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(= ) Carborundum Co. v. Molten Metal Equip. Innovations, Inc.
% 5
TH_1995 & ehd| 5] o & 4148 4 Metaullics (4 ) K F i~ &
ARk seri o dnk i chfllid 2 B5 § > Metaullies $27 - 7 £ A
T2 %2 »~3% % , (Gas Injection Device ) th& 1 » 33 g P & ] £
Bl mit g 2 4 "!r‘if'_ PR KR L BR(E 1% 4,169,584
MALA S84 EA ) HY o5 ﬁﬁ it (molten ) i it (purification )
KE o Gldet Fofp s o f RJLF ¥ g 3537 5 42 ~ 2 > Metaullics
TR Y i AL E B GBS R o Metaullics #-
584 HL % {324 & Carborundum Co. - Metaullics & 7 4 & 584 5L %
flP R i m R 4 8s B4 BEF (with a metal
transfer conduit) % X E'T‘_* %;*F? (a gas injection conduit) 1§ &
(pump)> @ 2% § R A& * 30 584 5L & flas & ki sv o s B pF
B 3 2 S845LE 0 4 L AR ﬂfé’***\eﬁ% REdE
IR o d AR g RAR L_zi'ﬁé_.%’%’\ P Rd L& B
MO BT AL BRATEERI - g B FLF
TG L T "$ TF R RS MR R A

Jefe R 196 % 10 % 30 p
EHME EATEMARBTIFT AT -
4 4 9 CAFC2|;+- Carborundum Co. v. Molten Metal Equip. Innovations, Inc. 72
F.3d at 880,37 U.S.P.Q.2d (1995) -
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(replacement parts for its pump ) °

#4 Molten Metal Equipment Innovations, Inc (MMEI, 12~
s )+ 2ACHCEF RANE L HAE L ﬁﬁfp ERN T
BLR* RLFRODEZ > B2 RRE g REABE L A DF R
THFRr o  RERAREIESFTET ( contrlbutory
infringement ) fr3l12 &2 (inducement of infringement ) > v j Fodk
2252 o — FEIRLE 1 F Metaullics #-% * 3t 584 5L & 4,5 &
WP RPEGEE SR 2 SR ATF R R AL B
TEEFRZESTRY SBAELE s & ki 2R

Rm oo 3BT
BRLEF 2 T ER TR TR IR Ay ot
B e b A g R A R TiET 584 5% 4]0 ,;,%‘J;«\;éﬁf,

pfga\ﬁwﬂwﬁ*wﬁ w CAFC % 41 F 2% o
CAFC #Met-Coil System Corp. v. Koemers Unilimited, Inc.% &
Vo orgp B ke RRIE D § BB A AR TR R 7 A &
WEeng B A R F R JFEP P Sd B LA Fa bR
TS B kaEiE g (1) LB A r‘%\’-ﬁﬁ'}l"ﬁﬁ = 48
g (2) R EATRE > AT 9
NE R -
CAFC#HP @ 2% 7% > R W &g R 20 e
g T R AR F ﬁ\ﬁﬁ*’ﬁﬁ‘%
ERIEE 33 RETLE R LR R :
fE g B o p s B R P AL Q42 4 R (14
HEIEJHEGTEHET > RE R AR T REND VLI F K

T

474 9. CAFC#|%- Met-Coil Sys. Corp. v. Korners Unlimited, Inc., 803 F.2d 684, 687,
231 USPQ 474, 476 (Fed.Cir.1986) -
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B*ZHILEBLI o ABFP EJERNNENFET > EJHEA G B
EH P RHEFPE S RLAERETE L L AR Y g
Feoom 2 ARG FEBREJIEE AR  REAPFLFREESR
ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬂ%,?ﬂikﬁ%%@%iéio

CAFC :u g @ A4 1 R BT 24 4 1% 2 (restriction) & Jf
& P Fx 0 'L % (limiting) r%: S FE LR F René F F &
JEERL L B R RV o d M B2 L Rk o IR
S BT LY ey SR R
Hemg Rl f Rond EHEBLJIEE T A A S
AR AR FRFEAP G W R AL mEL P
BN REBn il At o g e s §letixd o
(=) Kendall Co. v. Progressive Med. Tech. Inc. % &]*

iz 4 CAFC i 1996 # | &) » % f4# % Kendall Co. ( /i 4 )#?g:
Fo BERRADED B RA LR R L B RN

BE 40 R ;ﬁu,r}%"fr]‘ﬁ 2k R .ﬂ.ﬁ:°pé‘£l’§ S R LA #”"%F'J,' >
- B4 A2 g iy o Kendalld) & SCDmPﬁf}%‘= %k :J{:% ;

B (IR 41977 ) a R * R AR EOFRPEAFLE S &
FRHEART L T - R A FF L RE L F e
ik P M BRA (A Eae EIED T- g 2 @A
i (FOR SINGLE PATIENT USE ONLY. DO NOT REUSE. ) -
AR R e R o i ok X AT LE A o 4

TAFR Y o @ AR R A Bg e 0] - i * (tobe
used on only a single patient) s & & 3 7 (and then discarded ) » 7]

“# % 8 CAFCZ|;4 Kendall Co. v. Progressive Med. Tech., Inc., 85 F.3d 1570, 38
USPQ2d 1917 (Fed.Cir.1996) -
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B FMT AR T - BRHREARE AT SRR
#b o A4 Progressive Med. Tech. Inc® i & 4 & 7 L VR 4 4 o B
At B HE - F AP R AMITILT #Ebzls’* R
FIARD DE LS RT o v kA
ERA R RE - BAE R Ax2r @ pF (it s
impossible to reuse ) 4 it & R 4R A (spent) ;> F - B 2 g
g% F T (77 J‘%J & (infeasible) B > )‘T‘ﬁ»?g-ﬂ {3 mich
it gkAR I AR A e o B Bverpure & G #riE 2 en R Pl ¢ & )
A RAPR A TH B o 0% B R HV Y
Wi Ata BT R JE -

B 4-1 Kendall Co.44 & h¥F 3k # & {14 &

CAFC :xp : g2 ’* 2 A%k 38 b (theoretically) /& 4 44 &

TR ZE S RARIEL 0 FEEFRADE R T B
A AT (Fehom B a})%z—‘;‘,mx”"}\j\, p‘;&;;_,.,gw@m@,;,rg,
AR o A4 e R- ?Pffpi@b*ag ad - =
Mg * ey e Papkaor R

S
> =

LIRRESAE SR BT (HR
AR B e AP g AR ¢ 4 L H RS AR 0 F
R S U LR E R S
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(= ) Sandvik Aktiebolag v. E.J. Co.% ¥

i=H_1997 # CAFC e » & 414 4 Sandvik Aktiebolag ( &
%) F - B Mgk ] ﬁéﬁbﬁp ¢ FHE7 (A-Bl 42 977 ) 4
7_@4};—5?6_,‘1\—5?6_@2 FAARECER 3R R4 (pnn
MLEAT R S Ak A 1 TR A5 B ) 48 2 4 ¢ ik (medium
carbon steel) #THl = 7~ 4P 1 Ed B aaw T EL S 0 4P R 4R
é?}i.ﬁ'/ » T OF T 4R VR4 > (23 B (melting point) R % § Pl E
L1300 AR R o R A AEHRER 0 22 A S engEs B T B AR
WA Lo - RPFEFaR* 28 S fe0 5+ E

(resharpening ) » 37 2 {5 R] P A7 = Ar4ea -

[+]
u

B 4-2 2R % 4,222,690 5% §| 0 50
Sl LR T Y RV T TR Y
P .La‘ftl—ifp%-—‘ivm KEL S dowir B 'lli'*ﬁﬁ% F3F 2 dF ety
B o AL E T Co ¥t Sandvik e gesp & 47 B 2 { 4 4P

i34

¥ % 9 CAFC#|+-Sandvik Aktiebolag v. E.J. Co., 121 F.3d 669, 43 USPQ2d 1620
(Fed.Cir.1997) -
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(retipping  drills ) PR 4% < E. J. Co. { #4Fx 0= 2 £ % &< 1300
BN i deh v T o R - BE USRS B L
o FaH b1 S B 144 Ak o B L Cobeainfe i 3 (1) 4
BB A T g g neh R (2) FEN X Reite 5 (3) FAENM
Bag o (4) FEI L R gk (5) AR @7a$w>’&@
% i J5 Sandvik gy £ 4e 1 5 F 02 2507 5 o R 4 Sandvik
3EARS L3R i LS e 7L 3 0 9 BB ASIE
- FRRRERLDEE T LA TR g T2 AR R
47 JR o » CAFCH 4=+ 2

CAFCH.P : A S hHEE 218 T2 L7 83— B
AR FELRNS FIF 0 £ 3 AL FA PR~ gl
EEAMEAAIITZEPOLR (LT H Y - BI0s i * & ft B
A SR Zhm) s H0 W2 R LRGP F LT
s A s B R RE AR

CAFCHt & 50 % 6 F1 & e0a 477240 (1) 44 7 R ehh T o 4t
47 RH - BATERN R I A BTN B 1 AR
Tfdkdn EE P AT A ] R AR D o R o B (F
b® 1A SR A2 (S0 F v £ ATAIE (re-creation) — B ATen%

‘«S

TIA 55 (2) HEages Banb o 4 2 % - B4 S
HEEETH Y X - IR P AT o 4P & Wilsonk P T 47607

FAR o A F R TH BT ﬁﬁdfg“kmjﬁﬁ’mhﬁa&}?ﬁ—kl%“
Fhowgpnd - BT LR G AR W - BE L
g 3 (3) (HAEOYFD H o RG LT F §ERL

048, 121 F.3d 669, 672, 43 USPQ2d 1620,1623 (Fed.Cir.1997) -
S O T
248, 121 F.3d 672, 675, 43 USPQ2d 1623,1625 (Fed.Cir.1997) -
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o S IR LA S o A 2 the RGP
BE AL IRIE 0 4 2T BREP G AR S F R (e
Kooox A EBT AN L HE4E% 0 7 3 (asubstantial market )
AR oL X F Ao L P (4) BEADTE BT
BARPLE 2 > R PF iRy E P AP 2 R 0 T
BRI LG hR B o4 R AR TR
Ldenges A5 o B2 BB ol Bt 17 £ap 5 & fHE 4 el
%]J"jfb? Ak KA o d BJEARG A Ao BT { Hghn E
P LS H AR B e TR kA Ko

CAFC:: ‘BB iZifabed > 7 R A B L R B Frid
FEURALBEL GO KR LR AZATF 2 AR
Bt B PFAEE R BRI AL DRI
(7 ) Hewlett-Packard Co. v. Repeat-O-Type Stencil Mfg. Corp.%

f}IJS?’

T 1997 & ik ] > & {4 £ Hewlett-Packard Co. ( #§ #- HP

);]f?é:}; ARS) rbg%vg‘ LE Lt m L B kA 2 VF’?&_ % Fpren
>"3‘E-%f B ARG M 122 cHP 2P Wg{rsl 872 7 E L ep
% -k + @ (non-refillable )>» # ¢ — | HP 51625A %] 2. KUKLA + @ >
% ¥ — A HP 51608A %] 2. STANLEY + = » i% i HP 2 @ FAX-300
GEHE L kAR S HP 2P F A+ w ER T2
F $ % ¥ + ® , ( DISCARD OLD PRINT CATRIDGE
IMMEDIATELY ) - #4 ROT = & » HP = 7 B ¥ #7:90 KUKLA %
STANLEY + ® » ¥ #-H i f ¥ E L hE k4 ™ » L #ekid (s h

34 8 CAFC2|&- Hewlett-Packard Co. v. Repeat-O-Type Stencil Mfg. Corp., 123
F.3d 1445, 43 USPQ2d 1650 (Fed.Cir.1997) -
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+ A RE Lok Aepr & o HP p‘;,’;;; ROT 2 7 eicig & £
ﬁ'%f‘fé 5‘:%’ FF&@V}?@ z\a};&mgﬂ’flj Frode A R RERR
%if;%*g?%é: y P f\f '/z: Fft»;,z;}«» ROT - / )3 l/)%ﬂfé s HP & & # PR#&%&
F o

B 4-3 HP 2 7 % 5408,256 5.5 M % 4|

CAFC #t A kB B8 8- 4 A 473P D (1) "fieif it
epx 4 & (Conditioned Sales) 22 % 4[4 £ 7 B (intention) > HP

2PHBL AR T AR A5 TV B L
AR Bl AP AR ‘i?' Ak o GG UFliE i HE
FmT oMy F R A TRl PRI LAAR
FhEBLRF DL W fHEH S IR HP 20 £ RS
FHEA R B AT R Treg 2 TR > KR ¥ H ez
%ﬁ%ﬂ%‘%@wﬁ?’J%—iﬁiﬁéwﬂﬂ?¢”#mﬁ
(D) ASdheAiltisfid HP2PAiEAZ+™ AR ¥ -
SokAEBpE > BoK SR TR —;ﬁwﬁ‘ # % (spent) >
TAEL AT HP 2 E’;a,;,piq\;&i%rﬁ Toktma i e ml g
flt @2 B oA e, 2% d HP 2 F cfhu| k-7 @
EEREmAHY T AR %_}JI&» FE TR
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o Ekktmamgr L ERENE - PEREFE L (3) BB iR
& Aro Z P R =t o F 3 BRI R (& 7 %fr.f gl
B- BATHAS > L AR ASATHE R A S TR | e
Lom A% ROT 27 E 5 HP 2 P pEE LA S5 k+ ™ 38K
®* et Wt AT HE LML KF ;’;%J\%ﬁrmlé?—géfv T A

CAFC 32 : % HP 2@ tiz 3 "Wl 2 enfm ™ 4 8 & 4] 4
&ﬁ’%%ﬁéﬂﬁ&ﬁ%%iﬂﬁ%%ﬂﬁ @%%ﬁ’#%ﬁ
FREY FHNEJNASEFRE > 2 s L E R AR
ﬂoﬁ&HP‘ m@%z%ﬁgm§$4ﬁr+—k@%w%ﬁ
R GRS DR RS R P E N FR
EREJIASE M E R L2 HP 2P B2 HME Y - F
Ha Bk A SRS ] o @ ROT 2 2 ek » A A

FEBAR @ (KN 2 AL ST AR S
d LA meng ok ® g gjﬁg\‘ # ROT 2@ A ¢ * i

EokF®mEEF g it o B2 R VHE LMEKFE > L
ROT = 7 cread 2 305 A3 F F ena i3 > o8 7 5 v 3Rz
Eeorren Ty a2 Fo2 e v T L3

CAFC ;27 d »» HP 2 P4 & R+ W pF » & AM4cif i >
ROT =~ & & CRPES ?i% ;”2"1; W {8 4e rdexad enfF A oo b ﬁilz'\q\}z: (=L F
g a3 B3 nFan T £ g 0 Ft s ROT 2 @ ek
@A EZT HP o 7 ahi Jl4g
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(= ) Surfco Hawaii v. Fin Control Sys. Pty, Ltd. % ]>*

iHH_2001 # > Fere A % (Rehearing En Banc) % &) » & )
# % Fin Control Sys. Pty, Ltd. (i % ) #&7% — 38 #24 (surfboard)
EP R W2 L R JIA S R - BT AT
grenfk H (releasable fin )o4t £ Surfco Hawaii 2 2 - # 4 & & 5 Pro
Teck  chk § > ¥ i * >0 R ehiriUs > T Pro Teck | & ¥ i 4 0 #c
B AR BT E TEEEE R RE DB { e > o
WAL EAEE > BRY R ONUEDAT B F L RE 4
MEHES TR » Hawail # %2 Bk A3 o - $2 ik
AR s R L 82 R RL AR L w2
SRR U R Y F R AR B R R U L
EE o4 { ek ¥ A (unworn) S HFLF T
AR - BATHE A S S B AIRE AL AR LR
7] CAFC -

B 4-4 Fin Contro Sys. Pty, Ltd. ¢& J| =t & & ¥

% 8, CAFC2|i4+ Surfco Hawaii v. Fin Control Sys. Pty, Ltd., 264 F.3d 1062, 1065,
60 U.S.P.Q.2d (BNA) 1056, 1058 (Fed. Cir. 2001) -
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CARC wp T aig | i § 4y (7% Gendffana it o ke
S TR € AR A AR FE A T = s R e o i I 1A
Fi% + #% { # (prematurely replace) & & ¢ F it j & {1
% (unpatented part) > k% % 6| { £ FpLR T;Ef f g#&gﬂg_
"E‘l:fﬁ' LA R > s AR AR TE - A S ]
(6 BAEA 3t &I il e Li’ﬁiﬁ'ﬁ?”"%
MG R SRS RRAED L EANE - BATA
PEHS EEoRARLHENBHIS AL UL E TR F S
Wi § cha@d > 23 F2 R RF { favE- R F o
CAFCiRE S AFHA T R ( HEJASDEEH Kk
ﬁ REJASLHATHEE 2 2 ENEXMMPAR- BEIA
RS A SRR C s SIS BRI e
m?i%, PR HER AL UAREIH LV {HEEDETE L 7
A %‘rgl« B R -
(=) FUJI Photo Film Co. Ltd. v. Jazz Photo Corporation % &>
282001 & ch% b & 48 4 FUJL 2 2 7 JR CAFC chz ik »
BERRY G 2002 & 60 0t AREFERH WY o
FUII 7 Qg2 48 - fe 74682 %E (lensfitted film
packages, LFFP) e [ 8 =t % # #4p % | (single-use ) » LFFP 4p #% &_
- ARE B E A LRIV E - BB B o R
PofPdede ~ BLEE ~ b T EEE EFEAE G - L
Al¢ 5 P RFEfeT ¢ o FUII \”,T* LFFP 448 & % WY 3 ’i‘" 14 i
HW L A2 - 2%+ % 4] - FUIL 2 # % LFFP ;{’L;E,k % cdp

1

o B

> 4 8, CAFC¥];+-Jazz Photo Corp. v. Int'l Trade Comm'n, 264 F.3d 1094, 1098
(Fed.Cir.2001) -
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B BT AR AL S 0 P Lk S BT R B
=K Ea}% ° Wﬁ»

=
4 (£ 26 %27 ) ek T A O LFFP Apds » 247 £
a

Fded o bl AR B E o W LFFP Apfaal o B B
phic g 0 EATE NP E  (HTH O EATORE AN
T > EATHE S AT M o A e S enjpiBie

rFERFUIL 27 » £RMA% Y %4 A ¢ (International Trade
Commission, ITC) ¥ FEFZ AL e he b o ITC 37 FUI

Pz L0

# Y e 3 At e CAFC 42t 37 o

B 4-5 FUJI = 7 LFFP 4p 5 4p & & 1 No. 4,884,087

CAFC 3P @ % m a3 2 L g AHZH LT & {1 LF 4
oo F o F AR TR, RR D RAAPPOE - M B
Fo- BEFASLEIRBN S - XS E0 A HAS
i ISR R PRI E B F AR fIEEE
A Ee @ Ra o AL R T dupis Y § - b LR R e
Wheno NG LERBP S - FLEMHEPLJAE AT
T4 d A 4ok ué&%—a@gw~k¢w+’ﬂ%1w§43é
RehB JIHEL L F 425 © Flot 0 7 F AFRE - 4 8o
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e %ﬁﬂ‘""imﬁi%jﬂzqg’?’fg A REEIRFE
o B AR s BRI B T g £
TG SRR R AR %%z i

5%@’CAFC$”%¥—:ié;i@ﬁﬂ%bﬁg%:?ﬂ?i#*oCAFC
5 CBEAXR A LFFP Apische % F 5 @& * WP (instruction) % #3F
( warnings ) » I—Jfﬁ"l‘?g—% 7EpFERNRE oA AR B
By end o TELRE HA IR G XTF DRG0 B
e LITRGME F e A A LA Xy
L L S T e /’ K Rp 2 AR F L
@ ] > 2 3 E S eh4 4 (meeting of the minds) 4 & i
B R EREEPE B E F o MR K BepiBil G EF
ZHNHE IR UG 0EE o ¥ eb s BN LFFP Ap s et ik &
1> LFFP p e a2 5 FIAR = =t 4v 1 @ § 978 » v R adF
Bokamkt o L v E 3 RR S ERE c BfEALEE
WEFE O RFEHEEE B TG BAHE- o d TG AR
Fligideny - K4 eafeg  Flt o ZE{#HAENpP v aiFRn
RGBT A AR XS RIRT -

Bis o A EqEa T e ik, 2 TRpM & R, CAFC

‘Aét [

N

i\,

HF o E - XML AERBENDLFFP A H R I LAY - 4
Epre g 0 2 £ AT ﬂmﬁﬁm$*¢¢ﬂ?%ﬁ@’jzﬁ
R A AR R - A A ERE A LFFP Aps 0 2 € 45
FEJEAAERTEESEJHE F oL ERTREDEA
=2 FUIl 2 7 &% Rk {48
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( ~) Jazz Photo Corp. v. International Trade Commission % &

7

JE_1998 £ B 43 2007 & 1 * % k>3 B FUJL 2 @ LFFP 4p %

EflenzEdan k2 A3 CAFC (it S0 51 3 &P
CAFC #-H p w3 NER & 4 ¢

(D)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

2001 # 8 * erJazz Photo Corp. v. Int'l Trade Comm'n=i} 35 %

fzo i Nazzl, s

2004 & 7 * Fuji Photo Film Co. Ltd. v. Int'l Trade Comm'n
it g e 4 Tazzll

2005 & 1 * = Fuji Photo Film Co. Ltd. v. Jazz Photo Corp.,sn
kg i TJazzIl

2006 # 2 * 11 Jazz Photo Corp. v. United States, s+ 37 % & i
2. % TazzIV |

& % B Jazz¥3 ITC & 2004 & #7 1% e % ( Decision ) > #73%

IR P FERE

* % ZFUJI2 ? LFFP4p #% 2. CAFCh% 7 B F 27% i » FUJI&

# $21# % Eastman Kodak Co., ( 2 ™ f£Kodak = # ) 2 Konica Corp.,
(27 f fiKonica2 @ ) #lig 2 p= & LFFP4p %2002 £ 9 7 24 p >
ITC# % 4 4 Jazz ~ Benun'/ % Jazz < & ¢0CEO Mr. Cossentino i »+ &

v FUJI =

PLFFP#p sk 2 2004 # 4 7 6 p » ITCeh{7sci §

56

57

58

59

% L. CAFC2| i Jazz Photo Corp. v. Int'l Trade Comm'n, 474 F.3d 1281,83,
USPQ2d, 1495 (Fed.Cir.2007) -

% 2L CAFC24+-Jazz Photo Corp. v. Int'l Trade Comm'n, 264 F.3d 1094, 1098
(Fed.Cir.2001) ( “Jazz17”) »

% 8. CAFC#|;+-Fuji Photo Film Co., Ltd. v. Int'l Trade Comm'n, 386 F.3d 1095,
1097-98 (Fed.Cir.2004) (“Jazz I1”) »

% 2 Jazz Photo Corp. v. United States, 353 F.Supp.2d, 1327, 1329 (Ct. Int'l Trade
2004) (“Decision ) ©
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( Administration Law Judge, ALJ) ¥4 2 > 3n 2482 A 2001 & 8
121 p22003# 120 12p 500w a;w; 2+ 7F & SFUN
2 P HLFFPAR # & 1 » ik i Jazz 12 » ALJZR%F 40%¢HLFFP
1018 (10,783,092) chsh — o4l G4 B E A ERB B a g T
TAZ RA &2 LF B FIRET T2 K4 ¥ 60%FLFFP
s (16,174,638) ehs% — x4l 82 g8 A ZWEPN - T
FE RP e AA mE KR NFEHEP 2001 &-2002 £ “74) & FILFFP
FHs R T iy LdFena s | @ 2003 & 74 & (hLFFPAp %
ALV emEdgin® i (1) § 742,500 - cALFFPAp #4718 * ch
19 &% 3 Ao EereFaigE (2) ¢ 998,250 5 Kodaki 4
#ePLFFPAp 408 & A7im P > B 4o - A ATEOAARY 4 HE ik
ot esFenaid (1) +(2) 837 1,740,750 5 4p48(3) ¥ ¢ 998,250
2 Kodak$ 42 -ALFFPAP 4 £ € 470 5 pFie * 2 AT 8% > Bl A2
e d egFap g o

2004 & 7 % 27 p > ALY 1%y 7 5By ek 2> Ak 2 Jazz £
£ 13,675,000 ~ {7 5c ] £ > Cossentino * Benun % £ 119,750 ~
hiFFe S & o & U4 4 FUJL 2 @ % ITC » 2004 & 7 7 feehd 2 4%
4+ 2% > 42 Jack Benun » ¥ ITC ehjd- %38 41 F 2% o

tlazzl % 2 ez @ > CAFC ¥ A -T2 2 neFeniaiz | *
e FUJL = @ #rig gehs @ 3Rz @ 0 & 05 MUl 7 5 4 i
& M2 uFeniid | o444 Benun 2138 » &8 733k T » & B
L4p ¢ mu%mg:&ﬁ%w}%ﬂfé%ﬁ » BB N RTERRPE 0 1S
BYRZERFHEDHN T SRY DR F£F 0 Y
Sl (- BATEOEEY o Ap A Ry o8k FUIl 22 3

*f@r“# “**T‘*wi‘*
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# % LFFP ipfda £ 7ok » & > ZJEAH > chg B> &2 &
HEAIA g g oo
B+ Kodak ¢ LFFP 4p £ >t T |~ B E T L | 52w
e g o ITC s (Mo s Y & 23 9L 38 »if > .5
& % 4,833,495 5. P & 4] Claim 5 ¥ T means for exerting force 5 =
0@ 2 o ITC B R 1 Tdek 3% & 2 L4h & 5 % 145 ¥
F Vet s - BT i { H2 ;&L“iiﬁ' e T
ABITHER il i@
Nm,OWCWkﬁc%ﬂWM%rﬁ@JﬁrﬁﬁJﬁﬁ%
F 42 CAFC 3P (T gesk » (4 & 3’.—4\9&%\'%’} LFFP #p
Pen- pAds LI BEEIAEIRY FEHIRE AT A
Fl e Aro sk Bl Y 0 R IES 1L %ﬁ'%? Bl SN KL
(essential ) % % W] e (distinguishing ) ~ 2 {7 5 ¥ ip] Crig 5 &
£ i3 iAo F] > Kodak (9o LFFP fpf8 @ * > 3renfs 2% £
Fragk o i EArLFaigE o
CAFC=*~2007 # 1 * 11 p iz > afFs (1) 2 (2) Ne
R Fed ¥ (3) %4 T 5 B 998,250 5 Kodak 71 LFFP 4p 8 £
FriafpE r 2ETehis BRY > EENE BT LFEahl g | ahiz
T ER I AR E Y EF &L ITC £ R7R & 75

oY
7
/H}
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