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1950).

° bl4r% % Inre Papesch, 315 F. 2d 381 (Fed. Cir. 1963); In re Dillon, 919 F.2d 688.

9 Harold C. Wegner, Chemical and Biotechnology Obviousness in a State of Flux, 26
Biotechnology Law Report 437 No. 5 (October, 2007), Mary Ann Liebert, Inc., p. 437.

" Philippe G Ducor, Patenting the Recombinant Products of Biotechnology and other
Molecules, Kluwer Law International, 1998, p. 24.
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Y dn b TR eI -4 0 Harold C. Wegner, Patent Law in Biotechnology, Chemical and
Pharmaceuticals, (2™ edition, 1994) Stockton Press, NY, pp. 278-284 -
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2! Ex parte Weston, 121 USPQ 428 (1958) (N-’z A5~ ik 3z7 £ & f144) ; Ex parte Druey,
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% In re Grabiak, 769 F.2d 729, 226 USPQ 870 (Cir. Cir. 1985). #7i 5& it & 4+ 5 Fi cifig 4
EER Fr Y Ry A h S AU e

2 |nre Jones, 958 F.2d 347 (Fed. Cir. 1992); In re Hedges, 783 F.2d 1038 (Fed. Cir. 1986); In
re Grabiak, 226 USPQ 870 (Cir. Cir. 1985); In re Grose, 592 F.2d 1161 (CCPA 1979); Inre

Taborsky, 502 F.2d 775 (CCPA 1974); In re Elpern, 362 F.2d 762 (CCPA 1964); In re Mills,
281 F.2d, 218 (CCPA 1960).

B 29 b4 In re Henze, 181 F.2d 196 (CCPA, 1950); In re Riden, 318 F.2d 761(CCPA,
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% n re Papesch, 315 F.2d 381 (CCPA, 1963).

¥ kMuE R ERm SRR YE T ES R B RE 0 F 25260 ¢ R B
FE5LE¢ ARNBE-

38mmewm@wmudmﬂ«£m1wwd%wi§ﬁ@m«mm>ﬂ@%gﬁ%%ﬁ
S AT PG - B B e 2 A F R FL- PR A
%oiﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%m“w’@**%ﬁ RAF g T 2 s o

¥ InreLalu, 747 F.2d 703 (Fed. Cir. 1984) % i iﬁﬁGﬂmkz§M7«w§@m;—ﬁ
DECSABRE M Z R F o § R L E 2 R I Rl A
&%“Miﬂ%HW°iﬁﬁW%§—ﬁ%%ﬁ(ﬁmﬁﬂﬁ)«ﬂﬁﬁL%ﬁﬁﬁﬁéh
- A Y (B hF B TR -F BAY c AnPrAh T & L2 F P 4
iR Y ARG ES R At aud B o

100.9 E=g1ERa T 153 28 |



e L EEHEF>E L REEEAZIRFET Z AR 3T (L)

Gyurik %4 F st a5 i & eh s 1T g - 371 L2 AhEa
hovibang 2 - o BRI E Y LG ¥ A W AT
Wb 2 AN g a LR EG P REHEE G

Wi AT LR F LT R AH o

5.4 » CAFC % In re Dillon"% 2 >rm R «h¢ 7% 7 (en banc
rehearing) » iR it FZB B ITH o ¥ F A A% - ’f*q‘»-J S @ e TPy
(tetra-orthoester ) » ¥ & W4 e VR pd et S Rk e B 4 o how Hlvih B =
I fia (tri- orthoester) » § # »t @ 18 5 4 KA 1 2w I fig e B
POIESEORA o 2R ARG w AW g p P T (3 RA] R
B slAe Y g A Gl A i g cbe 0 Wi AT sk e BT (R D Rk 4R )
AL ARG o T 2 CAFC 3L E 5 122848 p o #3037
CEPREFAM AT ESRETOR G Y EL 0 F B L ERP
MoH»?» AL g P2 AVRPZBTOREFHA A 2 o thf bt
ML R T REASERI I F LA ERP R TRATC L P L
*%wwii?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ?°%% A A2 FW’EQ%d

¢ uﬁmwb#94%?ﬁwmﬁ?’ﬂﬁﬁ% B P A
a&ﬂ&’iﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂéﬁﬁmﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁgﬁw’i%%ii@ﬁ
SR ERPHEETRG LN A A EERTEPEP S A0 E
Vol RS 0 AR T 2 WAL

H
-

7

v &4 R % (genus-species relationship) fi2 Feendi i i 5l
AL B R fE e FUTAR AP AR AL D HMITRE - A BP0 1

0 Inre Gyurik, 596 F.2d 1012 (CCPA 1979).
“* InreDillon, 919 F.2d 688 (Fed. Cir. 1990) (en banc), cert. denied, 11 S. Ct. 1682 (1991).
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Olanzapine = H ja it & e 2 241> = 14 # % fi Zenith (2
Bis ey 27 5 IVAX) ~ Dr. Reddy's 22 Tevadt 118 & £¥ 3 B 402
G4 B 4] 2 s Olanzapine 2. E 4 & 4 » pop¥ Lilly 24 IVAX % 22
HE Ao gBHAF 2 (bench trial) 54 = 2 i s Lilly chd 14 »cr
T g5 o 2 IVAX &% CAFC# )+ 3 o

Lilly >+ 1990 4= #p % & Olanzapine- iz & 4% F v 5 Lilly 2 5 % B
e Clozapine 2 £ = Thienobenzodiazepines 2. % > & i 4 - 2 IVAX %
# 11 Olanzapine 488 m & foeni dh» ©F WS 2 R0 5 31 @ak o Brg
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L SR JE R a%a%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ@%ag@
Olanzapine- & Lilly % & Olanzapine 2 % » % 3 i ¥ +=3 = ¢ Clozapine

2 In re Baird, 16 F.3d 380 (Fed. Cir. 1994); In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347 (Fed. Cir. 1992).
tinreO Farell ¥ > CAFCiu:z 2 i 0 TP BT B3, P15 > ¢ 467 34
iy pkA - - PRI EVNI OV A ER EFEF - BAHES A ADH
AN E R S SR S T L ER Y G- B2 2 A G kot oInreO Farell,
853 F.2d 894 (Fed. Cir. 1998).
= Lilly v. Zenith Goldline, 471 F.3d 1369 (Fed. Cir. 2006).
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d 2552 B | i-f 2008 £ iEH 0 2t E A 7 F L % F Dr. Reddy &
Teva 1 2003 ##% I % ¥ 5o ** % ® Hatch-Waxman 2 %7 » § ¢ %

Fihdk 3 3FA 3B - %R Dr Reddy 2 Teva ™t & 133 %
ﬁrﬁlm Rabeprazole- #] & % B & {1;% o7 & 1 BAPFEARER LA gl
gaRr AL R g L EY ’j"/f‘ﬂa’%‘d FERA] LR P ERAE R
fEhd > GEJEE- LGP > F LERTT UG F LE AT
r Hatch-Waxman # % /a5 & f1 8 (Fa & Flo L BB Y P oral

R QHEIET = ll«}L@g }i %"—%I?J E&&%Q%ﬁ?l |37 o

% Eisa 472 Dr. Reddy & Teva & 1| #& 2 p%>Dr. Reddy &2 Teva 7~ & %
‘552 & flgsc> ¢ Dr.Reddy x4 % &L (75 S 2d ~TevaR| 413 &
2LEg A b Aot S 38d 4 5R552 & & s e Eisal gn i A2 2R ] i
T2 HERVF w3 E > Dr.Reddy &2 Tevaw CAFC 3%} 37

¥axv2bhpm b a2 %> CAFC %3253 5% » d 3% Rabeprazole &
Lo g & ] 174726 (4T fj i EP'726) 4% 1 Lansoprazole % 1
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