEFIL, FrF ORI T 2 BRI W S
I G [FRR IS H DAY 7o Bl & 7= LT B, RIS L O AR Hkfthry
FERIRf B S A Z LD RIRY & LT, BIE L, EAZE2ITAICER
LT B0, BI2ERHE 1 B%IT. ZoBRcE T M43y
DI L—LAEINTHWDIHAZER LEROEHRT 52 L NAREICRD 2 L
ﬁ%%&bfwémo:h&ﬁugﬁi R4 2\ < O OBIRICEET
DEFICTHBEH SN TWD, B2, ERFTRREOERIT. HHHE®, 4
%%ﬂ:ﬁﬂ%@”é:k%ﬂﬁ%b:@”éia/\ . HHIEICB GRS Tn b
L OTHHABER LT iU b7 nZ & s B2 iz >nCo
OB ET 25O TH 5™, S HIT, fHx O] ﬁ%@ﬁ&u
e B FEREAR B R B ONESF L, YEFOHMRE SR L THl SN D,
BIZ, FFFIC K o TR & 72 5 TV B N EARIZHT giﬁ'éctj
IR L 722 T e B E WD B L— A OB, BRI 2 2
FHOMBIZIRO LRI ENTE T, 7 L —2OXENSETICLE > TH
ECERNLDOTH IS, 1D 7 L—AlE, HH2EROEZ &
RNH DL TR D™,

2635 U.S.C. 103 (2000).

%7 1d. 112 P 1 (2000).

28 See Newman v. Quigg, 877 F.2d 1575, 1581-82 (Fed. Cir. 1989).

269 L2>L. Exxon Research & Engineering Co. v. United States, 265 F.3d 1371, 1376
(Fed. Cir. 2001 {23517 2 Feilft OFEFRKIR K DHRRIZ I NTIE, BRI ThiR 2k
DORETHD LR LTS, HEEOBE %ﬁﬂﬁ CIERORE & U CHCHIPT DS iR
T 2ME, BRIIEFETITRVDS, ZIUTEFIL, FFF7 L— 2 OMREFEEIL
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Flo, MEFE, AR K o TED HEN T FFEREZ & DM TH S
TWRDP D T2 BT W T HERZ R L L LTRSS 5, 7 b— A4
®%ﬁu\%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ&v%A@X§%WH’@%¢5’k’&5@#
EBELTDHENLETH L™, BEFIT, HEMTLLRFICHETS
REEOMPUTIB W THHRIET 5, HERICO wTﬁ@%®ﬁ&?%é
Graver Tank Manufacturing Co. v. Linde Air Products Co. B2V T,
EmEHHETNE, BELTWD E LTHR 6%“@\61%””@%??& 7 L—
D ENTWDIEH OB DR DOXIEMEL, YAV TERDBFHAID
R & Lo 6%“@\7‘:7%%‘73”2%%@‘6 ZEiZkoTTFRbEND
LWH Z AR LT, BHKEIXIE, HEFOBENOH T b0 L
LCTERD TBEAmO ) 85O TOERN T A NET5H 2
LIZ R o THEFOIEM 2T L7227, Z 0 X 5 ITRFHEB D% < O#sy

VYR OBRKOEERICH S LT2ER/ T A — 2 =220 T oY
ﬁkﬁﬁb’ﬁ\éﬁ)fébéo 29 LIefiloZ 2B 5 HHEH ORENIHIEE
IZES b DO TIEHRL, FRECEsTEV HENTZ b D TH D,

AHIAVRRS 5180, UHEHEIRI & T 5503, BUHR LS RE
DB O EGDO D TH 5, HHFTIE, b BERRFFHEAE 2

FEICH e DS L THI L T DD TH D, FHHFNE. & DEATH
FRHEE TV Z D BICBT D EMENFHTEREZFF > T2 b D TR
2O EHET 55A IR, IRINPEZR O RUR Th > THYHEZITLE > T
FEHB TRV ST 2 H 2, FRS, PN, Fl1250%
Halll-T 72D 2 DR RO, ZORR, £ 5 LIZBRNLHR
HoND7 L—2ORMERS T HHAICH D, BEIRNTHRIFTRETH Y |

726D & 725, See Cybor Corp. v. FAS Techs., 138 F.3d 1448, 1454-55 (Fed. Cir. 1998)
(en banc).

%10 See Craig Allen Nard, A Theory of Claim Interpretation, 14 Harv. J.L. & Tech. 1, 6
(2000) [hereinafter Nard, Claim Interpretation].

21 Graver Tank & Mfg. Co. v. Linde Air Prods. Co. 339 U.S. 605, 609 (1950).

212 See Hilton Davis Chem. Co. v. Warner—Jenkinson Co., 62 F.3d 1512, 1519 (Fed. Cir.
1995) (en banc), rev’d on other grounds, 520 U.S. 17 (1997).

FNRO PETEBURZAAFZE Vol. 15(2007) 79



WEEEDOHRENEWGS, T X0z L3R 5%, Zofg, %k
Fx, BT Lo UE, WENICETE <7 e OBUOR L AA—IZ25DTh
%,

B LR AT, YEEEOBEAIIEERIC R o TR, flx
X, Y7 My =TT AREHCBW T, vt oo R b O
Lo TR, MG, NAFT 7 ) ua P —ORFTIEEIIZ WO O
Lo TWDT, FRHFT ., BICYEFENEZHTHAHI Z L2 THIL X
DETDHDHIHT | FEEDFEEDRFEIZIG U T, EERICEER 2 PR
WICBOR L A= LTHER L TWD 0 E 5 20 3BT 2n™, LavL, Bl
DIFFTCIRATZIEY | FHFTN Y EF LML P fIc@A L LS & LT
H5IE, FUTHEY EFRQ Vo TWARNWT, W FhicE &, ML
D@L, 4 B LB — ORIV — LV ZFEEMICIEFICR R L HIET ('
BERICTET DR ORFGECEDSLEbH2) BT LIk L
b, Fxlx, IhE, B2 BEOEEORBICIRESE S HiEo—>
IZEDT=DTH D,

e. IEEBIMEICOWTO R E L

FEFFESR1035:1%, BIAMEIE, R L ETENOMOMRE SR LT
A2 N THZ L EZEDTUVAH2T Graham v. John Deere Co. H4H[E> Sz B0
T, EEHATE, FEHTS BEEREZRHHED) LR~ TWHIEEH
PO T ZIRAGELL ) EIFHINDHIEEIC L D b O TR WERZ A LY,
EFGKEIX L, 20 ZRINB L E AAMEO O LB mRE~ L LT L

273 See Burk & Lemley, Technology—Specific, supra note 4, at 1190-94.
27 14,

70 1d. at 1193-96 (M HFIZ DV TR L TV 5.).

26 1d. at 1196.

2135 U.S.C. 103(a) (2000).

218 383 U.S. 1 (1966).

29 1d. at 17-18.
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72D TH D™, FHPFTHBHELET 5 BRI, FEADREHEMRLD. foHEIC
LR DK, I T HRMIMICHDIZD =— XDHFE, THIEST
WRDN o TS DI K D FEHORRDER W flAr, T4 & 2L DA
Rt 2 8 & LTI 405 diBic L2 7KR8. RO (& ToREITE
T2 bDOTIERND) MOFIZLDREFOREHNE EN TN D™, FRER
WHafiste LT, 2N bOERIIETRFHMELEE T D L TR b D
ThHhO, 2 LIHEERFELRNWZ L2 Lo TRANEHTHDLZ LD
AR & 1372 B 70, 25 LTe TIRINBRIZBORICE S b O TH 5, Al
B, IS EH SO EDFEMANPMBOFER LY bIREICHET 5 b D
THDHILERTHEDTHL LV IBHFTOEZ IS LD TH D,

FEAER 22 IR IAPEICBE -2 ZIRMBLIL, I 7 r0BERLAA—Th D,
ZHIAH EEHOPEEEROH LI ERICHAIND, L, BHE
W2k, SIREZEE, O dH B VIR LTED b,
LA, ERICHE L LTAMME SN RH, RIR 2R Z 65 & 5.
KON, EEZ REE) Lo RBINCHEE FREXZE VTV D, RGEMRL
o, EHflch=5=2—X, S48 2, RO BliiE, 2T Lo
HAOBESLHMAEE LD b, BRI TV D EREORLIZR S B #E
THLDOCTHD, F¥EEORML, K& BN hGIck T 280/
RIEIFT 2 b DO TH V™ UL, IR T v T OO TR O—

280 See, e.g., Ruiz v. A.B. Chance Co., 234 F.3d 654, 662-63 (Fed. Cir. 2000) (IH Bif:
AR E L CQRET 572018, 4 2OFRICHETL2HELZITH Z L BMETH
D).

81 See Brown & Williamson Tobacco Co. v. Philip Morris Inc., 229 F.3d 1120, 1129 (Fed.
Cir. 2000) (BZ3%% %1124, ). Hybritech, Inc. v. Monoclonal Antibodies, 802 F.2d 1367,
1380 n.4 (Fed. Cir. 1986023V THAIFTE, RRFOREY] -RELIZL SN TVDEHE
(2 & o THRIL 705 “RIIFGT- 13, WICHRE L2 iudRs2ni s o TR
e EHR LT,

B2 JeHIFTIX, CREVEZIX, FEA MO H D H AT OBBRE H D Lk~
TUW5, See Custom Accessories v. Jeffrey—Allan Indus., 807 F.2d 955, 960 (Fed. Cir.
1986).

%% See, e.g., Dreyfuss, supra note 226, at 9-10 (FGZERIALINIEE T 2 0T ICB N THE
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SRV BEELO LS RUBICBWNTHATH S Z LN, BEERMRD.,

EWiicbhbic s =—X KO, BEIE, I ekB L0, FnETOL
DL OBEURTRVICRIE LT-FA B E T 2BMICH D, Lidis T,
IHLEHEREIY 7 MU =T OFREIZE T LR HEEND DT A
FT Y )T —OFERIIEB O CHEA SN D ATREES B, ZIRE R34
HENZIZHRSLRTH 208, FEBRIZIEL, FOmEMITREDEEICE T 2%
ZAHANCL TN BB

f. B

BEEFEE 125 OBIREE O — 2%, FEFHEE BEIIZ >V T o) 72
(S 2RI 5 2 & Th 2%, Hl125%kT. FRrilMEL. HEHIC
xt LFEH & (eI AERR LR 32 222 BoRT 5 b O TRIFUE2 5780
T ERPLRED TOD®, Zaud, FIHIEFEFICBER L TV DR, £k D
HLOTHDHE, FPUE, BB L— 2 E BT BB 2ol
FrFkIcz otz R T, T Liud, BEE, 2o CxEE

BT 5L E2RET D LD HHEKEIXIZEE LTV 4, ) ; Edmund Kitch, Graham v.
John Deere Co.: New Standards for Patents, 1966 Sup. Ct. Rev. 293, 330-35 (FEH Btk
ZAEHT 2 ECTOMEENRRIIN R H%EIZHH LT\ 5. ); Robert P. Merges,
Economic Perspectives on Innovation: Patent Standards and Commercial Success, 76 Cal.
L. Rev. 803, 823-27 (1988) (IBIFETIL, Hraf HHRIAIL, H)\@@é DR IE X35
HARE . TGICET D MORE & OBIFRIZIB W TH Mz U, #elFTiosh L
HIZRR & RE$ 2 2 L 2 ET 5. ).

284 Cf, Robert M. Hunt, Patentability, Industry Structure, and Innovation (Fed. Reserve
Bank of Phila., Working Paper No. 01-13/R, 2001) (&i—/972 B BEDFEREIL, W< o
MOPEHTIIA /) T x=— a U aRET 58, MOEETIIIH T2 &ichd e
TR

25 35 U.S.C. 112 P 1 (2000).

®0d. Zhps TEMERTRE] B ThH D,

7 See Gentry Gallery v. Berkline Corp., 134 F.3d 1473, 1479 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re
Gosteli, 872 F.2d 1008, 1012 (Fed. Cir. 1989) (Bl 2 JEAT9 272012 i%, B
FiE, BUERZ L—A L TNDbOERI LI L a2 uuméﬁfx ﬂm g
TRHIRWEHIR,) .
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ZV—ARRELTOW ORISRV RSN DB ERELRET L 2D
IRFUC DN TARITH LEMEZITI L0 5 BIICE T 25D Th o7,

2O LEEMIIBREITZZ L—AIl ko TREENTWA D, BHED
FEMETH T2 BICE T 27200 BEB L C &, BIEOBTMEE T, &
FHEE DMFRFHIFE 1T O BRI, RADBBEZ L—A LTS REFIZONT
FEICHERMNICAE L TWAD Z LA RIETH LT DL 2HMELT
W5, BIEOBMEEMEICE T, BMEE, (2P0 s LTEEICHE
R OB E U THIEL TE o, BREICTHDI VIRKIRIRIETH - 72238,
ZOWERRL, BOL TR, EOBMIEICIE S X YFEEMERT D Z L2 FRE
Tholol LTH, ERRITITRFTHE A & 03518 Lﬂ\m\m&%ﬁ@%
MEBRIBWD L CEEMMPIC/ L — b2 EFTHZ L E2BIET D120
WHIN TS, LnL A AT 7 ) md—IlB0 T, :@?;Eiit:t
—HEo B rTREM: ) ZfFL Lri@)ﬁ INTRY, FFEDRETESI%
WG & T DR R IRIGT B 720ICiE, D EIEFES ER T 2 L %
RAFT I ) nm /w@*ﬁﬁ%ﬁ il LT 520,

88 = OIEFROINHEIZOUVTIE Merges et al., supra note 28, at 208-09% |,

289 See, e.g., Gentry Gallery, 134 F.3d at 1479-80 (V 7 A4 = 7425V 7 7 —D3%
BHCBE T 24 FHES OB RIE, BFHEE S Y 77— av ha—Lpar Yy —ush
~OELEE . FAHEFER, O XD RERE A B LB IZBWTOLRE L5 E
WX, D DEREICE TIEEIER W EHIR LT, ); Hyatt v. Boone, 47 U.S.P.Q.2d
(BNA) 1128, 1131 (Fed. Cir. 1998) (I ZNENOHFIED & &1 5 [RFUZ DN TIEER 7R
<FLIR L CWARWBIEZ RN T2 Z & 1%, BHOESLMEE T2 BHA9 L, B
FLLTUIAR T TH D, 1); In re Dileone, 436 F.2d 1404, 1405 (C.C.P.A. 1971)
(THIMEIC A AT 5 &0 9 BT BB T, YIIAEN, YEEN HER
EMERTS] 2ENTEDL T D EW BT B0 Lo EHEZ- LT
2L LThH, WS TOWARWEARHS ) GIRITEN) .

20 Regents of the Univ. of Cal. v. Eli Lilly & Co., 119 F.3d 1559 (Fed. Cir. 1997); Fiers v.
Revel, 984 F.2d 1164, 1171 (Fed. Cir. 1993) (DNA (ZB9~ 2 FH OEHE OGN I, &
B2> DNA EHIZ BT 52 & 2B L35 L¥H7R,). But cf. Singh v. Brake, 317
F.3d 1334, 134344 (Fed. Cir. 2003) (DNA EFIOFEHIZEB T D 2D HDERD B
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BITE A STV B BB 2368, ~ 7 n OBOR L AN—Th 5,
EFKEIXIL, ZOEEEZ, Y7 Uo7 O XD RMOEEIZBNTIEE
ZBNBNWE I BRFETAA AT 7 ) uP—0FERISHM LY, T0ORk
BN FTF Y ) u O, HHWID L &b DNA BP0 %
BN Hed 7o, D Z &%, Y¥EEE I & Uz FEhE rTREEH O A I
ODNTHEXDTHAY, Y7 hU=T DL R—TEOREEITBOTIX,
i AR R G T T 2 N TE L7720, DB L—20
A HIRT 5 ECIXFEE ELHIEEL THWRW, XM FT 7/ ad—0
&5 At DFEREITIOTIE, 2 OERRIE, 135 ISR ICE A ST & 722,

g . BERA AR

BHEICB T 25T, BE L TWVDH EH LT LA TH D M)
I L—LADLFHEY ORBITHELE LWSE ThoTh, —EDIRBLIC
BOTERHPIMMEEEZRET D2 L2 WHEIC LT\ 5, WSz AT 5
TeDIIE FED 7 L— DR LFRELTWDH LR LILTHN TV S
ROMOMET TREMNZR S O TRV 2 EBUETH D2 FHFIL,
RIE L 72> TV AHENEENR LD TH I E I a2l 5 7-H0
Fex 7p 7 A N AR LTE 7, Graver Tank FHIRIZI W TlemECH
PHC Ko THRASNAZEERT A M RFELTWHEHLIZTHATWY
DR, FEMNCF— Ok R % T 5 72 OIS FEE IR — D HIEICE

% BRbOBRIE, MfEEHIT 5 LT+ Th D LHIR.).

W Z DRI OWTOFEMIT Burk & Lemley, Technology—Specific, supra note 4, at
1173-78% B,

W2 FeHPTX, BIMEEE A D ELBEEPICI L—AEET T A5 105
ARG EITIE, B v =2 JURD X9 Iohid A A7 7 /7 12— OFEWITI30E
HLENLRWZ ERA SN E 22> 7~, Enzo Biochem v. Gen—Probe, Inc., 296 F.3d
1316, 1324-25 (Fed. Cir. 2002).

2% See Burk & Lemley, Technology—Specific, supra note 4, at 1183-85.

24 Hilton Davis Chem. Co. v. Warner—Jenkinson Co., 62 F.3d 1512, 1519 (Fed. Cir.
1995) (en banc), rev’d on other grounds, 520 U.S. 17 (1997).
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WCEBEICR—DOMIEEZ RI=TONE I DER I LOTH D™, T3
DDEIMERDT A NI, ZOT A MRH LW HRIUTEB T, KR,
Mo s L—AOIERIZEB W T ERHBIE LRV 2Rt s T
729, TS Db BE AWML, BEROE#ME] 7R FTh
D, ZAUL, YEBELSH LY THNTWDERN, FFdiiiishTtnd
HIRZ & > THHEMN R EBENDH D0 E 5 25 T A R THBHY,

TOoOT A NOMHAERBR, HDHVIE AN, —HF DT A b &Y
DM DT A N EA T2 S0 EFRE LG A BHFIR E 57500
DN TIEHIRETITZAR W, HRE— L —fRIZ, ThzEAT 2 T
DHEICIE, E2DHTANTHY, FEIAEMET, =005 7 A b
OBAICHEIZHE Y CTHIAHLTH D EZZ2LNTND, Sz iud, =
DOFERNFEMNIIE D HIETHAET 28675, BRI, (U YEHHR
FEEAEDORM EABRN R AR E AT 50D THLERETH LI R
LD THoTE LTH, WETIH RV ERET D AREMESREV, LML
N, GENAEEMEIT, =555 7 A MOGHLE LT, KO, =#F
L7 DT A NDSHEMIZIIHEEE LR WEAICBIT 54 < OFHRIZBWTE
BRbDTH D,

BEMN AT, ZO0BKRICBW T/ rBORLAN—Th b, Hi—
W2 =R DT A NI RIS R T v A2 %t5 & T D8k,
KO BHIFZY 7 MU =T DL REEICBIT DRI T EFHE
HET DA%, RRF I Ok & /G & 35 K 5 At b, I K UV

29 Graver Tank & Mfg. Co. v. Linde Air Prods. Co. 339 U.S. 605, 609 (1950).

2% See, e.g., Warner—Jenkinson Co. v. Hilton Davis Chem. Co., 520 U.S. 17, 39-40
(1997) ( T3EDRHIT A N AR 22 BEER D T 24T D 5B 1T, thofdn X
EHEE G T 2 ODT A S ORAEZREET HHENRL N LITo0n T, E
BHREENRDD L5 ICBbins) LiEH.).

27 See Hilton Davis, 62 F.3d at 1519.

o 9 —oREIE, e, HIE. ROBREEDL ST AT 250 ThHD, £
NONRYEEOM#HEAZE L LTHB SN AR IV TIE, 72 MI, AENA
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AFT 7 ) aP—Dk ) REETIIZOREILENCE >TbD LD,
TORER, GENASNEIL, HDEEIZBOTIIMMOEREL Y biENICE
B bD LR DM D D, BT, SR HMEIT Y EH KL L 7~
HOTHDZ D, BRI FTREM O HIWHZ I\ T 24 38 23 H i
BHEOLDOTHD LD Z & LRBEOHEBE NG, SR B S i E A
DHDTEH L, BT NEET 5 3T B RN ThIULH 213 Y5 H
WIS E RN G2 DN D EFIIR 785, 2O ZSOFANIAE AL
TR L& > T D, BHPNE, b, BEEMFRERLONAFT 7 /) ny—
E, ZOREIZRENT, RHERDE TH D Lm0 T 5™, Hib,

) LESBHIZBWTCIT, GENERET X PR LEER LD TH LM,

ZOT A M, BERORNMEREZBBOUDH LD TH D, wikIZ, #F
Fix, A EBEMII AL AT 7 ) a P—ICBI B RN L—LE LT
BAShDZRETHDHEEELTW A Zhiud, AEIA MR~ 7
OOBER L N—& L THHBNDZ EERBRTHHDTH 5D,

h. JEBRAOKSET
27ROV A B L 72 BB AT C i 2 SEBIROASTTIE . 000 R OB

FOTATT ORE LY bIEIKNMEEZ T 5 ERERT-E5 & ThH
DLW RFEHAICR T 2 BN RN & 5%, JEBRIRFEFR E LTV D

VLIS 72 0 vdade vy,

29 See supra notes 266-76 and accompanying text.

30 See, e.g., Amgen, Inc. v. Chugai Pharm. Co. 927 F.2d 1200, 1208-09 (Fed. Cir. 1991)
NS AT 7 7 av—i%, FHMRSHTH D EHIR,); Burk & Lemley, Uncertainty
Principle, supra note 160.

31 Antony L. Ryan & Roger G. Brooks, Innovation vs. Evasion: Clarifying Patent Rights in
Second-Generation Genes and Proteins, 17 Berkeley Tech. L.]J. 1265, 1265 (2002).

2 See, e.g., Miller v. Eagle Mfg. Co., 151 U.S. 186, 207 (1894) (TF&HA23Z DMk IZ 3
WTIRWEARZR b D ThH DA, £ 0 &9 2eFWNTw LEHIFTAT 5 B H 722
WOTTiE. BEMOHIAILZENITTHE L TIL< 2%, 1); Perkin-Elmer Corp. v.
Westinghouse Elec. Corp., 822 F.2d 1528, 1532 (Fed. Cir. 1987) ([JEBRIOKFFIE. 2D
I DG NS D T HERH 5. 1) ; John R. Thomas, The Question Concerning
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PRI BIE, 7 L—LOHHNR S 5REIL 72D Z LIXSARTH D, Fi-
WA SN BHC BV T, BB DAY L—AE1TH Z L 2155
FATBANDNE & A EFIE L TV, JAHIR 7 L— AL, RICEF D
7 L—AOBEHELENBR LELEMETHET DL LT TERy, UL, £
D LD BREWE., WERSISEA SN E, BERIC Lo TI—A S
NEEELH D, LRI OL—IL, SEEICB O TEERKE X L
STHEHEB SN TELT, R LI EEZDLELH DI, B0 % (]
WK AT 2 0E2RET D ETIERFT &bt b —oDHEEL
R LTV 53,

FEBRARERTF O N — LI 7 B DBER L AN—Th 5, TO/NL—/LOHRN
RIUT, BORICESS bDTHD Z LIFALNTH S, HLODTFITRT
2B T LIRIAWE) ST DR S 5 2 720 BIE, F D% O
RIC K > THFOFERM Y OFRPHZFERE L7=H LW T A 7 7 OPFEN 72
FIHAMTONDZ LIZX 0 AN OR YR RIRY 2155 2 LN TER
7253, ZOEHOB T, FFEDEEIIBITLA /) Uz—a O
RIZEHEL TS, EBIRLED LI N OhOEEICBNTEE, 4/ Va

Patent Law and Pioneer Inventions, 10 High Tech. L.J. 35, 37 (1995) ([#:HIFTIX, =R
DFIBHITER L, SEBRARFRT 2 L— A3, IRIRWEE CERESME R L LTV D
LR 5. 1) . E#EFELEEIX X, Plant Genetic Systems v. Dekalb Genetics Corp., 315
F.3d 1335 (Fed. Cir. 2003) {35V T, SEBRAURFFFIE, SEHE rTREMEZ: 28 S huiz
bOLETLIEENRDHRETHD LT HHDOEREIRITT,

303 Compare Augustine Med., Inc. v. Gayman Indus., 181 F.3d 1291, 1301 (Fed. Cir.
1999) (THEBRI) 72 b OIZ%Y 5 EAEITHKIL L 7=, ) , with Sun Studs Inc. v. ATA Equip.
Leasing, 872 F.2d 978, 987 (Fed. Cir. 1989) GEBRRVRFF O/ —/v e THWER L L
TEkLE,).

00 JEEBAPEOHIWTIC I 1T D BRI b L LT AT 5 2 L ICBT 5
FRIZOWTIE, A S, Samson Vermont, A New Way to Determine Obviousness:
Applying the Pioneer Doctrine to 35 U.S.C. 103(a), 29 AIPLA Q.J. 375 (2001). Fx i
Vermont DIERIL, FROMRICKE L XTI REMIIRNEEZ TN D,
SEERMIEINIL, —RANITIZ. BBITH D LHIT SIS U R 7 iR,

35 See Oddi, supra note 255, at 1127.
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—a it ZLOHAICBNT, bbb EOFHEICHI NI R~ D
B LWIRIH DO EEZ BUD WREMEZN B, SIREYIC, Y7 by =T RIF L
N EDYEROFIAD L D RpERIE L0 IRk B &2 F5 % E LT\ D
5 LoAHmiZe s BiZ, JEBRRRTFOL— L O Izl W Tid, BEmic
DWTOIRIAVFIFHOREEZZ T &K E b T2\, LIzn>T, 2O
—/V O, 4B EIXRSi TS B3, H D EEICR W CiIthopER
CBTFHHOLY bYERICESEIBRVMRE L Z T HFR L 225 WHE
MRS 5,

W5

BUIPSIE 1o %6“% TBWTIE, JEBEMRRTF DL — L OSHBRIZ S B b
DTHDH, W% FAONIEDN, LT 7 L — L D%
’*é#é%m#\é% uﬁﬁ%ﬁb@é_&ﬁ$ﬁEf%é&8K%
a2 RN IXFAIMIC R > TWDH Z EEEHTHZ itk -
T RELIEESINDZEZGND T EZAERICTHHOTH DY, 0
BRI, WEBCEA ST, E. Bl oEITKEIX YR IE, E DRk
WCEEMZ BT T 72%, Las L, Biam bid, PRI, R s, R
MR B2 32 2 L 2T 52EE KA E L THENLSLDOTH
53090

0 2 TOEEHOBANZOFEEL L > THDHEOTIEHRNI LITYARTH S,
EI S DthER 2 el TR LzEEROEREIT> TV D, £ 9 LI2%EH
I, SEBREN7e b o> & LT OHIEANR D B AL D ATREMEIE A a0,

07 See Westinghouse v. Boyden Power Brake Co., 170 U.S. 537, 562 (1898).

308 Tate Access Floors v. Interface Architectural Resources, 279 F.3d 1357, 1368 (Fed.

Cir. 2002) (Z3BW\C, PN, Z OEIIE, 1952FOREFHED NI OBITIE, #E

BRI B Z b o TR LR L, HRGKREIRIZGR->C) ZoER 2@ L2 2
L 2372\, Contra Scripps Clinic & Research Found. v. Genentech, 927 F.2d 1565, 1581

(Fed. Cir. 1991) (Z ®EFZ 1 4. ). See Amgen, Inc. v. Hoechst Marion Roussel, 314

F.3d 1313, 1351 (Fed. Cir. 2003) (Z OiEENT, AfFITITEH Sene LTHI|&

MEHEHTHD LML),

39 See Lemley, Economics of Improvement, supra note 69, at 1023-24 (G¥i¥y%aa1%, #
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@ﬂ%ﬁi 7 DBUR L A—Th5, ZOERIT, &5 5 E 5

BT DMRANRGBICHEAT 2 Z ENAMHETH Y, £/-, ZHUTESL
= DDFEXENIZE T 2HINIIR T XA LOERE I NN—FTDH X5
ANBITE, ARARW W RIT, HDEEICB N CUIOERE LD b
B0t HlxiE, Y7 b TiE, KENRERE R CRET HHE
BCHY, 20w, V7 b =T OR\ITHHEHROBEA 2% 5 X9
TRARAM IR R L1372 0 iz v,

2. BERRBORL N—

INFETH U TES LD DLELE TV THHMPNIRETFEIC L 0 #ef
e 5z 6h7 (U, :%/m—wﬁ@®*%&bfﬁﬁéné)ﬁ%
B TWD ORI b | Bk afkx 22 eI D % ORI
SHBHED _(ﬁl%f%émﬁm_%b%f)%@ﬁg%ﬁwf%to
L L, BECB O TEHAFNC S 2 DRI, £ 2 TRb2 L0 T
E720, DN OHOIERIZ, FlEEICB N TE R BTV D RO
PHNIZEB W TEBOR L AN—C LTHWA Z ENRTEHDThH D, LLFTDOEY
Ta TRV TE, D L9 R0 DDOBIERNRBER L S—IZ o0 TR
RERD

a. AEVEOHEE

RFAIR, BITSNRFFIADR b LEESND Z L 2ED T

EHEEICBIT 2 10 b, FFHEICBW T W DRI EN R U RE 2 RET L &
SR L CUN5, ) ; Robert P. Merges, A Brief Note on Blocking Patents and the Reverse
Doctrine of Equivalents in Biotechnology Cases, 73 J. Pat. & Trademark Off. Soc’y 878,
883 (1991).

1% See, e.g., Scripps Clinic, 927 F.2d at 1581 (#5743, AERYITHE LUWVEM T )7
B K o THEEOAEWER 2D H LARZB W T, ERFICRW T, Wi%ims
WL LR LT).
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AR

20, HIKEIRIE, ZOBELY, RELLEH LI THNIEN, FiEF
BDIEHTdH D Z L IOV THFED OSSO H DRI X - TREHT 5
ZLHERDDLBOEMRL TS, Lemley XONVEDMDF L, PTO A3
BHRED - DICERIE > TV ARHA I RONTZbDTHDH I &,
BHHVNEIV AT LEEY QT HEOWERFORUCES X, O X 5 72k
RAIMEDHEE ALY TH D L FRL TS, s g ooz X
X DRl FERHER 1, PTO Ikt LEsF 22 0 2B RH D Z &1t
WCEEHT 2 B/EE2 A > TE LT, MR EZ T 2EBN/ RN L%
FET A EATIE PTO DAL TN LN IR REFRL BIEAT
W53, FEINEDOHEE & SERITHEET 2 e OITIEROBERLETH 5
23, HEFRIKEIX L, HEE OFREE K OV LA 3 5 Rk 2 FER e
av ba—VE T TNE, HETHEZAIDEC THE»SFHETOH
DRHL T | AHLOEIC L > THEEZ BT Z L2 FREIC LD TH
By EIEEIK T, REBRIICFDL— LB EE L, HEEN PTO Ik -T
R &7 2 & WSATHARIC L i E il A S e e L,
HRKEIX 35T BALD AN, ZEOKEXIL, Z D/—/L & M
LT3, HIREEIRKIL, AMEOHEE 2 FE TSR L2 &R0
FATHEMICE TILR LIz TH VI ZDN—L 51T & A EERBRVE

31135 U.S.C. 282 (2000).

312 Al-Site Corp. v. VSI Int’l, 174 F.3d 1308, 1323 (Fed. Cir. 1999).

313 See Jay P. Kesan, Carrots and Sticks to Create a Better Patent System, 17 Berkeley
Tech. L.J. 763, 765-66 (2002); Lemley, Rational Ignorance, supra note 48, at 1527-29
(2001).

314 See In re Lee, 277 F.3d 1338, 1342 (Fed. Cir. 2002); In re Oetiker, 977 F.2d 1443,
1449 (Fed. Cir. 1992) (Plager, J., concurring); John R. Thomas, Collusion and Collective
Action in the Patent System: A Proposal for Patent Bounties, 2001 U. Ill. L. Rev. 305,
325.

315 See, e.g., Mfg. Research Corp. v. Graybar Elec. Co., 679 F.2d 1355, 1360-61 (11th
Cir. 1982) (Iar Li=HiffrooIr) — v %E-H.); NDM Corp. v. Hayes Prods., 641
F.2d 1274, 1277 (9th Cir. 1981) (same); Lee Blacksmith Inc. v. Lindsey Bros., 605 F.2d
341, 342-43 (7th Cir. 1979) (same).

316 See, e.g., Kahn v. Gen. Motors, 135 F.3d 1472, 1480 (Fed. Cir. 1998) (I5#& B IZH2
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DELTEDTHD, b O —2OF KL, FraftEE ), HERRIZ BT
Bl 72 SeA TR R & B L2 IC S W C OB M 2 HET 5 L0 )
bLOTH BN,

HHGKE X, ARMEOREEZBOR L S—L LTS Z &N TEE, &
NE~I7aOBERL/N—& UTHE L, FFICBT 2 BEORKRBRIZ L D0,
TRUVRFFRFE D T\ VR IRE 2 SR 2 BOROWTInIc SV T, 2
FERICB WO ERICB T 5 L0 bR AEIEOREEE 5 2 55—
FHT, I/ rOBRLAA—& LTHEMMEOHEEZ WD Z LXK V&N
DOHLT T a—FThd, BRKEIRES, Zo#EE, fixiE, sIASh
THRATEIRO AT 28B4, ZORHEE LTIE, & %< 0&THI

RSN Z ENROGEHLORR I, ARMEDHEE 24T L7\, 1) ; Applied Materials,
Inc. v. Advanced Semiconductor Materials Am., 98 F.3d 1563, 1569 (Fed. Cir. 1996)
(TPTO IZHR SN T2 Z & AV BINATREILO SR BRIZ I8 1 D 1R T IBMBIREILIC &
ST, FREEMIFZ DB RIT T N TE DM, AMMEOHEE ITLFED FE4E
EEFTDHOTEARN, ).

STHAEILZ O & ) AREEIE ARV, see FMC Corp. v. Hennessy Indus., 836 F.2d 521,
526 n.6 (Fed. Cir. 1987) ([—fikif/—n & LT, SEATHAITIE 4 i~ & B51%
20N 1) . %< OWHES TR, 230 DB BEA LD L 72 b o & TR 220k
1THATOPHE 1T S Z &L 24545325, Lemley, Rational Ignorance, supra note 48, at
1510 n.63. SeATHAFHA & A BEGh 32 AMC DWW COFMICE L Cid k& 2 ]|,
Kesan, supra note 313, at 770; Jay P. Kesan & Mark Banik, Patents as Incomplete
Contracts: Aligning Incentives for R&D Investment With Incentives to Disclose Prior Art,
2 Wash. U. J.L. & Pol’y 23, 26 (2000).

G xIE, FEEIE. YT Y o THEEICBWTEITS W A RRFOBIC OV TR
LI L C & 7=, See, e.g., Cohen, supra note 190, at 1178-79. Z OFHHIZ[FEE LT
WIEEHIFTIE, Y7 U = TRRFE, MOREORTF LY bEMEOHEEEZ T 5
RUICBWTH D EfimfiT 7z, —H oG BV TE, PTO IX, B VR A FERRF
[ZOWTORBIO “BBEFR 2T TR Y . ZTORRE LT, B VR ALERTFD
HEEDO L NEMEN D Z L1272 - 7=, Allison & Tiller, supra note 217 (f > % —%
v b EVRZFERFE, FERRREFE Y $45 5 Ko idB o). B
Frid. VR AGERFFOAMEOHEEZ T2 ETCIOFREEZEET L LN
TE %,
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ZAI A LR R LW REA 522 2 LT D, FERERIRERLD B I,
EIE, NAFT 7/ uo— RO ALEFZE LT 50 OnOESE
BT DL, BT EOEEICBITHREILY b L0 2 OEiTHIN &
SIHL TV ZERHLNTHD Z EMBY Db —iHIL—/L DR R
. 29 LI ERICR T 2 HREZIRL T 2 2 LiTo7eid 5,

b. ¥ LW kigEE

F & LT Robert Merges M3JEBEE & 7 o 7= dy A 708 F MR A1 X, B
AYEZ REEFENMED BRI L TV D™, REEFEMER S WA, BRI,
ML, BROBEREME L, LB ->T, TOMEL LToRE—F
YT 0 DT RENGE O TSR 24fifE & LT, Fgrtbo x5 & T
HRETH D, HHPNL, ERAIIIAMSENNE, BS BMICR LE A
MCTED, BHOMFEE LT, I, RAEHZ LB 2k Tk
T5HILENTEDREMICKD) LR & L TR Sh=#NICER
WTCORTHHIB W CHEI A ZITID Z L1278 DDTh D, FHH» LR
ELTCHIIT2 b 0% EL70ITid, BARAS, 7 A M, EE, RIE. &
O, Z< OBAEITBWTIE, MErI OB HERITL < OBEESSBET
HY ., DL, FEESERBFEHELR L IRNRFETHHT2Z &3 T
XD EDMETH D, MK OT A 77 ZR&ihc T s 2ko 7
OEREA /) Ve—ar LTHAT DI ENTE DM, HBRIE. 1/
Jx—3a VOENERTH DL,

HAFORBIZET 5 Merges HiROFFRIZILSITIX, RiEFE CHEHDE

319 See, e.g., Allison & Lemley, Who's Patenting What?, supra note 20, at 2130-31 &
tbl.13.

B ZOEEROT AT TIZOWTOEMARHINIEL, A S, Robert P. Merges,
Uncertainty and the Standard of Patentability, 7 High Tech. L.J. 1 (1992) [hereinafter
Merges, Uncertainty].

2L 2 o2 IV TR, Fx ity 2 v _X—Z—IZht-> TV 5, See Nelson
and Winter, supra note 128, at 263 GEBHL A / Uz —T a vV OR[|E T 2 v _X—
F—IZHESELTND,).
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MEESTEA ) Tx—ar EHORTIEAR,) (ZIEE PO A %2
ZUT B BRGSO, A EEMETR IR, TRIRER R TR, A ) T e —
TarDlOOBEME Y A7 E BEOBEM XY bHIEMICE NSNS Z
LERRHEE LTWD, ZTDD, MIERBEHAR, 1/ X—4—DHDH
L7220 ZOWENLOFIT, HOHWHENERITEMIT D LM
TE D072 bR BIFBICEE &1 /b ThA S, HFohirs
DR OB KR L TRIZE WSS R BELET 2 2 &1tk -
T, BEERIMZ S 2 AT E< 2 2 8D, £ /) Tz —T 3 Tkt
LTREEITHIA BT 4 UN ERTHAEERDH D, FEDKEL 2
TUTR DT E . IO FREMEZ S D RN HERT 2 Z & BB HIREN 2
LV R OEE EBEEND S, FRICBIT A RE RIS X E, TR
END AR BFISLTRE 2D TIEZARWIRY . 230D EH0 70y
7 MK 2 8B EEROBREEIMHT 22 LICRd 2 LN TFHS
NnNd, Zo77a—F2ry, mRKEXIE, FEHOEHERET 2IEH
BIMEIZ DWW T O LW ZIRIB R E AT Z L2 Lo TERAROEE
H% O RO ARFIEM: & | FIH OBV T O Z OG22 k%
ERTDOHELRUGECER T ENTER,

Fxld, TRBLILEFIII 70 0BOR L X—TH D Z L #RBEIRER
LTW%, LL, ZIRIUBEITHAAEN TV DI OE H L O FifE5E
PEZ, 7\, 3700 TROBERL N—L LTHEFET 5 2 L3 whe
ThAH, FHFTL, EEANA—LBRIHI R — R ICBNT, Hx D
T DB AR ORI DN TITN L2, AT, ISP AT Toi
BALYAHICRHESN TVWDEREL Y bERMEOEEIIBWNTEY
BHEND, —EEMRFTIELZ, —DOEESRICBT HREHOE &
FHEFMEZ DN T E GITIRS A L, YBKEEEICEA S D V— /L 2 HlEE
THZETHA A, Hr OFPITHOWTRIEEZHEE TS = LIZEEET
HDB,TANMIESTHETLE S & LTV D0E, BHS EFLIT07,

w0

2 [FERED FFRIT DU TIE Vermont, supra note 304, at 386% 2 i,
B RFTHEO B DR E AL S I o DR N ONWTE BT HZ & L
T, FFHREOR SR LT DI LI & 9 BB A D DO RN % 1

w

o
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FERMICERFFFHBICE S 20 LWV I Z L DERIT OV TORERMETH

Do ZOHIWNIE, DRI LED LV BbELESTBTOLTI Z LN
ARETH D, ZDEY —RNZRT T o —FilnTid, FEERAMEDOER L
L TORBOTREFEML, ~7 nOBERL A A—ThA 9,

c. RFU R IR2—R

EMIMcb- 2880 atra—0ERIC RS & | fFFifld, T OHERNHE
’;ofﬂﬁéﬂtﬁAﬁﬁK%&éMTmémoN%yh-ix;—x
IR D ZODOERH W 155, F—ITh o b — R b o
i\%ﬁ#mﬁﬁmﬁ_@ﬁﬁét WCHO DN SA ., R Ao —
ASINTZZ &2 0D b DO TH D, FraEE O b OIXRIEERE & 7
D152 5 DO KBEPFHIRITHETR L TND I ENBY 72 MIEH
V. FFTHER S Z ORI & B 2 TR A D X O IR FTESER L
L2 L LTV ENCONTHRFT D Z L1222 5%, ZFEHDO LD
FOBFHINRD IR WGE Th o T, FErEE N, £l LElEE BEbhbd
il & D FEIZ K o TR OB IEM e §iPR 2 B 2 CTREF 2 IRR T 545
G eI A—2AT 52 L1850, ZNHDOLOD ) biRbHEER S
DL, Frze 2 OFIHEZEL2 TEEL LS LT 2BEDT A L A

5 Z EIXERB R OATRE N D D,

BT U R e R A=A OWVWTO—#RRIRERIL. LT 22, 1 Hovenkamp et
al., IP and Antitrust, supra note 87, at ch. 3. /X7 k « I Az — ZFEHIL, Motion
Picture Patents Co. v. Universal Film Manufacturing Co., 243 U.S. 502 (1917) {23\ T
HD TR B, BT S B >—# T & - 72, Morton Salt Co. v. G.S. Suppiger,
314 U.S. 488 (1942) ZhEaEre—LEOBERTHY . mBRIE. HERRTO LD T
72 < WZOWTDOIRADHR LU LTz (> T, BEICERR OIS A AGE L
72.). See 35 U.S.C. 271(d) (2000); see also Mark A. Lemley, The Economic Irrationality
of the Patent Misuse Doctrine, 78 Cal. L. Rev. 1599, 1610 (1990) (W7 4e30{kic>
Wi LT3, ) [hereinafter Lemley, Economic Irrationality].

3% 1 Hovenkamp et al., IP & Antitrust, supra note 87, 3.2b—c.

#6 See 35 U.S.C. 261 (2000) (MUBENIZIRIE SNTZHFFFT A £ 22D TN D,).
7 See B. Braun Med. Co. v. Abbott Labs., 124 F.3d 1419, 1426 (Fed. Cir. 1997).
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TEMEED SR CEEN L SN D, FIEEICEET 5 I Ao —ADEHIT
EELlCarvta—F- V7 hy=TIZBET D HECEIEREE ML)
DO THFEZMEL L) LRATFHRICHEAINTETNWDZ NG, &
DOIEBOTE RIIFFTHEIZ E o THORRIZEATZE D TH D, kb EER T
LlE, A RO, BEHEOH L BEEES D & T DHEHHETIC
2V R=R2A2 =T ) VORI ZIRFALE D & LTHEAFTNC L -
THHINTERZENWS 2L THDL™, RITHEMLIZEY, V-2
=TV, VT MU T HEEDRBO DI CTEETH LN,
FRFEE, V=R P=T U U T OW TR BLE 2 RN Tn
Do RF UK IAZ—ZDEINY T b =T OEEHEREIZB TS
AL —ADER L WATICHRET D7 01F, JIUIsr2= 077 b
2T DV NR=RAx =T ) T ORPLE R DN H D,

Flo, AT U b e IR, e R URICBW TN/ 7 m OB
LN —L LTHERET 2 WREMEZ B > TV BP0, I 2a— X LW H &I
TR DR T RNE LR OISOV TOBRIRN IR ERE LRI
NELTWND, IA—ADERZEE) LAD O, A ER 2 HH %8

328 See Brulotte v. Thys, 379 U.S. 29, 32 (1964); 1 Hovenkamp et al., IP and Antitrust,
supra note 87, at ch. 3. But cf. Scheiber v. Dolby Labs., 293 F.3d 1014, 1017-19 (7th Cir.
2002) (Brulotte (2> TV D23, L OBEHFTIFZHH LT 5.).

39 See Alcatel USA v. DGI Techs., 166 F.3d 772, 792-94 (5th Cir. 1999); DSC
Communications Corp. v. DGI Techs., 81 F.3d 597, 601 (5th Cir. 1996).

W ab—J4 b SRR IENTZHITH D, IAZ—RICETHiHERIT, 1Z
LA EDOEERHEN BT 2 EFITB N TH LN TR, I A2 —RZBT 53Kk
BRROLNTZHDE, FEAERA LV Ea—F - V7 =T IZETLOTH-
7=, 1 Hovenkamp et al., IP and Antitrust, supra note 87, 3.4a. £7-. 7YX /ILDOHEH
K OWLENC BT 2 FE, RAICa b —F A b« IAZ—ADOFHFOFEFELRY D
2% %, See Inre Napster Inc. Copyright Litig., 191 F. Supp. 2d 1087 (N.D. Cal. 2002).
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FFomEI BRI snb Z &l s, MEICETNREETHLNH S
W DDORENKR L TWHEEDOEA, /ST b IAZ—ZADH L

CBIeZ03U, 55 USSR BRE S B B 2 & DB KX,
BHOBHTD I a 254 v ADMBEMIZ L - T, axsby, 7
ke T BN 7 uRT AR REORKESHI L 20 5D IEEIT
EESTVBENE I DWW END, V7 F U =T ROCHERD K 5 7eH
BT B0, T BREFDIFET D EEICE O L, BT 2 /aTSo

AR T DT DI 2 TEH LB MThoin s 2 L%, HB=IT,

FEFEDLEACDEEIT K- T, FraFe 23, FEsr O R HIREIPE 48 2 LR
THZIEIWLESTELEBLIELTHDINE I RSN D, EHES
ST, BB D EERHIM CTHLRRFOHFEMZILER LI &0 ) JRN
AT 4 TERESTWDY, Wiz, Y7 hy = TREIIZOL D/
AT 4 IR, X0 R, BN, BEPEE SR O
ICBW TR OHFAAZZET L L5 T2 MK L, —2DEHEICE
2RO R FFI O W C O E RITT D720 T v b I R

B fEo T, H5XKEIRIL, DCI KN Aleatel FAHZENT I A—AZE L7z, 4

FERICRVCIE, B IE %@E&&%Wﬁ@%é%&@ﬁ@@_owf%%b
TeM. D XD RFEBRITMIRINE RAM A E Y —(2 5 2 5 O/EM & — RIS
—THT LI DI LG, EEMEAIRE LI L EEHES A FIR L7z, Alcatel, 166
F.3d at 792-94; DGI, 81 F.3d at 601. FHIFTIE, KEE, FEMEL £ O LB T
TERL KD ERATCb D EHERR LTz, 20 T, FEMEIL. £ O fiiH 48 2
TR SN Z L b, FEOFERICES FERIZARICBNTRLIZ L0
FEERICE#E LT=, See Mark A. Lemley et al., Software and Internet Law 198 (2d ed. 2003)
2 BOBAAHIRIR 2 D KO ITRRF O R R BIHEDRA 2 JE K3 2 720 D ERE I &
HEY BT OV T OFERRIZ OV TIEL, LLFE2& M, 2 Hovenkamp et al., IP and
Antitrust, supra note 219, 33.9; Hovenkamp et al., Anticompetitive Settlements, supra
note 219, at 1739.
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—ADEHEENT L &N TE D,

NRTU R IR —AOERT, BERL/S—& UTHRET 5 TRt H
5753‘ HEHGKEIXIC LD 2 E TCOIERITMRD Th2R<, £, KL &

WA L CTE L0 IciBlbh g, PN, FEoMEEIZB T 5 FER
UﬁF%“r‘ IZ DU TEER Jfﬁaﬁ“é_ LIZE-T, ZNETRYV AT b -
I AL — AL OV ORESLEE T d DI 52K IE 1k % ks 7o # A N IO
HEILELTVDEITHDE™, KETFAF « IRAZ—ADIEHIZ K D5t
SHNRICKHT DAL, WA EZER DO B D & 72 B0, ReFdi € O
IR EZ B2 IS 25NN 2R T 510K L =L L
THRELE D LD TH B,

d. EikHE

Rearseix, TREPELL ) oo dy U 2ok 238 63 2 HEMIMER T & 555,
%@%ﬁ5%%%@&&@%%&%%%&kﬂ%ﬂf%fkD\it\%
FHREOREN, ZIEEE ML LW IEEIL, IFEEEN RO TH D
WL LD, EEITE, FFRFET. ﬁ%%mitéAé%mfé_
EWTEDZEEZHEL THBICTET, HBHLARTIZ AR SR & 13H

3% See C.R. Bard, Inc. v. M3 Sys., 157 F.3d 1340, 1373 (Fed. Cir. 1998) (JEDH T =
V=4 C IRR o T ) O— RS 278D 72703572, ) ; B. Braun Med. Co. v. Abbott
Labs., 124 F.3d 1419, 1426 (Fed. Cir. 1997) (/37> | « S 22— X{THOWTOFHER%E
SRR, . REFICBEE T 280 AR IV E O FHRIZ oW T OO BRI 22 IEFIZ DOV T
I3k & 2/, CSU v. Xerox, 203 F.3d 1322, 1325 (Fed. Cir. 2000); Intergraph Corp. v.
Intel Corp., 195 F.3d 1346, 1362 (Fed. Cir. 1999).

W o ld, MRS RBRETHDEVI ZLERRLES LS HDOTIE
RN, AT U b e IR AUTIE, HEEEE L OBFFRICHE T 2 R A —
VERETHORBEN®H 5, See Lemley, Economic Irrationality, supra note 324, at
1614-20.

32D X =IO TORHRIMA R IEEEIZ DUV Tl Calabresi & Melamed,
supra note 78, at 1092% & [,

336 See Merges et al., supra note 28, at 302.
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E L TWARWT 3 LM IOV T OB, EVBLB LTV
R 21525 2 & IEHKEIX AR, S D AT FE ERATHE

& o 7258, HFKEIXIE, 1980FERUITIR A LT & 15 5 72 D O K% Kig
WZRERN L7239 20tk 1990 RICIE Z o S HEZ MY ekl L, 4R
IRZE AR DB IEH SN K D127 D F TIZE - TN ¥, &R
%mﬁA@ BHEILT O D D, FIEHEICOWTIE, FFRT LI
12, ImEECHIPNE, IEDOWL OOERITB T, RO E LT
FZILMA E MG LXK 91886 LT & iz,

FAuT, BRI, FFREOFHEICBNTRGEILM B ERNT L Z L%
HELTWS, 20kt B2 41X, Foster v. American Machine & Foundry
Co. T TH D0, TOFMITIBN T, BHPNL, FrartEE 28 % 5=
B LTV B D T A 5118 £ 72, Vitamin Technologists, Inc.
v. Wisconsin Alumni Research Foundation S 23T EAIFT X, A

37 35 U.S.C. 283 (2000).

38 See Edward J. Kessler et al., Preliminary Injunctions in Patent and Trademark Cases,
80 Trademark Rep. 451 (1990) (Z 41 FE TOEY W OBEDIEHEIZ DV TR E T
W5.).

339 See, e.g., H.H. Robertson Co. v. United Steel Deck, Inc., 820 F.2d 384, 390 (Fed. Cir.

1987) (FEaFFfFIc B W TRZILIEE 2R D 2 B E L TRIEAR ATRERHEEFIC OV

TR TREZLHEE DMFAET D LR LTZ,).

30 See, e.g., Amazon.com. v. Barnesandnoble.com, 239 F.3d 1343, 1350-51 (Fed. Cir.

2001) (FHFEDOREIZDONWTEKRREMD B 25 EIMGELDEZA T L),

31 See N.Y. Times v. Tasini, 533 U.S. 483, 505 (2001); Campbell v. Acuff Rose Music,
, 510 U.S. 569, 578 n.10 (1994); see also Abend v. MCA, 863 F.2d 1465 (9th Cir.

1988) FEILDERBORDo72.), aff’d on other grounds sub nom. Stewart v. Abend,

495 U.S. 207 (1990). ZEAFMEREIE, FraFiE & 0 S AR IRV EPH CHRIFI HFFRE 217 9

ZLETELTWD, See 17 U.S.C. 111 (2000).

#2492 F.2d 1317 (2d Cir. 1974).

33 1d. at 1324; see also E.I. du Pont de Nemours & Co. v. Phillips Petroleum Co., 835

F.2d 277, 278 (Fed. Cir. 1987) GERH LRI L0 b o T FraFiEF o6t L, [BHEA

AREARIE LB o TRV E LTAEIED EZRD R0 T,).

34146 F.2d 941, 945 (9th Cir. 1944); see also City of Milwaukee v. Activated Sludge, Inc.,
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&Zﬁ@‘éﬂﬁffﬁﬁ"JT 7B 2N 2 mVAILEERRIZE & R L. IO

BB LI NFIC K o CTREA SN, Bl Tik, ATmic & 0 700
Ff“(jaﬁ:' AT o T2 AR A —FHHI'E 1L, SmithKline Beecham v. Apotex ${¢
BT, Paxil (22T ® SmithKline D¥FFHIEE SN TE LT, RITEE
SN TV & LTHRZEIEGAIEED TRV Ll L™, 25 Lz
EUSN T, Z IR OFE M 2B L= B oI3 & A 1k, G ARk kE
DR TBe & U TRFF ORI RFEMED SR LT b D TH 2™,

ZILHEIL, ~ 7R 7 200 TR LB WTHESR L S—
ELTHRELAEZ2LOTH D, Zhid, HFHIEL 2T bunin

T EEEWT L0 TR, fEIICE, BHPTT. B EED
Fefar & LT D 2 & I13lYCTH 5, FaFErhicisun i iam
BOMEZTMET 2 Z ERREETHLZ L, KO HEENE T4V R
IZER 2 IRBEVRH D Z Lk, — R & LTI, R SEIERRE 2 BT b
DEFTDHHEDTIHRWSE, Lol ZIHEIL, —EORIICB W TIER
WUTHLH VD, FHlo, B, MEZIEEIGER T EOICAND
NTWDEA, 295 LI olfil Ziusresit, miserHmacIsd LT
MEEEIEE FOTELWRFEHE E 2D 2 0355, FRoBEBENS, 29
L7z 5251 E oML, HDEEICB O TUIMOEEICB T80 b

69 F.2d 577, 593 (7th Cir. 1934) (RFAT A& LT D AEAL, ARMAE Lo A £7
Mz sichdZemb, BEEZZEILTHZL2HELTLE,).

35 Vitamin Technologists, 146 F.2d at 945.

316 247 F. Supp. 2d 1011, 1045-46 (N.D. Il 2003).

37 See 1 Hovenkamp et al., IP and Antitrust, supra note 87, 6.5¢c; F.M. Scherer, The
Economic Effects of Compulsory Patent Licensing (1977).

38 Richard Epstein, Steady the Course: Property Rights in Genetic Material 37 (John M.
Olin Law & Econ., Working Paper No. 152, Mar. 2003) (on file with the Virginia Law
Review Association); Merges et al., supra note 28, at 299-302. 7= 5@ |2 k4 B 1x
I TIZRWERICOW T, kA B M, Ayres & Klemperer, supra note 72, at
1020-23; cf. Dan L. Burk, Muddy Rules for Cyberspace, 21 Cardozo L. Rev. 121 (1999)
> T4 OB D RUIHESUIREL L 7oV — V&2 3R ).
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FHEN, EURRAL ST IRV AAO—EE LTTIRARL, ELLT

BEOEZDICERESN TV AHEICB W CIIREY TH 5, JEEOFITIE,

SEIRHEE L, FEPMER DS 3EH] & M L TUOVR WA, ARSIk
THIREREEZFAT S Z LN TERNI L2, ZIEEEIIREY ThH
HERBTEHELHLP, Eo, EILEEIX, 7T A0MEE R
R DEFEIZBNTIEME L 20155, IS, TN ENORHER L. T8
DEWICEBARAA Y LT 4 — 2RO THUE LAT DA BT 40
DD DH, ZAULTIRICIN TR ZIRGET 5 7o OIS B2 HERI & AL 3
LT EERAREICT 2D TH D™, 20X 9 Pz, SRl TR
LR EFLHENRD D, KthIC, EEHEOBZ S W D00
DX It ET L o CEHEERBN 258 LT DR, FRrEE N EFE L
BD ML T, FEBICIT, M4 %520 TR MR & - TR T
RRETRETHDLEFERTIELH D™, 295 LIEBIENZR L —IL, #

39 See supra notes 330-34 and accompanying text.

30 See Turner, supra note 69 (making this argument); Armond, supra note 68, at 122 (i
ZIEOOEREIZRE L= O, ) ; see also Foster v. Am. Mach. & Foundry Co.,
492 F.2d 1317, 1324 (2d Cir. 1974) CHEEHBEES AT LORFFEFEM L T 7en
EomaEELE,).

31 See, e.g., Water Techs. Corp. v. Calco, Ltd., 850 F.2d 660, 671 (Fed. Cir. 1988) (it
FREE AR 2 2 LiE, BEPZRIL (FErEEN] 20oRGZRTLTWET
5L HEAHALIZGHRICORZLETH D). BIEZIT o CORWRFFHES 13
RN D ZOBIEZTo Z L NTE 20,

FEILL, TUFaEr RAZ0L0EFELE L ZOMBEESE L L THRESL
72T %, Michael Heller I+, 2 < D A& BHEEIZ DV TOF BT DHEMZIRA L
THEY, —DOFAFICEWET RN &b, £RAY UTIHE, HERME
PEDbNIRL 72D LBIE LT-, Heller, supra note 112, at 623. For an argument in favor
of compulsory licensing of DNA to solve the anticommons problem, see Donna M. Gitter,
International Conflicts Over Patenting Human DNA Sequences in the United States and
the European Union: An Argument for Compulsory Licensing and a Fair—Use Exception,
76 N.Y.U. L. Rev. 1623, 1628 (2001).

33 See, e.g., Andrew Beckerman—Rodau, Patent Law — Balancing Profit Maximization and
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HIFTE, FFEDFEEEZID EiF 50, HDW0IE, —EDOHFIZE N TARE
D AW REE IF LS REZERT 200 T2 ERRS R
REFEERNOBR L A—TH 5,

C. BERL/N\—OFER

1. BOR U R—THT BB R

FHIFTCIT, RO — 7B B 2 R E D E R D = — XA S
HAHHYREHEID Y, FHFTIZEORBEZA VL& DO TH D, Fix
. SLEEE DM FEBEICR WO THIBE R R BN 2 H > TV B L EREN
IIEBZONTELZ &, FMFIERI TN &0 RO, Rl ErEs
P AHRSEIR OB B 522N THRN TVRN I L AR L TV DS, L
ML, H5HWAEMITHNAR LD THY, ML, FHFTDEERBOR
THELE N E D Dy Tidn < RIROFEZERIOSLIE OB A AR, BRI
SE LD bR A FEMT D ECRAMBMBIZHDLDONE I LS Z
ETHD, AL, AEA R AP TR BN R B T, X

Public Access to Technology, 4 Colum. Sci. & Tech. L. Rev. 1 (2002) G& F[E~ZE# 5
T 2 BT BT 0O KIE S IET 2 i R O 2 ¥ — 22OV T
L Cu%,); Susan K. Sell, TRIPS and the Access to Medicines Campaign, 20 Wis. Int’]
L.J. 481, 504-05 (2002) GRMHIFMFFFE 2 3FE L, & LHRC K DESRM~DT 7 &
A ZINER5H Z & OEEM A, ) ; Ellen t” Hoen, TRIPS, Pharmaceutical Patents,
and Access to Essential Medicines: A Long Way from Seattle to Doha, 3 U. Chi. J. Int’l L.
27, 45-46 (2002) (TRIPS {f7E & & k- [E ORAERII LS D =— X &G § 2 L8
IZOWTH# U TW5b,); cf Alan O. Sykes, TRIPS, Pharmaceuticals, Developing
Countries, and the Doha “Solution,” 3 U. Chi. J. Int’'l L. 47, 49 (2002) (K—ES%
TRIPS /I LZ N 72 & T RBIC IR CRERIT L T 2.

SmithKline Beecham v. Apotex, 247 F. Supp. 2d 1011 (N.D. 1Il. 2003) (2351} B R A
F—HFEOHRIL, EIHEBICET D EOTH o7, BAa2BHEIZESSLOTH
Do [RPHIFE, RFRFHEE X, Z OMEERIMER] 28T LW EIR T2 2 L1tk » T
BEMLHIM A8 TER LE S L L, Wiic® XL, F¥EE, KRmzEika
BlX, BFRRESNESETHOo THARBEY ThHDH & L,
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VTSR & 72 DS IRIRE AT 9 T L IXFRER RV BET 2 R&ETH D
LB DOTHDY, WMEFRMNLEZFOT TIE, v, RERICHE
Ffb ST ) PER ., WIS R HEREMSE S RIS T O RE L D b E
NDDOTH D™, AR HIRIL, S %OEHFTOREEMRT L2 L%
BT D720, FREZRIR D PUE LW 2532 L 17 D,

sl IRV ) D & DRI K DN — VIR RANICIR S T2 b D TH
DT LR BNITR BRI DITT D720 FHFTAE 5 LIHRIC
LN —NEEETDHILEEERADNETHD L O—RIRMEIZ O

%% See supra notes 216, 226.

3 Suzanna Sherry 1L, £ > Z—% v FEHEICE LEMEOIERZ LT\ 5, See
Suzanna Sherry, Haste Makes Waste: Congress and the Common Law in Cyberspace, 55
Vand. L. Rev. 309 (2002).

36 See, e.g., Cass R. Sunstein, One Case at a Time: Judicial Minimalism on the Supreme
Court (1999) (IF]{% S =~ U X L) % % Ff.) [hereinafter Sunstein, Judicial Minimalism];
Cass R. Sunstein, Incompletely Theorized Agreements, 108 Harv. L. Rev. 1733, 1735
(1995) (TR < HERET DIEHIE L, ZtERICBWTEEEIEY BT 7- 0 ORH] ol
EEARAT2EMICH DI EB3Z, IENXSLOSEE L, FFEDORRIZONTO
RERICHim b INTZaB A2 L X 9 L35, 1) [hereinafter Sunstein, Incompletely
Theorized].

7 See, e.g., Sunstein, Judicial Minimalism, supra note 356.

38 Cf. Sunstein, Incompletely Theorized, supra note 356.
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%9 Cass R. Sunstein, Foreword — The Supreme Court, 1995 Term: Leaving Things
Undecided, 110 Harv. L. Rev. 6, 29 (1996).
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See Thomas, Formalism, supra note 56, at 774.

%1 See, e.g., Louis Kaplow, A Model of the Optimal Complexity of Legal Rules, 11 J.L.
Econ. & Org. 150 (1995); Louis Kaplow, Rules vs. Standards: An Economic Analysis, 42
Duke L.J. 557 (1992); Edward Lee, Rules and Standards for Cyberspace, 77 Notre Dame L.
Rev. 1275 (2002). & DMOFHITIE FFITRFFHEIZ DUV Til LTV %, The On Sale Bar,
the Doctrine of Equivalents, and Judicial Power in the Federal Circuit, 67 S. Cal. L. Rev.
1151 (1994); William Macomber, Judicial Discretion in Patent Causes, 24 Yale L.]J. 99
(1914); Craig Allen Nard, Certainty, Fence Building, and the Useful Arts, 74 Ind. L.J. 759,
762 (1999) FRAAICBWTIRILS D ANCHEREEDRLETH H 2 LM b FFRFEICE
WO EAEL Y HL— L3 2FE LU & 3K, ) ; Thomas, Formalism, supra note 56, at
22 (PEHERIOIE AL % 3CFF, ) . Richard Epstein (%, B2 — O3k L LT EL<
535, See, e.g., Richard Epstein, Simple Rules for a Complex World (1995) (F&¥# 1
D HL—LE KR,
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2. EFKEXIC K DBOR L N—DER Y v

HOTKEIRK I, REICEE LAFRTBOR 2 BT 5 2 &1t LRI U
ERioTNDZEEH LML TS, Arti Rai 1, EHEKEIXA, fho
KEIKAIC T MR GA L0 & 1D SEO LFFEFIC L HDFHICOA
5 LIREE LT HOEERTHESL L, HTBEROEELRET %
E %%7"?’ EEPEZ TS E RTINS, %ﬂ%%’b0)$§§@$£ﬁ'§%

CHERZY COHEMIE, Fha2RET DHGENPT L0 b —IZ
§< @&W\TE"J%—»FWE%% STVWDIEHFTOF THHZ LB+ 2Z L
IEFRETH 2%, LA L. Ral 3 EHT 28 0 | HFRK ] KRR AP
BRI 72 U — & — & L COARDOEE & HEbR L THEEMBIC 4.\72éf
TEEY R EOY —F— o 7L Lo ERI-9 2 & W LTk

32 Arti K. Rai, Engaging Facts and Policy: A Multi-Institutional Approach to Patent
System Reform, 103 Colum. L. Rev. 1035, 1103-10 (2003); see also William C. Rooklidge
& Matthew F. Weil, Judicial Hyperactivity: The Federal Circuit’s Discomfort With Its
Appellate Role, 15 Berkeley Tech. L.]J. 725, 726 (2000) (T#HIFTIEMT, A% & PEFRE
ELTCORBOERERZRFZES T LD TH D)), 7 b— LRI IR 72 FEHL
13, Pl & BRFEDSIHT RO TIE, dIRIKEIXIE, BRI LY b
5 HH T Ok & I EMIC $H 5, See Christian A. Chu, Empirical Analysis of the
Federal Circuit’s Claim Construction Trends, 16 Berkeley Tech. L.J. 1075, 1097-1106
(2001); Kimberly A. Moore, Are District Court Judges Equipped to Resolve Patent Cases?,
15 Harv. J.L.. & Tech. 1 (2001). But see Mark A. Lemley & Colleen Chien, Are the U.S.
Patent Priority Rules Really Necessary, 54 Hastings L.J. (forthcoming July 2003) (on file
with the Virginia Law Review Association) (4512 B9~ 2 HiJ7 #EHI T O 2 %t~ 25 38
FKENXAT K 2 EE ARG & L U 72 JE5ERORF IR & 0. ) .

33 See Burk & Lemley, Technology—Specific, supra note 4, at 1196-97 (#1757 #:FT K Y
] X B T ORI B ORI 22 EFRYRE I IZ DWW T, ). L Lk
13, 1F & A EOEFKEIKOFHE L, BHE I Em I DB, HIFE RS, 5
TFORBRbFF > TN Z & 25T XE TH A 9, See John R. Allison & Mark A.
Lemley, How Federal Circuit Judges Vote in Patent Validity Cases, 27 Fla. St. U. L. Rev.
745, 751-52 (2000).

%% Rai, supra note 362, at 1103-10. Z OZENL, HIRKEXIZ & > TR EREIR 72
LD THD, HL, BIKEIRIT, D72 &b, WoMIIE, FREcBiT 2 %M
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AR

VN A E THDH Z LITONTOWNL DO FFHLT, 8 FK[E] X A3 it
DOFKE] X D IEFFFEH AT I L~ TIER L ORE I 72 3Rk LEb > TV D
BN DRV Z & A2 FEB L 7= Craig Nard D OAFFEIZ B W TRH S
P

BOR L N—%fF 5 2 LT3 2 AT oG, BORIEEID O FRRES
BIo:THZL k*ﬁL’Cb\éo Jay Thomas I%, JHEHKEIK T [Hfi7Ze
HPAZ NN BHEREZENN OGN DRI NS D LT 5 H 5 &
TRATUNG30 T DU DDHIT BN T, BER L A—Z 524128k

AR Z RIS 2 7o DIZAR SN b DO TH LB Th 5, FHFB M~ X%

Z OIEEEM M Cd > THEEICET 2 A TlT R,

365 Craig Allen Nard, Toward a Cautious Approach to Obeisance: The Role of Scholarship
in Federal Circuit Patent Law Jurisprudence, 39 Hous. L. Rev. 667, 673-74 (2002);
accord Rochelle Cooper Dreyfuss, The Federal Circuit: A Continuing Experiment in

Specialization 6-8 (2002) (working paper, on file with the Virginia Law Review Association).

Jamie Boyle 13t o & EH#RITH 5, [[HITKEIX] X, 7 A7 I v 7 RERLZ B
THIETMEZENTNDLEIICEDND, ZOXIICEHEENDZ LT, £5 T
H 2R UTIEFRITIIFE LR WSRO 2 DI LN R W ETH B0, Th
PUFFFHEDSH & L TR WRHSZ2 D E 9 3 idEED L, | James Boyle, Fencing Off
the Genome: The Second Enclosure Movement 7 n.11 (2002) (working paper, on file with
the Virginia Law Review Association). Nard D#FZE(Z X, EEKEIX X, EnRY e
HERBEIZ BT 2 A3 2 M O BHIFTIZ e~ T Y%‘;Uﬂ‘ﬁ'é bz &
DS B 2N SR TV B, Nard, supra, at 678-83. BCHIFT N2 ITIKHL L >>F N % 5]
ALRNENS ZEEBZENRNI LMD, hOKEIK LD bEKILL T D &F
ZHEHD TR,

Z DIV —)VRT B BEE AT, Pauline Newman |3 CTdh 5 23, FIHIFOE R
1E. FFEHEICET B RRE F O STk N DIERIEBICOWTOAME R~ Z LR
Y, See, e.g., Festo Corp. v. Shoketsu Kinzoku Kogyo Kabushiki Co., 234 F.3d 558,
639-41 (Fed. Cir. 2000) (en banc) (Newman, J., dissenting) (.f / V' =— 3 > R U4
BORIZBET 2 RAO#MRO T OFHOHMAE KA LJIHLTNWS,).

%6 Thomas, Formalism, supra note 56, at 2, 3; see also Nard, Claim Interpretation, supra
note 270, at 4-11 GEFKEX(E, 7 L—ADRICE W TIIBR TR T X5 L &
k..
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B9 20> O L7cWEW ) FHEERY L TWL, d#IRKEIXIE, 1998
FICE VR ATFECRT 2 525 2 LIS T 5 REICKSV—L 2 TRY
BrEs F7-, BIMiT 2 THIRA) EEAE b Lnb DL L7, F7z,
[FIFCHIFT 12200265 2 Wi o i 2 S 32 BARUT 7277, BeHIFTIE, Z OisE 2 B
RANZIES (LT 2 Z L1, #EooMETH 2 & L TERIEHOHISN % L
<HERT2HZ & %??EK ¥, F£72. %D Embrex, Inc. v. Service Engineering
Corp. FH R I3 D Rader #fI'E O & 2 LI EERRIEEH D FiIsk 2 42
THEERT 2 2 ké’/T L7232, 22RO T, BT

NEBIEET 2 85 RBORDEE Z{TDRNWI LR L, £, Frifik

WA DT ~OEELREE DO—> G LWEEHBIOENEIC X 24A0F%) &, #rL
<AEY B S HIERRGEIZ 51 2 R 0BT éH %, See Inre Bogese, 303 F.3d 1362,
1367 (Fed. Cir. 2002); Symbol Techs. v. Lemelson Med., 277 F.3d 1361, 1364 (Fed. Cir.

2002). HFEREAC T HWRIE, EEROBOR L A= TN Linh, Fixlds

TR I EEER T,

368 State St. Bank & Trust v. Signature Fin. Servs., 149 F.3d 1368, 1375 (Fed. Cir. 1998).
BRHPTE, S0 —mid, HBNEICRS W T ERIC SR SN 2 R0, id. at
1375-77, 1998FLUIRTIZIZHIS & L THEBRICHRO b TV Z LN TH D &

WARTWD,

39 = DIEHIZ OV T, In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385 (Fed. Cir. 1983) %%,

BHFTE, CoE#HEa L Ea—F - 7a 7T MEA L2 137200 (seelnre
Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 1583 (Fed. Cir. 1994)), ARATIDOHRRIZIS W THR il OFE(EMIC
stLEH L2 Li%d 5, See Bloomstein v. Paramount Pictures Corp., 215 F.3d 1351
(Fed. Cir. 1999). Z OIEHUIBT DREMI7Z2 MmOV Tld, REZZM, Richard S.
Gruner, Intangible Inventions: Patentable Subject Matter for an Information Age, 35 Loy.
L.A. L. Rev. 355 (2002).

370 Tate Access Floors v. Interface Architectural Res., 279 F.3d 1357, 1368 (Fed. Cir.
2002). But see Amgen, Inc. v. Hoechst Marion Roussel, 314 F.3d 1313 (Fed. Cir. 2003)
R TIEH 23, T OERERTHEOHGII 2L L GR LT 2.).

371 Roche Prods. v. Bolar Pharms., 733 F.2d 858, 864-65 (FedA Cir. 1984). Roche Zf4=2]
AT W THAKE XS, BEFOIEAZ AT L, RWETEE L T IEB Ok 2 X
FFLCHCRMFRZMRFTT 2 22 ERT L2 LI3ATH D,

372216 F.3d 1343 (Fed. Cir. 2000) (Rader, J., concurring); cf. Madey v. Duke Univ., 307
F.3d 1351, 1360-61 (Fed. Cir. 2002) (EEEZ —§5 L CTHERR T 2 & 5 KD D7 AMEA
Lice LOLARPBEREZIZEALEBHAIND ZENRRWIZERIRIRLT=.) .
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IZBWTIEEWHEIAZI TH 5 5liEIZ L D0 — D0 T o BRI 72 7KGE
WIRNZ & 2R LY, BHFNE, ST v b - SRR RO #
TR BT DEEE DN—NVE DT OMOBER L N—% | B0 BRI 72
N—NERTZLICE-T, FEEHACOREZRETHZ LIZL-T,
PBESHOFICHA L 2o X 5 & LTE R, BRI OIEBRSOZ 0o
BOR L R—13, #EHT D ETI iﬁ?f‘?éﬂ“(b‘iﬂb\mo Jay Thomas 1%, Z
5 L7z BB Z e L, BB 10FEMIC 72 28K E K O e Flc 81 D Hk—

HI7RRR I, BT R OB~ DRI T d 5 ERSTR DT 7257,

FOYICIE, T OREFFECR O BT A HPUIT, MR ORE O
o FEET D WNEOIHNC T OB T REHARIC L DB DO TH LA, =
T, o FEMIRICE D Z LB, FORBFTOEHE L, B
BURMBRA ZRET 272010, BEVNEDIEREZEZIELZY, D

37 See Eisenberg, Swords, supra note 262, at 5 (MHEFGKEIXK 1L, BKSCEICERY AE R
TWhaWEHEICETEO N 2Ty B =IOV TIE—H L CREN R %
LTW%, ). State Street H/H1Z, t/zxﬁﬁmm%mmx £ o TR RS
SN2 &L L BIBTEIRE LIZBEREITH DA, ZIUEHE BB 2H
2o 7z, State St., 149 F.3d at 1375.

31 See supra note 324 (VXF U R« I R — ZADERORFIZOVTHLETWS,).
375 Festo Corp. v. Shoketsu Kinzoku Kogyo Kabushiki Co., 234 F.3d 558 (Fed. Cir. 2000)
(en banc). FeEHIFTITFHIRAZKIE L. b H D LHKIORWIHRAEETT D X 5 RD
7=. Festo Corp. v. Shoketsu Kinzoku Kogyo Kabushiki Co., 535 U.S. 722 (2002).

36 See supra note 303 (JEBEAIFF/L— /L DBEIEIZ OV TR LTV S, ).

377 Thomas, Formalism supra note 56, at 3; cf. Boyle, supra note 365, at 7 n.11 (CAFC
I, HEO I 2 =X T, IBRERZ» DIFI RO ~EBY . TO%F
OITIZR 72, 1) . Wagner (3, A, ERXOL— VD FEMEH 25 2 L 28
& LT, BEKEIR B IERR NV — L~ EBAT L2 2 & ¥t L7z, Wagner, supra
note 224, at 234-37. AFEIZIBVCHB L72BBIC LD | Fexld, BORLAA—% <
T LT R o THRLNMEEMET, BEAMESNTWRNA e T ¢ URHT
A/ V== ar0aR bOfMifENRH 5 & D Wagner O ERICIZFRE L,

8 FHEOMHNC SV T, Abner J. Mikva, Why Judges Should Not Be Advice Givers,
50 Stan. L. Rev. 1825 (1998); Richard A. Posner, Against Constitutional Theory, 73
N.Y.U. L. Rev. 1 (1998) %,
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WL, @D D Z L oW TIN5, LavL, Z0FANX, 2

HEE A CHWATE Ao, B BFEE LIZBOR LS —%, 1K % (a8
TH0, HDHWIE, BN T DL FETIIRY, LA, £ LI &idik
&’%%%’ VIAENTIRFER FEEEOIRDOTH D, ORI
Bl ICE A Oy Th D, T, BN, WS, FEETEITS,
NRTFU R e IR KON, FFFEOH D3585, 5k X 58y C
BB 25 LEREARNRIERICHb > T\ 5, BiEE, BANCiE, v—
NED B REEZ L ED TV BHIERETH D, BAKEIR T, RKICEATE
LTH, HaREo Al EARMICEE X 52 L LiIcix, fERE LT
FELTWDIEEZYRT D2 LIXTERNOTH LD, T BRI RESGE
TO—HETH D,

REREIC #éﬁ;@lﬁ@igi HEEERICLL Y LT 580E
BDIEVHHAZEERT 5 L0 TH D, HIKEIXIL, ZOREIS wrﬁ%
%%%%ﬁﬁ:&%ﬂﬁ%é:&iﬁ%&wﬁﬁkéom6ﬁ®$#_
WCBEIZAE U2 D Tid s E BTV 2 01, HFRKIE R AMBIRIC &
BURAPEIWT 21T ﬁﬁ%&@@ibt&$bjf6ﬂfw5%u%%
?éw%w%\%@wwwm%t%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%@%%ﬁﬁé’k&b
BELIZOTIZRONENI Z L TH D, BFEREEHIELZ LD
@ﬁig&@f@ﬁ<\%5Lﬁﬁ%%@”@ﬁ%uLméﬁé ENE
FROTH D, FH R OE BBV TEHEMICOW TR Ladn . 1/
Trx—a ik, EECLI-oTRRDZLOTHY, FFhERX, ZhEth
DHEEICBWTE S HIETHEZKIFTLOTH S, 29 LRI M
i&&ofwéﬁ%%éwi4/ﬁx~ya/@ﬁ@%%ﬁﬁé_&m

. BEEDORFFHEDDIICBIT D [IELWWL—)v| 58D Z L NERE
f;étﬁb\ ICICHE LD ThH D, 9 LIHBEEZIET 5 2 & I13dEE
FERITH B,

379 See Thomas, Formalism, supra note 56, at 774 (TENTEZ~DOBITIT, FFiEkxd A
V== a VBORDPLEES T2 LD THH L, FEDZE NS DIEM RT3
FHREPRET HERTIE, BT, HEKEXIE, ) T a COERFDNR
— A, HPEO ==X, PEEMIEIC OV TIME L T v, ).
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BlzIE, METH A ENELE b A< BRI L, BRER U112
FOMTRORENEE Y T NI 2T LA AT 7 ) a T —ITBWTIT R AR D
HDE U THIR L7, Fx 3BIoBATIZI VT, HARKE] X A3 FEERIZFR
ET D/—E, BURMBLRED DX, ESICEBRAMZDOEEDTZDDOHD
ThDHEFBLTNASL L — L% ED D 2 L, AR
HZEIERBRNDTH D, EEDRENENENRER>TND Z &n
b, Rl B2 — UTES R E BT 2 L1 D, BN
W27 o T2BUR BT D 5G101E, 5 LIcEXDO=—X%ZE L7321
FUTZ B2, K7 3 a AR THA BRE LB LS —13, #
HIFTAE 9 LT 7@ W & E 2 72 BRIRE 21T 9 T2 D J7 ik & 1Rt
THHLDOTHD, LFOIEIZIRN T, Fexld, &9 LIZBOR L N—%fF
ED=—Ah b ol —EDOREEICBWTUIZEHATXEhEInEn
LT HETATT 20 ORI 5,

FEmE EAOEXRICE>THEYGL/N—

Z DEBOEFICBN TR, Bl FTFo@Ea bz % s 32 L CEy)
7R & 7R DEEZET R DER L S —DIERIZ O W T ORI R Z1T O
Fxld, A /U= arOETAEBIITIZDIC, TNETIZH I D
L7EEEM & UCHRY BiFe, £/, 29 LT, TORE Tk~
THDEN B FFTFOBEALORR L2 TNEHEDOTHY fE- TH~
. WL ONDOER L AN—0FH & LT ERICBWTZERENOEEZ B
D EFCEL, 22V TE, Brid, Eio, FBHFBEICE S TW A

380 See Burk & Lemley, Technology—Specific, supra note 4, at 1183-85.

81 See infra notes 383-405, 419-44 and accompanying text.

382 KA OBME I L D Z ORI OV TOEEARKBIZONTIE, BTa%
B8, Arthur J. Gajarsa, Quo Vadis?, 6 Marq. Intell. Prop. L. Rev. 1, 6=7 (2002); cf.
Kenneth D. Crews, Looking Ahead and Shaping the Future: Provoking Change in
Copyright Law, 49 J. Copyright Soc’y 549, 564 (2002) (— 2Dt D TETENRE H &
57 7a—FZHH).); David McGowan, Innovation, Uncertainty, and Stability in
Antitrust Law, 16 Berkeley Tech. L.J. 729, 731 (2001) (&= CDREHEIC & - T 72 4F
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LAR—ZERESTT, 29 LEEEIR LELY RBCEAIEH7DITT
WA 72 DGR B VDO NERET D, FIZIX, T F T XH DT
OB EA SN DA KNIE LD K O 7e | FraF O R & OSEEE
Z RS D B AR OB R OEBEOTERICOW T T 5, 29 LA
—Ii%, BN S DV A ) U — 3 YFET D EEICRIT D
B e O BRI 7 B A S LT A 20 IV LN A AR H 5, £z,
Fox i, SIFERTCHOROUANA—OERAPNBETIRFRICOVTHIERT
Do

A. N(FTH/aD—

NAFT I 7 aT—noEd 2508, ZIUIBEICE i C X 7=E¥ T
HY | FECBIT 2V L O DOEMMBIEDOX G THH Z & Z#BER L
T&le, "M AT 7 7 my—F, MOMICEEERICET LD THY,
PeoT, 7r ALY NEGRICBIR L TR Y . £z, ML DNA A%
IZOWNWTOHLDTHDLZ LD, TrFatr RHEGRHICEBRL TV,

B, mEH, MY A2 &2 LA U=—a VOIEITHEE T 55
BT A AT )T —ThDL I LTI T D, AT T
Y — 8 RS EEEEMTC T DA, ) TRIIMIC K 5P
MM OEBEORREREET 2 L VO REPH D™, TO X5 IRV

FRHEDH — OHFIFHIZFIE LRV,

B 7 R Y HEIESFTEEIE UL, T m = b S EHG & I
T F TICET HRIERIL, 12F0 515 TH Y, ZD 5 HL8FD FDA 1T X 5%
W7o ATY =D EHEE LTS, See Pharm. Research and Mfrs. of Am., Why Do
Prescription Drugs Cost So Much ... (June 2000), http://www.phrma.org/publications/
publications/brochure/questions/ (on file with the Virginia Law Review Association). £
KL D BAFE K O BR DL F OHEFHE, L& 5 T 5 KA 6 58 RV OfEFANT
B D, HEIL EROFMETH S, Compare id. with Public Citizen, Rebuttals to PhRMA
Responses to the Public Citizen Report, “Rx R&D Myths: The Case Against the Drug
Industry’s R&D ‘Scare Card,’” at http://www.citizen.org/congress/reform/drug<uscore>

industry/corporate/ articles.cfm?ID=6514 (Nov. 28, 2001) (on file with the Virginia Law
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BB LT DO, HAMNCIX, B LWERGR, Bk O RE 024
PR DN L WA OB~ D I DU THEME S 41T 5 ek 7o
il EOBEREZRKRETL2HDOTHD, £io, A AT 7/ mo—kxig &
LTV BIEME A B BB, 2 B & 124 (L9~ 5 A AN e Rk 52
PEZARBABRIZ LR, NA 477 s aro—8EE, EMRnsET D
HOTHY , HHYITIT, ASUIALSDOEYFR E OHEERANER S
bOTHB, TOX S RMHAEMERAZ, DHEMNR L O TH D NERFHN
HLOTHLNEROTmMO THMETH Y, BURT 52T Ak, HoIciX
FEOMEZ TR, ZOREER, NA 4T 7 7 v o—G ORI,
WIZPRIARFETH Y, £, HITEO LIV ORMEEREE U AT 2o
TN, Zofd, Frald, EMERIRB AL AT 7 e o—i H
DWVIEFEHERET 22 L MOERT 2 Z LITHICH LS AEETH D
ZEERBTLHIEITREY THDHETELTWDLR, £ H LWt oA
BENGCTIRETHZIENTEIEHEMITLIEL LA/ Te—g
NE BRI AT A EMETY 27 ko2 b D TH D 2 LITEET
b5,

FRHZ, A/ _—=F—IMEo T EBIRGE T 5 2 L 2 EATND Y
2V 7 EIEGBGEER O L IS N EE T S ok, ERICRET D
A R—=F—RNHEETHHDOLY, KIBIENEHLOREEETH 5.
FDA 13 “ B T4 2 M Lo n— RV ERE L TWH0, Bl Lo 7 n
TRE, AN F—IZHT A LD LD bRIEICHiF LS TVWS, Y
2V w7 IR OEANET T 5 72 D HH Lo — Fid, 2 oEE,
WA ) _—=F —DEE & OBME TEWFNNCE M TH D Z & &FEH

Review Association). e OHEFFCIL, EFHEHL—DIZ DX 8F KGR~ L HIML T
%, See Gardiner Harris, Cost of Developing Drugs Found to Rise, Wall St. J., Dec. 3,
2001, at B14.

BUGIZIE, BRSNS FT 7 ) Y —IREETH S b3 THULER
RIE, REICDI 2 EEUZDEF 5723 B & /S A L1223, FDA O7RFR D fic#s Be Tk
W L7-=, Burk & Lemley, Uncertainty Principle, supra note 160, at n.172.
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THZETH D, EMHNEMP TH D L HEET D Z LIk W FDA I,
V) w7 EEBEFITH L, A SR =DM To IS 5585
WHEKET D Z L 2BOLD0TH D, P v 7 BRI OBHEITITHE
DB OFRER 2 B3 5 AT 2 < 220, OB L RIT IR D
RNDIE, A ) N_—F =3 LR E 1T o T2 RS OB 24T 5 721 T
b5, AT, ADZ /37 E 0D cDNA Bi¥| 2 — FOBRLEIZE S MEEIT,
ELWESIOREER O HECH D, BN -To/2 bIE, RO E

. TNERH BT H LN TELDOTH D,

Z 9 LT Y Megers DFEHEMN) 7048 35 €T AT & o CHIFEDEER
KEIX OHFIL, A AT 7 7 v o—Z20 T HAPEOREE &K < 3% E
LTV, BEREAIKS 32 Z L, BUEORETHL A AT 7 /uny
—IEESOhARVWE S I bh D, IEHOERZRHTELZ &Ik
T, EWFENIRE S T 52 0B LR O ORE I LT 5 Z L 2@E o
bO & LTz, ZORFEE, MAKEIR DAL A7 7 2 v o—o 3R E
Lo TV D FEMIT LAY 2R B T 7™, # 5 LIz B A Ak
ETBEL REDX I LATF R DWEY LRI EOWFSEORRIE, ik

%21 U.S.C. 355()(2)(A)() (2000).

36 See Burk & Lemley, Technology—Specific, supra note 4, at 1178-79.

7 See, e.g., Kenneth J. Burchfiel, Biotechnology and the Federal Circuit 6.2, at 84-85
(1995) GEIRK[EIX O HASEAHEDOT Y FICONTE L OB S5 LT
%, ); Philippe Ducor, New Drug Discovery Technologies and Patents, 22 Rutgers
Computer & Tech. L.J. 369, 371 (1996) (HBAMDHEAEL TEA TR LV S BLEOE
LB EZ TR A 720 D) LA TV, ) ; Arti K. Rai, Intellectual Property Rights
in Biotechnology: Addressing New Technology, 34 Wake Forest L. Rev. 827 (1999) (43F
PRI, FRFICHET T LIRE L35 L FEL T S,); cf. Jonathan M. Barnett,
Cultivating the Genetic Commons: Imperfect Patent Protection and the Network Model of
Innovation, 37 San Diego L. Rev. 987, 1028 (2000) (/NA A7 7 J v o —(Zkt3 5 Kaf
PR TREL)] THDHEFEELTUWD,). See generally John M. Golden, Bio—
technology, Technology Policy, and Patentability: Natural Products and Invention in the
American System, 50 Emory L.J. 101 (2001) (SA 47 7 J v P — D458 B Crdss
TR, BIENIRA LR B — DDA e v T 4 UESIE EIFHZ LA

FNRIM PEVEBURZAAFSE Vol. 15(2007) 113



AR

I THY . > THWATH S, R Lo THAR DRI TR A
FT I 7 —ICBI AP RE ST D 0 5, FHITERE%OR
B OBRFE DB I R O R ENEIC DUV TEFE L2 T AUE e & 7088, 453
ZRIATE 20600, Bl IE, BIORH 2801 233 2 FH T RE
&ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁfétb@%ﬁ%&ﬁ%%ﬁi%/t/74v RET 5
FFEAEBRNVEEZZLNTWVDS, LWL AT 7/ no—Rg%
ﬁofm¢tb@LEm@%_ﬂ%f%5;&i\éﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁot%
FEAIRE /R L DOBARITHE D BB & R FEMEZE X D5 O TRy, 1t
- T, Mergers OFHAIZIBNTIL, &L 2o 7= HAMOHEAET, IRFE AT
e L A PR 95 2 & 24T 5 0 L FRRICITRAZ ST 5 L 0T
IF72NE VWD EERBLE D DI, BREH D B0 X9 Ibitd™,

HAEOHHENB DN TE, EHRKEIX L, —HFizBW T 477 Jay
—IZ525H0%, ﬂﬁji’C“ ‘i;ﬂ%ﬁﬂ)%é@'@&)éo NAFTr ay

Tx—arEES LTS EFRELTND,).
%8 See Boyd, supra note 195; Robert P. Merges, One Hundred Years of Solicitude:
Intellectual Property Law, 1900-2000, 88 Cal. L. Rev. 2187, 2225-27 (2000) [hereinafter
Merges, Solicitude]; Merges, Uncertainty, supra note 320, at 4.
39 See, e.g., Robert P. Merges, Patent Law and Policy 519 (2d ed. 1997).
390 See Robert P. Merges & John Fitzgerald Duffy, Patent Law and Policy 727-28 (3d ed.
2002) (1%5103501%, FEBCIE, BANC EDMET 1 V=7 b FEhi+ 2025
WELV S, EOHEMERBIEDLNICOVTOREICKRE REEE R T
%, 1); see also Giorgio Sirilli, Patents and Inventors: An Empirical Study, 16 Res. Pol'y
157, 164-66 (1987) (Frifld, 13 LA LORMFIC, KB HT 2B T 4 T &
D BESEICHT DA T TEEZXD ELTND,). ZRIZODNTO—D0
EBZIE, BRA I = AL L L CORRTFOBYETH D, ERATRERMERE 52252
LT R o T, BRI, RENEIAZ LI T 572D B R Be S T52 %
A[HEIZ T B, See Picard v. United Aircraft Corp., 128 F.2d 632, 642-43 (2d Cir. 1942)
(Prank, J., concurring) (FiifFix, BEFITRIT 2407 — GREED & LT LAS
& F8E,) ; Fritz Machlup, Patents, 11 Int’l Encyclopedia of the Social Sciences 461, 467
(David L. Sills ed., 1968); Golden, supra note 387, at 167-72; Mark A. Lemley,
Reconceiving Patents in the Age of Venture Capital, 4 J. Small & Emerging Bus. L. 137
(2000).
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—HREFE. BPPEORAED T TIIHEA S ICBUG TE 228, (4 2%
i T REME K OB EC B9 % B YE LT > T FERAIC IS 3 O R D 3B AD
RO LENT WD, XA AT 7/ ao—IZL5E5 IO TT L—AT
LAt & U THE DOREE TSN O W TBIRT A Z 2RO D Z LI
FoT, BEEIRIE, FEE 5 Lo TIC oW TORFFORI 5% B
IR ENTARE UTESNCIRE L TV D D Th 5%, = oHEHET, SEIAE X
JL—ATHZERTEDL IR DANIG 5 (EbIF) TFHIZIND |
TWAZERMEROTHD, SV UL, BIEIL, o175 08U
PEESD DI Y OB 2 FH L7212 B W TO R, MiEn 71220 T
LD EZ T LN TEDLOTH D, H LW TORAIHEE
THEERE TR 22T D2 812 nn, Ll &b, XE ki, BE%
BT 272070 DLDTHDEND Z LD, ZOEEDO T T D,
ZDOHOBIBEHEMEZ £ 73 ) L CTHRITRIANRTFE2ZIT2 2 L1EH Y
B, EEIZ, Hx D DNA ITHAZ DAL FENT-EHKTDOBHIED

1 See, e.g., Plant Genetic Sys. v. DeKalb Genetics Corp., 315 F.3d 1335 (Fed. Cir.
2003) GBEEF T4 X B ORIEIC OV T ORFF Y L— 20, 6 0 SeBRAHER
WZHb 6T, YHEN O —EOFHEOMY DA M SN TR Y . Ehi arhett
ZRL DL LT L HR L7, ) ; Regents of the Univ. of Cal. v. Eli Lilly & Co.,
119 F.3d 1559, 1567-68 (Fed. Cir. 1997) (7 v b @A > =V > DNA TS 2 Ftid
3. OB ONTDA 22U 2 DNA IZxHT 527 L—2EEX{LT 5
D TIEZRWEHPR L=, ). But see Amgen, Inc. v. Hoechst Marion Roussel, 314 F.3d
1313, 1332 (Fed. Cir. 2003) (DNA TiE72 < R A MEABFATEIICISN TR S
DTV DHEITIE, BIMEEIRL, EPO AT 272 DIZ AV 5D Ml st d %
VW7V~AL£oTﬁkéﬂé‘ik‘%wgﬂﬁﬂxﬁiﬁﬁm% BWT,
BAZR ST D EEBEDMREE OBEFN OREIE 1S+ 2B S & 2 5511, Wil Sh
% LR LTZ,) . Amgen HIPRIT, BIMESMF 2 Lilly Ik &0 00 Lﬁﬁﬂ LT
LM, BIEIE, HEEED. BRI & AEOR OXRIZ OV TEEIZ > TV
HDIZEDHRAERE LT D & 5 I EdiLd, Amgen, 314 F.3d at 1332, Ziuid,
DNA $FOFERTIHIELL 2WHAEDRH 5,

32 See Kenneth G. Chahine, Enabling DNA and Protein Composition Claims: Why
Claiming Biological Equivalents Encourages Innovation, 25 AIPLA Q.J. 333 (1997) (/XA
FT 7 T —OREFO#EIPAZ IS L, iR LSS EFIER 2 b ofe Ry
BIZHIERT & & TR,
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KOBRBERNET A F, A AT 7 v DRI ERE O BRI
HOET OHEENENERNRET D ETHIIENEDTROWRBIEES
WIZBAC BN D ATHEMED B 5,

TEZH, ZORNAL AT 7 ) a U—RFFORIHIX, BIfEDO Y EHRIC
£ B RFFEEIC K B B WAE R OVIEHE ATREME O A A& o T CIEIELEET 5
IERARETH A O™, BHNHPTH D Z & 2T 5720120
WEEENTATHMICB O TR ENIZKEO LD EELHEEZB AT
DERREND T ENRVETHD, UL, BHORRICBWTIE, W
Fix, YEFITH L, BRAEMAIER L OMER T2 00N O0NTH2 Y
2L EDHMLEND Y | 192 T2 rTREME R O EIZ DWW C o AL HE R B
ELETFBELOTHD, A AT T O RORERIL, TRAFHEE
HUVETHIARAIRE T 5 & H BRI X 0 28R1%, B BIPE o M 4 Bk

BRVEON O, Merges 13, ZNZRKERMEEIIZEZTBLT, — iz N
FIKIET XA T R AR S A 1“7‘7 J B Y OREEFTHEOHE D T EF K

BER] EBRRTWEZ LT D, Merges, Solicitude, supra note 388, at 2228.
MEOERK YT HIVEIFAZFRO NI FT 7 ) v P —ORFFIT
Merges Nk L TWA LV IEABETHD LA IFB LTV 5D,

WML S DNARFRF 2N D & LTV B2 BIE /S A AT IVFEERE
fAISARFFFRE L HIC L > TS TEER LD & —H L TR TN DD NEERIC
Bt LRV, See, e.g., Cohen et al., supra note 37 (/XA 4 AT ¢ V3T
MDONWTNOFEEDRIEL Y bEFTFEZEER L O LNEST TN, ); Levin et al,,
supra note 22 (same). FHAILZNIZIT - HODEENH D LEZ TS, 1 HFBIL, ¥
FFaMmd THEER LD LB X TNDEHEIT, (LELAOERLERTH- T, N4

T2/ nY—=ZDbOTERLS  DNABFI DI R K OFIHEZIT 5 B ATERY,

2EEITAALAT 7 7 v V—DOYMEICET 2 FFE, IR LD TH Y |
PEER DRI T < 7o TR Y | FFFFMHEIZ SV CTOIiRIT, BTEDORIE K
BL72b DT,

393 See, e.g., Mark J. Stewart, The Written Description Requirement of 35 U.S.C. 112(1):
The Standard After Regents of the University of California v. Eli Lilly & Co., 32 Ind. L.
Rev. 537, 557-58 (1999) CHEFRKIEX D ARFEFELR BT & LTDONA AT 7/ mP—(T
DNTDERF L ZORRE UTRFPR 222 TV D Z & OBTE IOV TR
..
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T2HDOTHDHN, THUIHR K ORI BT 2 Har 2 0 1 ks 129
DT LT D, T ORRIT RFBOROBURD HITRGE TIER< 72 D, Fox
W, BIOLPANCB W T, 2 ORE DB 2 Fimi 72 ki, BH,
B R OSBRSS D M EHIENER | — kM7 eI 7e < 20 L AE R
DECRIZHESSMEE LTRVE D &) Z & a2 R L™,

LAL, &5 LEBEmERRH 7= L LT, #HTX, A F4772 )
0 Y —PEEIT T 2 R R ORI O W T OBURAIBEICEEE &
DEBRO N AT/ a T —ORFBORE LT A R ET 5
DL, FwFONRTH D, Merges DAGHHI 72 BRBF F OFHEAIT LU,
FEE AMED AL, FEEICB T D EIRE N SIS T L a2 itE T 57

DR S D EFTNETH L™, MEWEN, DIRNRT A & ANRATHE
ERDETHMULIRNE DT B2 H IR RGE T 5 =—
EON 7o Faty AOLEOWH L, BREMFTEIED S O L0 & ks
PEEFRERDICT RETH D LAREE L TWAHY, JER B K OBHRO BT D
FHEREFN S NG, TORER. KVIEWRRE b o712 % < ORI AL
FNDILITRD, THUTHS, ZEOMIERFFEESNT Z L2,
FErOBOMEE AT SRS H 2%, MIEFFTFINTLHE D

34 Burk & Lemley, Technology—Specific, supra note 4, at 1202-05.

395 Merges, Uncertainty, supra note 320.

36 See Heller & Eisenberg, supra note 113; Arti K. Rai & Rebecca S. Eisenberg,
Bayh—Dole Reform and the Progress of Biomedicine, 66 Law & Contemp. Probs. 289
(2002).

B, FEETHEE RN DR—F - 4 VA —7 a0 DNABSEBEL T &
RET D0, BIREEREMINTLZLICE>T, HOWIWALIWO—% - 1
y&~71mymﬂ#67V~Aﬂ%w6ntt&ﬁ#éo%ﬁéntﬁ%%%ﬁ
LS TEBRDA N F—iF, Ty b, avxel, KO MON—F - 5 —
7 =R ZREIUTOVTORSIEZFER L2 6, TREIUTOW CORFF & BT
LILENARRERD L EBERT D, BICOWTORRFL, SARMIC, MiZEIZB
WTINETHRENTWRWREICHT 57 L—2 2 RO LD ET 5 LD TR
72\, See Corning Glass Works v. Sumitomo Elec. U.S.A., 868 F.2d 1251, 1262 (Fed. Cir.
1989). % DREFFIL, IO N —F « A ¥ —7 =1 UK DITDILVRETO
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DT L FRIC, MR GAIC B\ CRWITE ) & By 2 Wi %o &
DI AT =R A E—FEOGAITIL, BN B DO TIHRVE, 25 LIh0ns,
NAFT I ) ao—mE DR EHBYNEA ) Te—a v &(T54
VRV T 4T EEZD I EITRDDIFHEETH D, Ll IIEERFIT,
A Tx—varafET2EET2H - ARTFOCRZHED I
503, 29 LR O EROMFEAERICK LS 2 b6
I, FRIZE D TH DY,

FHITERZ T, T, HHPTN Merges OB BER & EIET X &
L ERRET D, BUMEOREOERIL, MIEEO R NEIR~ORE 25
9 B2 OME—DHIETH D, THISRD D b DI, BIREEET
L0, BEDEFETOREREZBILT D Z LI K- TRITT D REFOHEPH
BEIELTHIETHD, ZONTNEIT) 2 E1T, RERREELICRT
D4 T x—arEREHTLIEITRD, U, BRSO
DEWELT ZLICE D bO TR, —EHX NIRRT OAMEAHE R T
2201k THD, FE, Fxld, FFEHEOEWEITIS /) U — 3
OB ORFEEICKISE LI b D THLRETHY . HRMEZ A 4
T BRU—IZBVWTLARA—LLTHEATLZZEEFE--TWDED
Mergers @ RARIZIE LW EHE X TV, HHMEOREZ I E TIF5 2 &

BATSEON, TNEPBELT DI LITRD,

398 ZEHNZ OV T DR IE Lemley, Economics of Improvement, supra note 69; Merges,
supra note 104, at 75. % B, WHERN, A AT 7 ) a U—3RIzBWTEho
TEHED b RE &R E RTINS D Z IOV TOFHLYEH 5, See, e.g.,
Scripps Clinic & Research Found. v. Genentech, 927 F.2d 1565, 1581 (Fed. Cir. 1991)
7 v — PR ZAE o 7o MR EEE R F O RS RUC B3 D ReFlc DV T OREFEZRIC
BWCZOEHEERELT,).

39 See Eisenberg & Merges, supra note 164 (ESTs (Expressed Sequence Tags) (23 %
REFIZ DWW TR U CUh 5, ) ; Heller & Eisenberg, supra note 113 (7 > F 2 2 X|ZD
WTHER LTV 2,).

400 See also Eisenberg, supra note 162, at 26 GEFRK[FIX DA AT 7 ) v o—|TD
WTOREMSh-BWAERERT v Fasry A0oMEEIER L EERELTW
%.). Merges H& X, FErOMPAZIERT 22 &1, B0 EL K TH 2L
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12 & o THEBMZRFER DR 2520 B ATHEMENE K 22508, WPhicE &
BRI STV 3) AR LHEE M- TR LSR5 Z LI
520D Ths, BHEZTLETHL T ZEREARIMNY, £
DY A I D AR R TH D72 HIE, WOV TEE T &
Lo, 25 LX) BRI TH L,

ZoOREMNRT Ta—F, Wb, BAMOIELELZ )20 E L, BRE
HEEARL L7z bDid, AREFEMED B 2 E RIS TP B O IEHF I 72
Bidr e EA T 2 125, LEBR-T, 2, "M AT 7 /ad—iZ
LIFLIERONB T v Fa®r XOREE I L, FFFZ, 4/ To—
aNCHTHA BT 4 UERRDD I EITRDE, Fin, FEFOBER
BP0 LD | FEFOBOMBIEIA UZ 512720, FrFoME L4
FAOFNE, SA AT 7 ) a =D HOEL AN T v Fat X
IZX T DS~ DOHEY 72 XIS TH L Lo Iclbhvs, Fxlix, LALAD
PRV PEREIC R L, AATE AT & o CAE SN RIS B BUFIC
X5 2N FETU LOEHEZSFFT NN R fRRRNE, XM 4T7 7 /v
DN, BANS, A ) Vg VRO ER~LBL A e
T4 TEZTANDTZWDIE EITHED LR EIZOWTEE L T
Do

BHIR %08 U7 R O FER I, FRKE K D EE1125812 DU T D Sef
WCOWTHEESBAET I LEaLEE LTS L3I b s, BTE,
BHIPFTIIAME R 2 BB OFFEE S LV 2 OBIRE(T) Z & &K

b HDThD L L TU5, See Merges, Uncertainty, supra note 320, at 47.
L L7 b, #IT A S ORMSUTB N TZORER A ER L T,

8 Hunt V&, HBWEDIEHEDRERNE, FEERITIE, FFERGT 5 etz m LT 5
B, B2BNDFFOMBEEBMLED LD PL— A7 E2EDVEL, 2D, 1
V== a VIZMTTOA BT 4 UEFD S ZLICARD LML TN D,
Robert M. Hunt, Nonobviousness and the Incentive to Innovate: An Economic Analysis of
Intellectual Property Reform (Working Paper No. 99-3, Mar. 1999).

102 See Heller & Eisenberg, supra note 113; Rai & Eisenberg, supra note 396, at 289.

403 Rai & Eisenberg (XZ D7 71 —F % L %, See Rai & Eisenberg, supra note 396, at
291.
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DTWVBDR, FxlID720BR LMARD TR, ZOHNT ED X )v
PR Do OgT, T D ERIONHEEN & FE (a2 hS
T Z &) 2oV TOREREDOH OB TH 5, HHINX, A 4T
7 7 e =L IRfEEREN] THDHEVI SR ESEEFVIE LB L T
20 Lo LE xR, BRI, A7 7 2 no—pEEIcBWT, RE
T, Bk RO, BRI OSARHEE TH D RICIITEHARREETH Db
TIERNWEBZ TN D, Fix OBROBLED? DITRHRIIFALTTH D, A
FT 7 T —0RME, TNEERICHRBICHZ S LT 502513, #
OFRHOFEA LV L DA BT 4 VELELT IO THD, Lo
L. BIROBLEN B ITMAEIIRD TRE W, BHZOH O, M
BWTHRIERTIE AW H1F, BINCEEZRFREZRD, £, RIS
U TEOHPAZ L 3 2 BEITAFIE L,

RAFT 7 aP—F, WMNCIET v F a®r X (EEN R,
EAEDTZDITIE, PRNEETF A BD TEBEED 21T AU g, ) |
WX 7 A7 NG (BN 2 RS 3A% OBR 7 v & 21,
SR B S1e EER A IES b T 5, ) IZ X > THUICHA ST\ 5,
DNAIZBT BB D e S T2 RFFFBORIE, 7 v F 2 XoMEE R/ME L
Lo LU, FEiol BUFITK L, pEEMNRBIRIC AT TRIEE/GE & 5T
CEERBTEOIC, Ry b — L ERAFICEZDZETHD, o
DEADIZDITIIE 2 RBERLAN—2 AN RN TEZESITHD, AH
MR ORI T A 7 7 OB, THOBHAELE TR WAL B
OFFF (BIxIE, ESTsICBET b)) 22k 52Lick>T, HTD
e 7 > F o' X E IR T 5 2 LS TTHETH 5, B OV 7T
BEMEDIEBT, JRWRICKTT 57 L— L %2R0 L 1-DICHET 5 2 &0
VBT B BRI, SR RRF OB BRI LT 5 2 &L H BV,
REEDOR DV ITHERRIC B 2T 2 2 &1T & o THERN o B o & %
T2 LickoT, BHOEE ZRIT LR TH D, FERAVEN
b ST 7 aP—FERICB O TRE AR RO BT HIR 2SR L 2o

404 See, e.g., In re Vaeck, 947 F.2d 488, 496 (Fed. Cir. 1991) (!NA 4T 7 ) o —%
Bk, =17 hr=s 210 PR B0R0nELTND,)
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WCRRF & T D RAE O AR A IE LW 2 L 2R D 2 LIk
STEEIERIZT LR TEHTHSH,

B. {L*WE - EE&R

BAHIFTDBAA AT 7 v o—Z#H LT E AR REFEMEOFAN, o
EITBWTHAEEREEZ KIZ LW, B2, /My LI,
ZHIUZET DA OBMAKEICHEE ST LI L LTEZHOFEREZB LT
T U CE R EIC B3 20 B Ok 2 70 IEBRMFEAET 51, B Z D
BRI BV TRIE ST b—ViE, 3 FREORRIZ IS T 2 PR S D FaRIE:
&L SRTTAEIE OREE THT 5 Z L OREEREOM TR INEEH O L
RbDTHD, AOBEE LT, FITHIFICB W TR ST\ o7
ELFFFIZRB VDT L— A ZN TV D HT L1 O M o R & Bz X
D, BIEIZOWTO—JRONFER T Z L1222, Lol #io
I ZRGTICHE D I T AR 1R . = IROT TR T 2 W BRHIREE DO Rk
ZIEFEICKME L TWRWATREMER H D, /3 F1E. IR TIITMHAICRIG L,
ZIRITTOREE D NN AL PR A TR E ST 2 DT 5.,

L7eddo T, ZRITTHICEMEEDN B 2 /Ny T OYE . iR T 572
SlebdD & UTHO BIZHirh—R U CBEENERH D & b 5575
AN R 5 T2 > TV B Z L3 B, ZIRTTETMICE > Th,
DD EHEEORIT, BROVHITRT 5 Z LiIdR#CTH -7, L, Z
5 LT 2IE =D INSFITONT O HBMEICE T 5 — IS DEE A

W NAFT T D= OBER V=G BEER B D, B ZEILHEEIC
BT B R AL, ARGA EORREDORE DG | MOFREORINCEE T 2 E L
b NAFATF 4 INOFEECE N TN D E RV EL, LrLans, A
BOTHLETWD LI, A/ Ta—a ST EHA T4 UEIBERTD
HLOLLTRHEERLOTHS,

46 See In re Dillon, 919 F.2d 688, 702-15 (Fed. Cir. 1990) (en banc) (Newman, J.,
dissenting) ({bZ2D AMEDFHEOIREEZER L TN D,).

407 See Harold C. Wegner, Patent Law in Biotechnology, Chemicals & Pharmaceuticals
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J L= LAINTWDGFICBIT D FRISATOZRWLAHIFS L Tunan
FHEIZOWTOFHUZ L > TREB T2 2RBOLZ &Ik -> T, ok
BEEECAE U TE 2, 295 LI b— UICHZSA E TV B SRR 1T,
INFFACF DO BRI AN, (WEWE U FWE D 7 — T DR
Pz — AP D 2 LR TE B, HAICL - T, TOHHIZED
SINDENEORRITS THEEOHAICE S bDOLELTNDZ LITLD
HLOTHD LIS,

Z 9 LI/ WV TICBT 2 FRICE T 20— it EHKEIX O A 47
7 7 aP—OF BV TRPA SN L O L EREREREMEN H 5, B
EIXIE, DNA (X THEMETIEH 2 2MEEWTH 21" LIk K VBRI H
B T2 M 5T 2BA LR L L 9IS, Bo T ~ORFFH5HED
PNDZENREELNERHA L, HRAMEKOBRORT OEHF L LTD
GO BEICEREZYTDHE, N AT 7 /7 uP—0FERT, LRRICER
LIALFE D RO T A NUKFEL, ZREIR LI b O TH D K51
Bbhd, FxBZ ) Liob—OEn T ~OMAEE-E LTWEDL
FERIZ, |21, I FALEMEOFERIZB T 5P >NTDOZ ) L
T2HEBID N —L73, FRIZ, @I oW TOMRKEIXIC LV g ST
I —VIZIRS LI E BUEDO LA ROEITICEH S 2 7290125
IR b DTHDLNE I MTHONTIE, RPTH 5,

B, BEO RN v/ THA U ROar e hU T e 7F I AR —0D
BAEDT 7 = 71X, DNA RED A FLR, A 477 /7 aV—HEIC

156-57, 168 (1992).

408 See In re Papesch, 315 F.2d 381, 386 (C.C.P.A. 1963); see also Helmuth A. Wegner,
Prima Facie Obviousness of Chemical Compounds, 6 Am. Pat. L. Ass’n Q.]. 271 (1978)
(T—IS D B DO ATREMEIZ SV T O 723 liIL, #iE EOMHROEMRER LY b
YT DEI IOV TORRICEL LTREL TV, D).

409 Amgen Inc. v. Chugai Pharm. Co., 927 F.2d 1200, 1206 (Fed. Cir. 1991); see also In
re Deuel, 51 F.3d 1552, 1558 (Fed. Cir. 1995) (DNA (2B 2 &2 BIf(b 3 2 72 012{k
FALE M DOBI %) ; In re Bell, 991 F.2d 781, 784 (Fed. Cir. 1993) ({t% & DNA @
BT o—%Hi N CTu%, ). But see Rai, supra note 251, at 203 (/XA 477 / 1
TR EO L OFEORMHE L LTI D Z LIS LT D).
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BT DFFEFEDO N —MIZHL L TE 2D LIE & A ERBRC, (LFM A B
DGR 72 FEFRIZ KL LT D X IcBbi s, Bl 21X, /My TEEH 1T,
BUE, BANCHE BB R LW AR E T 2 Z LI L > THEZR LAY
EHRLTHDY, BT D0 T OREIX, 2hiE Y T D b3 K OIS
ERLEFBERCL o THENIRIN TN DHOTHLIN, 2D L5 725
FHIET VO TRITHESNT, ALFHF I, BEEEAET 20 FORNY 2
FERHE L TFRINIRICKR BITWVHDERIRT 20 ThH 5"
ZOJFEE, EEKEIX O @S T OFEEDIFE A LB TR ST
WRHD T TR LT ThH Y, £Z T, Pl #
EDX Y LAF REFIO T 7 —7 &3 e 2m, KO, (3R E
ORG-S OMIEZ AR T 272D OBGH S 2 IEET DRI L Vo Tz
L9 DNA G TORERTAT TV =B THFRF SN D EH EORE
IZXHET 2 b OEFFET H-OICHESND Z L1k DM, av e LY
Tbe I A MY =%, DNA JlED X 512, KRS OMEEICE A & E
SHEPIC & Y . BIFRFT 550 F ORRBRERD O RHEREMEZ T BRI A, Zh
T U b M Ao S oMo Ef iS4 T8 2 ETo
RHEFMEZ B BR< b O TR, IO ZFFo73 | #EER BTV
W DEAL D IABRBICB N THERE LTIV ZE&RH DL Lh
O ALFIIRGEDERNT, HHRE, BEIND Z LiZhd, (AT
J =0 E LIS, REL D BIEEICEAE Y THZ LItk o T,

0 See generally Hugo Kubinyi, The Quantitative Analysis of Structure—Activity
Relationships, in 1 Burger’s Medicinal Chemistry and Drug Discovery 497, 497-571
(Manfred E. Wolff ed., 1995) ({b&#)% 55413 5 k& @Bl L T2, ).

41 See Richard B. Silverman, The Organic Chemistry of Drug Design and Drug Action
26-34 (1992) (AEMiEeEh 2 (=5 i Al OB L2 AR5 & B -S1F % Hansch 23
W2V TR, ) .

412 See Joseph C. Hogan, Jr., Directed Combinatorial Chemistry, 384 Nature 17 (1996);
Dinesh V. Patel & Eric M. Gordon, Applications of Small-Molecule Combinatorial
Chemistry to Drug Discovery, 1 Drug Discovery Today 134 (1996); Jan J. Scicinski,
Chemical Libraries in Drug Discovery, 13 Trends in Biotechnology 246 (1995).

413 See generally James D. Watson et al., Recombinant DNA 104-07 (2d ed. 1992) (7 &
—VBIRTDTAT T Y — PR DL EM ) .
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{EFAZ DN T DORFRH#E 2 BN T 5 ATREMER S D 23, Zhud, BIfEDHH
Y —UH, B E o THESEDFFOEEMZ /NS LTnDZEICL D
HDTHD,

ZORER. N TR T D EER OB OB EIL, M AT /R
Ul OoWNTHRAPRELEZLOEETET RO L RS>TWVD, 29
L7=BFZEAR #D THUE S 7RI BV TITF DL B BR D 1238V T I,
EHMOHFIZOWTIE, A AT 7/ ad—LEERILA ) T =— 1
CORFEICEE T Z &7 D B EWERHNEICH-S < EPA OB o
X570, g2 HH EOBEIE, 4 ) U x— a3 COSMBICREE DR
BrRIET L2725, [LFWEROEELT, "M AT 7/ rny—nk
I, T Ay MEERICEKHEET 2 L I g, BIRIEE O,
KON, BIFmOTEIZ L o TRES N TV D DEDINWREF 2 525 &0
YT EIE A T e—va AIxT R A e T 4 U b A D ATRENE
DE, EEE LG OB, &AL EWEIMATE 500
EAIGR TR IC, X0 ET W o ALEWE OS50 E I 4
FaAT G D REMET S Z LIk o T ALESBFICBIT AT v F 2
VAP E RS S Z E A HEETH B,

NAFT 7 7 o—E) bEHEMLFEEICBN T BENEZRHES
B L A—D—o)R, RF U b A=A Th5, EFRLESHIT. U=
RV RSO EIFEUCTHR LY, IR0, FEF TR EL T,

4115 U.S.C. 2601-2692 (2000).

U5 BRI, Rebecca Eisenberg 1%, FDA D5, PEXER OYHMAIMERI A2 5-2 % =

LT BT 20H0F, EEMOA ) V= a L ORBICETDHZ &

IMTEDERRLTWD, ZOEENOYMEOF R, AT RA S

BRI TS S, 7o F 28 AORBENE 2 0 203 BRI A S e,
See Eisenberg, supra note 184, at 5-8.

416 See Thomas F. Cotter, Refining the “Presumptive Illegality” Approach to Settlements

of Patent Disputes Involving Reverse Payments: A Commentary on Hovenkamp, Janis, &
Lemley, 87 Minn. L. Rev. 1789 (2003); Hovenkamp et al., Anticompetitive Settlements,

supra note 219, at 1749-63; Maureen A. O’Rourke & Joseph F. Brodley, An Incentives

Approach to Patent Settlements: A Commentary on Hovenkamp, Janis, & Lemley, 87

Minn. L. Rev. 1767 (2003).
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RO, W—0RAE MG ET 2EBORFERET D EICE->T, B
DERFFFOIEN R EZIERL LD L3210 ERBE 2Bl 2->T
&7, RT U R - SR ADERIT, BENRERLRFFBORN S 2
5 Th S D HiH & 82 TRFFME & JEIR 2 72 D O PO A2 BL Y A %
WA D ETRAREEIZ R T LN TE D,

C. YZ2bkozx7

FEAEDASA AT 7 ) a =R OMEFETRBIT 5 FMD, EOmEEHRE
AR ORED72BR T 0t AD7DIZ, R RE L LEE L TWD
N, V7 N2 THBOHAEICE, IR THBE, VTR =T O
FEINE, T O BIF RN < | 224l T AT ERER b O TR,
V7 N =T RBOEEDIFE A EIERRES D VITAEE TR L BRI
a— Mz W TiThbhd, Y7 b= TEROTSE~DOY — K« XA A
WEVERICH D, V7 bU = T O 7 DI NI IR E ARG 1T AR
<, FDIFE A EIFFRFRMLIEA 7 5 OREETIZ /R . AMORE I
FEAPBHER I TN S, T DEERURRINZ~—7 7 1 v 7 13E
HECRIFE 2T D a[fER S D0, NS AT 7 ) a U— R OER G EE
IZBWTHE L SN TV DR 222 2P 2 3B K ORI L o8
BHCBERE LT B8 A & TR e A,

NRAFT 7 ) aP—0XIREELETHE, VT MU= T ORAD

T 1% B ORI BT L CIE Glasgow, supra note 135, at 248-51% 2,

RIS, RIEIE. HOREE. BUIMEICBIE T D EOR LN — & fl o TE BT
DT ENTED, EEMLASHIE, TZEF 2 LIELIRITo T D, Hoide#
DHEF MR OB FM & ERT HH AT T, F—b P2 &z 5 Jil
WHEB ORI/ L D L LTnb, BREOEEZMILT o2 Lick-T, THH
OFEFED —HFFF) OIEEEA, BiEE DR W 2 e 2 552 k&, M
HIZHWO ZOORFERET 5 Z LA HBRT5 2 L0 b, “HOFFRAIZ L -
THRFOHFMEIERE T 5 Z LIXNEEL 725, See Ortho Pharm. Co. v. Smith, 959 F.2d
936, 940-43 (Fed. Cir. 1992).

419 See supra notes 145-57 and accompanying text (Z 9 L7z mIZ DWW CEEHIZH U T
W5,).

FNRIM PEYEBURZAAFSE Vol. 15(2007) 125



ARWEEMENERNTZ 8D, Merges DORRFHIMFL A KX, FEH Hﬂ‘l‘%@/\— }\“
T, RRE N DD LT RETH D, FAEOBHGKE X O SEHIC
V7 b= TR DR i&iﬂtf“fﬁ%uiﬂ%@&fﬁéﬂﬁu@ﬁ)&)é fcﬁ@
TREVESE R ZAERI L, V7 h Y =T ORAEIA EHETHZ LE2RBHDH T
L2 Lo T, BB FIEIC BV T, IRHERD TO Wb s e
WA, BRI, Y7 U= TR IS RE L, A T EZITT
FEH &I X A T%ﬁ#’b’@\éﬁ) ERRD LOVERICK L TCHLHEAT S
T E BRI LTV SR KA K O BT, KK DM 2B Sk
THELDOPNY 7 b U = TR, ERTO KD —RA7eBIRICIS L
LA, BAEOBANSEEH L /22 LEITRIEL TV LS ICBbN 5,
VT T =T OFREHIL, %ﬁ%ﬁ‘]@%@b@ﬁ%f‘%é%ﬁf&;oT\ I
PZ DOWEVEREZ AL TV D & T, EDLHIca—FaEIDHH
HETIERWEA Th>TH™, RS OUEM A Z 2> TV e
D I EEHIFT O BARIE, 22— R3EIN D F CREFHEZ 1T 5 O &R ORF
THER L, bo ERCHB LW &Ik v BT b B fE a2 50
TEIZDZ s, REICLAEEIC LTI %EbH D,
REICHEMKEROBIEORE L, EI L EAMED L ITEbh
b, Y7 hux=Tid, el ELREMITIE, BiREEG %ofcﬁ&*ﬁ%ﬁ
L 7o, ZLOEEICE, BENA ) Ux—3 a3 v & LTORMZ R

420 See Merges, Uncertainty, supra note 320, at 29-32.

21 See Burk & Lemley, Technology—Specific, supra note 4, at 1170-73.

422 See Pfaff v. Wells Elecs., 525 U.S. 55, 67-69 (1998).

423 See Robotic Vision Sys. v. View Eng’g, 249 F.3d 1307, 1311-13 (Fed. Cir. 2001) (3%
BRICVERR S HELL ERINIZEE1025:0) D FTY 7 b U = 7 OFRANIKGE ST
7o LRRE.).

=TV = ADRIE, VT b = TEEICEWTUIREERA ) T —
UM ERE DR/ L CITON D RN HH Z L 2R LTS, Ll
1L, Fx s, V7 bU =T OMHRNZ DWW T O FEEHEDO R Z HEE L2546, [F
CHSUIF CRHOA ) Tx—a 255 L 05 ZEITi3Rbhn, =7y
— ADENXNZOWT DiamiL, LT %2 2, Yochai Benkler, Coase’s Penguin, or, Linux
and the Nature of the Firm, 112 Yale L.]. 369 (2002); David McGowan, Legal Implications
of Open-Source Software, 2001 U. Ill. L. Rev. 241 (2001).

126 M PEIRBURSAFSE  Vol. 15(2007)

FFFHEIC BT DB L S — (Burk, Lemley)

ZTW5, BRENA 7 T =— g VHEERE. WA Y 7 Y =7 OFH
DT ORFFFREIL, WERIS BRI 5 7212 b AR S I3 2
TENRTEDLIIICTHEREITHDELTWAN, Ik, BRAMEDHRKE
ERRELS T HZLEERT D, Fo. HREOICEZ LN ETFE, v
HLOLFTRETHY | FHT, %@%@ﬁ@%&ﬁ%mﬁbﬁwiﬁ’fé
SOOI H | FEFIEARANIE RS OB O AU D <& TiXAn LR
LTWo, ZhE, 0z de, Y7 MU= THREFIL, O Z RE
MRt DEFTRETHD LN T L Lnn™,

BHEMRY 7 Ny = TEEROFEMD ., BEFOHIFIED & DR EEE R
WENEE LTSI LN TH D, ZORBICKHLT B 7-DIcE2EK
DERLA—Z2FHLAL I LN TEZE ) TH D, T, APMEICHET R
Az, BF LT, YEFOKEOWTO LY iz iz 78 H ik
KT BovE, RBMIZIE, FEFEAMECOWTOH 772 ZIRIEB L
ORI L TWFET DHENH 2, W, BREHO5 & FiF LU
LI OWIIRIL, FFFEBAZ MR/ T 5 2 LICET D 2 LT,

ST, VT MY =TT, VA= U= T Y WS LN
BR L A—Z o COBBNRERHTH D LEZ LN WD, ZEOFEH
I, A TN ED L S ITHEET D D0 & RSt Zh Rk L7z

425 Jim Bessen & Robert Hunt 1%, Y7 M7 =7 O8EFIZ. V7 My =7 ORIFRE
T <, BUESHHICK LTSN DBMICH Y . £z, ZIUTHRIEN 7 [FFF0
B OfTEN A LTS R L TV 5, James Bessen & Robert M. Hunt, An
Empirical Look at Software Patents (May 2003) (working paper, on file with the Virginia
Law Review Association). i 57281E LW e 51X, V7 b = TREFOHPAIL, EERN
EZRET DT DI N T RE L OFEILE 2 D,

26 M aE R 5L LT, Burk & Lemley, Technology—Specific, supra note 4, at
1202-05% 2,

27 See, e.g., Burk & Lemley, Uncertainty Principle, supra note 160 (H B2 3% % % 38t
TR TIRAYE LR L CRMIR ORI OB MR ORI Z 1R H.) .

48 See generally Richard R. Nelson, Intellectual Property Protection for Cumulative
Systems Technology, 94 Colum. L. Rev. 2674 (1994) (¥ 7 s v = 7 REZIZB T D HF
DOFEIA %A/ T D MBI DV THRE TN D,).

FNRIM PETEBURZAAFSE Vol. 15(2007) 127



Rt DITELE RS ELT0ICH | PFMFICY A=A v =T 7
ZROLILIFEETH D LB L TELY, FEEOF TN T, #

HIFHE, BFHTFENRY N2 =T Vo 72T 2RO DD,

R L Cab—J4 b IRA2—RLPET, 727 - 2—ADLBER
ALTERED, BHEICE, VNN—R2A2 V=7 1 728D R 7
HEIIRL . Fh. ZEEO 727 - 2a—AOERO L H R Y R—2 T

=7V T ERD L2 OFRENE ERRE LTI B AR LR, FEERHEI.

AR, ESUICZ ) LB OHIARMNETH D LR L TEM, U
NR=AT =T Vo T OV —CRIBGHITHA L BEE T =T « 2 —AF
DO DFISMIELL LI BE 2 —fRITIZ RN TN 51

ZhUE, FFEFEZ TR OV N—RAT V=T Y T FRFEDT
TIXMARINEIEIC 2D Z E 2 BRT DO TRV, &7 U v 7D X5
RFEAE, OE O & U TR b S 222 BIE, 2 OFE TR I B
LD D THL™, LBHIZ 7 ) v T2 N—R2 V=TV
L, BEZHNE LT, TN ED LI HITHERET 2 DA Il 5 2488
372, BICRAZLETRY BDOTHD, EHIC, £ DFr—R BT
WL FEFHER IR IRV T2 b— A STV B 38 & {2 FERK
EOERAT I OWVWTHRT 2 Z LISk o TREFEZITZRAD U N
— AT V=T Y L T DD SE R S BIEERTo TG, iR
PR D 7o DI R i & FIRE & T DR+ CTh 285, Hl
O, FEFRIR AU AEEN T B 0 E 5N Y 72D, FraF I EE o 2 % 5t
DIFZERD DLV EAICIE, BN "R =T U T %
R 5 HI R 72 HLE X IEER N S Lav a3,

429 See, e.g., Cohen & Lemley, supra note 140 (BURMIRIEZFEMICH LD & & HICE
BOEREZFIHL TS, ).

430 See supra note 329 and accompanying text.

431 Maureen A. O’Rourke, Toward a Doctrine of Fair Use in Patent Law, 100 Colum. L.
Rev. 1177 (2000).

132 See, e.g., U.S. Patent No. 5,179,765 (issued Jan. 19, 1993) (for a “Plastic Paper Clip”).
8535 U.S.C. 112 (2000) (FFRFHEEAITR L, UBEEDMERE OMEM 5 Z L3 T&

128 MM PEIRBUR AT Vol. 15(2007)

FFFHEIC BT DB L S — (Burk, Lemley)

LirL, Y7 by =T BT 28 EA AT 5 5NE, —mIci, 2
5 LTS 2 2 72 b D TIEARWS, Y 7 b o= 7 RS, —Rpicix
EHOREIZ L > THESICHETE 5O TIE ARV, FRZ, AHtEDndH 5
V—RAa— RZEDOMDOILERLRNGEIT, BFIIRECH D, Frend
DIZONWTORETIT, VNR—R2 V=7 U 2 X AP IILET %
BFMESsZ LU, Zhud, #REKEXE, EiiY —RA2— Kb D
WIEHRBIZET2H 0925 2 L OBRE Y 7 b U = 7 ORI O RS
IZRDTWRNZ EIZE DS, Lo T, Y7 MU= THREFIMHERx—
WD & W D FFFFE DB R E A 5T 5 L coa=—r 7pkE
ETHD,

Fio, V7 MU= TR TRV DN TOAERID Y S—R
=TV UTERICEY, VT b Tl o Cas— 7 RREICHET D
RIENECDLERH 5, FiRECB T 2REOERITBD TIRNLD &
2o TRV, B AE TERG . BEEOR LI, LIRS XUd
AN THHELDLIEEMRE LTHDE, FFaZifizarBa—% -7
075 LDT AL RA LD Y NR—=AZ D= Y o 7R bl b

DRI AL T 5 Z & 2R TN D).

Y I 2V ROEOREL, arBa—% - 7r s T AONL O ORHK
IIHFHTIC L > TRBICHMRT 5 2 LN TE, Ao T, BUICH LIETTH 5 &
R~ TUV%, Samuelson et al., supra note 21, at 2333. L2 L., #2600 EEIX, 7o
77 MR DFEMAMN R A LMETI CTh 213000 Tik/e < BEFHFER U A
—AZU V=T VTR, TS T A0 TREME) CHDiEEH VT &Sy
Wrd BREAC BIRGFEL TV A, 1d. at 2335-37. BFFEN, V=R P=7 1
JHERICDHBOIE. oo bHREND, —EOREDO A Ea—F - T
7T LOREY, FHla—V—A X —T7 = A1F, BRI, D7 & BB
RO —P—IZE > THRHATER LW ZEIFELY, LML, 25 L%
i, Hlnarta—4 - 70l 7509 HL0RHEERMT CTHDHH, KbFF
TFEZT D AREEN @V TH D L) FTREMEIE ARV, Fio, EfE7ePRfg  EE
THHZHLicA /) Te—vay (TTVr—vary - TFalI 1040 4—T7=
A A% E, EHARE TR S Z Lidin,

435 See supra note 54 and accompanying text.

4635 U.S.C. 271(a) (2000).

Bt [T ) L ATV ba— REMREICEEL, Y—2A

FNRIM PEYEBURZAAFSE Vol. 15(2007) 129



AR

b, TR TLEAEOLOBRHERE LTI L—AINTWAEEIZIE, 2D
MEIAWEE L HILTATADORIRICAD RS B D, VA—R = V=T
VWK EZ T 7 N 2T OFERER L EIFHALNTH LN, 7
077 L0 —ORAEIX. TNEHERT2HERNEZ > TVD 2 L IThk
NTHDHE, LOEERZ LIX, T2 LT, RAMAE Y —PRIZE W
T L, HBENIEAICL > TEEWHIM (W3 hicd & T
M THHM)EET S a2 RAESE DL Z LICL o TREFE T

= RIZBTZbDEEY EFH LIk 2V A== V=T U FIZHONTE
IBRELTWAZ L APIRICTRETH D, [TT7v IRy IR DY R—Rx
V=TV T EMDIBRED Y N A V=T VAL, Ta s T a0 R &
F72250, TRr7 7 A0—RRgar—Lid Ry, [VAA—2x0P=7 1) v
J T 2 A OFRIE. T Ay S VTR0 TH Y Ty IRy s A -
VN=R2 V=7 V7T 2 b O TIERW T & APV,

B 2D XD IR & 5 2 BBRD T A & 2 A K OTHROEFIZ OV T ORI,
Cohen & Lemley, supra note 140, at 30-35%2 2D = &,

HORSRR AR T TS O — IR R 2 EV T 2 L T B FFEHRE OB LY
ZlihE ED) Z2IchbZ LI THD EBbid, ZOFRANIESRESLO
SCHRIZ ISV THIREICHESZ SALTW DAY, [AISCHRIZ ISV T, #BRHIATIE R i dh 3 A
EIZBWTHIDEEBORBN L > TEAB S NG EIRTRREEINZHO
LHRLTERY, £, B A2 E Y HPiEBRIZ W T—RICED HE (b
FHEEDIL, YEPREDE MR L T DRI E2EET D LR LTS, See
Hoechst—Roussel Pharm. v. Lehman, 109 F.3d 756, 759 (Fed. Cir. 1997); Zenith Labs. v.
Bristol-Myers Squibb, 19 F.3d 1418, 1422 (Fed. Cir. 1994); see also Keith E. Witek,
Software Patent Infringement on the Internet and on Modern Computer Systems — Who Is
Liable for Damages?, 14 Santa Clara Computer & High Tech. L.J. 303, 323-24 (1998) (4
FHEICBEEZER RN 0D, FiiF0oH2 Y 7 hU =7 OIE & A LB
WOMFrez iz BT ) bl LTHELLRTNS.)

Anthony Mahajan 1%, FZVZRHSRER (AL, 5 SUINE) OTdD YA
— AT V=TV T BBETHY | FEFHREEWRT 2 TR 2 LR
TW %, Anthony J. Mahajan, Intellectual Property, Contracts, and Reverse Engineering
After ProCD: A Proposed Compromise for Computer Software, 67 Fordham L. Rev. 3297,
3317-18 (1999). L2>L. Fx ik, Mahajan 13, MEDSBIEES R &R & HoHIprAs a4
ZEAT 2 LICE > TRETNSHERLEZRALTVWD EEZ D,

M ZDln, TarBa—20On—F R 7ICHEAMBNI] T 0 s T BT T

130 M PEIRBURSAFSE  Vol. 15(2007)

FFFHEIC BT DB L S — (Burk, Lemley)

a7 7a0 Wik b0 B0 THD, ZhbDa B —id,
DOBFENZ X VRS TV W RY | FEFRE 2T 282 d 51,
ZORER. 4B BRSO RREORHEY (FRB I AN—R =T =T
YT A E 2D O TRV, MOERIVEY T YT
Wk LR & e Ba RITT 2 L2 D,

BB W T N—RA V=T YV o T ORI ERIT D =—X1T, &
D HOTZ DI, BEAF ORI FEBROER 2 B A 9 % Fiac#ns L
TERW, Flo, XT U b IR2—RY, FFEICBWTEI Tho T
X oM, FFEE DY, TORCET LV R—R= =T U 7 a0
IFEEIET D Z EESCTDICFIAT LN TEDHDOTH D, HlFME,
F2TIRQOREFHRELMN LB T I LICLoTHRITD I ENTE D,
ZORRE L THEENIRHHERIL, v/ 2 OBERL A= R5bDTH
%, Cohen MU Lemley 12 XA, 1FE A FDEEIZBWTIE., BEBHD
VNR—=RAT V=7 U U T HAT ) MEITR VI, e RET 52870
WY NR—=RZ V=T VT EITH ZERTEDLDPONTNNTH DM,
V7 MU= TEEIIBNTOR, VN—RAT V=T Y 0 T E2T MR K
VBZENIZE > TA /T =— g AT TORBREIT D AT 2 R
DI ORRIOERE LI L LCND, Lo, ik s Sz
VR=2Z V=T Y U IO TOFE, Y7 vy =7 OFfickun

LRGEHELTOI L—AT, arEa—F DO —F T4 T HFIRE Sh
I NR=2Z V=T Y ickbae—L LTRELRVEGS,

W abr—=PRELTWRNWET IV G IERO—DIE, INN—RAZ P =TY
YORBETATOND A E—DIX L A LI IR DB E s, Xk, Ty
TVEEALULY —Aa— FOBREBICEBRINTND Z L2 b, BEELZRWVE N
IHLDOTH D, HHNICIE, 2 a—F - Tul T A0y —Aa— RoFsH L
I BERAZOLO0a =) XY bEALZFI LIbODab—LEXLHT L
HTED, LG, Tar 3 uicid, 2 &b RAMICIERFFE2 %00 72
TS T EADAT Vs ha— Ko [av—] OfERABEFEL TS,

4“2 Cohen KU Lemely I%, BiFDHBHY 7 b =27 DY NR—R2 =T Ik
1T O MERIZRRAT D 72012, THR OVERR L VBRI OB Z i E 1ET 5 2 &
INTEDBMIZTOWVWTHHAL TS,

3 See id. at 23-25.

FNRO PEVEBURSAAFSE Vol 15(2007) 131



TUITRAWEBRNH 505, MOFREFF BN TIE, £ 5 TIEARun,

D. #&E(K

EFRU7ZE@Y | BEREEL S T A T WA~ RATDHI %
WMELT D= B E L > TND, v 77ty OREEY
RS, MM ORER, ETETHEMELOEMicbo Lo TE T
5, v~ ruarakyhof ) Te—a Nl HHERLOERE
T RO = =T 0B 72 2 KB A T — [ L DFF 0 L vT-ig
JRCER D FR A, AONT, AR TRR S OV % D BR % J O S LB CTH 5.
Fo Oy FUoIZBWWTHWbNT AV T—7 ) ae—35Z
LI RV EBMENT v T ORG E a2 — L AAETELLFA—DF v T ER
ZAED 2 & N TEIZRFRITE S ICTHE L o720 TH M, HHE L,
H ORISR ZEDMERDH Y | Flo, FEEIIB T DA/ Tx—a D
2 <Id. BRPEE L FIEICB N T Thit T\ 5,

29 L7, R B R O A ) U — 2 a VEEET D BT
EEAAREEZRIZTZENTEDLZ L ERIEBL TN D, BIREFIMmD T
BB, FFFE VI A BT 4 TR, MEREREZF I EFEDHLICH
WTHA DM, FRFIZ, FTo b OBRMERIT, MR TL—2) 1

W Zpwrsapl =%, Bl —EOMEZR MO ShD Y N—2R
TV =T Y TICONTORBDHL—LETRMTHZ LiIck-> T, Ak sy
HZEMTED, L, ZOFr—AEOEEIE, FEHENEWVIBER L N—DME
Ha2EET5LOTER,

5 See supra note 15.

M6 RS o FIRFES (17 ULS.C. 901-914 (2000)) 1, 584278 =2 E'—7p b Y2k 0
(w27 U—27) 2R#ETDHLEIIMELNTNWD, LALARRb, ZOEFTFER
IHE L A LN Z R0, Zhud, HEEFEOME TRAE LV L O
LRV HEOHEBR Doz, K22 N COMMBSKEEZ /572 2 & &8 &
THHDE SO TS, See Mark A. Lemley et al., Software and Internet Law 274 (2d
ed. 2003).

4“7 See John H. Barton, Antitrust Treatment of Oligopolies with Mutually Blocking Patent
Portfolios, 69 Antitrust L.J. 851, 852 (2002) (FiFiZ, ZETIE~OBAZHIR L, oF

132 MM PEIRBURSAFSE  Vol. 15(2007)

FFFHEIC BT DB L S — (Burk, Lemley)

BOTELSOSERELZENIMTONE Z L2 TDIIFEETH S
DM, T 5 LTl x ORI, FFEUS O 72D O SEDEFN A 72 5
ERIFT LD, AT Y ao—0RE LRERIC, MR
A, BEOBANC L > THE T Z b TE X,

B OFIAZ IR T 5 Z &1, ZoRBUCE T 25RO, 4 U
z— 3 Y OREE L R DRFFOBA~OBC R BRI OB LR WS
Wi, EBIRRGMPERIC T D & [ARRIC, FHERPEREIC BT DAk
D= RAEMIZT D THA D, FEEOTF v FITEEHNRHEHETHD =
EMD, B—DRFFIC Lo THAR—ENTND LV D KWL, 2505 T
MBS TEY, ZoZnEE, HRIORFFIZE > THNR—ENT
W5, ENENORFIT, H—0F v 7OREICHV LD BIFEEE,. R
B OHLE TRIZOW T ENEIRTEZ A LTV ALERH 5, RIZER
ICB T DT, @ETNSWF v 72 RS 5 72 I WATHICHTSE
EiT-oTHY, 7 L—AREE LTBEUOREINI DWW TR A IG5 2
EWZ, LIER-T, FriLnwAsrueraty i, KtHttoTicd s
BEOREFFICE > THNRN—=EN TV D EHRE AR LR B DA H
HHM,

L7z oC, MAEZRBRE DB, PHEEEEICBIT 2 =—X1T,
MEAWHERNZXE T 2 [7'a AT b =—XTlde\, BFREOTITE
JRVERIZ 9 2 &1E, FERRICIE, ZEOBH LA TSR ZED 1
T EEPT DRI, LIedo Tz b 0 & LT, 8RR,
AIREZRFR Y | FFEFOEORIE AP E | XL, B LICHERIORE DR Y
BRI BRATAR AL VD filk] 2T ~<REINTZLDOTHD
RETHD, WANVFFBLEE SPLTWDINNA AT 7 /o o— L3RR

ZEBRFE L & MERF T 5 72 D OBEGHIE & LRI DMk 2 FIREIC T 5 Z &Ik - T,
WREEICB DA/ Vo= a2 TC0AEEELTNS,).

48 See Mark F. Grady & Jay I. Alexander, Patent Law and Rent Dissipation, 78 Va. L. Rev.
305, 306-08 (1992); Robert P. Merges, Rent Control in the Patent District: Observations

on the Grady—Alexander Thesis, 78 Va. L. Rev. 359, 360 (1992).

49 See Hall & Ziedonis, supra note 170, at 109-10 (J=E(KFEEICBITAEI &/ 0

ATA T ADREETEH.) .

FNEIM PEYEBURZAAFSE Vol. 15(2007) 133



D ARV BB IEUER SR L7z A 72 Merges DM, T DA
WCBWTIE, EFESHIET b0 LELLNS, Ll ZhuL, BITS
NOBHFOMBENINT D2 BNETHHE L TR BAI
DB E 0D, VEEEEICBIT DR, b0l ExThy
FHUZE T, HROEELZE/IBRBOLOE L, BiEOFHREMIT, 1ERF
0T 5 Z LN TE D, WMEROY ¥R OKAECET D L S—iT,
ZOHMDIZODICHET HZENTEES THDH, IHIT, BERD -
R~ AL, BEICHE SRz o, BEEOREELK L
7oA ARG R SEE ORI OREE & 722 5 A THINI A s 2 &
Mh, FOX D RN, WERO T TO HERE - Hik - #EER) KO TBE
HOBNE] T A b ORI, UL, FeBRAYRRE L — L OFHELE 721X
MIZESLS LD THDL I LxET 5,

F7-. BFOBIE L 0 BIMARTEIC Lo TR S NE D, B3I, Bk
X, 22T O HERE 2. R0Te 1G22\ WA IS EHIFTAY—FR D Jfl A e
LB bOEEVHT DI HNONHIBOR L N— & LTHREL T
W BB R OIREICK LZE LB AR 2 L%, Y ORET
OEME, EHITE. KON RBOHBOLEAEITBN TS, Fra gL T

WOLDIIKT DT 78R L VEHITTHI LN TED, For & LT,

29 L7BRil EhaaFaE D X 578 b 0Tl L THEA SN B REER LA
—THDHLEEZTVDI NG, ZHUE, Fx BIRET 5 HIETIEHZRNY,
FESENCIE, BHME, ZOLAR—FH5 2L HTE L bEEL TE -,
) TIEH DN, FARTEIC X - TI#o THbrl 2E L7222 &
AEH SN T HA ONE R TR A R LIS A BN L S—0fB L LT
ZOFREMICER L TWD, D b b, #eHAnx, 1i%d 2R & fRkk
T 5710, HEREFEROVST > b« F—A0 X 5 R
DA T =R NEREHT R ETh 5"

40 Merges, Uncertainty, supra note 320, at 47-49.

451 See supra notes 335-52 and accompanying text.

02 MR PERE TS 1T B HERIALEL D 72 6D D JEHER B A (SSOs) D BN I Z ST,

VLF % %8, Mark A. Lemley, Intellectual Property Rights and Standard-Setting
Organizations, 90 Cal. L. Rev. 1889 (2002). Al HWIZE T 2 HEFIFIRORRE L L

134 MM PEIRBUR AT Vol. 15(2007)

FFFHEIC BT DB L S — (Burk, Lemley)

B
A G

Chakrabarty FFFHIICIWT, FraflElL TREBOTICHL2H6D Db
D] BRRLTDHLEES L2 Ik T, kEREHEATNT. BEHE
DH 5P HEMNTxT D — MR FTREEZ AR Lz, L Laens,
ETOA /) Vx—ra rBE—OHFETHEET 2O TIER N, 41/ U=
— 2 a VRORFHEZE DO b ONETETEMEICR > TETNDNR, T
W, BOSE O EORFFEORIC R LR E i 22 LT\ 5, KAk
V. B OBEAE D W ST DHEHT 0 =— X %3 7= 3 72 DI 43 722 Felik v % 1
ZTWDBN, A ) To—a NG OEEBA ORI O TOHEES
> T SNTGEITO DD FIRIEDHERET 2, T IL, ZOEFEIC
JEZ DT OIZEAFINAND Z N TELRFR IS S D B Efx
RER L AN—F R CE T, £, Bx it £ 5 LIz L AA—ICBT Diimic.
THETIEFE LT D 0HEICHEMAY & Bl T 7 Rl 2 B9
MR BIALTE, FHOTHZLICE->T, Fxld. £/ Tx—a
R OB BT D88 2 66T 5 STHRIS ST L, (TS o —EPE &2 5 2 1572 2
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EERHFL VD,
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ZEiE, BRI ATHY . O, EOEIIDO—HERLTZH D
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BDLIENTEDLZLIZOVWTORNEIEDIITEMERNDTH D, Hilz

TONRT Vb« T—=UZHOWTIHLL T2 S, Merges, supra note 121, at 1293; cf.
Lemley, supra, at 1951-54 (Z OERED =TI, XFT v bk « 77—/ 1 0 % SSOs A3
WLTWDZ & xR,

ST DMK OHRIT, AHEREEZEIT I T D AR T W TR Y
WEAFTNE Z LIS LEER A % LTV 5, See Rambus, Inc. v. Infineon Tech., 318
F.3d 1081, 1096-1105 (Fed. Cir. 2003) (RraFDBRZERT 5 SSO DR Y v — %Pk
SHERL., MAZEELTNWD,). 29 LEREIE, FFFEOR X0 b e LA 2L
IEECET A DO THD Z &b, RREIZEBWTII L, ERE LRV,

%3 Diamond v. Chakrabarty, 447 U.S. 303, 309 (1980) (citing S. Rep. No. 82-1979, at 5
(1952); H.R. Rep. No. 82-1923, at 6 (1952)).
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