_‘I_
R &

B
glﬁl:l

FFRF & Bk
—— FBOAME LI ——
UNEWZEES

A 85 3 022 120D Ml E b > T b, ZNER UAICHAEDET,
OPDLRIFNEESRVWTHS ) 2 P HIE. BEWLDICFA 720hwv, TRzl
RBIZOIT, 74— &OPIMADD B FFFMEED, TNER CRWICHLIAG bET
ORI MR ZE A SEESTINHDTHS I 9 Vs

IEL®IC

H1HE AREORERFENE
B2 BEORAT—I
38 MRPEREoAm
HAH FERFOMHIR
WO, AT

X LI

(1) “intellectual property” 2% [JFIWMEHE] ORFEEZ A2 2 L 25
)= HMIZho2lBoTh VI IE-DbRLE, 22T
“property” % [FTAME] LRTH I EPRENTHLH I LD, TTIIEL

(1) Letter to Oliver Evans, 16 January 1814, in 13 THE WRITINGS OF THOMAS
JEFFERSON 66 (1905).
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DB T LA ER>TWDE P, T2l Lo [N D]
(bBVIE [FWGERE]) ofGERKZ, 3L [HNZRdol IZHS
NTVDbIF TR VDT, “intellectual” 12 [HIN] OFGEEZH VWL L
X, SHTR, BREHOMELVWIRETHAL) Y,

ST, TunT A THhoHH, COSEOMBPENED, FHEMINTALY,
FONT A PR ENTEZBMETH Y, 222, JRHI
FHSNTEZZETIDHE0OTHA I Vo 72720 MM EMEZ K
LTV 2 HEF (patent) %0 CREMMEEZHEB ) & LTV ARIZE -
Ty 7anT A &L, —ROEEIPROLNE) THL, £ T,

(2) 7z& & . PMEA [HREFFE] (BASCE, 2010) 4 H. FRfE—RR [35
VEME (F5EW) L Property, Property Rule, & L TProperty Theory| 7 X1 7k
[2010-1] (2010) 87. 87-88H (LAF. #k [Property, Property Rule, Property
Theory| &5IHT %),

W ARl S w3 AR E S RICL T £ O SRR 2R3
DICHWONLMETH S LB bID, bASEORESSSFKKUE MOBLE
. HARYEZEICLAZDOTHY, Uk, HALSAEN S R
ZHBNICIRTAIENTELLIAIREE DD S, WfE—88 [T#HA
7 =% OBENRE | EREOREE - B Bt X2 74 RERF 15
(2009) 67, 67H (LLF. # [MEAT— %] O@BRE] L5183 5).

AT LT THIIMEERE] 1. MK C& 2153 (information) & %\ i3
T—% (date) IZOWVWTOMFITHS, TNHDOM (goods) &, D& 72UBIAR -
B S NAUE, MERAEL T2 EREMORB AP R L L) FFHE D
Do L7 T MR O X 9 i X RMER 2 Ed 2 2 Lk
T& Vv, B M [[MHAT—5] OFERRIE] 67H, “intellectual property”
WZH (el OFRGEZHTHZ Lid. AR & KT & oo 2 Bk
LELNOT, [FEN] THELEVIDTHA I,

72730 T Al EiT 2L EFTIEVR VI TV T,
SR, BEREE = TRIAPT A e & IR sEME 1 AL R R0RE [0 00 0 1l )
CREAFEIG 1996) 1. 5-7, 13H. 512, DA EDHHEHE L Ty % World
Intellectual Property Organization Treaty (JFi, WIPOS#) 2B %
“intellectual property” DAEFUT [HINFIAME] THh 5.

(3) 4 HOHMMMEERNZ. [ AR - K5 2 AWES B ORI, 2ok
EMBERELTCORZVEIICEDNS, 2O LIZOWT, Wil - §idgd
GE2) 7HR, [ 213 7—% - XR=20OR#E . MY 2AEREE W)
IiE, b LARERELZHNE LTnb] Lk RTWw2,

(4) ZM. # [Property, Property Rule, Property Theory] R (if2) 89H
(a7 A BEEIIERMIOBR S hTE& v ),
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_3_
R &

T [Ty 4 | MEOMBELEE»LILOL). ZoME%:
Black’s Law Dictionary THEFAL TH 5 &, FFMOD “property” DIEHIZ
X, 2EDXHNITHDH

(1. 5% (Hsr—-XEoLMTHNBETHN) Zha. il

B OAET BHER, AETHD I LK BHEFH FAWFTE ORI,

BUFICX 2 RN T#H0s (2o E) HRi#ET250THS) o]

[2. SA. SHKEOEAET 2R Z1T9 5% (external thing) o
2RI A LT 5) o

CORMBIZIIIE, [FTu7 4] 12IE BBLXZ 22008 H S
ENbnrd, Tt OB EHA L. HL. €L TG T 5HEH
ERTHE (T 1) & QFOHMNORKRZDOL OERTHA
(FanxT4 1), TOD220FKRTH L, AFROBLICH EFELL, £
i, 4§57 (patent) & FD%AK (patentable work) DM HEIFEL TV 5,
EVZZEITHSL OV, EHIT, TITWIRMKIZ. HERWTHBEED
M EEAR OYEDH A LI2, ST TRIFEEZMLTBEI ),

AR CTH D [HMER D | 1L, fFFkcnryrsuy XA FEh5s 2
T, TunsTF 4 ik otz SRR =y ray X LAY
D CPIAEHE A BFETaRT A 2MHL, 2I06MgE ). Thr
W H7ans 4 T2FELTWS Yo Barkid, &b L

(5) Brack’s Law DictioNarRy 1335-1336 (Bryan A. Garner eds., 9th ed 2009).
(fHL. C JIWEKHK. YT, W),

(6) 7uxs 4 OERE [77 v 7 EEFR] 5 & 52 5 AIE. M [Property,
Property Rule, Property Theory| W8l (3E2) OBHMEA (87H) ITH9,
ZZTHIE, Tas T 1 12oW T, [FEEMED Y5 1213 copyright & copyrightable
work] DM EIFET LML TV 5,

(7) WEFI344ESE (EE1215) ObLPEOFETEIE. B15T [ 2ok,
HHOREROCFHEZRNZ ZEI2ED, BHZIE L. b - THEEDREICH
G952 LxHWET L] &L 245 1HT, [FHW] 2, 2¥D LX)
blﬂ.zi.%l.,fb\éo Thbb [COERT [RP] Li3. BRENZ AN L&
FRBBOANED S bEEOL DV .| R, KHICE5),

(8) A ZOZWHOFRICIE. ORICHTIFFEREEL o3 :s LolaT

Kumamoto Law Review, vol.125, 2012 108



BathE, PHETEDO W, rAE” & “PHMEMHER ZERELTWw5
LERZITH b

(2) HZERENZIE U TAL 9. SREBUTIC X 25577 HIEDORAIR I,
AR & L CONHICEAAL (privatization) TTREMERZ &726 L7z, HEE
DRz HIE. ERWIZERER (national laboratories) °8RE 4 (prizes) % F)
HT20TIER, REOMMIZE S [H2E (useful Arts) DHEA] %R
T DHAF—LEZRALZDOTHL o

PEFEH R CHHLME R 3 2 2 b [ A @O A (human endeavor)
. bEdEiE, SRS NZERAICBRE SN TV, FFo%iz.
Liamt DE ) X, BIEOZER TYWHE, AL LA AR L 72
ERATH L, LHBEINTETVDOTHSL ",

E AN KRR B AR OB 3. FRF O R 2 BRI PR
LT&ETWwaEWwz 9o I R Thomas (F, 199845 0 &K ] [X 42 3 %
Pt State Street Bank & Trust Co. v. Signature Financial Group, Inc., 149
F.3d 1368 (Fed. Cir. 1998) %, Z® b L ¥ FZ&HT 2461 L LTI
i LT\ %, State Street Bank THIFLFERIIE, M7 7 ¥ FE2EHAT 5
I 2= LENTZ Y AT AIDOWT, KB R A2 LT 5 & DF
WaRLTWh, TNETRHIAFARLEIEIENTI LD o72ET LA - Ay
FIZD2W T, State Street Bank &, [FEHIT, BT, 2o, 1do &
DEBRTELHA] 25725 FTbD%RLRATY, FiFO@EBEL b,
EHELI-OTHD WV,

HoH. OHFHEOHEFOTE BN S DO TIE RV, L) BEZEND S,
bEAA. COZLIZRGHDDHY . WwFPHE L BRAML TV D, 7272, §
e a2 MW ORI ORBIZOVTIE, IREETFELTVWADT, 22
TIEHE <,

(9) See John R. Thomas, Liberty and Property in the Patent Law, 39 Hous. L. REv. 569,
571-572 (2002).

(10) See Orin S. Kerr, Are We Overprotecting Code? Thoughts on First-Generation
Internet Law, 57 WasH. & LEe L. Rev. 1287, 1295 (2000).

(11) 149 F.3d, at 1373, 1375-1377. €Y A A « XV v FORF#EEEEZ TE L
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R &

State Street Bank . FFFFHIEEIC [BIM 72522 (dramatic consequences) ]
37256072, & Thomas 1Fv9) ™, TNFE T, 728 213, REEDALA,
Y —T 1 A, TLC AEOHTELE o2 DI, R RERFFHRIE L3
BMbY) DLW DTHLEINTE, &AM, State Street Bank VLK
. e-av =R, R =2 va v, Bveid, W0 EIch. KR
DBHEENFRD HNT=DTH D, WE T, FEMHEGE (2=—7 2EmF v
FEZTORE) Y, AR=VEM (T 78y boJEE) Y, B (L
AN VERTNVEBMGSEZEY) Y, 7 ukEHGE (2 Ea—%
LI NZREFIHLET) e oz b D F T, SRENRHFRICRERS
NTwd, bolkd, INOHADORFTG I, R Feinberg IZFHENIE
[HFWRIFT] ™ V) 2 EIRBDTHAH) L,

MO CTHERFEASTE  (patentability) % 2 d DIk, Wb w2 HREIS%
WheTr s Jud—IIREESN Tz, E2AH, LililzkHIic, wET
B FBA DO FRTUS, PR RO L L) Ik L ITR R
bo ENIET [TA4 T4 7O (marketplace of ideas) ] 2° 53 TIZH
WAL (preempt) SN TWBIEM (behaviors). ik (techniques). KU,
117 (activities) 25, WZTWBEFRA LI ThHb. dHILIFED Bl
(technology) ] @ #17 TV IZBRE SN TV FFFFRERD, wWETIE [AM

JHFR L F I PeState St. Bank & Trust Co. v. Signature Fin. Group, Inc., 927 F.
Supp. 502 (D. Mass. 1996) %% HH L7z

(12) Thomas, supra note 9, at 573.

(13) U.S. Patent No. 6,022,219 (issued Feb. 8, 2000) (Painting Kit and Related
Method).

(14) U.S. Patent No, 5,616,089 (issued Apr. 1, 1997) (Method of Putting).

(15) U.S. Patent No. 5,806,260 (issued Sept. 15, 1998) (Restaurant and Hotel
Combination) .

(16) U.S. Patent No. 6,112,188 (issued Aug. 29, 2000) (Privatization Marketplace).

(17) See Rick FEINBERG, PECULIAR PATENTS: A COLLECTION OF UNUSUAL AND
INTERESTING INVENTIONS FROM THE FILES OF THE U.S. PATENT OFFICE (1994).
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D' A (human endeavor) ] I2F T, RATWEDTH2 ™, Thomas (&,
DEDLIHIIIE ). [FiiFx., b2l b0RBAETEOFHEZRZ 5D D
LARDBRELETHD, TNITIE, BO {HXWERHEDZ L o TE 72
TAOHAHZEETA2WEESHNTE TS, V] bbb, 2
® Thomas DEF%. HBIIZITL OB L X LDTIELDS )

(3) HFarEld. B FEMHDSER & MIEIZ, E S5 b DO TiEZR v,
ZZWiE, B L7z X 90T, R & AL S8 5 EIRATA DB ATEL T
bo A THEMMWEBR] 2D CHEHEICOWT, EFONRT 54
LATEEA I L LTS, ERD [BMWEE] o HhFH2EET 5 & &,
FZIZEEMEEFR (constitutional objections) DHfHF Z AL H. LI D
Thbo, Thid, Lo Thomas DRBITH T 5, FEHELR Y DIGETH b.

H1HT ERE ORI EE

1 AREFE1ZOH 818 [FAVEEHERIEA]

(1) ARERER. 41X ZOMEMZE 7225 DM (colonies)
PRI T 7zoix, REOM LD (Statute of Monopolies of 1624) T

(18) 17904 1 H 8 H#k&xd Ciidh T, WO G RERHMIE George Washington 1.
B2 o081 onTC, [HE, BEROHERE] KT A0, Lk
NRTW/2 (See P. J. Federico, The First Act, 14 J. PAT. OFr. Soc'y 237, 243
(1932) [(quotinge 1 ANNALs oF ConG. 970 (Joseph Gales ed., 1834))),
Washington D122 W CTid, BINFE - HBEH L (3E33) 79-82H b &M, 18
R RDOEETIZ T2, HEife v dbo, ETLYE &M, "M +5727 /0
V=, BT T = FEMIIOWT, MHEN TR RP 72D TH S, DL
Be, D72L72bi3INo0 B THEYEREZE) A, 40, KiFONS
FE NS OFEMBEICE TIRKEN TS (See Robert A. Kreiss, Patent
Protection  for  Computer Programs and Mathematical — Algorithms:  The
Constitutional Limitations on Patentable Subject Matter, 29 N. M. L. Rev. 31, 66
(1999))

(19) Thomas, supra note 9, at 580.
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R &

Hotzo TOFHEOT Y LY AL, 1TI0FICEREEDSHEINTHS D,
WOEOIFFEREORIKIIH L LT LI W,

bed LRI, IS LRI ZO5N5 DT AL, THICE
5 HBMEOME T 572012, BEMIGLTwz, T, 5
FEOFZMEG L5 &2 12, FHEICX D 52 5N A4 E @ Hsz i
DIMETZ 512D TH B T TIEIBTIC X BHFF25 WHITB % Al
FrDBEEIZ 2 5 TWDTH 5o

16244E DM EO I, COFHEZHIRT L Lilho/c FbNT
Who HHU— - 77 —2OHPTIX, MEEOIRHZ, BHEHLILOED
EICFEDHTVE @, ZRICE D E, MERZIET (KT) OHERZ.
MF LWIEHIZOWTZZT, @BRE S NI B T ® | HHUHER)
A5 TELMERE LT,

CCTHRERTFREICO P bR B R A EZONLL X R
MEEAS, FHEC X BH5R1 208 L COERIROME 102 [KE] Tho
el LIFHFHENEREZETH A ) 1624 ML, MR % b
DR G- 2 HIRT 2 L) BIRT, BURE VI TH - 72 LEFiliTE 5T
HrH W,

LI oAf F) AP, MRIBICEREH SIS DITTE RV, £
T BREEESHIESINS AT TICE, EMNE. Th2nigirsz

(20) See ARTHUR R. MILLER & MICHAEL H. DAVIS, INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY: PATENTS,
TRADEMARKS, AND COPYRIGHT IN A NUTSHELL 4 (4th ed., 2007). [FX&R] A - R -
I9—=M-H-7—=74 A [TAY)AMNMEL] RREGR. Kk,
1995) 17H. fHL. REFIZI90FEFIATORFELE 2 O b DTH %,

HRBEHTRAEADND A1, TEL2), TNOBMT L L) 1T L7,
L. FERICIEEE, £2HEE2 b2 TWnD,

(21) See http://www.ladas.com/Patents/USPatentHistory.html (last viewed in Feb. 10,
2012).

(22) 16244EETRD LN DIFI4ER T, — R TEL I YW DG % &
ZAHEMEOZMED LS TH B,

(23) See MILLER & DAVIS, supra note 20, at 6 ([FFaR] 18E).
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HET 5 L9 I12% > T, #EHK (Articles of Confederation) D Z 5
ZiE, SRR T, MECRRFHE AR L Tn D TH S,

(2) BFRENZBWT, EIBRSOMERIL, GREEKE (Constitution of
the United States) (2L D52 5N TW5hH, 2D &id, HIHIZ & 510%
DEOHEIMERE AL L E, FTHEEITREILTHSH ), EHHEZO
PRI, AREIEE 1 &8 MilCAIB SN2 LICHT 2HHIZ, BES
NTWho ZTITED LN TWARWHIIZOWT, MRS, VPR
E7 v,

HREEE 158 Hi 8 B, [HREMAIL, DXOMREAT L.] &
OHEFEIZOTE, LTFD LI IZw) . [FHIEERUFEHE (Inventors) 12,
ZOFENEW R IR, (Discoveries) 12X % HEMLAY 72 HEF & — & 1 [ O
THIEIWL), FMB O GEE0M#ESZRET L L, @ ]

29 LT, N E CHRMEBHM A I FE M S T & AR (R OEEME)
B9 BB A, EIBOFOERE SN0 THE 5 .

(3) IMarshall HREEHER. HLHREFEOLH,T, 2EDLH Ik
N2 eWbbo [AmEEELZRET LI LIE, WTNOMEATZBUFIC
BWTh, BLEDLBERE LTHITFTWwEZLETHE, W | LIAT,

(24) US. Const. art I, §8, cl. 8. [FXF wAGMIZ # [HH  HREDE]
Cede e, 2007) 578 (HHE—F,

(25) 1581 8 HOMMASEIFBUF OMEBR & S 722 £ 125w T, J. Madison I,
DEDEHCHERT WD, [ZOMRIIEN 2 LdEEMoO&BIE RV, 4 F
Y2IZBWTH, FEEFOEMERL, IE Y - O—OMF & L TRk s
NTV2, AHEBHICHT AL, HAZEHTREHRO DL AL SN
bo TOELLOWEDL, MADOEREALFELPERIZ KT L, N5V
TIOBEICL, EMEFLITELETIIANLRBELZELLONEZVOT, KEHO
ITIE, ZOMHEEIBHESZOBRICE > THIE L BRI X > TIREE NS Z
EDRTFHENTWBEDTH A, | HAMILTON, MADISON, AND JAY, THE FEDERALIST
209 (Terence Ball ed., Cambridge U.P., 203). [JFiR] A - NI br=] - =
A=] %F4VY [¥F- 72757 A N GFEE=RHERE R B
B, 1991) 211HE,

(26) Grant v. Raymond, 31 U.S. (6 Pet.) 218, 241 (1932).
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_9_
R &

O P OF R EHEERRET L T EITOWT, 1548 Hi8HIL.
HLFFHED > TVELEFTIEI L, BIRERII [H 25D 72T
ZIELT) MR COMREZTMESELHILLTVE, EFIDTH
bo FO [HEED )] 12DV T, E.CWalterscheid (&, TN % [k
BROFEYIEIT, T DOFEEW S OFEINIRS T % PR 7 e 2 — & 1 i
Bida28 @] THhb, L), TOEFKF. KE 2X0kH)Th
B ®

AW MG, T R OV e RS2 R T 5 ] HERR A, HAIC
HIHES G L2 TE R, [FE0HR] T (Tabb, FEEWK
DT MR 2 322 T 5 L) R T). BHEBORZ FERi§ 2 HER
G LTVwEDOTHL, T 15 GEHESR) ISRHAIEZE (scien-
tific research) X33 A EEMHEZ SV ZEEXBHLTWDTH
%o

PR MRS €A RS, LIS TR ERESE] 1
PEE SN o lzhdb Lk, IRICHFSHRED, 72 2F [
P43 | (Commerce Clause, 14=8Hi33H) T. MIBLEIMFIZFEPEOBR %
FMiTHIENTELIITE, LFEIMBDLNDL Y,

7o DM ERED Z OFHA N [BIAIIB W TIE (in modern time)

(27) EpWARD C. WALTERSCHEID, THE NATURE OF THE INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY CLAUSE
: A Stupy IN HisToricAL PERSPECTIVE 11 (2002).

(28) See ibid., at 12.

(29) See ibid., at 16. F 72, Miller & Davis 28 L T2 2 L 7225, JEFHERR
ELE LOWHLOT TOMRTH 50T, @ITHESIL. FTEEO LS Loil
REERICZTEEVZE (Z0ZkiE, T80 [2 HiEZEONLE
FEOBEE] CRBLTWDS), LRFIC, &ELOWILOTTOMRTH S
DT, WHFHERITE, NOBHIMER Z L (preempt) LTV B EHEESINSIZ
EOFRID G2 5N TwD, Lb Wi €9 Thb, Miller & Davis 1. MEE
PSRIEIC O IR L DR IL T D B L T b, B (trade-
mark) (ZOWTHEIET 2 VEHERIL, B EOWSLO T TOMER TR WAZTIZ,
BRLSELOERONIR % Z ) 2T, MBERESIEITK S 720002, MEE
WERALHOMBRE DR VEMNIC, ZOMRIILIER NI LR 5, See
MILLER & Davis, supra note 20, at 7-9 ([FFER] 19H).
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—10—

BFLOAMKSNZD DTV &b Walterscheid 135 LT 5 0,
FERFHER RN & v ) —E IR OHHMBIMER OB E 72T 25, I ERS DR
D) BFERTRBZVEDIFESL, JhEVOO0HL L) Thb, £H%0bL,
FERRFHER FEEMEOMNC & [ BEAESTH] (General Welfare Clause, 1
S8 1), [WRESRHE] AL TLELD#HEYSHE] (Necessary and
Proper Clause, 1 5= 8 fifi 8 ) (ZHDO K FEIT L U 2l e OV 25 & ok
T5EEDNDBORE & HHERS, EHEXIIEHDL L) ZEITRDLD
THHrI) ",

bbb, 158H SHIZL D, MIFFFHESITIE riﬁ‘f&?fﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬁ%@
HERZAET 5] 72012 THMMAHER)] Z25E 3 2R3 5 s h7z 2
2% %o ZOMFELEOBEE 2T T 17904RIC [H M L OME S % i
S 5720 DPA] (An act to prompte the Progress of Useful Arts) @
MHIE SN TS, WhW L EIRFFFEOREHETHSH &

(30) See WALTERSCHEID, supra note 27, at 3.

(31) See ibid, at 3 fn. 8.

FEBFIZ, United States v. Elcom, 203 F.Supp.2d 1111 (N.D.C.A. 2002) Ti.
U8 VEED H*éht??%:x I - VEEORREILEZED D
19984 HIED TV # v « I L =7 A F/EMED: (Digital Millennium Copyright Act
of 1998, Pub. L. No. 105-304, 112 Stat. 2860, to be codified 17 U.S.C. § 1201
et seq.) (& FEMESRIH (148 81H) TidZa <, A4 (14 8Hi31H)
WX B FEMEDITHTH D L S /z (203 F.Supp.2d, at 1139-1141)c D pill
DWWk, KHAGES [ e &EEm] (Bilth, 2011) 208FHLLF &M
SNz,

(32) Act of April 10, 1790, §1, 1 Stat. 109.

(33) VbW WIBEFFFEEIL, 17904E12H5E S TPk, 2o RE RWIE - ZHIX
DT 3MLrRVwEFTbN TS (See MILLER & DAVID, supra note 20, at 8
(IFBIR] 20H))o 2D 3HE VI DI, 179348 (BAT35 US.C.§ 101D L
7 DY R OPLE) . 18364 (ENF Thh - oMM 2 H#ET 5
ﬁb’d%%ﬁ% UPT) D) K ON19524F 3 (19264F o & 7R L S BE o Bl 3k

VR BRI, Wb BEEFE L. AR EE I 35 I il b S i),
ZD3MTH5,

OO %, ARETIE. BN RIS oW T, A
A% RN T HEINEORRT, FFE2HF5 L Tnl)IThHb, 2D
Zrik. BINE [BFED 727 - 2—2FEEWO 727 - 22— (5)] #
I mdis3% 3 5 (2011) STEHRLF AN L TWw i,
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FERF &

2 BEEFEEBONZBELOMRE

(1) SFREFFFLIE. FFRAME 2 4 5 M5 58, 58 A (invention/discovery) ©”
IZ2WT, DEDELIHIICHEL TS,

[35 US.C.§101] THHpORHAT XA, i, AEHEL I
AW, 30 NS O OH R Z BT R L 727 1,
RPFITED 5N TV LM UTEIHE > T, ENUICODWTHRFE 9 1T 5
TENRTEL, P ]

BB, VEMORTEL L TR ENTOETFRGDSHBIC—REICHES TR
ThLELTRENDL LI o TV BRI LT\WD, FHwmEk [
TG DATBAT 25~ 53 1Y JE B B A R RE T AR 0 — Wi | 3
Jeddifiid s MrBEosE L2 F &) UNRIE=78wl . %
M. 2001) 303ELLT M,

(34) AF5TIE. KREHFFEODDVENCBY 5 2RI\, invention 12 [3§
B &, discovery I [FH] LDFFEEZHTTVE, HL, ZOFHIE, K
R B, FZETH Do See 35 US.C.§100 (a). KEFFHFEL005E T4
HIZBWT, DEOER, JIZEDOLRVRD, (UToEkRZzET)] &L
#. [ (a) [5M (invention)] &i&. FEWISIEFEN (discovery) &) &#l
ELTWA,

FHINEFIREEDLEL 720, GREZED 15 8 Hi 8 JHD Discoveries
Wik TR ofGEEZHTTn5E, 2B SITHERI & I13E ) FGEC L > TW A28,
TRV 12 & 20,

(35) ZOBEIE, 1F Lo THIBEEF D HE S NA21790FE 2 5. —EBZ BT,
WIEShTWhv, HFET [Yut x| oXEHALNRTWE E A,
19524EDYIEE T, [HE (art) ] THotzo HL, XBRLEFESIRL D0,
BHROEFIZ RV E V) See Kreiss, supra note 18, at 32 fn. 4.

19524EDUIET [Hi] 25 [7u k2] \CEE SN, A Tl
(Bl & [Futx] ZFFTH S EDOHFIFELL T2 b, FEDR
IETHIS35 US.C.§100 (b) @ [FutZ| OEHRICEE (art) BEDLNT
TLIZHDbEV) B AV I DREGEFEESMSL 55 )] (58
4. 2009) 61— 62E,

BB, ARWIIBU L KERAEORBIZIE. g BRIGH L2V, ik
Lic~>) ==l DRESFFFEBSEMSE (85 )] oBic, IEAREBREER
BB aT RIS A OREERFE A E] CREEEHIN,. 2010) 22
L7z 1BL., R, BE, ZEL TV,
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§1011%. JFFTHER IR H N B MG (subject matter) IZDWT, 4DDF
TIT)ERLTWA, [FOtA (process) . [ (machine) |\ [A2 i
(manufacture) | KO [HEY (composition of matter) | 23ZNTH b, Z
2 ([2 WHEZEOLNLEE LOHEE)) TlE. BRI OITHEYT
LHMERRET D, 7272, MBS 0IOXFOE#LE) 0TI, BHE
~NOFEDL RSV T2 TIE RoA. Kreiss OBENZ2ATIITE @ % #
SHEE LT, WirEZ RO NS EHOBEZ RO TV E 72,

L Z AT, Kreiss 1%, 35 US.C.8§101D 4 DD H T TV D words T2
W, ENSIEHEORFRRER B\ E D 721 TR TE 2w,
L) o ZORIZOWTIE, EIRFEFEE (literalist) DAATE R I i 55
BORMBHIX A2 THLIHITHbIE W, 272 HEOEKRTIE [Fo
YA THDHEINT) RAMBLEFRNT VT XL RPEFEH OB EH
BHMEDONRTIE RV EENTWSE 2k, FRL/NH%E contain LTW5
TYNRT b TFTARTRR=N= - Ny 7 W) BRI [HEER] ThH A
IFNED, REIVFFFHIIHEONZVESATwEIE Y ZThbD
ZENHTBHE, Kreiss DRRIZIELWE D TH b,

SHIC, EHREROH R EZH L L, 728 21F. Gootschalk v.
Benson, 409 U.S. 63 (1972) X°Diamond v. Diehr, 450 U.S. 175 (1981)
ZETIE, HARBA (laws of nature). HARBG (natural phenomena).
KO, LM T A 747 (abstract ideas) 2&. FiFHEIZL-2Z ohTni

(36) See Robert A. Kreiss, Patent Protection for Computer Programs and
Mathematical Algorithms: The Constitutional Limitations on Patentable Subject
Matter, 29 N. M. L. Rev. 31 (1999).

(37) See ibid., at 57.

(38) See compare, Gottschalk v. Benson, 409 U.S. 63 (1972) ; Parker v. Flook, 437
U.S. 584, 588 —589 (1978), with Diamond v. Diehr, 450 U.S. 175, 182 (1981)
(quotinge Perrin v. United States, 444 U.S. 37, 42 (1979)).

(39) See 1 DoONALD S. CHisUM, CHISUM ON PATENTS § 1.04[4] (1998).
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CZITiE, 35 US.C. 810134 EICoWT, AL DOBEEND 513 T
Thbo LLIAROBELHILT AL, FirEATEZET 5 EE L0
s, ML b, 22T, COBEEZLHZ X9 L L7 Kreiss D
T EGRL L9 &,

(2) Kreiss (X, FFFF# A (patentability) 12D L OHIBR (constitu-
tional limits) 232 W', £ FH. TIWEELOEENRHLLVHIDT
H5b

b —BE, AREERE1 LM SHAMMBLTBI ) [HFiFHES5H]
RTPRT S &

[US. Const Art T, 88, cl. 8] [HREHKSIZ. 2EOMRE AT
o e FEHEIZ, TO- - FERITHT 2 P 2 MR &2 — W R RS 5
LWLy, o HHBEZEOERERET S L,

(40) Kreiss, supra note 36, at 58 fn. 201 121&. D EDHBIDOBWAFERENT
W5, See eg, Diamond v. Diehr, supra, 450 U.S., at 185 ([ HEZAZEHI, HHK
B R OB T A 74 712, FFFOR#EZS 2 5N \v.]) ; Gottschalk v.
Benson, supra, 409 U.S., at 67 ([ZNAMICHERLEIN/2bDTH-72L L TD,
ARG, 2o - T AROCHMBHRODICEELAM I T M)
b OIS, FEIFEREEE RV ENSE, BRSO HEAMEH O AR N Y — v
T&%.]) ; Funk Bros. Seed Co. v. Kalo Co., 333 U.S. 127, 130 (1948) (H
KRG AN G352 L3 TE RV, - ZNOITAKEHIOBNTH D |
FTRTOFICHR SN, FEOPMEICLE L TR, WEFTHILATITW
BhoRHRBIRZHA L2 L wo T, BEPHELTWAE EZ A%
KDBHZILIFITELWDTH5S,) ; Mackay Radio & Tel. Co v. Radio Corp. of
Am., 306 U.S. 86, 94 (1939) ( [FIAWEBEWIZZNZEAICEI LD
DI, FEFEEEE S OBHTIE R W— T, FHENEMOHEO T CAIMES
NFB A R EY L. 20 UFar@iEt:) 23 2.]) ; Rubber-Tip
Pencil Co. v. Howard, 87 U.S. (20 Wall.) 498, 507 (1874) ( [TA4 FT7 % h
HARIE, - FRrtgvE % b 727 ]) 5 O Reilly v. Morse, 56 U.S. (15.
How.) 62, 116 (1853) ( [HARE ¥R UYWAY O OF AL, Fear#igtk %
b 727\ ]) ; Le Roy v. Tatham, 55 U.S. (14 How.) 156, 175 (1852) ( [3&
ARMEIE, original cause X BN & 572 & 9 el 20 H AL, FFaFa 5
FTHIENTER . Lo T, #EDENRHIZOWTOPMMHEFR % K 5
CENRTERVG]),

(41) See Kreiss, supra note 36, at 58.
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Kreiss 1. I #CH #:. Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1
(1966) Y 532 OFLE % FFaP g Ic OV T OB L LoB#E L L Tl
WTWRHEG D SME RO TV 5, A LEWA, BHEEWwEDT, 5IH
LTBIH.

[CRFAFHE) SIEIX. MERE (power) % 5-2 % &[lEFIC, fHIBR (limitation)
G ATwAh, ZOMRIE. 16MR L TI7TIRICELETfis b o
R THHZHEZ] omEzRESTLZ L2, REShTWwDED
Thbo FirtER 2T 28 H#RE, BELOHWE LTBES N
BDOILINHAHNTVBHIFEZRLRL I EIITER V. HHWITE T,
A7 T2 A4vay, TRIT7 VAR b, B0E, Yyx - RAT7 4y

MIEDLLZ LDV MHEZ, JAITA 2L TE RV, SHIIRB,

IR, 287 v 7 - FAAL U OBEAEOMBEIRE 25, v
FTTIAHENT2H D (materials) OHMHZFHZHKTH%E% b
ORRFE. GRAHZEBTER. [HHLREEE - OERZRE] LT
NEZRS VeV EELOGHICEY, /1 /T2 vay, TRYT 7>V
AX Y by RO AHBAROEESHRIC R0 Z8INT 5 2 L%, KT
FEIZIE, Ak, BoRENTwb, T 205, AREFEICI VRSN
TeRHETH Y, ZNICHL AN BV EIEFFSI N Y]

Graham LV EF AR T 0 35 10 T F e s #7s [ &k B o Bl
(constitutional standard) ] {ZF M L72fl& LT, Kreiss (&, HBHH S A — -
T4 & — & R L 72 F B L 5 25 O K AP 2 52 L 72 Cuno
Engineering Corp. v. Automatic Devices Corp., 314 U.S. 84 (1941) %37
WLTWbe HiE, DTOHRIZGIIHNT 2. [Dhvbhid, Th (HE)

(42) HAHOHMEEZFES 2T S Clamp for vibrating Shank Plows” O FF&EF#AE %
b7z, Clark BHEREOEETILZ, &< 25 H 2R mOMAE
ETHDYFFBEHOHMEZ L T Mgtz hE L Twb,

(43) Graham, 383 U.S., at 5-6.

97 Kumamoto Law Review, vol.125, 2012



FERF &

MERERE) 2720 LikoRmes, SH#ESICHhME 5252 L%
L7, AkmEEE T &8 H 8 MoV Akl dE (aventive genius)
AfiHo L, WRT ST LIFTE R

Graham/Cuno Engineering % iits & FFaF#EEOWEITIE, ZALD
DELFOBEEND B 2 EAHANMN S Kreiss 13, BEHHEDO L%,
DT 4 ZRCEi LT <o

[I] %1 OFELOYEE L, Fireft &) &3 2HMANED [FEHH
. (non-obvious) | Ziii7zL CWAHI ETHD, ZOFFFFEMIX. 35 US.
C.§103 WIEESNTBY . Graham &, Thz [FEPSWSH4HE
de 90 | THBEFHIIL TWb, Tk, LEEE EoHEL RiZx23E
LTW2DTHA) Ho HIBKDOLENHEAMNL Z L. Zhud, §
FEH/BLIELTVREMOFIBIIBWT, #HORIZL2EDNLT S
& THWZ] b0z, FiF#EgEE v, LwHZETHALI,

[II] Graham . FelF T, DEDXHIZBRL, [/8T Y w7 - FX
A CHhLMHE (Zo7uao AN FAL 02 hEWT L%, b
Wik, ITIAHA SN TS S D (materials) ~DHMH% T 7 & X % il [}
T2E9%, TOX)BMREDOFFELMNG LTI LS LW

A

(44) Cuno Enginnering, 314 U.S., at 91 ({HL. M PIIKHFICL 2] .
(45) [35 US.C.§103] HFFrdits O ZM: AP 2 XE (non-obvious subject
matter)
[(a) FEWDS, RiE125ICHESN TS L HI12, H—ONETHR, X
E BB EN TR Th, FiFEf L) &35 5D (subject matter) & JE4T
B OMOAED, AP S NRETIZBWT, FFE2HE LI L L T30
DOBEMFIIZBTHFEOFMEZ b OHICE T, HATH-72THAHH T
ELVHAIIE, FFRFIZIUS T E v, Rl i, UM e Sl
i (manner) 12X - T, {HESINTIE LR LR\,
(LT, 4&,) |
ZNECHBREE LT R IC R ST & 72 TIERMME] 1. 19524F
HT1035 L LT SN,
(46) Graham, 383 U.S., at 6.
(47) Ibid, (AL, [ ) 1&KH.)
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— 16—

C D Graham DFIHIBSH 5. Kreiss (£, 35 U.S.C.§102 W 12HE S
T2 [HBE (novelty) ] B2 EEHLTWw5, EELOE2OE

Gk (] Thb, CNDEELOEETH Hamiilix, 158 i8I
® [%5 (discoveries) | DIFICH 5. FGFEHD [HHBEZED - - #Ek
RMHET B | LXHCHERE SN D C OB EBAT ST, Kreiss (&, [H5FF
BRDDLEDVIRT Y v 7 - FAL P LBAOHERE B L720TIE
Z2Eve s [FR] SFEELZN ™ ] 2w,

[] X512 Graham &, DED X HITBERTW5S, [THHRHEE -
OMELEARHE] LR NE R nE W) EELOGHFIZLID, /1 /T
Avay, TRT7 Y AX Y M, RO ARAZHBROEGRICRIIIZE
M35 2 EA5 FFFFRIEEIIE, ARk, ZRINTWS,Y] Zo#inrs,
Kreiss (&, FEFF@EEMEICOWT, 512200 E LOEFEZ LT
Who H3DEGFIR, FAFEZHET L0, MEkof %A
(useful application of Knowledge) 2%fiiib > TWalFiE A bR w, ZC
TlE. A HM (usefulness) & X 1T o (55 4 OFE. [HAM M H 2=

(48) [35 US.C.§102) HFaF@stE OB © B L OB % 5\ A HER O3

MTANICH, UTFOBEERE, 5% ) 5 ARS5 25N Twa,

(a) FEFFIBAC X 23RS, MEEHEMDS BEINICB W T, Msh ik
FHINTVREA, vl EWE L IZEVNIB VT, BN
BTWB I ICRR S TwW A6,

(b) BRETCORFFEH O 14ED BRI, EWN ilﬁH:a‘o‘b\“(\ £
SN, FFE AT UITTWICRRS LT A4, vz, ENICE
W, A S NI GE S Tw 22,

(LLF. Ang,) |

(49) Kreiss, supra note 36, at 60— 61.

(50) Graham, 383 U.S., at 6. 723 Kreiss I&. The Telephone Cases & L THIH I
%, Dolbear v. American Bell Tel. Co., 126 U.S. 1 (1888) OO XD fEHr b [
FEIZHIH LTV, [HEFHEOMRIZT LI ENTEL0E, AN RFEZEZT
Thb, —TOHEELVWIDIX, TENV A2 (725 LELLDOTH D] (126
U.S., at 533),

(51) [HHM (usefulness) | 12 Kreiss 132 XDOFEREZAF L T2, B (gravity)
BHEHEEZ RN TWEDOT, ZO%EIE. FHiFoRETidevy., LML, 1
EHWIFOF R B LW ADONREHL, AHMEMED > TV B DT, §3F
WA B Do See Kreiss, supra note 36, at 75.
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FERF &

(technological arts) | PEIZDWTIL, i),

BELOFE 3OS, Bk s AR BABIS, KO, #i%m %
TATAT O, FFFEEESRE I ND, TORIZOWTIE, 728 213,
Wb T AT 4T OFaF#Ms % &% L7z Rubber-Tip Pencil ™ . %% I
DORROBENE % B2 L7z Parker ™ . HRBROBKMEZ HE L7
Funk Bros. Seed ¥ . Je O°, FHP W EH O @M% 5% L 72 Mackay Radio™
&, %L OFABID, Kreiss IZXDIFHEINTnD ¥,

LZAT, BAREAL BB, WM T A T4 T Evolzb DITRIC
RIS SN, EOX) BRBRPET L THS ) h TR,
MHAHREZAAL L) L T28KOMRERECHELTLEITHS ).
LG L, B RSBMRNTHL L) 2 tpauF ) —& LT, FiF
MeB W RF R AFRIC O W TOPHMIMELZ 52 TLE I 2L IR 2DTH L0
Do HAAZHL. BARBL. WMBWNT A 74 TR L R0 2 5,
FIIHERIE DRI (quid pro quo) & L CTOHMMEEL . HHFIHE D
P BBOHBEDNT Y AR RFFHIEICR>TLEITHA )0

(52) See Rubber-Tip Pencil Co. v. Homward, 87 U.S. (20 Wall.) 498, 507 (1874).
GREDFHIZH L T A 221 5 2 & OFFFERYEZ R 5E) o

(53) See Parker v. Flook, 437 U.S. 584, 594 (1978). (¥ Lot [ K
OHATHIEL (work) OFERY — V]| LT RETH L, LA >T [F1H
FEATHEA (prior art) & LTECHAMONTWEHDDO—H L LTHbDNLEX
ETH5bo] (437 US,, at 591-592])

ML, B EORKRR 7V T XL OFFFERMER, Lo 7T TH

TH5H) 0 FPUEFINTD %o See Kreiss, supra note 36, at 72-74.
(54) See Funk Bros. Seed Co. v. Kalo Co., 333 U.S. 127, 130 (1948).
(55) See Mackay Radio & Tel. Co. v. Radio Corp. of Am., 306 U.S. 86, 94 (1939).
(56) See Kreiss, supra note 36, at 61, fn. 223, and accompanying text.

& 512, O’Reilly v. Morse, 56 U.S. (15 How.) 62 (1853) TiZ. S. Morse
DEBEIZOVTE L ORFFEZRDTHBE RN, HiERE A L8
DWTIE, TNUTEBAOUELFH L2000 THS L LT, fFirz iR
DT, 2, ICAOIERENSH]EL LT, Einstein O FE & T H )L
F—OBRR E=mc’ b, TOHKRENEYW 212 (ZHhEHAIHEHEEZ RV T
V5721 FERFBARMEICRITS LS T,

Kumamoto Law Review, vol.125, 2012 94



72 Kreiss (&, ZO#EEEOERA35 US.C.§101 EoXE [HH%
(useful) @ | & LTINS, EOHREZRLTVWD @,

[V] & 2225 Kreiss 3. [HHM] O 5816 (creative works)
DOFTRTH, FEF#EEEE O TRV, Ldwvw), . 72& 21,
FLOHMCHE X, 37 A b 272325 FrrdEsttz b 22w, L
WLTWD @, £, THHM] H28IEWTH-ThH, HHMDD
DIFFF ORI R TIE RV, LVl nk ) TH D,

2 2T Kreiss 7°% < OFHBIRFFRE O R 2 S L OOHIR L 725
4 OFEFELOEED, HFEHLIET2b00 [HEAMIHZE (techno-
logical arts) | " ETH %, [HHAME] H2RMEMDH b, [HAkHEE ]
M2 0L OPHFORNRTHL, LI LTHAHIH, HL., [HiilK
Beat] & TAHZEEE (useful arts) | AAWFETHD L ERTHDOIELEW
A O [HAEZE] OFKT 2L A RERICHEHBLZDDR>D R
X)) THbo Kreiss Dimilb Db, WELZEREBET LI LN TER
otze TOHIZOWT, Kk, ZOMEORIOE LT, KEGET R
JT* (The United States Patent and Trademark Office) ™ A319964E 12 HI L 72
HARFTA YD, DEORBZIIT 2121LDTHB <o FFRFEET I,
[ Feffith (technology) ] DEFEZ, DEDLHITF LTS, T, T4
bHH [ABREE (human condition) ZED7/ZVR L7203 570 D%E

(57) 35 US.C.§ 101, [HHL. o, AHZ% (useful) ] FEWHE, JFFEE2H 1752
ENRTEBLRPE LTS, £LIO0WTIE, 1o (1) oAU,

(58) See Kreiss, supra note 36, at 61.

(59) See ibid., at 62.

(60) Ibid. See In re Schrader, 22 F. 3d 290, 295 (Fed. Cir. 1994) (Newman, J., dis-
senting) ( [ (35 U.S.C.§101) Lo [Fut ] &, HMmZH % (tech-
nologically useful) d DIZBRE S NZITFIUTR S B ]).

(61) KEH:FT (The Patent Office) (. 18704EIC. WNHA D M & L TikiL
ENTze ZOH. 18954EICIE. BB IIBEIN TV A, 19754EDF#FE: O
PR O — IR IR FEFFIT O B FRAS. FEEFRGALT (The United States
Patent and Trademark Office) [ ZEFREN720 KREUFFIT ORI, Hkk. %E
B OB B OMERRIZOWTIX, B, 35 US.C.§§ 14

93 Kumamoto Law Review, vol.125, 2012



FERF &

# L <1ZFNE (machines and procedures) # 5B SEA LI %, XX, £
OMICEALTA R E b AMAZE (human efficiency) ZRET 5 X9 7,
AL ALY =27 7 O@AY (application) TH 5 ] &,
Kreiss @ [H LWHIBIIAH A 7225, FFORNRTH 2 HOMEEHIED -
TWHWn® | LOFRICEAE. 2O [HMlfFEZE (technological arts) ]
PTEE, O R EFMEHEONREXT L AN I =V ThHD LD
Na 0, (it L BEHOZRORENIOWTIE, F3H [1 FFire
FEMED R | 2 THRIBEN TV D),

3/ 1

Kreiss (X, € L CARS TS 225, FFar@EgEz e L v
% 35 US.C.8§101 %. BEFGEH (literally) ICIZHEL TV, [Tk
A (process) |\ [#%{& (machine) J. [E@Ef (manufacture) v BTN, [HLEK
M (composition of matter) | ZHEFFxt Gy & L CiBIT 2 UaBlEIE, &k
FO¥EHZ S ITT, MRENZTNE RS2V THA I,

Z 2T Kreiss 2%, #ELOEFE LTHITF-H0DER X, DFD X
ICFLDLIENTELY P THIIFFFFEKEL D OBRD, EE
Tz B REWETH Y, Fio, BEMEZ S22 WAITEY (creative
works) 1213, BFRFE G2 TE AR B\, &) FEIREBIIN 3 2 Bkt
H#THdH b,

[1] FarMeaft ko &3 5%Mi. TIEAAME (non-obviousness) | %
BOLDTRIFITR S %\,
(] MEEMAE T (ovelty) ] 223D TRITFNI R L%V,

(62) Guidelines, 61 Fed. Reg. 7478, 7488 fn. 7 (1996).
(63) Kreiss, supra note 36, at 62.

(64) See ibid., at 64-65.

(65) See ibid., at 87— 88.
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LBD 2 00T, ST v F AL Y ORI R & % e
THIEEZEILETLZIDELT, HRTHLILNTELTHS ),

[II] BEEEMIE, MFEOF @A (application) THRIFIEIZ% 5%
Vo JERFERETEISR O S [HHME (usefulness) | &1E, 2D ETH
290 HIREHL BRI, WMEWMT A 74 7. RO, BEFEMT LT X
HIThH, FAFERIEIZ G 2 5N Tw v,

[V] k&BIC, FFER Lo &35 [5EJW (discovery) ] &, [H
7835 (useful arts) | I2BIF B EN, TRITNEL SRV, ZOEMIC
X0, FHHE OB, KO, HEIE W) DOORFHIIHESNTE 7

C2ET, AREEEL S8 W [HFrHSH] £ thEH I To
FRFEEEDOEMICOVWT, BERLTE . DX, frimld, BHEERI
X B PHURHER DS, Db OFE LOMMIEEZ G2 Twb, Lil~X

LTHA) . FrirtEx AL EEFOEMLKTD. ST HERINTY
Z.) (66)0

B2 BEOAT—IAN

1 ERORBERE—PRAFOZE T

NTIEARPHEAS, S X SERBBOBMZZ T TwE 2 Lid, <A

(66) ik & ALY HEDOER TH 5 DT, Jrir &A1 5-3 2 S pais iy o 3= 13,
RICE D b B, A IR L ORI (Patent Rules. #Ff
FP ST (37 CFR) (CEEH LI NTWwW5) OfEllZZ 1 Twb, 1L,
TBTORBEMEREZ ., EHOLSOERTHRHA L L5 &35 8E0. RHER
HOKEDL725TTHS Do REMTHND [FEMAKG] 1. MRz 54 Lo
XEFL I VOEEZOHBRTHEHML LD ET2HDTH 5B, 7272, ZoMEIL,
B EOUSICIBMENCILL T, XV EWDIOTHLEEbhb,
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FERF &

NTW5, 72& 213, GREOW L D20 TiE, NN ORHEE Thtif 3 %
ik, IHOREETHEI E2RDTW P, 72, Casey TIE.
DAL T BYEI121, ROFEFHOFRZELZLEL T BEIC, EEkEo
FROSUFTEONT W, S5, BEOHHGTELZELET230bH %,
72& 2 X, Danforth Tld. WHHR12:E M % R COMWAEGIC X 2 0%k
IEDSFEIZINTWA @, 2o XS INETATHHAERIIShTw2
LE, bhvbiud, #H) 2R INEEELOMEE LTUBELTET
Who ZZIid. EFRTENDLIZLb0BEREIL Twd & v ) &k
MEEOMMEZ, BHICREDLZENTE S,

7272, FERFRERET D 7. ATHEERPAHEA [BE] LTwa ik, b
FVHMOERTIEVEY ™, 22k 21E B SN 5 B 5O A
2y BT IR A S LT w S T F 72 SRRV A AR
2, BB ENTw 23 00H 5 P o N TR HED #2457

(67) See Andrew J. Rise, Extraterritoriality of Restrictive State Abortion Laws: States
Can Abort Plans to Abort at Home but Not Abroad, 70 WasH. U. L. Q. 1205,
1209 & n.30 (1992) ; LAURENCE H. TRIBE, ABORTION: THE CLASH OF ABSOLUTES
47 (1990) ; Roy Lucas, Laws of the United States, in 1 ABORTION IN A CHANGING
WorLp 127, 132 (1970).

Lucas &, /—A - Ahus4F, Ya—I7, 207 FEplRLTwA, o
&b TOZMIE. Doe v. Bolton, 410 US. 179 (1973) T, Y a—I 7k
WOV, EEHR (GRERDE 4528 131 ARSI &) AT
hTL‘ZJO

(68) See Planned Parenthood of Southeastern Pennsylvania v. Casey, 505 U.S. 833
(1992) (¥ ¥y 7 =TINE).

(69) See Planned Parenthood of Central Missouri v. Danforth, 428 U.S. 52 (1976)
(I A= HEE).

(70) See Thomas, supra note 9, at 580.

(71) See e.g., U.S. Patent No. 5,356,876 (issued Oct. 18, 1994) (PERAIE RV €
U2 X B ANITHi), US. Patent No. 4,073,899 (issued Feb. 14, 1978) (& % Hi
DIAT X B NCIHHE).

(72) 72 23, FERELR EOMEIZ O, ) MAESH (speculum, U.S. Patent No.
3.835,843 [(issued Sept. 17, 1974)) R EHFANOWEKDIEAICH VL H =2 —1
(cannula, U.S. Patent No. 3,769,980 (issued Nov. 6, 1973)) % &,
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WNRIZE>TWDHIELHD @ 29 LIZEFOREICI Y NCER
il HLFEONK ZZ I TEIEVWZBIEITTHS, L7z ->T §F
AT S MEEF L L, AOdi#izHfl L cnwd, L5229 T
bbo 1272, TOEFAEE, bhL2bRINTTEEOAT— YTk
LTI oz lbls, 221213 BERITA LI LIzbDITE
ZHHLTVD EVIBHD, BOS0wDTHAI . HELESI D
PR ERE. RS ADRE, BEABOHE L 5. REFR
Thb, TZTBVHLOBE LOWFMERHIL T, ADRIFITHIT
52, BEHOTEREG S TV, B8RS, FEEIME AR L T
WAMERNE, OB EBRE EROITHIHT 2P TdH 55 5,
oIt x LhohiHEMOME TS TE, PlOHHS T2 — - 7
O AL B R#E T2 L LTH, UREHAM IR RF3E ShTwiud,
FEER IS L CE2oHMAH 2 B Lo 2B RICTERT S22 LIET
v, LEZONTELZDTH D, THWHERD S OBEEIGHOMM T
H5o

FERPAREAAS, T a— - Tt A, PEEAL RHOHBE vo 7B R
FOM LTI NG Z L3P Dol ZORMIX, WMIZE 2 FF
AMEE X EI R (state actors) TlEHRWnHTHS ™, ik &kl
DOENZIE. REZHBR»HZ L HITHZ 5,

22T, [IZL®IZ] TO Thomas DEHEBWIZE S, HAE. [TARM
D & (human endeavor) | X, W25 L AT, FFICHFIENTWS,
ZFiud, AL > THERWE SN TELHHICET, L5 2TET
Who BADITEZD LSBT 5 & 9 I2h - 2 5FoREICIE. 21T
DEFIHOM BRI VDOTH A I D

(73) See, U.S. Patent No. 3,722,500 (issued Mar. 27, 1973) (FAGIEZ VT
#i 7).
(74) See Thomas, supra note 9, at 571.
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FERF &

2 New York Times Co. v. Sullivan® %24

(1) MFRE BT EME & RILO B OMRZ X Lo T Lzo
E. Zacchini ™ THHEEND " o RO EIL [ AM AR (human
cannonball) | DFE TH %, WILiHELZ M Chogsh/-Z L d =2 —2
FHLTHID . FICHATYS 7 =2 — AFMAMRN R & 0T D —
WA LI CHEARGE 2 EE2 KA REOHGE L2720 % 6. HEIZES
Tl ahoZzt bbb, LaL, EERIZIE, HEDISGOWHBTRTE
TANLIZND, TDOFTRTHPEI N TV,

JFHETH LA NAFMRER ™ E, FTEED [S7) 27 1
(right to publicity) ZFEEL TWb, THE [HAD =V F )T 1%
LYy h2E720620 L2002 5MENTRRLZDAALZY TSI LR
aybua—V325 MEA] Thb. BEDERFOHEEIIOWT [287Y
VTAME] b0l ZO—TT, WEKBICIE, BIE1 SR UEBIE
AR EOHMDPREINTHD, LB LTWwD, EXINTY YT - [ ¥
FLAMMER S EEITIE, WHE R OMAREITHZH725 L) BRBET
b, B L OFME (constitutional privilege) 23K SE V) Z L TR
DONT, DEDL ) RHPRZETLTWS, Thbb, R CHEARENE
RESNEOT AL HOEEEIIZERD S5 NABIE 1 R OMEIE 4 L%
(AP (A QR3S

HREEIE, = F L= 2RO Y KMEEHEH L T b,

(75) Zaccini v. Scripps-Howard Broadcasting Co., 433 U.S. 562 (1977).
(76) See Thomas, supra note 9, at 599.

(77) See Zaccini, 433 U.S., at 563-564.

(78) See 47 Ohio St.2d 224, 351 N.E.2d 454 (1976).

(79) See 429 U.S. 1037 (1977).
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White BHEFHEOEEFROER X, 2XDO—LITEN TV, [
E1SRBIE4 & HEOHHZ LIEHDOTRTERETH I L %,
HOERBIIZHF S O TR ™ ] White HHEOZOFHIF, KBloA
HIMAD T a X7 4 2R T HHAZELLOTERW @ Ew) B
WA THMEICTNEIHEBELLTVWE ) ITEDbNE, 2L2ICZOFHIE,
ko EBIMmIZD, WET LX) IMbN D,

LIAN—HT EEERE. FEED 37 7 4 M s 0 RE
DHHZHIFILTVE, L) HEHEZERLTWRVWTHAS) 0 &
CWATIZ, TABKIE] OFE & v ) AP E S N2EED [3
T T A M S EIRBEBIDITZ (state action) Z@#LTIELHTT Y
T+ —AENEDIDTHAHLIAH%, bLbNIFHRITRETE L2159
7 White HHERFEOLEERAEZATD, ZOMERBET 5517
AN

(2) #FEHERE, BAANADOHERICHMABPHEL G 2728 SNBFR
. WRIASEAREPE & X LT otz TN OMFHELD & TITH,
ERBEEOITAPEZENIIIER L TR, LALRELZNLTH D, &
HEOBIENIL, state actor D TH 5B, & I AV OFwmdEfEI/5IE %8
AL TINS5 New York Times Co. v. Sullivan, 376 U.S. 254

(80) Zaccini, 433 U.S., at 575.

(81) See Louis Michael Seidman, The Dale Problem: Property and Speech under the
Regulatory State, 75 U. Cur. L. Rev. 1541, 1542 (2008). Seidman %, [E¥ 7%
TaTA ML RICENPMBADORAHTITONE %5, BIE 1 LOREL L
91 &9 %, Robert A. Sedler, Property and Speech, 21 Wasn. U. J. L. & PoLicy
123, 128 (2006) DEZWEMRL TV 5,

(82) J. R. Thomas . [ U X 9 %P4 %, Harper & Row Publishers, Inc. v.
Nation Enterprises, 471 U.S. 539 (1985) IZH R LTWw5b, AHTIE, 74—
Fﬁkﬁﬁ@%ﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁ#%mﬂﬁwﬂﬁ\nusc§m7@7l7-1—

WXH722 DEPMETH - 72 AFRERIL, 2OHREFEFONLEEIH

1'4‘.7{ 1ENOBLERLTWSA, fERIEEEREE L CoIimy (HF

FROTHORATH2) 5. AF2EEOAT -V TRRIAML TwinE
ST & %, See Thomas, supra note 9, at 600.
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(1964) TH 5,

A, New York Times DFEHAS, TINIMES TRAY =D city
commissioner ZFFET HDDTHAHE LT, £D—ANTH5 Sullivan IZ
L0, RECHEABBIHFGR (civil libel action) 2B I N72dDTH 5,
BB OT I NN EEIL, Sullivan (2xF3 % New York Times @
PEBHEREL, HEREOZIVEG LTV S,

BB OMNREROH YL, 7TAYATOZNFTO libel IZxT %
BRI, —HT230TH5, 22Tl FHEILZ EBOBEZIEHT
52 e KIEAFHRTE, SN LT, HEOSWARNETLICH I
LaWE ENB72DIC1E, MELL-FMPHFETHL I L 2t 5
VENHDLEINTWDOTH D, Libel &, BAETE (strict liability)
T, $4bb, EBEOWEBELEZHEES 2 EHmTUMINTE 2720
12, BHEORMBE I THEMRTL. TADPAETHTIEIEVWESIND
7201, BEROMAPLEL SN TELDOTHDL, T2I2id, FEEL
OXRBOBEMIZHIEEZ b2 privilege 138D SN TIE WD o7z, &l
TX5THH A9,

fH L. libel IZDWTOZ OFEIFHIZ, MR E K TIEIE S 11720 Brennan
BHEREOEERERIZ, J<AONTVWS LHIT, AREH»BEBRIETF
MICBWTHERMEL 2 27001201F, HEOFSWIC [BEOEE (actual
malice) ] B¥H o722 L ZFEH L 2 E o hw, & LTwb, T,
R IR E I, RBMEREWRDONT VA%, BIELIZOTHS ) H%

Sullivan DFEHIL, FAAHOAEATZ %2 O B EWHFIC, EELO
privilege THIG L7z L3V A HRWTH A ) Ho FEIC [HEOER] ©
AW % RO 72 AR F AR O L, IR E RS, HEOSWmICEKIoaH
IZHKT % privilege ZRDAOTHL, LFHMITEATHAH. ¥
ZD L) RFEHES WL LZ7ZDOTHA ) D BEMmTHIET 5720
WZid, EXHICERBEOITADOIEN LT NI 52 WIETTh 5,

MR ERILL libel 12OV THBEFETHIN L TE 2V T X TOHBI
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FEERIC state action ML T, T ZICEELOERLEERIFEL T
LERELIDTELRNA ) o AMEITHT 2 FaE, REBEDOT T,
HHTHEREXLZDIZ, WEFTEIIEIELE LD privilege 25780 5
TR hPo72. MEETOBEHETUEINTELZDOTH D, 2L
Sullivan 1% AW OEWHFTHD, L, ZOFRERVPEL LD
TlE% L, ZBEOBLE LOMMEZEH L T h o 2HBIEE (228
state action) % FEFEHEEHTHWVIEY. & Sullivan ZIRRXTW5DTIE%
SRR/

3 HEEEZEEDZAT—IA

MR, ZOMEEITHETE. PHMbEZ b 720w, Z o, FERER
WX BN DGR, KON, OB EE S > T, T LOHT AWk
(privatization) | L. [#5ft (commodification) ] TE 72D TH %, D
FIRT, ERIT I8 2 ESH MM THL, L) ENTES
THH9,

LZAT, COEFRTHICI AR SNIZHNMERE (D) bo, FF
He) DEGE. MAEMOFAICHT5a > P a— W HiZ@BH5Z 8, I
5o ZORFE, BUUIBWTIE, bR LbOHFEETOWLLEZ A
Ty BHINTWE, X7 v 7 - FAL 2 \WAINEED B A X
FHIIZIZ, ZBIEENTWbHDTH S, FIELTWBH 01, HHEMIZIEM
M PEHEDMHERE T 08, T OMFNIER G- R MM TH 5. 221
ELEFRT L%, BRFEOAT=IVICEBLEL ) V) ON, KETO
AR TH o720

L ZAT, HMWMEDFEREIZ, FBBIEW I3 2 PR O iR E 23

(83) MkkDEmZEML CVLBRAER [/MNaiG~oa 2 » b &5
(2010) 91, 92EZHE,
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725 L7z, EBRICIEEDLNT VS, MAM M, BEATED 22 Wil
THHIL2METLEX, 2513, LBOSHOBAED, BT
HEHICEbLNG, HL, ZOFHOGBEMIZIL, BESESNhTnS,
AFlx, T O5%ER %, BOLDRINLEVIN, AGAINST INTELLECTUAL MONOPOLY
(2008) * DHMITHIze TR HIPHFEDORED % L HBFITE o
THEORBERHIE B EORAIEZ > TEAZ LAMASIN® | &
7oRHIT, WM ERE. €9 LeBiS o SBEM 2 2572825 €0
FIEOMHERE HIF L CEKICu =GB L2 RETH L, LEELNTWY
5 RIZZE)THDE AL, ERICEI2MEHEORELZELTCoDbIL
72H DI T BB & v ) A, ZISEN T ED S,

ARE TR, ERITBICE DEFEORED. b2 LbOT BT 5
Bl & o Tnd, L) il x T &7z FarIC X 51758 %
ROFMRENE, EEFORAT =V T, TOFELEHEEGEIRE SRR
Ehbhwn, LEZLNLTHAIH,

H 3 HRFEERBOHM

1 HRFCEFHEOER @

Bk LT 5 X HI2, Fardid, 757 ¥ P oREER b D IAEYIZOWw
TOPMUMMER 2| JFRFHEZ IRE S ET0 b, Lidvw i, Hirkd Sm

(84) MicHELE BOLDRIN & Davib K. LEVINE, AGAINST INTELLECTUAL MONOPOLY
(2008). [FRER] 37—V - KV FKYry=FY14 v F-K-Ly74> [ B0
JANY RERE & FEMEORETEE] QLRI A: = sFR R AR NTTHIRL 2010)

(85) See ibid., chap. 2—3 ([FRF 23—94F).

(86) See ibid, chap. 4 ([FFFR] 95— 134H).

(87) 4Fird%t4t (patentable subject matter) & EVEHEDIFSR (copyrightable subject
matter) DR 2D BT TOHMm D Kreiss® BT ZEICH > T 5, See
Kreiss, supra note 36, at 76-82.
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BHHOTIRTHE SN DL Z L3P v, ZHIERABIC, EBAWIZOWTD
PEML I MER) &2 FEMER (B S TV 2 FEHEE DS, BBl & Lotk
b ob3ho0odhb Il MBI THL, ZHE, RETHA ) h.
% DFEDHETHER A5 TE 255 (subject matter) & FHVEMED SR
ENBRLIERFIRELTWVDE ™, ZOZ LIFAREREELOEFL
BV R RVEFWEZ Y 148 8 (MM ENESTE) OBESRD »
%L DFEId. DXOMED L L THUFHLHABMLTWELDER
bhad (HEAZP 720, AL T2 EBELTW5),.
[FEarMedemr] [HIGER I, D XOMEREZ AT 5. [BHFIL. 20

(88) 72& 21X, D. ChisumiE, 15:8#i8IH LD [HMHEZE (Useful Arts) ] @
SHMENEZ [HMHZE (technological arts) | L [AFETH 2L & LT, Thid
ZEMEREOHMWTH A I Lo [4H (Science) ] L3 RHLbDTHD L
LTw% (See Chisum, supra note 39, at G1-23), 72, B. Stedman % [4J¥7F
EEVEMEORNCIZ K E W72 0 (a wide distinction) 2% 5] &9 (BERNE
STEDMAN, PATENT 6 (1939)),

CORIIDWT, Kreiss (& [ FEVEHEEFFRFHEDORMICH 5] ARBIY#E L,
REPITHE LT, H# (books) &M (machines) DHIZHZHDTH %]
w9 L. Weinreb @ F @t (Lloyd L. Weinreb, Copyright for Functional
Expression, 111 Harv. L. Rev. 1149, 1180 [1998) . =B [ 1 dEXDF %)
ZHIHL7HE, DEDLHITV I [THA VIFFIE, ZIUde R oMY
7k (ornamental appearance) 125-2 HNARFETH 225, (FhU) FFErik
AIZE 5, ZLTCPTO UFaFIEET) WX DTS T &, FAT 40
BOTTHD, LWVIHIDL, TONGIT, EEHEE L ) BELHBEDH LD D
TdHH9 o] (Kreiss, supra note 36, at 76 fn. 308).

(89) [BEREBLIZIZIOIEEZEF L T ] & Kreiss (V9 (Kreiss, supra
note 36, at 76)o

72 LT Kreiss 250 9@ D) 20d Lt v, FEBRITHEIRHESIE. RRdFE (88)
DX 5N FEW AT, FEHEE TR, D LARTEORNSRE LTilk-
TWwb, TOZLAKEZ, GREEEIZEILELTVWRE VTV, S5

—IRHEAT, DEDLHITD V), [WEIREHERD, BUTOFENE ) OFEF
Hilll % BIEWIE 3R CZ OREME O A M2 ITBIIGEICR T X 9 %, #H—
MY Bz 528 h, Ai?%.iff I LT ] (Ubid, at 76 fa.
309), Kreiss (X, JFRFHlEICHEENTH LB bNba v a—¥ - Turss
NS 22N %f'ﬁ’]‘ﬁ&ifﬂmL“C‘/‘%)E%Eﬁ:’q\@(f%m#ft%?ﬂ%LO’)\ Z9
WBRTWD (See ibid.)o L2>L. PREEMGME DA % EIR S EARIH E T 5 &
') BEEHES. AMEREOEHELE LT, 3L THWTH A ) 2o Hilb -

BT moOBED /2, [N L ZEMHORMNZRL T 5,
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FERATH$ B P 2 MR & — eI ARIE 5 2 L IC X ), HHZEZED
HERZRAET L L]

[FEMesemm] [HIBERAIE. DEOMERE AT 5.] [FHEEIL. 20
FAVEW R B HHBRIMER) 2 — W M IREE T 5 2 12X ), Aok %
RS2 &

148 8L, 72L 21 DD (a single clause) TH Do 7272
ZHLTHMRLCALE, TR 220DH % DHE (two distinct provi-
sion) THEENTWVWE XHIICAZD, EIhD., IFEFHEDONG /M
DRIZREXHT L, 2L OmREDEEENEINTETVLIDOTHA
9 W,

LZAT, ZOBESRY S DRFFHE L BV L ORI, B THE
L725ER. $abb, FEHISWHEINTH L &I h>2H %
T, BAHEESWHRNE B INTE TV RVDOERED,, L) iER
fEEEDRERL TS L) ICEDND, Kreiss &, DEDLH 2w
Jo [FHEHZ., BOOBRIIOWT, MHEDLT L, DIEIRD T L
BOWEST 5 Z LI H 5. ZHUTx LT FFariid. SEMN 2 ing
% (utilitarian functionality) (ZBIFR L T\ 5, ] #ff 23 12Higt
LTWwzIE, FEMIEIEIL (expression) BIRITH 2 D13t LT, FFiF
MELZBEAE (function) PARIITH DL WH T L THA ) o ENLHEHD

(90) 72& Z4F\ Kreissid FFFHEORR & FEMHOMRIE) L%, DEDX
I BRBIIBITHIL T oo MRICHLWEEOLT I v 7 FEM2AIE L2
N3w72h, DL b B EDOANPLEFEMNORFZHHTL LRI THA )
ZL T YEFEMOFEROWAIHINDL I LIZRVTHAL D . #Hilh
DOUEFHERAWEL T2 A2 5, bl L7abid, 2O AD UL O FVEME % 14
LB THDHH, 2L T MFHEROKFREONFIIFINEVTH LI,
(Kreiss, supra note 36, at 77)o

(91) Ibid. Kreissid. D. Karjala® LLF DF#l OB Z L L T\ 5, See Dennis S.
Karjala, 4 Coherent Theory for the Copyright Protection of Computer Software
and Recent Judicial Interpretation, 66 U. CIN. L. REv. 53, 59 (1997) ; Dennis S.
Karjala, Copyright Protection of Computer Software, Reverse Engineering, and
Professor Miller, 19 U. DAYToN L. REv. 975, 977 (1994).
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PRl 135 AR N 2 & O KT $BEOZ U S imBIRIEA 2 v,
EDOBREEPEEINTHDEDOTHA I,

COMRIE ARER SR 7 HEBIC BN Tw 5, ZhU,
R Y AT A OFNEMERMEE % B L7z Baker v. Selden, 101 U.S. (11
Otto.) 99 (1879) T %o Baker 13, HiiFtE L HFERZ XL 722 &, £
LC. FEHIEEORIIEZA (form of expression) IZKRDTH Y Z
DIEKNZH BT AT 47 (idea) I EZDORRTIEZ NI & ZHIRL72F:p
ELTHATHL Y . TOHIHE, FEirteFHEMED X BB % Baker®
PEHE. R MR T2 HEOZORIENR (expression itself) (ZFHEME
B RAD, BHHEMIZ, ZTOYATFLAOFHEEREIETE 20, v IS
Hrbo 2F V., WL EHWT 2IEEORIERNIEEEDOHRTH %P5,
WELORBET L. HF2 NG SN2 PENIEEL TR RV, 0%
DD B CEHEOREREZ L2 V) L vunlnwoThs 9,

6 U &9 ZRAeRF@k . FEE o XN, a9 ¥a—% - Jus
FLIHTEHRETHLALNI, 728 21, Bateman v. Mnemonics, Inc.,
79 F.3d 1532 (11th Cir. 1996) T. 11K EXGEFFIEFRFIEIZ, DX D X
IV,

[AY¥a—% - 70750220 TC, HILMGHWEIE LToOMEZ
blzhwe sz b, BEHHE CEEHELETIR) RESh vt L
433 XETOLATHEERTWS, L)L Thb, +XL LT s
YoJiER TR %, AV Ea—% - Far T AW AEEEOH
POPERRT 5 2 1. BN EESEN DL, RERL, 325 -
707 T LD O% L FERFEREE DO 5 Th D, FEFEO
FRESNDERETHS ) AEWOZN S DEFITOWT, RITEEHIC

(92) FBEGTHD LMME MOV TIE, B, ABME [7 2 2 FEMEA
f] (Sl 2004) 77ELLF. KEK - midedE (31 73EHUT A& &S
(93) See Baker, 101 U.S., at 101-102
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FVMEREO IR 23T 4 6, FAFHIBEOIERICH 2B F O M2 1R 4 12
EFTLHRELELTHSH ]

CCETHOILEE, FLOTBI ), ZiUL, 1AL FEHE TR
H OGN T HIREOMR R B, L) T EThHb, 7oLz 7—
TNG T E LUTHMT2HWTES N5 — G OFEWIEs b
7z Mazer v. Stein, 347 U.S. 201 (1954) T, #IBimKIE, AMEOHRE
i (functional aspect) & JEHEREIA (non-functional aspect) XKL T, 4§
FEMEL BRI, NRORLLZMAEZRHEL VD ELTVE, D
functional/non-functional HH#E% VT, JFFFHEDOXT S ZEEHEO W S % X
B HBEEL av¥a—F - 7077 20HPNIH G ESHIN TV 2,
72& z X, Atari Games Corp. v. Nintendo of America, Inc., 975 F.2d 832
(Fed. Cir. 1992) C. EIBPEFREIL, [HERFIE & FHIEMEEIL, 2> a—
5 - 7ur 7 LDRGLMEZREL D] ELzbE, DEDLS)
2V FRFEE (7077 8o Tary ¥a—FIlL-oTHEITENS
T AR EORELHEL TWD ], TN LT, FEEEE MY
FTa AR (ThBEkD] LB Z0RELTHE Y, THL T,
function/expression #LH#E % T FEFFRIE I EEMEEREE 2 W ET 5
BERIL, 2 EOERENIENZ DD, £ L OFHEEICH) A
nohTndEnz ko,

LIAR, TOHEREZ. FEEATEAVY , 221 Oy a—
¥« a— FOFmkIZ2W TSNS Universal City Studios, Inc. v. Corley,
273 F.3d 429 (2d Cir. 2001) T, @HPEFKIE, a>Ea—-% - Turs
T —0DOFiE (language) £\ 25 I— NI, Sl ESR (speech
component) & JEFFAEIZEF (non-speech component) DIRAEZ 72 T

(94) Bateman, 79 F.3d, 1541 fn. 21.
(95) Atari, 975 F.2d, at 839.
(96) See Kreiss, supra note 36, at 80.
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Wn 9, 220N ERE, MM ThN, BREXHITEZ
LR ETEXDLDTHAI) M &<IT. G. Schley® [Fild expressive T
» 5 LRI functional TH B Y | LOFHZMB L &, FLROXFID
RNOHIHBEEEOTHAH W,
E)RHRERFNGE, & BIZZDOAENE (creativity) W 2 IR #E
EENBHDITONT, DK (material) @ functional/expressional T
RIS, FERPEARYE FEERE O EE T A BB EIIH D L) TH
bo 7272, Kreiss D2 XOHHIL, EHEZH TV L) ICBbNL, [H
AT 27471 7 aRgWED [FB) Lboz, FHEED [#£31
L7z o, (RER) EEHONRERLZH, (Thbx]) HEPRER
LHHDELTRALE) ETHLE, ZOmMEIFET LI LIINETDH

(97) See Corley, 273 F.3d, at 451.

Iv¥a—% - a-FoFELOSWEIIOWT, |, KRBT - #iEE
(FE3D) 192EHLLT

(98) Glenn M. Schley, The Digital Millennium Copyright Act and the First
Amendment: How Far Should Courts Go to Protect Intellectual Property Right 2,
3 J. Hin TecH. L. 115, 136 (2004). F7z. R. Shockley &. I (expression)
TIEASK, BEBEME  (functionality) ASNFEL CTWAB I L EZ/IHL TV 5, See
Rachel Simpson Shockley, The Digital Millennium Copyright Act and the First
Amendment: Can They Co-exist ?, 8 J. INTELL. Prop. L. 275, 293 (2001).

(99) AREICBVTDH, ZLTHAETH, 2y ¥a—% - Furssaid, FkE
MEDORT 54 ATHRbN T A, B, KEP:17 US.C. §101. HAB10S5
TH9 %o EEREMIZBNTY, TMNWEN*]E&UWEO%W% #4 5
M, AYVE2—F - TUTTAERVAER 2 EOFEWICED DR, EDT
Wb, Ir¥a—F RS LAY [#3 éhfu\%7u77A% E3
fE) L LTS 2k d, b0 ME - ZUMIHL LV LI,

tﬁ\%G%W%&Klé%%u‘7U77A®%%%MEKM\&Aﬁw
72\, Z4LiE, Bateman v. Mnemonics, Inc., 79 F.3d 1532 (11th Cir. 1996) X
Lotus Dev. Corp. v. Borland Int’l, Inc., 49 F.3d 807 (lst Cir. 1995) 7% &IZH

v BARERUBEHI O RM E o T b, 22I21E, I Ea—% - 71
79 LD expressional 7 & Z AL functional % & A% XBI L CTULEY 5 EE
EhdsEBbNb,

a l:°:. y - TG APEREOFRRTH 72 LT, RIBVLD
PEREMBIEN 1S, FMEEORTEI RIS ZROF R ES T2
NHEVvo “C FEAEMEDOIRFEDS, functional 72 d DITILR S N72DIF TR ARV
Z e, ZTZTIEHERR LTE(“%“(&?)Z)O See Kreiss, supra note 36, at 80.
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5ERbNL ] TR LEOFBVIIAROITRICAELTH %0

2 HEERFIC L 3 ERAE

LTy begmBille LTI A=V 5a2 3L b L
e L L. doiaald. A%l Ld 400HRIIBW TR, Fifikz
SMBHOLIRTE HZERETHS, L LTnws ", FFIEI0iE
WMEZWMLTAL).

O BREFFFEE. 194FEDOFELET, FMErE2 R ET 28 im0 [
sxdHE0T S (offers to sell) ] Z & Z¥FFFRE (infringes the patent)
ELTwa (35 UsSC. §271 (1) ) ™o THiE, H2HEOFw (HFH
) AT AEEITHL, LLHRXBTENTELTHALH Yy,

HL, EERCKEIRGEE V) “EETH” IZO0WTIE, Thzo o
WENCBITA2EmdHMTEL LINTEZ, OGN Z HIIEICT S
%5, FFREMOEREZTTHRRATL ZVEZANZORGOILET
Th5 &I NG EERE, LLOBEICEE LOREITEIAEI L
3%3ZH)THhb,

@  EHIT1994EE T, FFFDOER (practice) DHLEEHZ B T L D5,

(100) Kreiss, supra note 36, at 78 fn. 331.

(101) Mark A. Lemley & Eugene Volokh, Freedom of Speech and Injunctions in
Intellectual Property Cases, 48 DUKE L. J. 147, 234-236 (1998).

(102) Act of Dec. 8, 1994, Pub. L. No. 103-465, § 533 (a), 108 Stat. 4988 (1994).
COYIEIE, 35 US.C.§271 & LTHEILINT WS, Wbl BERE A7
. BERLTB L,

[35 US.C.§271] HitEnRE

[(a) RFEIZHNCED D LB EERE MAL . FEFERHRIS, Rz <,
FartEd 256 &, AL, L, BGEEE b 5 UElEE L. Sivid, K
ENICHEMED 2 HE A LB, e RELZDDOLT %,

(b) fTAD., FEAICHTREZDESREI SELEAICE, BREZLELTO
FEZADRITNER S RV,

(LT, 4&,) |

(103) Lemley & Volokh, supra note 101, at 234.
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BPATHE IN TV DS, FiFRENT A% [0&RI T (induce) ] &9
NDTHAH (35 US.C.8271 (b))o

HBak L Cwb Moleculon Tlid, V—Y v 7 - ¥ 2 —7OMEEEDIS U.
S.C.8271 (b) FUMUAFDLDNT VD, NANVDOREEHZ D LD I
FHEERETLOTH A I D RIT35 US.C.§271 (b) ATMFUATAITH
HEnza%zo, ZoBER, BIE15EOR#ELTIESREILTWS L)
Bbhd, ZOMBEIZOWTIE, HEWHD T, kL Tw5b,

® 35 US.C. §181& L T b ST\ 5 1951 4F 58 W £ [ 3%
(Invention Secrecy Act of 1951) X, FIRDOZEMRELHAHE LT, H5
MORTHFEZRETLIZE2HFLTVWDE L ™, F2MEGS~DOAIR
P HEE ZBEL TS (35 US.C.§186)0

Lemley & Volokh (& [Z ZI2iE. Sawmicxtrd A Hl%45, BHEEICHETEL
TWb, " ] L), BE%s, KEFFHELIZNEOAHOWED, [
REEREE ORI SEPONEEVIDTHLED 5, S5 [F2n
FHIILTH (THd) FaiBiTchd s, " ] LdbwvH, 35 US.C.§181
& KL O L[, KO EOFNHFAELZH L Wb, LT &
FIEEIE ORI WA T 5 E1E, 35 US.C.8186 1240, &N RSh
BDTHb, FloimEd. [AFZEIE (secrecy) ] DHIWIIFHFIBIHN D725,

(104) [35 U.S.C.§181] HFwFEHDORE & BTt 5 O
(B2 e o R E D ORI OWT, Z O HIFHAR B IZIFFFA 512
& 2 BB IZBR S BRBUF B O RIS & ) BRI E S 5 & OHI S
Nt UEHAmEEr) BB, Zomacd L onT, BTl s &0
DFIT, ZOFEBITOCTHE 2R L. MO ARSI OG- %2 [ 3R
T5 L) LT iiuds b,
B A E ORI % b 72 WIEHIZ oW T, Z O HEEAB SIS 7T 5-
W& B A CIZBIRDSE R LRI L - TED L & REDHE L2546,
RERZ. 2ORBUPFIREIN T2 HEE, BT OERS, EBRERD
BUff OB HER & L TR & D88 SN2 Do AT I 0 K12 &
HEAI E TR 5 v,
(LLF, g, ) ]
(105) Lemley & Volokh, supra note 101, at 235.
(106) 1bid.
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LW, ZORMIE [ZOFERH I [HEHMOIHNCD 2 D725, 7 ]
LWV HDOTH 5,

@ HHWIBHBHPL, T EL—F - V—Z - T—F}H, BIE1SK
DREEHIITS [l THAH, LHRLTWSE W, ZOHMBOIEMREIC
X", V7 b I TIRRE SR A 2 EE BIEL Lok E A
LE¥DLIEIH D, BELRL, FFEIL, FifREsh/izy — & - a—
F (2B 50R#E%x 5105 [Sin) TH5H) O [ (making) ]
ZHFLTWDEDTHEH,H M,

FlRO X )RS WICOBREIND L EZ D50, FEFER
BoOHWHLEOMKRT, ToEKEEGEEZZH SN 2TNEL SRV TH A
Yo DAEIZLBAA, “HFFIIEE LOMEZ IO G T LE2RTED
WCHREL CTEZAREICBWTEH, 20T LiZonTidikmoEbds
Ronniyiclbng @,

3 Moleculon Research Corp., v. CBS, Inc.

(1) Larry D. Nichols &, “2SA WA E ¥—2ADE & % 550 LIF
Faef5 3Nz (197248 4 H11H) " 5 Moleculonflix. Nichols 75 4

(107) Lee Ann Gilbert, Patent Secrecy Order: The Unconstitutionality of Interference
in Civilian Cryptography Under Present Procedures, 22 SANTA CLARA L. REv.
325, 387-389 (1982).

(108) See Bernstein v. United States Dep’t of State, 945 F.Supp. 1279, 1287-1288
(N.D. Cal. 1996).

(109) I vy¥a—% V=2« I=FIZIBIE1EZEOMEHIERVWE LU TOH
B b M, See Junger v. Daley, 8 F.Supp.2d 708 (N.D.Ohio, 1998) ; Karn v.
United States Dep’s of State, 925 F.Supp. 1 (D.C.Cir. 1996).

(110) See Lemley & Volokh, supra note 101, at 236.

(111) Kreissid, BIE1FBEEOHHOREL TWD, & L2k, AR— U
BT Z20WbYEAY SNV ==y FORBEIETENGT5420, ZThid
BIE1 SRICEKT AHTHA). &L Th, See Kreiss, supra note 36, at 86-87.

(112) U.S. Patent No. 3,655,201. Nichols 233 L7zDld, 2 x 2 x 2 & 8fDF ~—
TTHR SN ANV DR TH 5o See infra. 793 F.2d, at 1264, FIG.l &
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HAFRFHE A EE ST 5,

Nichols OFFFFHIBERT OFIEDM. Moleculonfhix, 50~60D47—2 « X —
H =12, TOFEPOEMLIZOWTRIEE L Tnize ZD%HZ, Ideal Toy
Corporation 3% FNTHB Y. CBSFhIL. IdealthZ KMk L T2, Idealth
1Z. Moleculontt® I LINZBBRZ/R L7z b 00, BRATHmbs5Z &
L% 572, Moleculond . FOEESEIZBITAEMLEED T Wi
1

BRI T 0. 19814E D 2 HIY%E 3 HiZ7% - T, Moleculonfl:iZ, Idealtl:#®
W78 L T\ % Ideal Rubik’s Cube #° Nichols ® b DI X BTnBH 2 &
IZE DK ", Moleculonfl i, IdealftiZh LC. LEd4FiFrofFEZRL
EDTA Y ADORERRDIZH, Idealtlid. JATHM (prior art) %k
A L72AE R, MO Rubik’s Cube 13V % 25 HEEZ DRET L O TIX
v, EREELTWS

Z® Rubik’s Cube TH DA b &b EIEINTHY) — THREFEIPHE S
TWize KETIE, 19804EIC =2 — 3 — 7 TSN EREEBESAT
RS N7z Idealtl s, KEINTOWGEGET 1 v A %% T, WL Tw
72bDTHH M,

Moleculonfl i, Idealtl: (ARUARIE T IZCBSHIZAM S 7)) OFRFiFHE
REDE L EREZ RO T, Delaware b X HEFEH FICFRiR 2 Lk L T

FIG.2b.

19704 3 H 3 HICH L, FFir i 5. SN7-D319724E 4 HIIHO Z & TH
bo fHL, 19694E0 3 A KT, Nichols 1& Moleculon &, Z DS XV DR
M EIZ DWW TEE L Twb, See Moleculon Reserch Corp. v. CBS, INC., 594
F.Supp. 1420, 1423 —1424 (D. Del. 1984) ; see also, Moleculon Reserch Corp. v.
CBS, INC., 793 F.2d 1261, 1263 (Fed. Cir. 1986).

(113) See 793 F.2d, at 1263.

(114) R CTHEFHERESH bRz DI, Ideal /CBSHEAWFE L TWiz, 2 X 2
X 2 Pocket Cube. 3 X 3 X 3 Rubik’s Cube. 4 X 4 X 4 Rubik’s Revenge T&H
%o

(115) See 594 F.Supp., at 1424.

(116) See ibid.
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Wb,

(2) Ideal/CBS#LiZ, ZHUZH LT, Nichols ®FFF25H# M (35 US.C
§102 (b)) #HLLIEHAMME (35 US.C.8103 (a)) ICRIFTWVELED
BTN TH L EONFZREBLTVE, 272, ZORBIZOVTIE,
RO ETII R VO TERET %,

AP EHLTWDLDIE, DXDETH S, Ideal/CBSHLIE. Rubik’s
Cube ODFRFIZZ DNRZANOFFEFEZFEEF L THIEL TV, 2Dl
L % 2 T, Moleculontl:id, Ideal/CBSHLDfifEEEICx LT, 35 US.C.§
271 (b) IZEEN4T B LFRL TS,

BSUM:§N1®)1FWA% R IcHrRE2 0 &R 8¢
pART ey VREZLLTCOEMTZADRITIUER S 2w,

B MER 3 BRRFRIIC O WT, A AGE - ] - BGET A PR HE
Flzdo (35 USC. §8154)s L7255 T, ZNEHRITHEAOTHE R A
B - WG L2 F L, RO EERER %5 (35 US.C.§271
mnoitﬁu\%é%ﬁm%:ﬂtf\%ﬁ%%@%%&<%ﬁ%%@
A - R - IROT A BRI ISR L 22 a i iE. URE L. MR E0 R
b%ﬁb:ku&é(%U&Q§N1®D0memﬁﬂ\mmmmﬁ
DIFEENRZOMBRECH2H, EEIDTH b,

IRZANDfERE L= —1Z#HZ AT L (RBfTALEDLNS) 25, 35
U.S.C.8§271 (b) DMIEBERFIIHUT I L6, RIOHAM (BIE14%) &
ORRT, EELORZIH D LEbLND,

(3) HIPFERIKICB W CTCBSHIE, RIHFEE R EL O &k
ZLTWEEVIEENLG ISR I N TR, Lofifar L ",
E AN, HIBPERIIE. 2 O EEIZ I Moleculonth i X B [P EE

(117) See ibid., at 1440.
(118) See 793 F.2d, at 1272.
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(circumstantial evidence) | T\, & F9 ™, ZL T, #EFHFK D) P
MRS 500725 T, CBSHED §271 (b) #ERAREL TWD

BRI, (AN LT, ehEd b L ORBIRT HikxdHx
LR ER IO Z & (dissemination) " | &\ ) CBSHEDAT4 % FFiF
M2 EAT A % 2 L7z (induced) &LRBEL7ZZ &% 5,

C OERPEFROH P, 2 5L BEMASTEAS B 1IS, FERFEER
. BBV T, IREWADRED I ) ICh s, LD X)) BRI
TELOPIIOWT, TGz ROTWD, TD35 US.C.8112&8D
BiRIZ, EDX)ICHMBTNRIELIVDOTHA )2 P, ZOHIZOVTIE,
CBS#l: % Nichols/Moleculontl: O ¥FF I E O H.7: 2 5 % FE 3 5 7215 7%
b, iR ELRE SN0 THAL I 2 W,

B2k, AROMOLHETLH L2, TD LI %35 US.C.§271 (b)) »
BB HE BIE 1 FRER TR RV, LWIHMETH L, ZOHIZOV
T, 7223 #RE LTHIMEREZHIIT25mo 3 hc L &,
WS [RESN VSR L0z 5 5. LOMENRD Y 2 &
Yo LITHY, BHEOZNZTNDED TN D L H I, RISHENEZRET
LbZENHo/LLTH, BFEITAIL. Idea/CBSH DD DT, 78

(119) HFRPEFTRE O P30 2 48 L 72 Baldwin 21 E 13, Michalic v. Cleveland
Tankers, Inc., 364 U.S. 325, 330 (1960) Z5IHLTWw5, §4bb [1HHIALIL
Ty To%E»0 Tl HENZLOLD L, MNP T, BEANT, HENEZ
Btbd b

(120) 35 US.C.§271 (b). EAEBIIREESINIZOIF, 2 X 2 X 21N—=T g
DHLDTH 5D,

(121) 793 F.2d, at 1272.

(122) 35 US.C. §1121&, 2EDLHITHEL T 5, HELZITWEHT 5,

[, FEWIE OS2 D ERE R ORI % . Z O DIET %58 0.
3, BT 5 0T oBME A, MEEHERC L O ICAEEL, »O,
fEHTE 2RI, +4c, HEC, @I, »o. EEREGET. BT 5
bDEL, o, BPEPENETMT 2 L TRETHD EEXDRET, il
WBENLRITNE RS v,

(LLF. &, |

(123) See Lemley & Volokh, supra note 101, at 235 fn. 386.

73 Kumamoto Law Review, vol.125, 2012



R &

AN s 2=F—=12LB5DTH2 ", KEoFpITl, @EEEsHbI
g, NANVOMREETH 720 INAUEFFE RO (Claim) %
HRHEMCTHDLELT, UEMEHEL [RESNLVER] THDH L,
RELTEIVDDTHAH )2 " o R LBOVEHIRIEBLZONS & &,
CORICHFEONEE LOREE (8271 (b) 2O CHRFELBIEL &
EDay 7Y M) Zid EDOL)BRBENTFEINTHEDTH
29 o

HH

=il

(124) See 594 F.Supp., at 1420.
(125) & ZCARIX. DVD#% digital pairacy?* 5 PR3 % 729 IZBH 38 X 172 CSS
(Content Scramble System) # ME#jIb3 2DeCSS% [RESNLVWER] TH
% LA L7z, EFESHE DR P& M L7z (see Universal City Studios, Inc.
v. Reimerdes, 111 F.Supp.2d 249, 333 fn. 216 [S.D.N.Y. 2000])). Kaplen# ¥
EHED Z ORI LT,y R. Shockley 12 XD &9 #tHE2EH L TV 5,
FHEOFIRTOHERTH 525, T THHLTBL . [FHEHEEZ EBICRE
THIEEFENZIETHD, L2l RIEPEEHEZRET LI ENITONT
MDHZ e, Whle 5EEMED v | (Rachel Simpson Shockley, The Sigital
Millennium Copyright Act and the First Amendment: Can They Coexist ?, 8 .
INTELL. ProOP. L. 275, 295 (2001)), DeCSS %Jih5b Z &b, ZO#EFELRMH
B2 7 845 Kaplen FHIFITHT A8, 35 US.C.§271 (b) %
ISV DFFEEIEH L 72 AR L OFEBNC B 2 #FBEERBOMELICL, T
ZELDTIE DA Do DeCSS A [RES ML WEi] THEH12DH5
et ZHL KB - wide#E (BE31) 198—199H R UZD b L &%, [
[t BHOBHE—KEFY 7V - I L7 LEEMEEZ FMIC] e
#119% (2010) 1. 14—15H,
(126) See Lemley & Volokh, supra note 101, at 235.
(127) 793 F.2d 1261 (1986) &, 2 X 2 X 23— 3 ¥ OffEHEIC O W THERFHE
BEZRELIZLEHT, 3X3X37N=Yay, 4X4X4N=YarDF2—
IZOoWThH, FARRIZE V) 20 %2 ME S 570012, A2 d@ifmikicEL
RLTwb,
INEIFT, TTCBSHIE, MEIBEEBII— 2+ L—TF 1 &R, 2B
ENZArolze See CBS, Inc. v.Moleculon Research Corp., 479 U. S. 1030 (1987).
—Ji ERFIIBWT, EHMBIE. CBSHE DM~ 3 &3, Moleculon
AL OREREME (U. S. Patent No. 3,665.201) %2HELTna LR L7z, See,
Moleculon Research Corp. v.CBS, Inc., 666 F. Supp. 661 (D.Del., 1987).
72720, ER LIEOPEFRETIE, /5= = ORI E IR i’énfwéo
See Moleculon Research Corp. v. CBS, Inc., 872 F. 2d 407 (Fed. Cir., 1989).
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%4 i FERFOHIR

1 #MIH—BUORBEOBHEDERT

(1) FHVEMERIE—2 i, A ESHICEREZ 2B ) DD
DPHIETH 5——1%, BVEWIC OV THHBIMER) 2 25 25 5 & [,
T, UHMHEAEZHIRT 2EBELEEICL > Twbh, SREZEHELE
KBecHAIUE, Zhid. 17 US.C.§8106 THEFOERARMNEZ LR L7
HE. 17 US.C.8108 er seq. TZDMEFOPABM:Z HIRS 2 B2 % B
LTw5 (exempted use HE). 72, k35 L HI12, 17 US.C.§107
WiE, FHEHECROE S NP MR &2 — iSRS 2 7 = 7 - 22—
A (fair use) BPBEENT WD, TDXH I, FFEMEEICIE, BEES
L EVEMFIRF O % TEET B HE s, BEICHE SN Tw5,

LZAT, FEEWIE. BHBAROL L TZOLREIL Tn5, FEEWIL.
FHBARZROWE LT, bRbhob LIETORTWAEDTH D, *
Biih%, RIWELZHEOMTREINLII2=r—2a A THAH
E35%0, FEMEFHALLD L3 58REOITAD £7/2. RIUTAT
bbo FIEHEHIZHZ ONTPHMUHEFIZ, TOFEEMEZFHLELIS L L
TVAREHEDFRIUTHBZFIK L TDB I LIl b, FFEOMNEICTESH
TV LA, UESHEN ORRESEIOHHOBHTHH L I L 28
WIEPRDE 2 D, kL, BELASEFHETHDL LV LD

(2) GREREFHITS. 2o M -G FzERL w5,
Eldred v. Ashcroft, 537 U.S. 186 (2003) (&, AREREED Z D BE
ZHMEIC L7, LEHMIITE S L) I b,

Eldred &, FVEMEPRENIH 2 L5 2 i Y o R EEEF b7z

(128) See Sonny Bono Copyright Term Extension Act of 1998, Pub. L. No. 105-298,
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FERF &

HEL LT, bPETL L MENT WD, Gingburg FKHE DT
B, FEMERTEICE T 4 (BRI BENE (traditional contours) | %28
FT5HDOTIE RV LRI, AMOBEHFICEGEINRE T LTS, &
I, MR 2R L2 & &1, MR ORI S BMm$ 5, v
) FMEEN TOMRREZ & 52 T, EERED TSR0 L%
BHLEBbhd, 2o MEFPLE-HEAGIR) oFHIE, 19984 DL
FIZBWTIE, FEEREN M OE R & FRCEEREOHIRAHE S
LT, BB ENTE D, 19984121, MEFMIMIER & & I, M#
FER A SCHMEITR SN TR - BN 2 — 5T 288, RO
N SSER O BRI R 2 b3 2 BUE DS, FRICEE SN TW/znT
Hbo HFAMPIRSNS, ZREHE &5 X 91T, HEFIRIBR D LR
%o COFEVEHEREICHET S MMM 2519984 EUUE Tldfih T
BWOT, BFHEIBIE 1L EORMEE LTARGZIED) LEI RV, L)
ZEHDTHAD,

FEME L, BB RIS, PN Z R E L Twb, Thbb, #
I EBMEZBH LTV 50 TH b, HL, HBOEOEFEMEHEREIL. ZL
THOPEOZFEMELETH, &5 RIVERUTFHE S N7 PRI HER) % il BR 3
SHEE DO LT, FHEME L ZBIMOFRRHH 2 RO TV D Z LA W%
JoHNB. FMEMEEICALND ) Lz MEMZE - MERIBI) 2%, 457
P& W UMM EREAEHICEEE oI b b3, Ml TiE e
5o ETHH ) Ho

(3) AR ZEFTBNEAVVZZ20TWEDS, §TICHEIRE
LNTwhEEbNL, ARENCBVTIE, P& EBH19704FE0 M.
Nimmer 3¢ " DA, F1EME % 308 L ZBUE P MER) & 33 %
ZEiE, AT, OLICHFBEBRREAAL L) LT 2HORBOHM

§§102 (b) and (d), 112 Stat. 2827-2828 (amending 17 U.S.C. § § 302, 304).
(129) See Melville B. Nimmer, Does Copyright Abridge the First Amendment
Guarantees of Free Speech and Press?, 17 UCLA L. Rev. 1180 (1970).
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OHHFTHH DI LI, KIOPNTWiz, HOETIE., 2@ Nimmer im
N E LT, L OmEPEEHEELBIOBHOMELZR L. 21k
BRI HA TN TO R, TORE, HBHEGRLE LToDd LHOFH)E
My BRIV ZE (747407 - FE R0 (idea/expres-
sion dichotomy) ™ | & [7 27 « Z—ADPFEH (fair use doctrine) ™ |
L) [FEEMEEDSS DIBIE 1 5L OB (built-in First Amendment
accommodations) | DAFFEIC X ). EEiMEE RBEOBHOMIZH % #iE L
DEEFRIIFHINT VD | LW PERHTH L EEDNL, WIhIZ
LT, [ LAY EMSRIIC IR S OFEHEOFIE, MY ELICE
B, A E O IR WA & 2T 2 b O Th o 128720
120 EHO I & DM TR EORERIC b 2 EMRATE S L
TETCW, LFTHILNTEREEDNS,

UCHF LT BRI, Z ORI EMEMED: & AR, T HUCHHBRYHE
MR ETLHOLIZVE, TAPEIHOAMEOMFRTIwHEONL Z L
EHFD v, I, FFTF LV HHMENERNIZO L ORBEOHHEZH
#55, EvI)iEmbsl VT I TR T o726 THL LR
bbb, (AL, Y L7z Lemley & Volokh @ X 912, &R ETITFFiTHE
ZRIOAMOB 2 HHEED, RLAITAEREIN TS L) IZEbR

(1) ERPMFE5T 25 5MONFE. OLORHEDITLIIHT 8
HELRY DB THAH%ROIX, FHIEMHEEL Fk FarkBlame LT,

(130) See 17 U.S.C.§102 (b).

(131) See 17 U.S.C. § 107.

(132) See e.g., Eldred v. Ashcroft, 537 U.S. 186, 219 (2003) ; Harper & Row,
Publishers, Inc. v. Nation Enterprises, Inc., 471 U.S. 539, 560 (1985).
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R &

HHWD [T77 - =R 2BDDLEHPREIHDLDTERRDD ) D%
FUEMEEIRDY, 727 - T AQEMEM V. SETE I Lid, HiFH
ZOCLELELORBEMETAHI LT, RELEHEL b TwizE b
n50T,

FVHEEHRICBWT, 727 - 22—, FEMONHRFHZ /5%
MIZBS WO (market failure) | (283 2 FEHMHEE (legal ac-
commodation) TH b &, LIFLIEHHEINTE/A™, 727+ L—2X
& BET 2 EEMAAEIC, HAEOMH G L TORITA 2 iF Bl
WTHbo bHbAHA FHEAMDS 727 THA]| I LRI 5D,
MeRB 2 i LRIARFGE 2 28T 5 L v o Baid. FIEMAIH & —kT
RThor e &3, REMTAHICHEINLKRERAMELSL ), 2D
HEmllk s e, FMEMBEOMHFTFHELZ L) ETHLEEONIIEM
(transaction costs) 23 < DK LN BEGE, ZRIZH bbb, M4
HEEMOF EMESEL720127 27 - 2= ARHENTHE, L)
DTHA o

BIVED, 72T + A—AZIEMT MmN D L, b IE 4L
A BREHEO [EBINFIRE] 2EZHTLb0THLLETEHLL, OF
OIELLEE [HEmE] OFEMAPrOEESINSE 7 27 - 2— AIE41L
DHGETBH Do DI2LI2bDOHEEFIZB VT, ANEIZX 255
X, HHIZRSNEZREDDTH D, T, & ZIZAV L DBUAT LF
ZRGETAIEDHIUL L FICANEITHWRLEHLEE525280H 5
MO THb, TODITE, 72& 21 [#&F (commentary) |, [HLEF
(criticism) |\ [7S2 7 1 (parody) ] &\ 72REFRTZ% S5 KIUTH I,
ENDVBIEN D OTHNEEN L O THNL, HHIZLZSNLERETH
by LBRZZEITHA, €2 T OB DORIEIZ L B 0ATE B OF]

(133) See Dan L. Burk, Patenting Speech, 79 Tex. L. Rev. 99, 151 (2000) ; Wendy
J. Gordon, Fair Use as Market Failure: A Structural and Economic Analysis of
the Betamax Case and its Predecessors, 82 CoLum. L. Rev. 1600, 1601 (1982).
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W W

FFTHBR RO X ) s HE L7256 LG5 % 6. UEEY OPEMAHER
ZHBELTH LWV, 2w 727 - 2— R EM LR E T NS, EEWF
HAo [IE0O/TRIE (positive externalities) | ZMfFFT 45727 « T — A
EYLEFHTH D W, FEE. I, SuF 4 LI TBRETA SN EBT
BiE, FNAGRE L2EHTERICE 5T L SRR REEZ 525
ZEbHAH . FEWO TIEOHEMAR] 2@t 32727 - 21— A3,
FEWRE S NN FE ORI R, RHICHBRL w2 b F R
bo LAL. ZORIET, ZOMHFAHBRIZ, RBUTAPHBAICZEINSLZ
EThRLELOAEFIIL HENLTHA ) RHE. &Rl L CoFEE
HEHIRTH 2 LEFHMETE 2 THH o

FRLTEZLI R L ERmRE LT, FEMEERICBY L, 7=
7 = ADFEEDPT T L2 DL o TWh, Ziud, EEHED
PRk 2 IR % 2 & T, HAIZOREICHED Y 2 < FEMOFIHITA
EHBT LR TH LD, ZOWEBEmOIEERIZ, LI HHOEAH
ZXiE, TTREHLRLIETHA I,

(2) [FHEDT7 =27 - 22— 2] OREIE, bOETL, ZLTAHAE
ETh, im0 trmiohs, ok d, ToOWHIZ, PLERL L)
WZAZDo LWVIDDH, TODT7 7 « —ADOEMHGFA 17 US.C.§107
WCHEEIN TV SO E TR, Zo#AEAOREmIHERE L T2 01kt
L. FEMEEICHER A VDDETOER L. & ICZF DR DHmZ.
[HARKRZ =7 » 22— ] FHOHEDRIEZ O DS DOHBEL VLI I/
bhbDTHs ¥,

LZAT D727 - =R @FEIZELI D HbmBld, 20

(134) See ibid., at 151-152.

(135) THAMZ =7 - 2—A] 2O hEmICOoOVWTE, Sl B, 7
71— AWfges [k - 7 = 72— AOEHIN | BRIEANDRE] (5
BHL 2010) . IUARRER = BABEAT] [7 =27 - 2—2ADE 2 K] CRHHAR.
2010) [F#E HAW7 27 - 21— AEAOH) X | (LAREF ),
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FBUE [OAE TR EEMN V] 25 [T AV ATEILT LA
RMOEBITIEIRVEITHL] L) @, ol b, kOETOERD .
Fhug [RRBE B OB (experimental use exemption) ] Z® <% b
OR [FEAL] THHEWH ¥,

GRERLE [PINROCEHZEZE0ESZRET S (TE)] 2HW
L LT, FEHRHERANOHMUMWMER OB EZF L T0D "™ 72720 L
WA (new knowledge) (X9 2 HEMBAIMER] DR TR - O M % it
L&) ed22) LAEERME B LOHEANOTIERWT 7 L 22 F
FHERICRD B 2 & ZZREDHERIIORNPDHOTIE, Lvw)bhvbh
OEBIEEIKTE L) ICEDLDNSL, ZOMBEZHD LD & GREOHH
EHE LT [ZIZ200FEFAHEE L TWSE ™ | o [ERMERBIO
] THhob, TOMEZ, 2EDIHITHMHEIND Z EHE W,

COWEHIZ, AT BRI A ICHHMB MR 2 e T 5 &\ ) Fearl]
JEL . BT 2 EFRRLWMEICB W TZEOHBEAEZ KD 5 FEBEHOF
WEETELL) LTHEAGRTH L, TOEFIL BENENEZ DL
VW WEEH I TORH ORI, FERFHER (ZF20 & M7= HEB A HER] D 151

(136) WINFE HF0 727 « =R EFEYO 7 =27 - 22— (1)] HFlks
imi52% 35 (2010) 95. 97EL

F72, Burk 2% BHFO 727 - 2L WIHIBMERZRLTH LV DT
72\ (Burk, supra note 133, at 150), &\ L EIZHIHLTWwAEH, DED 2D
DL bW, Donald S. Chisum, The Patentability of Algorithums, 47 U. PITT.
L. Rev. 959, 1018 (1986) ; Maureen A. O’Rourke, Toward a Doctrine of Fair
Use in Patent Law, 100 CoLum. L. Rev. 1177, 1180 (2000).

LT AT, FEFEDNRT A JIB T, ARENEICIEBIRT 5 [REREH
Bt o3| I 2 EIZ R VAN bASE O (BHI344ED1215) T
13695 1 IS E I N TS, THICH LT, FEEHEICHAIRLS &, &%
EEICIE 727 - 2= 20| 2SEESN TS0 (17 US.C.§107).
DAEOFVEMED: (HFI4535485) 121X, TOBEE v, WRZDS,
BLREE

(137) #JI - miEE e (FE136) 97H.
(138) See U.S. ConsT. Art I, § 8, cl. 8.
(139) I - widBEmsC (F¥136) 97H,
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FrE LT, BinfIHE OERMAE ZFHFREORELILEVEZAILH
B 1

CORFCBIIL 72T =R L BIEN D [FRERMEHBIAL O3

v IEEICHED  WHIBIEE E L CHEREEY AEERTH 5. 20k
AT UDTEY LADIX, Whittemore v. Cutter, 29 F.Cas. 1120
(C.C.DMass. 1813) THbLEbhb, ZOBEEERZHEL-DIZ
Story #HE. FMEMEICBITA 727 - 21— ADWi3 L b Folsom
v. Marsh, 9 F.Cas. 342 (C.C.DMass. 1841) DFEEEFERZHEL-ZFDAN
Thbo Frirte L FEMHE L V) MHER ZHIRT 2 7 =7 - 2 — 2 DA,
ELICH UBHEDHE L 2B R S ARSI NTE LI L ITRHEINT
WA EIHIZ, ARETIR. FEHEDO 727 - 22— 2A0FEM L | DR
BRI B, O 2 R gD S

L, ZFEHEICB TS 727 « 21— ZAOEB & I RIIc, sREE 5
SO FHIE THO TRAEIHIRER] ShThh, [ZTo#E EEEN
eEHPRIZLAELVWE)ITHS] LTI TnD W, ZETHA
I Bbmald. TOMHE, TOMNGEWANEH DL T ERDSL T
THHLII L LTS, T4hbh, HiFEONRYWE LR T 57200
HIZHBWEHETH DI L, BEEEONZRWIL, DY &2l THA ST
BECTHDH, LWVIDTHDL W, 727« 2= ZADOFEKIL. HEIHT S

(140) See Rebecca S. Eisenberg, Patent and the Progress of Science: Exclusive
Rights and Experimental Use, 56 U. Cur L. Rev. 1017, 1018-1019 (1989). See
also DoNALD S. CHisuM, 4 Patents §16.03 (1) (1988) ; Ronald D. Hantman,
Experimental Use as an Exception to Patent Infringement, 67 J. PAT. OFF. SoCy
617 (1985) ; Richard E. Bee, Experimental Use as an Act of Patent Infringement,
39 J. Pat. Orr. Socy 357 (1957).

(141) See e.g, Mark A. Lemley, The Economics of Improvement in Intellectual
Property Law, 75 Tex. L. Rev. 989, 1038 fn. 236 (1997) ; Loreleiritchie de
Lerena, What Copyright Teaches Patent Law: “Fair Use” and Why Universities
Are Ignoring the Lesson, 84 OR. L. REv. 779, 819 (2005). ZHd, Il - §iig

s (FE136) 98H.
(142) I - Fidsas (3136) 97H.
(143) See O’Rourke, supra note 136, at 1196 fn. 78.
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720 LA L. BN WEMT O ES D S OBA %KD 72 E Eik, F FHEMA
BTHLNENBRAND, FEEANOESE L BMOE L Z KD T, #ESITFL FIZ
AT S L% IR TE 25 %, letter patent DIENTHG L7zDTH 5,
ZM, il - e E G 2) 27-28H. [FE28HFED 8) 11k %48, patent
LWV I kL, open VI ERTH L] &H b,

Kumamoto Law Review, vol.125, 2012 62



AHEZ IR O N RS, FEFFBARVED R 2 BlHE & L Tk IHE S
b6, ZTORIE LML, —EOR#ENGZ 5N TI VO TIL,
EARREEE Z T D,

Lvdbh, FZHMOBEBIIBIT LY. A RHALTE2, 22T,
iR EOHFFE L L ToEIEaG4 (injunction) ZMETL T, A
ZH U7,

3 eBay & Half.Com v. MercExchange, L.L.C.

R EOFE TR L LTIE, OFIED (35 US.C.§283). @HE
WM (35 US.C. §284) ZWHEINTWE S ™, ZDH b, fTABEDIT
BIHEHERN BB R 5 2 BB ICOW TR, HEOHEHROERN 2RI
FERTHIHEIHL T, ZOBEEEICOWTI Y EELZBRE RO O
LHEFEZED.

CZTHDY BT 5 0E. B 2 FFEFHER EFRRICIR A S L7z amicus brief
ThHaH ", TP YR ERROMED SRR K 9,

(1) eBay &, 7= 7 ECRAMIBGET A F2iEE LCw5 (Half. com b,
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(152) Brief of Amici Curiae Electronic Frontier Foundation et. al., eBay, Inc. &
Half.com., Inc. v. Mercexchange, L.L.C., 547 U.S. 388 (2006) (No. 05-130).
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(154) See MercExchange, L.L.C. v. eBay, Inc., 275 F.Supp.2d 695 (E.D.Va. 2003).

(155) Ibid, at 712.

(156) See MercExchange, L.L.C. v. eBay, Inc., 401 F.3d 1323 (Fed. Cir. 2005).

(157) Ibid., at 1338.
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MercEchange, L.L.C., 546 U.S. 1029 (2005).

Kumamoto Law Review, vol.125, 2012 60



PEEICRFTTRETH S LD amicus brief TR LTW5E, TONEIS
DVWTHHT 20N TORETH L, T (2) RO (3) THE
nTws,

20064F 5 H . #EIPIR I, BB HIERTHREZ T LTS %,
Thomas FH EHHEDOPIEZ R OMEIL, ORFEICHE SN EZIEDO
BETh 487 A ZEHAITRETHLHI L RO, iR
BT B EIEGTOIMGE [HIAIRR] ICHREShznwZ e ™ (2
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(159) See eBay Inc. et. al. v. MercExchange, L.L.C., 547 U.S. 388 (2006).

(160) See ibid., at 391 —392.

(161) See ibid., at 393 —349.

(162) See ibid., at 393.

(163) See MercEchange, L.L.C. v. eBay, Inc., 188 Fed.Appx. 993, 2006 WL 2036554
(C.A Fed., 2006).

(164) See MercExchange, L.L.C. v. eBay Inc. & Half.com, Inc., 500 F.Supp.2d 556
(E.D.Va. 2007).

(165) See 547 U.S., at 391.
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WCLEREEIIRESINDEVI DI, Ty 7 - 4 YT LA O
PAZICBRE LT ETWAE W) ZLEIZH B, Tid, ZoMbicEn k)%

B ZONRT )7 A VI LVAMIEINDETIDTHAS ) b

WRTN w7 - A F VAN [RREEICBT 5] oR#zs 7T
Y AMEBET 5 &) A MHERRD (4= KvF 195 -4 Txvy
¥ a v ] O%%% AT, Electronic Frontier Foundation {2 & % amicus brief

(166) See ibid., (citing e.g., Weinberger v. Romero-Barcelo, 456 U.S. 305, 311 —313
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