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State Street Bank & Trust Co. v. Signature Financial Group Inc., 1998
U.S. App. LEXIS 16869 (Fed. Cir. July 23, 1998).

2 John T. Acquino, Patently Permissive, A.B.A.J., May 1999.

Under Secretaray Dickinson Initiates Action Plan for Business Method
Patents, USPTO Today, Spring 2000.
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4zt www.uspto.gov, January, 2001.
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> NetZero sues Juno, alleging patent infringement, International Data

Group, IDG News Service\Hong Kong Bureau, December 28, 2000;
NetZero suit hits Juno with restraining order. IDG News
Service\Boston Bureau, January 8, 2001; www.idg.net,
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A method for evaluating leadership effectiveness

comprising the steps of:

gathering target information quantifying at least
one domain selected from the group consisting of
having personal convictions, being visionary, building
emotional bonds, being inspirational, being team
oriented, being a risk taker, and having a drive to
exceed;

comparing the target information with a standard, the
standard including standard values of the domain;
and identifying non-standard responses of the

target.
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The evidence indicates that Barnesandnoble.com can
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modify its “Express Lane” feature with relative ease to
avoid infringement of the ‘411 patent. For instance,
infringement can be avoided by simply requiring users to
take an additional action to confirm orders placed by

using Express Lane.
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Amazon.com vs BarnesandNoble.com, United States Federal District
Court (Seattle), December 1, 1999.

Amazon.com vs BarnesandNoble.com, United States Court of Appeals
for the Federal Circuit, February 14, 2001.

NetZero, Inc. vs Juno Online Services, United States Federal District
Court (Boston), December 26, 2000.
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Lawrence Lessig, Online Patents: Leave Them Pending, Wall St.J.,
Mar.23,2000.
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“I now believe it’s possible that the current rules governing business
method and software patents could end up harming us all”. Jeff
Bezos, An Open Letter from Jeff Bezos on the Subject of Patents,
Internet publication, February 2000.
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2l ABA Intellectual Property Section Special Committee on Patents and
the Internet Annual Report, 2000 ABA Summer IPL Conference,

Boston, June 2000.

2 “To submit all information known to the applicant to be material to

patentability.” 37 CFR 1.56.
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2 «“RESOLVED, that the Section of Intellectual Property Law is opposed,
in principle, to any amendment or interpretation of Section 101 of
Title 35 of the United States Code that excludes business methods
from the class of statutory subject matter.” ibid.
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% “The existence of business method patents is squarely at the center of
turture U.S. economic development. The pharmaceutical industry is
just one case in point. There are many countries (in South America,
for example) in which the patenting of pharmaceutical inventions is
prohibited or severely restricted, based on the assumption that the
private ownership of such cirtically important inventions is contrary to
the general public good. In contrast, the U.S. patent system has
allowed for the patentability of virtually any pharmaceutical invention
that meets the basic statutory requirements for patentability. In the
U.S., the market, not government control, is thought to be the most
efficient method by which to achieve the public good.  Not
coincidentally, the U.S. now enjoys one of the world’s most active and
innovative phamaceutical industries. ibid

2 «Similarly, there are many countries (incuding Japan and many

European countries) in which the patenting of business method
inventions has been clearly prohibited or severely restricted. In
contrast, the U.S. patent system has allowed such innovative methods
to be patented. Clearly, e-commerce has flourished most notably in
the U.S. Innovation-rich countries, in particular, flourish in an
environment that provides comprehensive and effective patent
protection. The latest of these industries — e-commerce industry —
no different. ibid.
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