EEES ) L U

# &

A¥HE FHF LR & foFF 142k Bl (Doctrine of Inherency )
PRI =y A s IR N 7‘&7&5& REi®Hz2 THF ~TERT
EAB 2 APMARTRUFN KR s TR TE R BB 2T
iRz Lz 2l A2 N 318 EREIE A A% (Manual of Patent
Examining Procedure, fj # MPEP) % 2112 % & % ikdp > T #E % F &7
HHE AR E RN g a AT EREIF AAR
B2 AFRRMEARLERT RHE2ZBF AR E R 2 A )

P E A ERE LT oK ZRfIRELEY I EA T R

MatEs P FHy %?Tﬁl“i CFLHAR I RERTFEALECHFERRA
Keyword: inherent, inherency, novelty, MPEP 2112, derivable directly and

unambiguously, doctrine of Inherency

Jefe P 199 E 31 26 p
PIEERY SEATFEMAR L D BB JINEFEE A B - P ELF
o F R A ERE LR -
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”ﬁgj’%“é\]}&]%fll%,_ /ﬁ’/ﬁ’%‘?’ﬂ 'LF J‘m,’é}?ﬁﬂ’%#ﬁ-ﬁf& ’
ARFAAR G RFALLLIF RS T H L R AR
HEF ARSI I - RPOPI FA-ROFLEFALAT AR T 2T 0
PERTEE s @ gty el S AR E e FE RS o A D ﬁﬁ%i B %

g aARE 7z THFRERN ) 2HFHAFE % THF LR, K2
45‘7Tpr}7 gt d HiaZm e AR TR 28R S50 Y R
ATATLR 2B F S BRRA FIDL R AR IR 22 g RH R
(PR AR FRATHELEF FRTAAE A GV REINGAAR
AT RALE F AT ARG R F WL 0§ FO0 0 A
FA5 THIERA ) 2@E2 ApplRe > 20 ARTE#2 a8
G RE LR AR A R A P REREARL ﬂﬁwwiﬁﬁ
2 AR

Y GRERMEIFAREY 2112 57 RN AFHRME Y 2
B G H R o AMBET S IR N FHE A o
BEHZER S ATk F 4 FEHHER T HAERL e PR
G (PR ERFEY 20 %) F AR KRy B8R
A_F G B BT a7 M EREERAT A P REN AR E
f'J%EE'—’%“V? TERY RSB TR LR Es HE A
Ry e g e

A7 R

-~ WY AT R
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FLH 2R AP EIRT A R AT L R APEA KA AP R
ot 2 TR AT T g w*@%%ﬁﬂﬁewﬁ%@ﬁ%ﬁﬁ
B EATH D Aot A PR 2 B PR AR LT A B AT

LS SRR SN KA E R FCESOE S IF S aa ok RESTE SRS
Pl g AB TR R g B TR B AT R ) ARETIF A
AT TR BSEE wwwéewﬁiiefﬁwﬁiﬁﬁi%
d2prFod TR 2 Tikrand | 2 R R
ﬁiﬁ%%f%wwéﬁ’wva A R b R SRS
Ao fRa o FFHRANE R 2R T EIY FR I P 2 R Ps
Pee (AP BB 0517 < 1) 5510 2 R TR A A F s E
TP R R A BT B B v 2 Fig - i H
- REHEIY FEIZEP c XERLNFAAR2 T, RAG
R AR TERE B R o B Kol it 2 4p MR UK

AR T B B 73 Pk o
S~ Y HE LR
(=) BAF ERrpl2g* FH

B2 i R TR AL & (product) 2 FE s i blde
AVEFPIN? 22 FHG HE (FIpNe 20 A aiEk)BkE5 2
M (FIAR 0 A A AR T &) e 200 FRENFAAEY 2112 F

"' In re Robertson, 169 F.3d 743, 745, 49 USPQ2d 1949, 1950-51 (Fed. Cir. 1999); If the prior
art reference does not expressly set forth a particular element of the claim, that reference
still may anticipate if that element is "inheren" in its disclosure.

Y EAREJFAAR N K ¥2F RfEe 22T PRE 222315 &
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s R EH R B Z3RET

7oA B g Rl & (product) o e g4 f
(substance ) ~ % % (apparatus) %* = ;% (process)~ * & (use) 2. 7 1=

B LA i T R S T R A

1. H3 228 Fieid
MEGE T H T 580 v st 2 % (product ) & T
(substance) > @ *T& 2 FF fLF A 5 L L F ."JT,T&LJ‘!%

R B8 2R ¢ 272 Fe 2o Titanium Metals Corp. v. Banner 2L plpam

*?ﬁf*ﬁf?i%? SE-BEFIFSRT  5d$0L 02~04%
490.6~09%4 & F2 st &5 a FRBJIF A DG Y - i K &p 2
PR A2 458 & (M 0.25% 4027 0.75% 45 &£ =) 2515
B B BN SRR EFR AR B AT 0 K 30
RN Ny AU 7|

W {g; /j(_i_%«f »«Lr—sl_l,l. L"#@P\ LSV ¢ ’F.‘r.\/,i’i
SR SR

Aligy Al e e B (£ &) BEFEL AL B IR HE o Bl
LGk (AF) Zfma g

2. A3 2332
(1) *4gsF * %7 I - 75 2 $jvdf (72 2 (methods of practicing
an art) > ™M ﬁ};,r/. Z W 2R o oz David Leinoff, Appellee, v.

Louis Milona & Sons, Inc.’ b A K 2

3 Steven C. Carlson, Inherent Anticipation,
http://www.ipmall.org/hosted resources/IDEA/40 IDEA/40-3 IDEA 297 Carlson.pdf.

* Titanium Metals Corp. v. Banner, 778 F.2d 775, 227 USPQ 773(Fed. Cir. 1985).

> David Leinoff v. Louis Milona & Sons, Inc., 726 F.2d 734 (Fed. Cir. 1984).
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David Leinoff, Appellee, v. Louis Milona & Sons, Inc. % #7# & £ % 2 %
PR i ElE T Aapm B iRk A2 IVRES AT 25
RHEod WAL L2 425 (leathering) ®Wig =2 W5 - Y =HF

Hiro ZHG HTe RS AL LG 5 AR (RTZErEART I3
TR RL ) T4 é%%#%;ia R ARG LR R R
O R EHAFENL AW B U LA SN A M- S A (R
(T ot LY @A 25 (leathering) ¥ RPjiF> Mg 4 2

e g2

A Al e g - R IRA NP SREFE LS A
ik o IR ARE G AR (FF ) 2 k732 o

(2) *EFE* #4977 - AT 2 EEPEF (%*% GEE DR OV

2 R 2tz Inte King %75 b ki

In re King % #74% & £ B3R 2 » - 5d - B RS TR & 5 &
N A G 2 B e d ¥ RFRRATAE A hd Utz 0 - o
Donley #74h & 2. & 70 e s+ ?[;Jw ©dhE - H— I A R4 200~800

B (Asangstrom) B R 2 4% 25 v % » ¥ BN 2 R34 4 24
hd F5 0 B P T ARG A RIE ¢ A2 sofe 2 F s > A d King 2
pEe e :}51;%%?.& #H 3¢ J1% - &2 Donley 440 I FH2 2K & o i B
frBe 22 AFL R §2F A0 FERE LY 2 - Rendk v

% David Leinoff v. Louis Milona & Sons, Inc.,726 F.2d 734 parl2 ;US 3760424, column
1,line 44~52, extending each cut line to produce a series of individual fur strips, the fur
strips are kept in their original series relationship, and a strip of soft leather is positioned
beneath each fur strip and the next and each of its edges is sewed to extensive fur-strip
edge.

7 In Re King, 801 F.2d 1324, 231 USPQ 136 (Fed. Cir. 1986).
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¢ > Donley © F|F ehf MAe i & 3 2RI chiple s a0 ¥ 22T R

T\ = Fﬂ_% Aﬁn’j—?ﬁ'ﬁ}; °

A Al gl R TR R - B ITHRT 0 e R
(FF ) R fmf FHI (52 ) Bl fafl A (5 32)

’i"‘a‘ﬁtp‘u,‘a {P d g% ﬂ}*l—mri\.7 %t—%'_ 3 F‘ﬁp o

3.AF AR (#a
AMETGE T M RTS8 v ket $om (product ) & FF
(substance ) » @ *T& A2 FF EE R * g (a0 ) T ,T-%J'l E g e
B e % 4]+ 372 e 2 Matter of the Application of Walter L. Hack®% 4 &

LR RIE > $3MARERE £ d 9 35%E £ b2
FECNQ2UNE RG240 2 LT 3%E B2t ) B S
AREERME LD Byt o ML R £ st b &
A REBRIIAEBE CBEFTEMAGERS  FARS MZRRT
o B AL 25%F S0%E BB F £ 1%E S%UE B b2 e
% o L9 i Peterson ¢ #hiEd 33% I 84% £ BV HIZF £ 0 11% 3
67% HE B¢ 5240 0.1% I 5% £ B bl bsb EorE Sz & & (4F7
= 2_"paling" & "decolorizing"»T Ji \* 4% X > tdk * 45~ % ), @ Firma G. Rau
TR H B R A oAl S £ ¢ 2 48T 2INA I d PR 4
A B EAERR (PHAr i S BAREEREAE X s R )
FALHGIFEE AT E LSRR 2ZEETE VB RAMICE I 37

¥ Matter of the Application of Walter L. Hack, 245 F.2d 246 (Fed. Cir. 1957).
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EEES ) L U

BRGNP BIM Tk e JE O~ Peterson 3B K rdhon £ £ 20 BIFEF 0 T 3%
B A R R LA N (Blhot

EE) - RLYZEFEF TLIIBEAER (B M

ALY 332 Nelson 5138 %7 WP - Y o % F £ -5 {-&s 8 &
K Fad o R £ kR k2 pE el T ) A kA k2 £ SR

EoL Gl A m Hpe o TR AIFTZ P > TR A TIEP L E 5

R LI S s R E (E&) 2z tpe L 24 %4
o RIREG AR (FF ) 2% (#a)e

TR ARG YRR R RS B AISEA 2 2 N F o A HET BTG
PEEARES L DA TR R

(=) B3 BRRAIERE

FREFAAER 225 &5 4B RZ > HF BRI F LA
M3 5 f (necessarily present ) » ¥ 2L 18 &+ £~ 1% 2R 3 4 (probabilities
or possibilities ) e 11 %f‘u."/\ Z W =R 27 w20 Continental Can Company

2.

USA, Inc. v. Monsanto Company, Hoover Universal, Inc. % 102 B R

® MPEP 2112 IV.EXAMINER MUST PROVIDE RATIONALE OR EVIDENCE TENDING
TO SHOW INHERENCY.
' Continental Can Company USA, Inc. and Continental Pettechnologies, Inc., Plaintiffs-

appellants, v. Monsanto Company, Hoover Universal, Inc. and Johnsoncontrols, Inc.,
Defendants, 948 F.2d 1264 (Fed. Cir. 1991).
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AR PFA BRI BAIG AIRE L (rib) B2 FE A
# %y (rib) B R R P IRY FArA5 A *ﬁ?i”“%f‘%m
ﬁma@ﬁﬁ;ﬁjﬁ&ﬂﬁﬁ:ﬁgﬂ%vP%%ggﬁ%ﬂp
BHo wirE e Hy A0 HR ’*ami%?khﬂﬁ?k¢¢ikﬁé
A A2 @A ¢ S EAREARY AL o KA kL B2 5]
PORBRFIFRUAEE AR FEY AL fie (AR 28
W) ein? 2RI AGERFRSAR > 3l T RrPAmAL 2 ¢ F
s xR EEPREEE ALLN AR (REALFHTLEHT )

1}\[,{"]},}4’71 ’3”]’:’7 _’_‘K‘Tﬁ;

Ty
-

G- HEE BTG HRAG TR A AP R L DR
H Al ~ IG5 ?1”7 SR O R AR S I R

.}.

4‘\

B

(necessarily present) > @ #7& . R en?h IRFH L FA¥ P~ 2 F 8

?
FoooE VA R P TR A Y T&#wﬂﬁﬁumﬂog LR

it - BRI Gk HARAEA P BT 3 AR AT S
RHEPNF GG AEAEAZ B R 2 EG TS e A4
R o4 AR RE51P 2 e R F (7 LR B S
FHRAL 2P E&FF R - TR -Gk Ssn (B ER

EA N
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ARENFAAE N BN FRE P TR EY 2
ALK R AT R R P e PN F 0 TR E R Rt

PETHER FLEPETAFEWEZY RN EP Y AR RN
,:fr

Hrod PR ETT Ao B 72 BUNE MR R S d 3RE P AT HAR B
FAFTHFFLRT AL R T FRZAIRT AREFwg

BE AP AP ALY F AR AT Y g2 JEE A A
A E

B B4 RGN ER RIS Y 8 G ¥ ok LE ke

iﬂ%ﬂmﬁiWﬁN“\imﬁﬁﬁmﬁWW?’
FIOUOREEREJGFAAETHE B GEE G Ak B AR
A (B3 ERM) A ATERFE AL X ALA4 A RS s

e
et
=

SARRTYERT SR S E e INEEY LI EY FEAL R L
z

A Sl AR éjgkigjg’» JFFEEF2LFFZ2L—> 27T B

W

s dofe 28 EF R A

IRl v g E LAY R I E P AT 2 FG LR
e o ooF e AR LR 2 f A 2R 4Y FrREed i
ﬁwﬁ’@ﬁ%E‘ﬁ%Mi%%»%ﬁ%Q&ﬁﬁ&%;m?gﬁz{
EAER RN B & ﬁﬁdei’quhwwﬁéﬁa{@gﬁgﬁ
(EN RSy - S lg(g‘z%ﬂ?ﬂrﬁgmmw LR R R - DA

(=) BBHGTLM %P T RPpAEE? L ¥ HiF (Knowledge
of One of Ordinary SKill in the Art)

VY EARENFAAE SR 2 F R IR 24 AT HETAE -
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SRR U SR A @;ﬁ;{;fag; SRR S LIRS A S
PEAFEARRFMEY EPFREBEKZ A ’ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁ‘ﬁ*’?‘?fﬁél
PR AT R OARHEY R I E P AdRT 2 B R RRR 2
A S T Rt ;b?—?é;l'ljlm‘w

F R P4 2R+ 372 Iz Continental Can Company USA, Inc. and Continental
Pettechnologies, Inc., Plaintiffs-appellants, v. Monsanto Company, Hoover
Universal, Inc. and Johnsoncontrols, Inc., Defendants %23 2 » — B & 73]
PRk PR 2 F R LR R AT 0 L AT P
AR Y L #J}iﬂbi”ﬂb 1 OfE “rsm?f'}“ P o gy MiE A
a2 G OB AOE S TR AR Y B ‘ﬁ - ok
B RERBIAES 214103 FECN 5 R TFEEL A HAT P

(51 Qf%) 2 sRATAR R (PR ) FS R 0 LAE T RGP R Y
W18 3| e AR BT 2R HHTE AR SUPRIZA BT AR 3% ﬁ_%ﬂizﬁ/
SRV UALPR B R AT AR R M SEBEUNAR R Y 1 0F
FORTORFRFERAT NI - TE B IR EE% RINT R
§ 80 IR TR AL L R ARG 1% A AR A
HaZEP “'”F@J#iﬁ‘fvﬁﬁ ?OR A TR 2 FRe R B FL @ e (31 ¢
Fo) AR T BAER B A Y e A PR AT IR S 41T ¢ p (2
BAFEE S BAFER ) 2w R W FE L PEARIE o X SR P AR

B ,[i_%i";q.a“fr’—lu—ﬁ ”/13#7«7‘? xﬁ#ﬂ—g WA, W :}f-”«f‘r'ﬁ\‘gﬁéq’f K

-

"2 Continental Can Company USA, Inc. and Continental Pettechnologies, Inc., Plaintiffs-
appellants, v. Monsanto Company, Hoover Universal, Inc. and Johnsoncontrols, Inc.,
Defendants, 948 F.2d 1264 (Fed. Cir. 1991).

3 MPEP 2141.03 Level of Ordinary Skill in the Art [R-6]-2100 Patentability.
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TR ERPLALTALES wﬁ\pv G BRE PI TR fRANE IR 5 WY

SRR A H B L PR F N B R R e

AAlE YRR TR AREEY R I EP A L FG L
Mo BELE T AT P v’%%‘#sziﬁﬂ B ¥ ki F TR AR eT
Q

7 arsk ot o 2z (extrinsic evidence) » 3% ¢h 2RI A 4 %

>M'

L L “'f,s“fi B AL e 3 e 213 3% 0 R
F O 2 BRI R E!'J%L%gd G L T E R T Y
Hoiher x E R B 2R 5% F Schering Corporation, v. Geneva Pharmaceuticals,
Inc. it~ 2 g P R BATAT R Y B ¥ RN R AR e
2 EFRBREHF B T EF Bl AN R AL > REZH
PR E BRI R 2 BRI R

FAARBR - R IY Gk A AP REK - BB IR
B 5 ISR eI 2 AT TR R AT 2 B e
Boo T oo B R LIRS NI KSR ﬂ¢ M LT AR 5 2
Moo 5l Q}}?q%:}&v'rxﬂ}’“*’ PEEFHFEEF?ERTRAG P ?

A BERFRFLET PRT 0 AP L P SRR
ZARANZ BT SHARES (2 ) g FRAMNCRES LS TR
FRTEHF 2 TG R (Fi), 28 &3l P pF s s

'* MPEP 2131.01 III. TO SHOW THAT A CHARACTERISTIC NOT DISCLOSED IN THE
REFERENCE IS INHERENT,Extra Reference or Evidence Can Be Used To Show an
Inherent Characteristic of the Thing Taught by the Primary Reference.

!> Schering Corporation, v. Geneva Pharmaceuticals, Inc., 339 F.3d 1373 (Fed. Cir. 2003).
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¥ E 1L A g L A R AR e LF b SR
b EhEmY AR Tl EAAN T .

=\

BB F o PG HF BAR SRR 2 EHBD AL
T lodant 2 By MG Ik a3 Bz A dhr 2 B BB
PR PSR R THIT kA H > A AR TE 400 Lra sk

el w2 ‘“r#)%iﬂﬂ e 3t o Pk (w0 it 2. Titanium Metals Corp. v.
Banner''% £/ ) ; 2.4 3 ¢ FEAZEP2ZASWUE S ZRT TR
La s (pF a2 4 2 D 4pF eh4& & 0 @ it David Leinoff, Appellee, v.
Louis Milona & Sons, Inc."®% %88 ) ; 3.4 AR B2 & dn e
WA MBI (e e ipk Bl » InRe Spada'”% %/ ) # ¢
WiEER A2 T EM SR ?)l?vg T EAZAAKRY FEIZBFP TR E
2o B F BT W iR T A A A4 2 IRV IR A kAT
AGRY GFEAIZEP o

adhiy N E G OB T o F A R T ARk
GBI B P TR e P ¢ B A1 v R HG AR CUN
RS R ELDNTD vy UHREZHG LR OT o 2 RE I
ik | g (Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences) *% Ex Parte
Levy % e 5] 25 FF HRA > F &4 B Ad L (310 )

Michael E. Kondoudis, Some Strategies For Responding to Rejections Based on Inherency,
http://patentablydefined.com/2008/09/17/some-strategies-for-responding-to-rejections-base
d-on-inherency/.

Titanium Metals Corp. v. Banner, 778 F.2d 775,227 USPQ 773 (Fed. Cir. 1985).

'8 David Leinoff v. Louis Milona & Sons, Inc.,726 F.2d 734 (Fed. Cir. 1984).

In Re Lonnie T. Spada and Joseph J. Wilczynski, 911 F.2d 705 (Fed. Cir.1990).

2 Ex Parte Levy, 17 USPQ2d 1461(1990).
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A R vz Schjeldahl =73 f 2 § #8640 S AIHCE P15 )0 % SRR T A
AP B H A A2 FIRE G B 0 2 g (S AP LR 8
Frpheat ® g2 PET #2342 ); $ 2 ¢ R3aa @ % Schjeldahl 2 f 48 54 )
S AR A Al 2 F 3k AF  (inherently) £.5 5 @ chfFfd o & )
VREERLAAERPFAAAHAR LIPS F LTI AF LA
FRES A GIRGER - & LRGN A FIFEE LA R
L3 MR bt ¥ 2 B )

(\x,

(AR AR > R R RS Sl 2R S 2
f’?l?f“‘%ﬁn‘mﬁf-rda‘*ﬁ:mﬂ”%x‘w}aﬂ—ﬂ;;ﬁ RE ST A2 AR B
R L4 e e B PET # 4 KA 7 iﬂwgﬁ%
PET %82 fdhre 2t #3513 o )

AT BJFRTEHERLR ENGFEARAREL A GRS
5 iﬁmﬁﬂ@ﬁ’uxéaﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ AR R 2 B o KA
FREJFRATATRILEFPTHRRANKESF TG RAR T
Vo mRTATEZFEAERRZFH
W e Y MMEFFIEZ TR0 F EPRF A ﬁ‘ﬁ;zjﬂ"-
B AR BRNE ke Bhl% kB AL R AR
P2 T R g R amagEr B Ly %é&ﬁisf
- ANTF oS TR AL 2 F R oY AT R

Eb%ﬁd 5]’3" Q}?Jq ’—r"l &7 s}

-n\¢
-m\,
faw

2l Ex Parte Levy,17 USPQ2d 1463(1990).
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R LR P TR R Y B Y A 0 3 FRATEA R
G TR INEFHEITEIE FARMBAARR AL U
PR EFEEEZEF e EHBIR 2 RE R 2B e 2 F
FRYGFARR?AAAN -

$ - B A2 3

ARG ABET K E A FTRL DR ARE T EY 0 G
ff RS SRS e R PR (A3 ) R 2 A
TR (HAEA) d PR T o TE Rt d (), &
TR B R B R - WM R AT LB F
MTERT ESE - B A ST R EARS RN A
FoeTEiRT Bl 2 AR T B B RS -rk?fbfﬁ"fip??
ﬁ}gﬂﬂlﬁ;ﬂi%,@rﬁ i&-rj;]"‘ CERTES R D F/L%%izﬁ‘*{’ﬁrﬁ
- HRRAeR @ e d Nk BEHERE NS AT BRAEAR
BT RS T s I 0 h AR R E R T
TN R BSR MRS .ﬂﬁg‘m,ﬁ.ﬁ;@@w S Ty
FERE SR B A NN NP EE 3 F 3 PR T g

i)

2 In Re John A. Oelrich, 579 F2d 86. (Fed. Cir. 1978).
PREAHENFAAE S R CAF AT 13 AN REP T ARN TG 2 B F 2
% o
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(=) #F - XRH2 AF LIWRL

Fs | F A R S M Py

ABL - mEm g dere pene i g | FT TN
Lo awm Mok Ao kA 2 HF T A Ha* » 2z
MEsFFaa 3 Ghe w2 & EH L EF

FoRRITFZEP AL 24 3 iRl

Pk 2 B 5\
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S S AR a?i 78 (specific
matter ) @ L F ' F H s £33 R3EHG 0
FRFA (bl - Frd i A4 B
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3. EEPATHERAERY B *}g ; ﬁ-ﬁ—r;“ﬁ\,‘.ﬁ %
FPRPETSFTF O F AR
;ZFF Feag @ ”Ti\‘7 A m“"f?‘%ﬁf}—'—ﬁ\«ﬁvf%

FIREEY CEE S b A S e N

g

* ¥ L. %5]%?'};1&;1‘;’:#\ Mihr ~% F‘I\J’E:j\‘/f"? 'ﬂ”ﬁ’f”};}ﬁﬁ'l’
My & %‘r;’f'ﬁ'ﬁii
PR A R AP B R T 2 B 5
iE
Fchr 57 FEd %51 2 IR e i
B ASE 3 B AT At AP BT
2P PEAR AT B B R
2 %%27 0
2. FFBRRIAEF B RS 102 50T
Somigk 2bla b LopE &A% 103

1'*%{’}:—} 5\'28
3. R A A BRI EREP T Y G
AP 57 (express )’ % or (implicit) » & HF

(inherent) ¥ 45 % 29

P A EARENFAARE S o ES G I3 LN ARPFA LSS AR 2 B e

b

NV EARENGFAAE S EFL R A2 ET SFPRP 2 RN AR 22
s o

" In Re Anthony J. Robertson and Charles L. Scripps, 169 F.3d 743(Fed. Cir.1999).

8 MPEP 2112 V. & In re Best, 562 F.2d 1252, 1254, 195 USPQ 430, 433 (CCPA 1977).

® MPEP 2163 Guidelines for the Examination of Patent Applications Under the 35 U.S.C.
112, para. 1, "Written Description" Requirement.

SIS
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1-"H7% (Inherent), 2 f&{¥

d F LA sulg TFEG - "inherent" & £ 2 AT Fp4eT  ARE
%ﬁ#”%rﬁﬁji%é:@é\ikﬁﬁm’a%@meQs%ﬁ
a3 2573 17 Tinherent | RIf#FE 5 @ L0 A2 b & e & X
F - (existing as an essential constituent or characteristic ) 2. A P? 2 5g 3L 2. F
4= # J (in the nature of something though not readily apparent) - # ¥ 355
REFAF2ZE > RH Tinherent ; FIL %7 - BAP R ZH -

d ERENFAAES 2112 % &% % 2 In Re Anthony J. Robertson
and Charles L. Scripps % 2|4 » ;2 F3n % F] 3 (inherent) $ i ke A P
Rpapdh g o e S P TR Y R A R R 2 5
B2 - e ¥ i B EJIF & AR "inherent" & § A P A AR R
‘f'J?'lgLiié“f*#%“\’?F'J CHAPKHERZ nE T ANARLE ]G AAE
FoRFAFLRU EITRAAP T ARSTRPL AT AR LEAR
(i) e A w bR 2" FF (inherent) ; 231 % k72 - &> 2 ¥
F R sl p T3l é),?%J 2. T %5 C(inherent), #fc > @ A FR| I3
W T REmE AREN 2 THEG ) e 31 Rheer - &> Ra 0
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7 (inherent) ; iz 2B A M5 * K2 3 k> 7 #H - F
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%% http://dict.revised.moe.edu.tw/cgi-bin/newDict/dict.sh?cond=%A9T%A6%B3&pieceLen=
50&fld=1&cat=&ukey=-127450775&serial=1&recNo=0&op=f&imgFont=1.

! http://www.thefreedictionary.com/inherent.

32 In Re Anthony J. Robertson and Charles L. Scripps, 169 F.3d 743(Fed. Cir.1999).
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33 MPEP 2112 V. & In re Best, 562 F.2d 1252, 1254, 195 USPQ 430, 433 (CCPA 1977).

** Atlas Powder Company v.Ireco Inc. 190 F.3d 1342(Fed. Cir.1999).

%> Titanium Metals Corp. v. Banner, 778 F.2d 775,227 USPQ 773(Fed. Cir. 1985).

3% David Leinoff v. Louis Milona & Sons, Inc., 726 F.2d 734 (Fed. Cir.1984).

7 In Re Lonnie T. Spada and Joseph J. Wilczynski, 911 F.2d 705 (Fed. Cir.1990).

B EAREJIFAARE P ES IR 3S2H Y HFP o

% MPEP 706.02(m) , when the reference discloses all the limitations of a claim except a
property or function, and the examiner cannot determine whether or not the reference
inherently possesses properties which anticipate or render obvious the claimed
invention...rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 as anticipated by or, in the alternative, under 35
U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over.
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* MPEP 2112, where applicant claims a composition in terms of a function, property or
characteristic and the composition of the prior art is the same as that of the claim but the
function is not explicitly disclosed by the reference, the examiner may make a rejection
under both 35 U.S.C. 102 and 103, expressed as a 102/ 103 rejection.

*1' In re Best, 562 F.2d 1252, 1254, 195 USPQ 430, 433 (CCPA 1977).
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3> MPEP 2112 II. INHERENT FEATURE NEED NOT BE RECOGNIZED AT THE TIME
OF THE INVENTION.

100.4 B=HMERZRT 148



E: L B A R Bl 2 3R 5

Corp. v. Banner % & Atlas Powder Company v. Ireco Inc. % |;4-FHLp 5 >

%Eﬁ%m%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂgﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁ% SRS R
GRS '»?}};Jc RGeS bl 0 N RT ;,g.; (Bedh) e

T BT 5 o ATIERE P AT HOAR 38 R :}i?b xg 3w

PRI &S+ NG ST AR /T}”:;J%;ZJ a4 i 7 Ty

Hrs R z2%9 -

NIy B L R

g e PR ARNE TERT RS E ) ZpHREE RPN T
o B R A R iR Al Q}I?cp\ 7L F G FATE A SR pEs
éﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’?rmﬁ%@&(ﬁlﬁﬁh°%ﬁﬂﬁéiﬁfﬁ&
A T élﬁ‘%i T BT CRE > R WL G R AR 2 P A
G he P ALY AR THEP AR ERF AERG O 2T H
%ﬁé%@ﬂ%(S)%W?r‘%ﬁp%méfﬁ Ty o g 4on
iR I8 N FE "wk‘i“‘é‘ft.&.\ﬂ« CERHEPS R LT EHE SE
d 0 R PP FEA RS Ry R AP FEE oF
Bd > EFEARANEZIE TP AT (XA HIBL AT
FHEP R PR PR P LR e AREGAAS
Her R IR F2 AR PR PPN EEE cFITD D E PR R

-

Fg o

e

RAREIFEAES - |5 2§ 8AT I 2E AR e

CEPEREAFEERRS

s ST %5@9 12 A ARARA -
T EARENF AR 5

R
& it %frﬁ M2 H g AL o

BT
-4

100.4 B=HMERZRT 148



EEES ) L U

(1) 22dpk ~(2) A2 T T S i g2
Fr2 o~ (3) AR WA R E R FoE et T s - (4)
AR TR HF Y 2T D R R RN B 51 ¥ R
WERT RSP @ EATRAGE A% (2) B2 METAE - KA 51
L3 RZIRY BB EF o FY R XY - 2 g~ H
B (1)~(3)~(4) gbo T UEREFIZAAES 2112 F &7 2 2
Atlas Powder Co. v. Ireco, Inc.”®% (& RZEF 7 % 3 ppl fasess W& R
EPF o BA L P b 2 R A2 B B ) s 12 In In re
Schreiber™ % (F4i75iti BLBA TF L F AR Ak - w REFHSH
Bk TR T 2 B AR FEP > MR E G B

FEEd ST TR Eu BB R R IR T R

'Y

=

o A

i m AR E Y m s BT A Frin S5l élfj%b'“r'ﬂ”ﬁ 2 EF o

H ¢ > Atlas Powder Co. v. Ireco, Inc. % % % » F 7 A L R 3IEH M T
Bloddsz ppdep  ZATTPN 5T RI9hF MY &3 EF LR
Mo BFpd B ReEP (dp ) RIF @31 ¥ v peordh o il fhde i 5 3
A BV G B QI IRA LG kA RTHLAIL F o 31 vk
i 5 IR AR B R TR P R Y B
¥ aic g ymndl o e R A2 BRI AT P TR R F M2 B R
B RSB E TS T BRI P WSS e R T G Wk
TR P2 F G B

% i% In In re Schreiber % “Lri\ v 51F 2 )]?c“rﬁn-r Z_[fl48A51 0 &

8 Atlas Powder Co. v. Ireco, Inc., 190 F.3d 1342, 1348-49 (Fed. Cir. 1999).
% In In re Schreiber, 128 F.3d 1473, 44 USPQ2d 1429 (Fed. Cir. 1997).
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' MPEP 2112 II. INHERENT FEATURE NEED NOT BE RECOGNIZED AT THE TIME
OF THE INVENTION.

62 Atlas Powder Co. v. Ireco, Inc., 190 F.3d 1342, 1348-49 (Fed. Cir. 1999); MPEP 2112
II. INHERENT FEATURE NEED NOT BE RECOGNIZED AT THE TIME OF THE
INVENTION.
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