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Bl P9 9 IR PR -

Msts © RAHEACER A - B RIRAI R AMHK - MR - $H S E
B RABERE B — kA ERA

tOAEE AR 6 LA KB A A AT R Bh B B
ARIAE AL — R R  FREAHZIER -

107.06 HEREZFT VOL.234



243
Al it
¢ Impression Products, Inc. v. Lexmark Intern., Inc. Z&

BXHENERERACENRE

»

)

ﬂu\

2017 %5 A 30 B £ B H & % %% (Supreme Court of the United States) 4
i Impression Products, Inc. v. Lexmark Intern., Inc. &%) * ( 4% Impression &) >
#f s £ A4 E 2% (doctrine of patent exhaustion) 7 £ B2 & & K BA2#% -
g 0 %AW ARG FIFIARE (United States Court of Appeals for the Federal
Circuit) E7k » ZHIHAF AT &R & T EHRH] (post-sale restriction) » #
AHERZR B ZEA - Bk — B g @E RRAITER TS SR ITHF &
AAEABP THAFAEFRAFRET - ARV RS FRETZ LM FAH
A EZ B R TS EFR T ERE - AL RHRAKRB S04 2 RN
WmZ Pk ARG RERI TRET T T - AR EZRAIHNEH B EZ 2
HEARMT 0 WFRZINEEZRRT o o

WA AR SCHRIAT R AR ER B RIS R BUR BAR - B E AR R
FRA ik R HZR AN AR AR > AR B RAN ARG 0 35 B RCT AR
ERZBE  RRAE L REHT R IRAE

A EAHEXERINZEA

WIS iEE A 19 WP EARMILERRRD - 2 A5FR A 3 EE /% %
FERGE S TG A AN AR IEITE LAY M B AR o AT 0 AXEE
AR Bl P LR i o

—~ ZAEHERI NE

W EAE RAHMEERATARLESL : "HE2H LT TE—8

kM A0y 3 HE H & 5 (a single authorized and unconditional sale of a patented

t Impression Products, Inc. v. Lexmark Intern., Inc., 137 S.Ct. 1523 (2017).

2 See, e.g., Mallinckrodt, Inc. v. Medipart, Inc., 976 F.2d 700, 703 (Fed. Cir. 1992); Princo Corp. v.
International Trade Com’n, 616 F.3d 1318, 1328 (Fed. Cir. 2010); LG Electronics, Inc. v. Bizcom
Electronics, Inc., 453 F.3d 1364, 1369-70 (Fed. Cir. 20006).
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article) #5-4E BT A XA % £2 $AME L o HeE 2 0 AR RAFIRIT RA
HEA ik PR SR B A RS20 - b A A o

AL BRAEYE FRZHEREEY c T2 WHFARMEHEZ R
MERE FLRAANZRINAAEN - — o H R FRE/TATH " F— B RMAE
ey E R TAZE S EX AR sk o o RARHER A TR
RABRBEAKRFERITLEZIEAE ML #h o ZEAHAZBAERMERLY
oA A B AR RIS AL R SO BB R R 2 4 PR
ZRAAFE A ERA M EL S WAEHRKEHEEE R FITEZRA S22
A% & H K14 FR#] (post-sale restrictions) * HFR R ik ARz A 7o B
Pl > ERFEATIRAA R ST PSR E A SHH R 2R P
LIRH CERERREEFEPITEZE RRAT > ARNEETRALELE
MEH - SCABEEERETE RRAERA L TARS - 2REHPERYFLW
WEH T F A AR ZFRZHETTD - Br il -

= RAEAIRINZ ZFEBRRR

WHCRB ARG KRAMG AR EBREXF 1 EF AT EMNS
MEALERERZE XA - tas 2 THHPSLTI=ZATHEY  F— K#
HEH AR ftE TR LA A EmE TR ERTERETE £ =
R RAE G ERRE] ) F = 0 AER A AT S R BAKARE (over- or
under- compensated ) © AT & B IiE R OB B 9L 0 B E A H B 2 AR
BPTR A B BAL R R A S BT A A B AR S RA] o ek R BB A ER S

* Quanta Comput., Inc. v. LG Elecs., Inc., 553 U.S. 617, 625-26 (2008).

* Yuichi Watanabe, The Doctrine of Patent Exhaustion : The Impact of Quanta Computer, Inc. v. LG

Elecs., Inc., 14 VA. J.L. & TECH. 273, 275 (2009).

License, BLACK’S LAW DICTIONARY (10th ed. 2014).

Motion Picture Patents Co. v. Universal Film Mfg. Co., 243 U.S. 502 (1917).

Adams v. Burke, 84 U.S. 453, 456 (1873).

U.S. CONST. art. 1, §8,cl. 1, 8.

Lucas Dahlin, Note, When Is a Patent Exhausted? Licensing Patents on a Claim-by-Claim Basis, 90

CHI. KENT L. REV. 757, 769-70 (2015). % A #H & A s - KA g e - RESHHE R

HAIEAT RAIE S0 0 A R IRE S R A BRI AR FPTR T AL F R A 0 B b AR

FRAIA L E A - 1d. at 761.

10 See, e.g., Samuel F. Ernst, Patent Exhaustion for the Exhausted Defendant : Should Parties be Able to
Contract Around Exhaustion in Settling Patent Litigation?, 2014 U. ILL. J.L. TECH. & POL’Y 445,
453.

\Eé
S

© ® N o u
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I EEAEASRA B IBEHE AL ZFZHEFD - LAFREIE I T RA
BAETIHI ARG HFE " o B4 o ZAEAT AR E 1% L4 3 50 e PR
82 2 F 382 PR ] #UR (policies against restrictions on alienation) 7~ 4F ©

FZAABURE R LA o £ LSRR FEA S & 0 @A %R AT #
T RFIHEAL A R E SR RBENTHE - AFT — HEZHRIREA 2 R
TR BEARE MG ER e RZ 0 FiBEPRIRZR B @R SR A 0 LR R
RRHEA L FTERARAEH & R HBLEEAABMERE - BAEZ ¥, » AR
A REAA AR AT RREAGFHZ IR LR ETHRD - T8 T
5 RAEALMEBE FIARAKRFRE LT & ZEHE T A ANREZEITR
HARAEE T RBETFRAL: - EREH T ABE RPN E R B FESEITHEE A Z
WAMEE BB AENBEEREFETR A 2 R A EREAHEASIK
Jio sl TR R A SR e A 2 s R

- BRESERER AR

WA R s A R R AR R A UM 3 I — RN R RUE R 5 3L N A
WAL AT PTE KZEBUR © #4710 F%IE A Bloomer v. McQuewan % * ¥ Adams
V. Burke % & X 4R h A M E R A o F 2k Bloomer v. McQuewan % ( F #%
Bloomer %) # R P HEA VAR LR RB)H 2 A ZAE R A M 4] & B
1B Y I E B B2 A 8 A6 2 SRR A R AR E T 2 e AR
BIEFALIR AT T ANEBEA A E R FTRELHE  ZHETIET ] A
MEHEZZE Y Lk » %IE A Adams v. Burke % (Adams &) k72|45 —E
BEABA (REMHHEZA > Bl ZRARAKIZHA) SRR & A IRIRB 1

" Lorelei Ritchie de Larena, Re-Evaluating Declaratory Judgment Jurisdiction in Intellectual Property

Disputes, 83 IND. L.J. 957, 975 (2008).

2 Bloomer v. Millinger, 68 U.S. 340, 350 (1863).

B Jeffrey W. Schmidt, Note, Authorized Personnel Only: The Patent Exhaustion Doctrine after Helferich,
91 Nortre Dame L. Rev. 2115, 2122 (2016).

¥ Id.

' 55 U.S. 539, 549 (1852).

6 84 U.S. 453,456 (1873).

7 McQuewan, 55 U.S. at 548.

8 Id. at 549.

¥ Id. at 550.

107.06 HEBE#EFTI voL.234 109



FENAY

\N

e

110

\
1 Impression Products, Inc. v. Lexmark Intern., Inc. Z&

BEHENERERACENRE

B F) Ay S By IR AR RN BT B e PR AR (O Bp A HE A TR 3% 30 4 ot Z A A B
R#E) D EA et AERGBRAEFE-FHIRETA -

T 1912 4 » %24 Henry v. A. B. Dick Co. % ( F#% Henry %) » $ 333
FIHEA S b5 0 04 % P73 B B IR AR R AT ) (enforceable) © A £ F £
1% PRI R K H B H e A R AR F P (mimeograph ) B » 1£ 58 B &8 )
RAEAPTERIEFHZHE? - R FAPAH R R FERRMMGRL R
B B A A RAKF FARHTTR o BT R S BT AE T F R
AFERRAUERS S 2o

Z 2 (1913 ) » #%FR A Bauer & Cie v. O’Donnell % (Bauer £ ) *? ¥ & 3]
AZFE S Henry v. A. B. Dick Co. & (Henry %) T F) » & 2 347 & LPTAE R
HliEERi@io 2N ¥ Wl & o Henry EIRB| RILHE R BB RFEZ
W Bauer RAIFFRAMER & > mATER TR ERIRAER ™ - LH L > BF
Bl A 342 7 Clayton % (Clayton Act) &8 R4642ii% (antitrust law) k£
FRABEER/A I T -

W S & W R & % ik I 4 Motion Pictures Patents Co. v. Universal Film
Manufacturing Co. % * (Motion Pictures %) B 4:#ed0 Henry £ - H X > A
EEERS © LM A Motion Pictures Patents 2> &) 2 R XA R L4 EF 5
# % # (patented motion pictures projector ) * B3 AE 32 £ ¥ 4p PR 4k A 42 35 M 05 -
1R R AIEAPTHEA 25 — A FE - Universal Film 23] F € A H X
BELFFRBEITA A B L EFRHA#H Universal Film 2 8) $1 3% 3% 2 ¥4 P A
ARE FARHETFD - AREARTREREHROTRL - B—-LRAMEHYE &
AR A TAHEORAHE SR RAESAEREGE B EAATTER
it A AR B FR AR 27

2224 U.S.1(1913).

2 Id. at 11.

R A H s R AR - 3 A ] — PR 51 R ¥ I A 1 % 2 B AR -
See, e.g., Note, Control of Patentee Over Unpatented Commodities, 25 HARV. L. REV. 641, 641-43
(1912).

2 229U.S.1(1913).

>t Id. at 16-18.

> Id. at 14-17.

%6 243 U.S. 502 (1917).

? Id. at 516-19.
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H:%  f& 1938 SF General Talking Pictures Corp. v. Western Electric Co. % * >

BB IR & ik e 4 AR B R ARG HR A @R L TS RA] - KRR F
Fwg A L A %A K % (vacuum tube amplifier) & #1849 AT&T 2 3] » 4% sk &
R R BARAPT BT A His  HERTEARE M EELARMEA Ak
WF AR IR B v P14 £ JE B 42 42 45 American Transformer Company(ATC) *
ATC 3£ 3F AT&T T2 8] o ZIT2 &4 ATC AR K E W T4 E L EEHR KB LT
TAEZHEZA WHCHARRHREEY - B2 & $HHzHE
AR LA AR ZARREF » B E RAEAKRB ERIHEARET T AMZ
Hit» $AHERERALIE > -

JE 1942 5 Bk i = ik FR AR United States v. Univis Lens Co. % * ( T #% Univis
Z) P REARKRMBEY T AL T » & KRATE Motion Pictures % P 3¢ & % #)
Aoz THE, - 52 AR P RAHA Univis 23 s &4 § B 245 ES R
(patented multifocal corrective lenses) X B ¥EMAEE IR 4 - X T — 245 A4k
BIRAE R B ™ o B > Univis 2 a) b4z — KA R L4 E 2 5485 H £ (lens
blank) - FEFRTZAAEREE A FEN LIRAHTHMBERRTER - 3%
B BARIEA G B HARME - EHITEME R FE R £IE o LBF  Univis 2 8) &
ZRMBEARETEAAGTEAEELRERAETE?  BARSERREL £
FHEAEHEERZROEN TR R—LZ G5 LEER LA EF2454 (embody
essential features of the patented article) B » ¥ " B & | Brse & A4 - g -
AHEGRARCEHMAAF S BBGESA X TR LAEH - K - 2AHE
TR AR B AIMEA SR Bt R EM 094 E 1848 F (post-sale use ) FR#] > o

‘mﬁw

FE 2008 > R 5% 57k B2 3, Quanta Computer; Inc. v. LG Electronics, Inc. % *
(T#% Quanta %) AR B @K K EHZE F % EH (method patent) ° KAE#H

2 304 U.S. 175 (1938).
2 Id. at 181.

0 316 U.S. 241 (1942).
1 Id. at 243.

2 Id. at 244.

* Id. at 250-51.

* Id.

s 553 1U.S. 617 (2008).
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LG Electronics (LGE ) 2 &) P 4  BA 780 32 25 $1 0% F 4864 B I Ho sty 7 ok 4] -
LGE 2 844§ B A % 4] 414 (patent portfolio) 424 4 Intel 2 3] » f3F Intel 2 8] # 3%
B~ (ABRME) 458 BAMERE T T LGE 2 a8 $H 6 & 5% * - Ry >
GARMRGHIEZE — 0 T, &4 REE K Intel 2 F A RFZ P LA
Intel 2 8 BT & & £ 5 24 & sb 91 JE Intel 2 &) & o0 &4 7 o

A+ Quanta 2 8] B B B Intel 2 3 BT & £ & o= 12 BP 48 A 4% 2 #1 9 Intel 2
3 & su Bt B 4 3 LGE A A #Hx dtAe S AR HE TR o AR — R ARG
THERGARIAEAEERANTEAAA T EZHNZALB > 2l —BRE ST EL
FFE & M dE 0 35 %R AT ATAE Ethyl Gasoline Corp. v. United States % *
1 Univis TAR HAEE © B > AMRA SRR Univis RILA > BEA Intel 2 3] A
£ F Quanta N3 X MBS MG H A LEEAT LA LGE 8 4|2 F 24+
B Al R CARFE LGE 28 & F LA “ © jm= » LGE 2 3] # Intel 2
) 2 HE R 29 T K A A PR Intel 2 3] B & 27 o 0 JRBP A AR (fully
authorized ) * #& Intel 2 3] /2 o 2 HEIAE 49 F B B R, LGE 2 3 30 & &4
B $HH S 0F 0 SLPPAEE LGE 248 & F A4 @

RATA B AR RGBTSR Sk Fe Ak 0 R 2013 SR AR R 8
& F 84 Bowman v. Monsanto % ( F4% Bowman &) ® - B EEZFT VL 1 SR
3] (Monsanto) #F4S h — 48 T A& 22 -k ph 35| (glyphosate-based herbicides )
&9 Roundup Ready'™ %#] 3% H %% 3% & (genetically-modified soybean) * ° ¥4 °
% FABPER F 2 ARIN R R Bowman st A B #% & (grain elevator) 8% B JF#EAE A 09
7 ¢t & (commodity soybean ) EAEAAF B A Wy o 256 A MR rR EH A
Bowman 1% %% & ¥ 5% 2 L B R A Monsanto 2 & Roundup Ready'" & 2% &

X > Bowman 7 & ¥ 4+ Monsanto 2 S| EF| &HF T > ARG REEMY R E

3 Jd. at 623.

3 Id. at 623-24.

3% Jd. at 624.

3309 U.S. 436 (1940).

4 Quanta Computer, Inc. v. LG Electronics, Inc., 553 US at 629.
4 JId. at 634.

42 Jd. at 638.

%133 S. Ct. 1761 (2013).

4 Id. at 1764.
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LT A ZAARFERARAZE F 097 24H E * - Monsanto 2 3] H
# Bowman #2428 & A2 43 o i Bowman B4c%t & A4 46 &7 B J& 18 A 7 b o

TR 2 ik P e R E P 4B 4 Bowman 69 &A1 #6 F R B30+ o 3R %R Al

T Bowman TAAHBHERH T ARLHEAI T BT HAFEEAZS

5% B 94T 48 98 4 B & (any additional copies ) * ¥ % AT45 % = 2k 5k BUR
G R AEAME R -

2 BARR S ERARE LR

J£ Bowman £21% 0 A& ERASFES H30 B X d Kt &2y
FAEMEXF R BRFaREZRINANYT BHERMEELEHI > FRFBIRE LK
ERRATTHZRANZ H LSRG - AXATEHFeMIT A EZEFTHRERITEY ¢

— > RUIFERT B

AZBIFE A Lexmark 2 &) 35t~ R A FFEHP BN E > B
BEN B3R N AR o Lexmark 2> &) #7h & Fat sy [F R antFvifs A 5 A A ¥ A
RFVHE o RB [ N ay A R ERAL T B A B AR o B 0 S F A A
TA— ATy b At BERER (remanufacturer) A % B 3% A KB S 10 B KA
A TYHE 2 FanELe Lonik » BAKARBABASE ALl &5~ -

B R FRAEZ T3 > Lexmark 2 &) 3 A WM E £ Fa0E 7
F: 55— RIEMEZFHNE - I Lexmark 23 # § & 32 49 1 BHALAT 54+
= » &= 4% % (Return Program) 858 £ F a8 [F o 95 BP Lexmark 2 3] 2AJR
BAFZBEREERFRDELHES LR ETELARBE AR FRAN
A= T —RMER LR FEE | R4 (single-use/no-resale restriction ) 3249 = o

4 Id. at 1765.

% Id. at 1766.

47 Id. at 1768.

8 Impression Products, Inc. v. Lexmark Intern., Inc., 137 S.Ct. 1523, 1529 (2017).
 Id.

%0 Id. at 1529-30.
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TRBP > HEHNRLIAR T A Fah B —RMER - AR RIE R FEE R
B E EE T Lexmark 23 48 8 = A o & b » Lexmark 2> &) 4% ¥ 72 38 A w1 7 &
E iy [E LR R o AR A R B A AL e

R B L Lexmark 2 3] 64k ah B 188] > # 5 B REBRER BHFH 7R
itz o b BREBRTEER T —RMEER LT EE | 45477 Lexmark 2 8] 2
KA EHEMAT IR BREH MR REH R BRER = o M Lexmark
ox B3R FI AN L 0 A 2010 R H Sk SRR i de JARRAE SR ¢ o A
PP 2% Lexmark 2 &) #1 5 % £ 7 Impression 2> &) Bi42 &

AR B E X FEGBAMEE 5B — 5% Lexmark 2 8 £ % B 5% M 44
EmR T EnmE - RERAZANCAXFILER FRHEZ AN E - ¢
7 Impression 2 &) /& AT 18 28 by [F AT R SE L4 & 0 > Rk S A RAHEIT L > o
% —#% Lexmark 2 &) e & B ST M44 & 69 P78 sty [E o B Impression 2 &] 4¢ B 51
® A FHE 0 @ Lexmark 2 8 4748 R4S AE T A 24 Impression 4 8] b
R OHRFFARAETE >

= BRI\ EFERER

3 b BFraE E3FiEFE (United States Court of Appeals, Federal Circuit )
CRAMH FAHAERANZER - FZlcwmER 2B EXSE 27145 (a) 7 AR
# (infringement of patent ) k% 45 2kE * -

>t Id. at 1530.
A

3 1d.

> Id.

> 1d.

> ]d.

7 35 U.S.C. §271(a). It prescribes that “Except as otherwise provided in this title, whoever without
authority makes, uses, offers to sell, or sells any patented invention, within the United States or imports
into the United States any patented invention during the term of the patent therefor, infringes the
patent.”

% Lexmark Intern., Inc. v. Impression Products, Inc., 816 F.3d 721, 726 (Fed.Cir. 2016).
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%5k 0 %3] B R Mallinckrodt, Inc. v. Medipart, Inc., 976 F.2d 700 (Fed.Cir.
1992) RfR > RlE FRMAL T —RMEERNARGFERE S THEEHAES
HEZAFREW Sk BZE > AEARZERMREE AL LT

B RAEAHEF o BEAR B FIAHEAE KA s dZHE - BIATI MG T 0998 & J2 B48 A 17
W EBRE XS 271 4 SARHE>

HR o BARIEZIR Jazz Photo Corp. v. International Trade Comm 'n, 264 F.3d 1094
(Fed.Cir. 2001) (Jazz Photo %) Ik » 25 $FIHEAAEME f 5 B 3090 B R HE
SAFREEE EFRRLRFOUREATED LA LR AME RENZE
T e Z AR © o ZF R T RAEAERAE R I 0 AR EHREFIET T
AR FRAEREEEETHT  meBEEN A AZRBZER = £
% BB FR I E3F ik BE A Jazz Photo ARG T H M E mIE B AL & 557 o

W R iR A A ZE PRI Jazz Photo 248 ) ALAR » 3382 Jazz Photo
£ M3 K& B FR ik 5 0k IR Kirtsaeng v. John Wiley & Sons, Inc. & © & »
Kirtsaeng % | = 32 oy 3230 2 F VEHEAE 00 BT A AT AR R & FVEHE AFHE T 3R IAT
B AR R R EEERIE LA MAREEFERNZ 2

= B RS ERE AR MR

ik %IR8 S Lexmark 2 &) R T H & & Faihy [F — AL PP &k BARA
B2 B FRTE RRAEANBEIRT  TABTAALEGARE 2
A G EARAT PR b & - 2915 F A% & 48 Lexmark 2 3 T3 B £ A &0 R
#ik ERGE T X o AR T AT T ¢

(=) $HHEAERAZARY

HRAFERAT B THE T - RPMARFRE T AR
M ouhf > RABEZAREM TR ) 2 B% c B ER FAEE 15415 (a)

* Id.

8 Id. at 727.

 Id.

2 Kirtsaeng v. John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 133 S.Ct. 1351 (2013).

 Lexmark Intern., Inc. v. Impression Products, Inc., 816 F.3d at 727.
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AT SR T R A AT 2 A B AP AL R AT
R R AR IR RIS @ o R — A AR B % A
REZ MR BTG LERR ARAES A R HEZER -
B2ABRTARLE LTINS AE LS B E R RAHARE &
71 FEBR #5ak 5 o

TR B ke BV R LR A B 0 AR AR AR
TR e A L3 ik B 2Rk FRE) BF & 3258 R B (common law principle against
restrictions on alienation ) * » 7 3 K5 75 du BL PR ) R AE RAS A L5 12
RAB ] » 30 A AR AR SR B R X BE T A ) o SR RIIEAD £ AR AR -
RAR LA ST g AR AA— R MG & @GR AT AT AL
ik b A G o @A R A EE TR TR > ALE SAHA LR
BA 2 8 LA G AT 0 ALk PP S B AR AN AR E LAk

s T ) B IR A8 B S ik B A AT P BT R T B A ko
HEAHARERINZEE - F 52 BHRE EFEREATLRAMER
W T RRAIEE LY XL WEERARR MR EBCRM T ® o KR
R S AR RT L LA 35 AR AR S REEY ERH
FRAIRE S35 2 B IR TAER > B L HERFGBHEAENEZESL
KR R LA R RA MR G AT R —E M IE—HFHBUOR® - AT X
[5) B 3 b 2 AT PR AR s = Straus v. Victor Talking Machine Co. % ™ $2 Keeler v.
Standard Folding Bed Co. & " 1k & ##E ket > wE LR -

64

65

66

67

68

69

70

71

35U.S.C. § 154(a).

Impression Products, Inc. v. Lexmark Intern., Inc., 137 S.Ct. 1523, 1531 (2017).

ELadik b T E—RANE R A (first sale doctrine) H F 2 B XY FARIR o £ 17 H&-FH

Coke %+ (Lord Coke) 3t % & & i : %/\é‘vﬁ U R BAAT H AL Ty & > - RNF R T A
A B RRBERA B ET AN T RREARE TARFRRE LI E TIA M

4',‘54*35\25% ke B (BEA) 2 GoeBlbl KMo rBAHEENTELHZ

(possibility of a Reverter) » dw HFR A 4RE A FAS A E R HIERME W) - LA B AEER &L o 1d

at 1532.

1d.

Lexmark Intern., Inc. v. Impression Products, Inc., 816 F.3d 721, 750 (Fed. Cir. 2016).

Id.

243 U.S. 490, 501 (1917).

157 U.S. 659, 661 (1895).
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FRA ¥ el R RIHEA LS B % A HE AR T S B B A R 3
FHAT PR - RZH R ARE PR - RAAMERRIERY
R BATAA MR R AT TR 0 AR AR TR (patent

infringement suit ) AT 7

MR EF IR ATAGF B AR W BRANHITRIA
HARILFRPT AR - WA ERIKIRR L 0 R BRI ARk — AL B AR
BB RAMA K E SA AR iR LIRS E A A S
EHEA - Rin > RREALFEL T RZRBERETARFEN > FFTHEB
BR T 4952 75 A ARG LA T RAZAE 7 o — Fde il 0 RAIBEAR AL T £k
RAZAE ™ o

R B R GERAE o SRR ERA TARE ) R LA
HERLTE 2 —ARIRA] - o JE — AR AN B R Ry He T o F
X AZAIPIAHAER » B ERED ZRH S 0 A KA A
s LA A MR » IR A RAAZ A RAMBFERTHEE
ZAVAINZ AL ~ BERET ZFH 7 - B 5 0 £ Boston Store
of Chicago v. American Graphophones Co. ¥ » 4 A #4 % v& 7 451 9 A
BRER EEFZHERRGY  REBRIEEREEH LA THEARKR

EGHERSHEH - WL RRE R ERLHGTAEAE TEE L E
MEMSHELE  RERHEAHRTEARLRT AT R - BHAR
SERAAZRE R @ ae b EYRROTERT L8R GHF
M B AR EARE S I 0 B AR S AR A R TR 2 4 ARG R A
BhA G e

72

73

74

75

76

77

78

Impression Products, Inc. v. Lexmark Intern., Inc., 137 S.Ct. at 1533.

Id. at 1533.

Id. at 1534.

Id. at 1534. (citing United States v. General Elec. Co., 272 U.S. 476, 489[1926]).

1d. (citing Crown Die & Tool Co. v. Nye Tool & Machine Works, 261 U.S. 24, 35[1923)).

1d.

Impression Products, Inc. v. Lexmark Intern., Inc., 137 S.Ct. at 1533 .(citing Boston Store of Chicago v.
American Graphophones Co., 246 U.S. 8, 17-18[1918]).
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o HER A AT GRIR FREZ O  HeWEINE L
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RN BOlMm S FEAIREROP YT RIEALZIELE ERY
b JATRE B 2 AR A TS BB AIE TS £ R F 0 mARIHE AL

RELERIEE FEROMLE T AE R b IRA 492 » Al R § R4 E
P A 3% G EPT e 2 A4 o BeEE3X BT -F- 42 Motion Picture Patents Co. v.
Universal Film Mfg. Co. & = B PR E3F - 1522 B 2 AR A0 LA ERG1E 4
BEAER IR AZE SRR A AR - R BRI
st A AR EFR o

7% Id. at 1534.

8 J1d.

81 General Talking Pictures Corp. v. Western Elec. Co., 304 U.S. 175 (1938).
8 Impression Products, Inc. v. Lexmark Intern., Inc., 137 S.Ct. at 1534, 1535.
8 Id. at 1534.

8 Id. at 1535.

8 243 U.S. 502 (1917).
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FIRds kAR B F e RAEN - BT FAERER A EN &
BE1ER 4GB N 2 - %% 4 Bauer & Cie v. O’Donnell £ ¥ k7 » " #—
BORABENSEERA G oo EIT T A R IR A R A T
ﬁmﬁﬁ%%éﬁi/ B SRAVBH T S k# k& mETARZR A

W oo BRANFARME R —ORANE R B o R A B R A v & M) 9k 20
ABBAE L B 6 Aa E M 0 2 R RO R R EE 0 TR B3 R T el A
36,8 | FRA -

Wb MR B ik BeiE — F BUF Lexmark 23 Ardg b2 " R A4
FRAAERANIEIIEE ) 7k > F 5= > Lexmark 23304 » dad&A)
ii‘i*%?’?ﬁ']ﬁi/\ﬁ—ﬂfhﬂ\ﬁ‘@i—?—ﬁ'ﬁ}%iﬁ%? P BRI A TR
CAB] AR ) EAR AN E A AN B SN SRR A A S
N3y 0 A kAR LA IR B P T AR B AR B o HE b 0 R AIHEAN T ST
HEWHHMREHE"-

R BEFR R S AT IR AR A - AR BEE T RAHELER
A A b 3 A 0 — ARG - 22 PR 38 JE A A HE A S & o)A g

8 Impression Products, Inc. v. Lexmark Intern., Inc., 137 S.Ct. at 1535.

8 Id.

8 Jd. at 1536.

8 229 U.S. 1,13 (1913).

© Id.

1 Id. (citing Sony Corp. of America v. Universal City Studios, Inc., 464 U.S. 417, 439, 104 S.Ct. 774, 78
L.Ed.2d 574[1984]).

9 Id. at 1536.
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% Id. at 1537.

o Id.

% Id. at 1538. (citing Dickerson v. Tinling, 84 F. 192, 194-195[C.A.8 1897];Dickerson v. Matheson, 57 F.
524,527 [C.A.2 1893]).

% Id.
7 1d.
% Id.

% Impression Products, Inc. v. Lexmark Intern., Inc., 137 S.Ct. at 1535.
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‘rmgw

199 Robert Walters, Attorney, Ergoniq LLC., Keynote Address at Practical Guidance for Standard Essential
Patents in the United States : The Newly Energized Patent Exhaustion Doctrine (Aug. 23, 2017).
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