8 %*Elﬂﬁgﬂfgé Ef AR S IR
ZKH EFE 6B Gorham ZERIEE! Egyptian 21

f247 3 MR BB e impleang BB R

1% W Gorham % ]34 ¥| Egyptian % &

g
13
“'W'

i &

1871 # » & Gorham tHL E 2[5 ¢ » 2 B E B 2 g%’ - é;ﬁgiz.-ﬁ |
WD EA KPR - BRETA L ST R ke | R F > 1984
# 0 X RENiie b 2RjE 2 f Litton % 52 = 1 T Point of Novelty | 37
A7 R R FEK A BB A ERRFENET AR Y 0
BB R o KB Al E AT MR A Tl g o F
ERFEOETRTY ORL R LR ENLTHAT T R
AREA BRPTAL SRR LT AR 0 KA b RTH R
BIEFTLE B IR lﬁ;vv'lm%*rﬁéﬁé P EFRTE T EMEER | g
%R P o

2008 # 9 ' 22 p - F RIEARa Pk e 2 PR % 32 Egyptian %k
BBk A end 2 A BN R IR T RR] 0 A AT AR R
B oEre @ Az 2 - R B Rl iT S R
Wil BB ATHNR TR BT RIF L L DF
BAIES R R PR - BB R E SR AT

Jcfm P 1100 # 117 24 p
FHRLEAFEMAR B - 2 ER{IR G LT
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ABEE % $ II;&J%W EaoE ARy 3% FRERE A

=BT Gorham ZERIENE] Egyptian Z2f

B B30 38 60 AT 349 1 350 T o Egyptian % & FEsaeied— Rl R
S8 UL B oot o i 4170 15— SRR Hh IR 1 2 L
Rk Bt R R P o

MeEF KPR BEIRTLF R - HEEY - RE K T
i B33

o}

1871 # » A& Gorham £ ¥ *|8) > 2 R B 2NE % % f2 (The Supreme
Court> ©2 77 fj f-d % i2 F2) fl3K - S BLZF (ordinary observer test) & 7]
FARVEIHEA - BRWA L EZD TR TApl | kPR 2 X
LD p R RiEH 01984 & > 2 Rm i b 53 B Court of Appeals
for the Federal Circuit > ™ ™ f§ # CAFC)  Litton % ¥ 2= = [Point of
Novelty | ﬁﬂ%fr;fﬁ Hrpctgipl o THRE R R RS %‘g’% TERFEAIZ %fr;fe?
PHA TS RT S PRA e S E R - BB RRIZ AT
Hiple * AR BET RO B HRRNHEE .

W B g B B & R AL AT
Pk o BAUFEOET R R ERFE UL LI HATF A
o leigd BB R ITEMELR > S BT A 2 R ek
T ARk o XA 02006 & - CAFC t Lawman % i ¢ ez d 3n@ @ > @01

TR E PR A By ma‘r;ﬁ;{’%ﬁrﬁt » 754 Gorham R ELZ R
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g TR ET BN RERER BN 2 REEER
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Al 22008 # 9 # 22 p » CAFC »Fi¥ /A (enbanc) % 3 Egyptian % ' >
13 2 F & PR BAGFMREAD Litton & bl 2 a3 & i
707 B KR R] 0 B R ATHH A R 0 4R 7 % e % (amici curiae) 24 0
ez 2 ARAE v 4 (3-way visual Comparison ) - 4L % dﬂz ¥ B 1F 52k 3t
L 4]iE2 v — $p| o e PF o CAFC 325 %?Hﬂ‘é AR R EEEE S D
BT I okt éi&rziewﬁﬁlmﬂﬁ 2 PR 0 TR A e
A B g ERE R o BB TR )L:EH T REg s

AR o

ok
1=
—

Gorham % |3 £ 2 42iF 130 & » P EF MAFEJI T A sHE
B4 w26 Gorham A3k PR K BLEE G A - R K
R ERAA LRI LR TP RGR L LAY FZ
BEARF BRI HREY TR RUOILGR A2 B BREL
YT FEW % - % & 24 % Gorham - LRRE R EHERE R R
@- BRERE T %= F 8 4% Litton & ## Lawman %k 722 & 41
B RT ;TE' Pk R 38 0 % w F & f247 Egyptian % b ehE gher = L
¥teh- ﬂiﬁ’,‘-’ﬁ"ﬁ*ﬁ‘/?ﬂ R I R EERRGE F1 m%ﬁ‘f'}%@ Flfzs & %5’%5#3‘2%5:
SRLTPR AL A R E A G2 2 ARE - RERE RS L

2.

% o r1 2 Egyptian % b2 (8- MEZF R RIDFEE > RIS HmAT- &

+

' % @ Egyptian Goddess, Inc. v. Swisa, Inc. & Dora Swisa 543 F3d. 665, 88USPQ2d 1658
(Fed. Cir. 2008) (en banc) °

Fex A2 2 % (37 F ¢ Amicus curiae 0 4F #0755 amici curiae) 0 » FE 2
BeffR > 2030 B R B BAE VR TEK e 2 2 27 A5
EFEAhiEio- = E R A7 UEEP- BA o RWRES EiP- 5 PR RN
B AR B F M R iR e %* - % L e MPLBARTET 0 RNEEF {7 fR
R A ?;rs? MG e koo e R L IE eih? 3 AR e A E
£15 -

2
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L% k] (new ordinary observer test) el e $43k 3+ & {1 &2 T su 2
R o

L 5 %ﬁd FREF BRI FRAPM R B2 - KEEF R R
RPN » T AT A At R AT 38 PR AL 0 P AT E ARG R ]
B3 iR %*Uﬂ BERBROET T FZRELEPN RF 2SI
ES RN S

R~ Gorham 697 - 4% ¥ iRl
— ~ Gorham % | %i

1861 # 7 " Gorham #i¢ 22 (R+ > 117 @ # Gorham) %/ "=

+ 2 ;g&:fff:ﬁmw%tmtazau R R AL (W 1 2 0T )3

A3 F w3 E AL fleh 3 2 B8 ¥ [cottage pattern |

LM ASAETH AL E P EE T EASE T - 7O P White (it

40 T AL White) A B3R BELZE R G RSN (o] 1 Y L&

+ AT ) x4 AP H 0 3§ Gorham # 42 ® | R w0 2 White
T H o gk B )

SN
%

B
Bl g AR A L AR TR R
TR TR FAR R g TREZ AL AR
BOAFTASLFEZ NG o F AL YRR BRI S LR
FAV A L B S - AR end 22
3w j* P ( The Circuit Court ) $% 42 F 3% > 3w j f2 45 4~ % 024> Gorham
X RR o w BB E dkAs ) PR e

4 o Gorham # R > =

3 %M Gorham Mfg. Co. v. White, 81 U.S. (14 Wall.) 511, 512,20 L. Ed. 731 (1872)
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FRTERE St ENIREREEAINY 3% REE A
=BT Gorham ZERIENE] Egyptian Z2f

AREE

raman wame, i W, 1

® 1 Gorham * White 7% 3+

FFiEAEY > Gorham = P % § A7 W § 325 KB P g A0
R~ B AL R EONRA IR R ARG R F 1R A S
AR TS > fE A PR S B AR A S R 2 2 F o

7

me

MR A E ik o T F R - MR Rk H e R
L3 e dipeai o £ Sk R A A L Y St AR ¢

BB B AU A A1 - AT E R BB AT A SR Bl
P AP R B TS B F e BB 2 Lk Gorham shi
AR ATEENETREE BT AEIRE 2 F P a0

o

—

¢

BB AP - B s ket B R AR - et

e

° %P Gorham Mfg. Co. v. White, 81 U.S. (14 Wall.) 511, 512, 20 L. Ed. 731 (1872). " The
acts of Congress which authorize the grant of a patent for designs, contemplate not so much
utility as appearance; and the thing invented or produced for which a patent is given, is that
which gives a peculiar or distinctive appearance to the manufacture or article to which it is
applied. | °
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g AT EEE T BN R ERERBIAY SRR
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B Tl BBA O dok A E ReEREEF TR AR R A 7
AURER R R YA - BELEY L2 0 BRF O BRI AL
TR ASLME TR @ AP RS AF RN R R
g RIEL I E A R g R R AI2 P o B (1) efdfFad & 10
SRR T R R (2) B RA R R AL ea B S i
- gt SRR SN G BRI € TR 4 RS chikk o T
L RE E N S =h - U S gl R

e - L G S AR Fn e A i (not the persons to be
deceived )> W] § #rHLe — 454 JAdp- &2 ¥ L &4 L (which
men of ordinary intelligence ) » & # % 12 § a3 7, ~ & F02 3 i g en
2R K g TR Aok TR £ T AR 2% % (the effect on the eye of the

ordinary observer ) ®_Ap e e3> MR & E A FENGEE KT 0 URAE P ER

REERFETF AR o0 0 BRI LA SRR F 0T - A
1E AL & GRET (principal purchasers) A G R A Kt
BT I 0 (W PR TERR eh ;{gL%ﬂﬁ@_e—;, 7

B R R E A BT R JIREL KPP I E S B RO

BB 2IRUTRIES 1 (1) B 7e(expert) s (2) H AR EZFEAL
(aperson versed in the trade ) ; (3) I %4 &2 (T F 2 Wig ~ g ot L
(engaged in manufacturing and selling in the trade ) LB > 3 AR 4P P

UL TR AR H S G AR § 41 £ R R AT S i -

O i
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ATl BlAgEd ¢ ur B g b D - R (ordinary purchaser )

#
BEEF e p R

v F kA T- MBI - KR

2L w4 L] g o

BB 2liis Ty PEJIERTFBEY L FHET AR R
(test) > @ igrE— ek B] > B B P & JleniB g P pr > drdpank § &
%% P %R R FAp e (substantially the same ) B * A&l @ 4%
ﬁ?*Lﬁﬂab&aﬁ ERETR o FP R BT RTNTF IR

O R TR R PR R RPN T AP &
B orm e frd a5 % (the doctrine of equivalents) & i A H

W B R 2R 108 ik B o
(- ) iE %%y Tk

AR F AP el — 3K 3 (identity of design) ¥ 7 & B 2 Pl
ABRFFAAEDMER ARG ST Y B - BRE LR AR
FHEREIEDIR AL A GRENLIE bk g AR R URAF A
43R ek TR L R KA TR R ARRE; T
To gl R iz LR 0 N N U ARG E i BT E R e
AR m BB P EFER BT BRFEAF TR pE &
ok i X R R A 4 7 e Gul R rk g o it ﬂy&ﬂ&%rﬁ?w%J

HRLE_ A BEIIT A A - Ko

T Ao
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g 2ini: Tk-%3, & D@k | (sameness of appearance )
- s EP T laicaic R4 ERES BRFLF TR O
RE AP EAEIR PRI EIRETAREY B MERAS d 0 TR
- R, R TR AR EIRT A2 R EE S T A
Gorham % &|¢ B2 7 WEFP AL A B A FERFE IS T
TR ELREPS BASE ;R%Lﬁy?'lif'a“ﬁ’l " i % (shght

EAARH Y ORE > #7320 B ik

A s‘éi—ﬁi@a&%%?' EE Az oEF R

variances ) ¥t- S4B —*z I A

(=) A MEBRERER IR

\|\_.

ERFERHRT AT KPR DR R ALE T L Bl
ﬁ*%’ﬁlﬁa F TR ARG o P it L Bk AR PR e A D Rl o ¢
LBEPB R E S G R ARFE BT N 2 BBl G b TR IR
BRI BEA B R AL L - BRI R G U H A 4 Ul ok
TR fhizgy o @ 3 RSP S Bl St gk and B AR

T LR N

A BRFLFFFAF A F 2R AT RE - L
<w%=”ﬁﬁﬁ~ﬁ@%%a%%>mé¥%@¢%§’z@’aaa
PRSI RE AR L gk A A SR ER B AL & TR A 3
FEMA AL L2k o g 2 P ATFIE Y A LM A S
SEERE ML B B AR 7 K (eye-appeal ) A & 5 K 0 AT
BBRFFELETZHF > BSY BRE TRBTEMOBE RS B
KA Rk L3R c ARPEET AT R 0 RE T

12 101.01 HEEE#BT VOL.157
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FLRFEPARLA BASERFENEAT AR 2 P A B A SE R
%ﬂ? B enl mpic £ B HER AT A 2 ik 3 67 F TR o
e ol - BEERH R ¢ ¥ SR EJIRTIAPDA T (cornerstone ) °

=

LB HE Hen- LREE B

& Gorham % M EREFFRTY > B/ L LFHZ e~ PRzl
b B g n LMk A &9 Gorham 67k 35 B e v > A 2
F 7 R A HA - 4= 4o KA > 1893 & ¢ Whiteman Saddle % #)°¢ >
BB ARASERE L R EE BTk R E - A FRE T
AR 2 o x VER PR IR R 0 B0 AR R A
EEAE FE R R ‘&v%ﬁ—‘ﬁﬁ‘ﬂ‘lf e
M R RTME ASRT R B ki @ 3
&l

I

(- ) Whitman Saddle % &

1887 # 9 * Whitman 2 @ (&4 » 12 f#§ 4 Whitman) J& & D10,844
KB R e (saddle) eniEAr it (4cB 2 #9757 ) > Whitman
74 Smith Bourn 2 7 (4 ) #8585 ixad & (deBl 4977 ) BT H =7
et B reR Rl v RAsR R plaEnn o

iﬁﬁxrs /Z‘Pft»p\}f‘; ) ‘:‘;;‘g‘ —r)\)( %E?E\f?iﬁial’iiﬁﬂ”"iib‘i\f = K
B RER Y R k A S ¥ LR F i e v LR

Gorham Mfg. Co. v. White, 81 U.S. (14 Wall.) 511, at 526-7 (1872) -
Whitman Saddle, 148 U.S. at 675-682 (1893) -
Whitman Saddle Co. v. Smith, 38 F. at 414- 415 (C.C.D. Conn.1889) -

i
i

R
P %
" % PR
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g BT =R SN RERERAIRY 3 REREMA
A H gt ——1£ZEE] Gorham ZERIFE! Egyptian ZEf

TRk o d B Erend B AT 0 Granger 5 ¥ (40
Bl 3+ R%Tom ) B8 ¢ 5 R Bl and o @ B3RP AR
PPN E o R EATENREFSAE od%pﬂ«;{}\y
HWenT)E o P B > ¥ @ 7 Jenifer 5 ¥ (4r@ 3 = BlATr ) vk €7
LAEA gt o a0 KA B Y 5 - 'J_FE? Pend e - A
TRAE PR AR AFEY VBRI o - R T E S
FEYR XN RGOR A 03 RF P A DE RN RET A LR T
PO BRF BRI IR o B B - BY ik a8 BER

,\.L,{_ﬁfﬁg%«:k—j o AR - iﬁ;?gﬂ,ﬁ_ﬁ—f‘i?o

% 2 Whitman 2 7 51 D10,844 5 #e3% 3+ % 1)

W3 ¥ & Jenifer § ¥ (= ®) & Granger 5 ¥ (+ )

14 101.01 HEEIE#BTF VOL.157



g TR ET BN RERER BN 2 REEER
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(=) #FfF et HRA

BB E P @ Whitman 05 ¥3k 31 2L & + £ 8%y Fren Granger 5
e L 2Re 3 oo Jenifer B ¥penis L0 (cantle ¥k ) & m = » Her
By whire s i B AL SRH 2B Acilf (4B 2 7 Fig2 hB)
iSRG - BLE TEEE T LM b bIMA RS LI C e g
A5 B ¥ AR S endh Br 0 &Y Fren Granger 5 ¥ P T A L F|3% T L300
Wk ook W E MY o Eehd BINA ARG ELEA X PE R R
* ¥ &4 > 7 i > Whitman 15 ¥3% 3 & ) m'e‘i#rfﬁ:,i} i il
LB TR E T L3R Ra o R BT Y TR T %
Fl 0 2 AR ERT -

I - BEBE PFRIE

%2t Gorham % &) ¥ WP - KL FF FAPR L8 £.5d pepr
BERITAA AR RE S > @ SRR ILTE R %ﬁr}fﬁﬂ’“ I B

PG 2 0w A - R L2 o BB RABEARP FE o AT R
Pl- B2 TR iR > € 3] 1933 & 11 7 » B2ty 2 i¢ie iRzt e

101.01 EEAE#EBT VOL157 15



g AT EEE T BN R ERERBIAY SRR
2!: H EL ——fiEZEET Gorham ZEHIENE!] Egyptian Z£f

A@WMAnﬁm“wm%a,@—ﬁ%%—&ﬁT%mfﬁwP:m@m

AR
(- ) Applied Art % 6"

1931 # 8 * 11 p Applied Art = 7 (/2 ) &8 D84,811 K3+ & 4.
B AT A a0 BT RBenie & AR 14k 3 (4B 5 Y7o ) 0 Applied Art 2
7 47 # Grand Rapids Metalcraft = & (44 ) 4V & chd K& T H A7dj o
R Bl WA RAK B EREFN c FHR2RANIBRL AL ERT R
Lk PR AR E 2 PR A F 2F o

FPIRERRARE D A - WELRE DR AR R & A FELE A
a—%ﬁki9iﬁiﬂiwﬁﬁ A A At 9 & 5 7R TR %
23 F > Gima 7 Gorham % 6|22 H w 4pRA %6 o B 7 — B HEE
1929 # 9 * 3 p 42,8 =2 De Boer e1D79,348 3 ’L%ﬂ’f (4-B 6 #751 ) >
ﬁﬂ%é‘t?%?lj“"ﬁ”‘—@"’“iﬁ’ FHIMAFIRETRE AE A T LA
TR L e T AN - e T MNP L0 B Xl - Be
A A2 A L o i L B TR D848 K3 & 1 kit

o R R R R Y ip A R TR R g K
FEfIED

"2 @ Applied Arts Corp. v. Grand Rapids Metalcraft Corp., 67 F.2d 428, 430, 19 U.S.P.Q.
pp p
266 (6™ Cir 1933) -

S L= A
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- FRTERE St ENIREREEAINY 3% REE A
AREA fle=2E8 Gorham ZERIEXE! Egyptian

o

1 52
W5 %R D84,811%)3+% 1 W6 % RD79,348 &% I
(2 EhnagERes) (2 EhnfgTEes)

PR L RGO A L A A AL Nk
Ak od = BApR AR AR AN g m o R AR R E A A
B2k 34 1 };Efén: ) EEaR Aty "J‘;}'B‘r,{{;;"’ﬁé\ AR "J‘—%f Bl oo 1% > A
$T3ﬁ+ﬁﬁhkﬁm%9aﬂ@7%@4%m@ﬁwﬁ*’57{§
FHE AR e Tl iR dd Ao AP F FR YT e R 8 A
MEtmenA 45 > @ pohow AL X Fdk (crowned) et dtz ¢ jeo B
BE BB T G LB ANERD A FOREE 0 F 0 £ 4
FRFRFEETHER -

(2) BB ELHFE - LREF
DR IRED - SRR S LR E PR L R

R F i | f A BN LR T Ak B Bk Ry
B #EF ML 74 (the mythical prudent man) » 7 E 7R j& kiz 5 LiEs D
&g s

E

M 18 G - ETIhR EAER 0 - ALAGRITT o HON S LR R TR

B e bR A AR E R A A - BE R
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RE R ATl o gk 2 0 - BREFET LLFo 4 2L B

RN B BN 0 B W T A B RS - R
AR » 2 o HELRFF 0 ¥ R S I8 FRL 0 4 R S ETR
ARG AWK A 2 e £ B 2 o e Gorham R b]Y  f 2
ENCNPUNIE S A FER LS T - BPLFH @ LR B i Applied
Art %600 BP o - HEBF T L E LAY 4 3 L2 RED

WA Fe— A

F AR e - ﬁi?u?%‘ﬁ Pl & F AR Er % (visual impression) 2
H| A @R AT R TR - WRRE T LR R RER AL
S Ad s ARG ek R TR R B EDIR 0 F i o .

P o s = .o . s 13 5
PAFHREIRT D TEROREF ) & TR F, o d

o
=
i
N
|
i
(w

BUF RN RTINS BRI 2 LB 2 a4
Z. 9 s\ ;%7&@_ anbifﬁﬁ%_%zJ & angzgg_% A /)J F‘ FATE 2y 2 9
FRY (BF®) 274 8% I #F (claim) E'TJ“l'FF' R AER I F
ffe s - AR R S ,i} E b Bk A B2 i B omis AR
i -

i
g
iy
av
T
1k
\_
Eic
=4
W
ks

T - BEEHE LR o 2 3 A
1o - ARy e AL (1) #HR R
PR AR S (2) fdm HERE IS %

=0
¥
¥
G
~=h
i
T
3
3
[
i
(w
>~

TR hA S L w

~=ie
W
e

% pe Harry C. Marcs and Mark J. Abate: Design Patent Infringement Put To Sea Without

Guiding Chart, AIPLA QUARTERY JOURNAL Volume 22, Number 2, 135, 150. (Spring 1994) -
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=1
i

PR TSP R AR E R R IR A EEL R (2 )
¥ HI] B o
A s %E‘?%E'}i% % - ﬁkﬁ%-ﬁ v. B2 REa- é}iﬁ%%i-%f

1962 & » £ @38 F %A+ 772 (Court of Custom and Patent
Appeals » CAFC 2. % £ > ™ @& fp_ CCPA) - Inre Bartlett % &' 4]k 1 2]

BB FIATHAL R > 2l d R T - R (average observer)

A FFA B R RI A ERPF R BRATR T ARG R RS A
Ao pRPE AT R LR AR L 2 AT i

7 i AEREJIE AL P (Manual of Patent Examining Procedure >
T AEMPEP) ¥ 15 R R FIRTHLG A P E R AT L
- HRRBEFTDRFHNF R M LT HE R
a%mﬁﬁog;@gﬂgﬁun@%aﬁ,—&ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%iLWﬁﬁi

el s A F Y Gy Mok w4 G s e

dot T @ W AT E A - SRR RS 2 0 2]
Y FE ALK ERIMAEIFEPADHE LT F -
(identical )~ #_%F © 4% ¥ & (anticipation) > % B AT AL - R
FEREY G AR A LT 2 2 M A Ry £
RERR - 2520 §FAAPHLI- LRBDTRIE RS 5 X%
BRI KRR DT RTAERE o 200 F TR e

14 % B In re Bartlett, 300 F.2d 942, 133 USPQ 204 (CCPA 1962) -
15" % B In re Bartlett, 300 F.2d at 943, 133 USPQ at 205 -
16 % B8 In re Glavas, 230 F.2d 447, 450, 109 USPQ 50, 52 (CCPA 1956) -
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gl L DR ERR 7o &an BEI FEHE LI TR -

ST FRR TS FTAR o
% ~ Lawman & 22 b = ,‘%‘-’r%}"f ¥t B2 F 38

g feplR - BB FRRIEY R RN TR T AR W%
TR E B IR 0 a CAFC e Litton %k b = jh > SORTAR 4 HCHR
Rl FERAR R K TR e g ESaE IR A R Lr - 1 S
=R PR "5 Gorham — ﬁ;ﬁ{?}—‘ﬁ 1 B 479 3% <P 1 4 F - Gorham
th- LR R Litton AT B AR RIS $ 5 E RR R BT 0
Pzt ie s o T #E R (two-fold test) » B2 iE * 3R R BT
P o

R oo 37 E K CAFC kw26 ¢ ¥ A%fr%a%aﬁ:ﬁ— ﬁ;?ﬁf%ﬁﬂ\

o3
E)
o=
I3
>M..
~=be
|
.
N\
)
N

i > Blde ¢ & L.A. Gear Inc.'®% i* 2 Unique

Functional & 52 "% 2 2 Elmer % 22°¢ » CAFC 33.% - ﬁ}iﬁ‘u’*‘k P
B 3T T4 B pcte B T 5 B T8 m > & SunHill % 2 27 Lawman % 2 ¢ »CAFC
5 ATH AR R R 2 2 - SRR o R B b 2 PATH
WR® B ERIF B RIS B EORTHI K PR B e R ET
;A F &% Gorham cHFMBEZ R 70T § H

LM Litton % &) £7 3748
ke p) 2 2 Elmer ~ SunHill ¥* Lawman % % i » L 8- #H3E = ﬁ"?‘;f?

W
)|

"7 % p& Lawman Armor Co. v. Winner International LLC, 437 F.3d 1383, 77 USPQ2d 2017
(Fed. Cir. 2006) -

'8 2 p& L.A. Gear v. Thorn Mc-An Shoe Co., 988 F.2d 1117 (Fed. Cir. 1993) »

Y 2w Unique Functional Products, Inc. v. Mastercraft Boat Co., Inc., 82 Fed. Appx. 683
(unpub., Fed. Cir. 1993) -

2 4 pe Elmer v. ICC Fabricating Inc., 67 F.3d at 1571, 36 USPQ2d, 1417 (Fed. Cir. 1995) -
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AT ERE ST EAN R ER TR EEER
ARE&E #£2EE8 Gorham ZAIEKE] Egyptian Z£

BRI A 2 2 R R o
— ~ Litton % 3£ 2 7 v. Whirlpool 2 7% )" 22 & RTAR 4 i iR
(- ) Litton % &|

1972 & - Litton 2 & (k4 ) B3 400-Series 3] sh e ok o &
ﬁiWDzm%Oﬁ%%@ﬂ%%ﬂ(%@73W%ﬁ»ﬁﬁﬁ%ifw
FPAHEET ﬂ + Foenpreie 1977 & 1 7 > 42 Whirlpool 2> @ 4& 41— 4
counter top 3] ik Yp (4B 7 + ®#1+ )0 1977 # 7 7 Litton 2> @ w P
R gz " (Minnesota) B0 % fo 0 4223 v -4 Whirlpool 2 @
Sk Vg = E 990 B 4 o w2 Bt i Whirlpool st vp e 2 F 990 &
41 > Whirlpool = & 7 PR » 4=} 37 o

W 7 Litton 2 7 D226,990 % 3+ % 11 #%2 Whirlpool 2 # crficit & 5

CAFC £ #-990 % 22 4p B enst 5 A > f7 — AP § R a8
Moh At a T T fEA T EAE 990 BRI L B oo AP AR > b R 2

21 4 pe Litton System, Inc. v. Whirlpool Corp., U.S. Ct. of App., Fed. Cir. 728 F.2d 1423
(1984) -
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2 2 @ Elmer v. ICC Fabricating Inc., 67 F. 3d at 1571, 36 USPQ2d, 1417 (Fed. Cir. 1995) -
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» % & Sun Hill Industrial Inc v. Easter Unlimited Inc. 48 F. 3d 1193; 1995 U.S. App. LEXIS
3662, 33 U.S.P.Q. 2D (BNA) 1925 (CAFC 1995) -
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I 4

'{/ FIG 1

® 10 Lawman = 2 D357,621 % 3+ & 1| Winner 2 ? ihf2 45 2 &

* % p& Lawman Armor Co. v. Winner Inte“] LLC, 437 F.3d 1383, 77 USPQ2d 2017 (Fed. Cir.
2006) -

101.01 EEAE#EST VOL157 25



g AT EEE T BN R ERERBIAY SRR
2!: H gt ——fiEZEET Gorham ZEHIENE!] Egyptian Z£f

Bl 11 553 pF g erdp b b 8

CAFC 323 @ Winner 2 @ #74k & d1ehb 5 e (4o 11 #7157 ) ik E
Lawman 2 7T 2 B i 45 ek 34 B 110 8 AT $ifie > #7140 18 8 B3
FHCE A ARATH 0 Lawman 2 9 #-i 8 3 2LATA H AR G ACE AT
TR (%9 BATH
o) B BEET A AR EATE £ ORTH RN R § R PATH
BB AR ET R i B R AFTRE T A BRE IR
A RRT R AS BESIF M FIY 0 BF Lawman 2P i

% o CAFC 45 T iz foen? H = R )ik o

She

BhER- BATRI A AKREREATESL ALY -

_;Ygt

ik

I~ ARG AP cha RTAR AR R R AL

1982 # » % Inre Rosen % #]*°# » CCPA #.P? -3k Hev & 14 >
Tt B ERRG D ER2 AL xSk B2 8% A 4 B3R5 Rosen K 3h
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% 4 pe In re Rosen, 673 F.2d 388, 391, 213 USPQ 347, 350 (CCPA1982) -
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27 4. pe In re Rosen, 673 F.2d 388, 391, 213 USPQ 347, 350 (CCPA1982); Environmental
Designs, Ltd. v. Union Oil Co., 713 F.2d 693, 698 (Fed. Cir. 1983) “Virtually all inventions
are combinations and virtually all are combinations of old elements.”
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1 CAFC 2B A 2 Lj% 3 M E I F R Ef s 27 - %
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£ 41)-2005 & >EGI &% R4+ A % 55283 %2 afy 4 Swisa = 7 &2 Dror
Swisa (A4 » T f 4L Swisa) dg T pek BA & (4o 12 + RI9TT )

B 2w Egyptian Goddess, Inc. v. Swisa, Inc. & Dora Swisa 543 F3d. 665, 88USPQ2d 1658
(Fed. Cir. 2008) (en banc) °
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(non-trivial advance over the prior art) | ek R o

¥ 4 pe Egyptian Goddess, Inc. v. Swisa, Inc., Civil Action No. 3: 03-CV-0594-N (N.D. Tex.
Mar. 4, 2005)

30 % B Egyptian Goddess, Inc. v. Swisa, Inc., 498 F. 3d 1354 (Fed. Cir. 2007)

30 101.01 HEREEBT VOL.157



B EI:&J%*M EaoE ARy 3% I A
ZKH EEE =BT Gorham ZERIENE] Egyptian Z2f

CM@Kﬁ~ﬁ%i*ﬁﬁ%é ELR L 7 €325 EGI #74
EN IR RV RS Rk i Rl iy Y I e g ﬂw’ﬂﬂmﬂﬁ%&i
SR xR BT 2hpc ] i | R P o CAFC 3nl ¥ %2 Fa T3 m%ﬁ#ﬁr

Moo TgE R R e S L

¥

(z ) CAFC 2F2B R £RA73 22 A f2

CAFC 2P §2p% » o7 FnB bR ALFA B 3 F 4 27 e
Aehg o R e g (1) Ak Rl LT v SRR lET 2
sreiteipl 0 (2) FRAEEHY T ik | RA 1T S HETB K
PR S ATH AR ? (3) FRFEAIG S B R A S A
%ﬁﬁﬁ%«%m%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ?7(4)ﬁ$ﬁgﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ’

ZlEdrr @R R B HORIPFR?FRES § % 4 23 2 %
R AL 16 o CAFC #2302 AT it pl > By B2 AR % nn
L fE4eT

(\x

p—

. Bt Litton #7374 itk 7] R 3

CAFC %4k Litton % & » &3%% ¢ » F IR s § - BB L iRl D
AR R 2 RP R ET TR BARAR TR R B
PR EAOATAR A A N ETIRT B - LR E
SIREPTR I o b - BB R R T ST R R SRR
LAl enEF xRkl ¥ Litton F 03P R H 1 BT kiRl

? 7 - MELRE R E AT AR & RE IR A EP AL K
*RFEA mﬁfrffﬁ FHCe 3T ATA P R LR B - R R
B AL 75— Bib R 2 CAFC £2F - K5 %0 & LA. Gear

101.01 EEAE#BAT VOL157 31



ABEE % % II;&J%W EaoE ARy 3% FRERE A

=BT Gorham ZERIENE] Egyptian Z2f

Inc. % ¢ #7 Schelcore % i ? » CAFC 30 5 — SLpLB4e P87 37 ,T;' B 4 Atk p
B3 LB Eien, 74 > % SunHill % 2 Lawman % # ¢ » CAFC B #-
R FEBCRR R ID 2 Y - BB

PRPEIEE - LRI G H - Arg iR d 2tk
T H B b AT AR R R e ek P B {1 A
FHT S EBAEANO A LR R SR At AT D

T PAERTLE A S DT B b2 AT AR Rl § R
CESRIE SRR SRS SRS R R S Ly sl R S
BAIORTH AL AT E B EA? B Pl g ?
2 BB 2 CAFC £02 § - eh 2

@EDR-ERF:& LS 2 ER T AP

% Whitman Saddle % 6] ¥ > $ % ;2 Fe 883k & 4|2 L= 4
Sl e Fot- BMEEFRRIZ Y O T ARY A ERR 0 A s 2
FEZ- BH m%;‘fﬁ e ) o tts 4 5 Bevin Brothers ~ Zidell ~
Applied Arts 12 2 Sears, Roebuck % # # “"3 E Y X% R A
AR RIS LD 2 Bhd B RARATH Sk F £
WK R I AR L R Ao R AR R G }%!?%K?%?'Jﬁ”%‘r%ﬁ
i fhg?ﬁiﬁﬁt%) P RIEFEAIOETF -

CAFC % 45 Applied Arts % 5° 4 3 12200 @ 5% 2 a7 I %
PRl ADHE L FOLE o RE TRLARERFEN LG

31 4 pe Applied Arts Corp. v. Grand Rapids Metal Craft Corp., 67 F. 2d 428,730, 19 USPQ
266, 269 (6™ Cir. 1933) -
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32 % P Sears, Roebuck & Co. v. talge, 140 F. 2d 395 (8th Cir. 1944) -
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i1 F 0 CAFC 4% R k chik- 2> Swisa $ek B2 &3 389 & 1l

FRRANES ISl RUES S UF 3 b er |

AR (claim) &% IR P » LB JlhgRE P
(heart and soul) & H #r*f®le ? $hn 2 F TP 7 LRI Eflagp
%1977 b2 o & USPTO e 482001 ¢ A R 1Y 52 it
N D gt BALR ARG % F R T R R R Atk K

-

wﬁ%ﬁaﬂﬁ;ﬁ: c R ﬁll%ffﬁi*“*w P B Al g8 1R - A

FHR AT D PR DR o R Bl b e A
S A L T S ”%’a%%?WE%ﬂ#@“ﬁ?

BoARF o RmP 2 ABHERS AR AABNEY TS B 1B
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% Elmer % ¢ » CAFC 3P @ #Xi# T § Zidd k3% i
JI# B o % Egyptian Goddess % & ¢ » CAFC $*t ¢ 2|2 fx k3 & 1%
Yoo PR R R PR R R R o T e (1) F 2R IR
FEF BN FRORR (2) 2% gz (3) B #7974
(GRFH i) AT Gk 3 3 23 B 1P B R AR B il AT 5 e 150
ol

-~ B RIER ﬁ‘ﬂ%’mmﬁ' )

& Elmer %7 » CAFC P ! 4ok 28 P & | ZHEFH - & &
f&%fa%%”ﬂ’%HéaﬁﬁEﬂﬁa#%ﬂﬁ%ﬂ%@oz@’
S R SEE ¥ SEEARE - EER SRS 5 ek SN AUED CE A S
FEAPENFER L TR Y (EMF b R) 2 KA R
P EJITR T 2 Ble (drawings) 2% T Rl A#H > TR ik
ARl ¢ n¥ta (what is shown in the application drawings ) #8 83K 3+ &

g1 FlihE & ~ % (essential element) -

2001 & > & Minka £ 2 7@ v. Crafimade 2> 7k 229 5 2 Rt
#f # 5 & 7o (special master) =3R4 o (B Ak & g o B enf#cd A
BEepdefz 3 MK & 9 E & % (visual impression) o X H 5 s
Tkl 2 F iyt N mfEd ¥ D380,539 K E Ao 2006 & >
CAFC t Amini Inovation = 7 v. Anthony California 2> 7%k 12309 B

TR R IR RAPEANE RIS - R G A

** % B8 Elmer v. ICC Fabricating Inc., 67 F. 3d at 1571, 36 USPQ2d, 1417 (Fed. Cir. 1995) «
* % B Minka Lighting, Inc. v. Crafimade Intern., Inc., 93 Fed. Appx. 214 (Fed. Cir. 2004)
** % P& Amini Inovation Corp. v. Anthony California, Inc., 439 F. 3d 1365 (Fed. Cir. 2006) -
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(- ) Egyptian Goddess, Inc. v. Swisa, Inc. % "’

2007 # » CAFC - Egyptian chk & ¢ 3p0 822 % 202 Fug § E 23
R PRIER - 2 R e w R

L TaeRlrm 2 AR P @R RF BN o Rle v FHELR
FRDNAF ARG R > v FRHEL BT AL T 7 KR
Bl w34y i KR R B IR T F

CAFC 33 @ fil§ Wi chi ™ » F 23 7™ Milmihe 3 & i 3
FRFERENFER > 2@ AATATFT Y THE BN FHET
CRIASEIR G o BlAe D A g RART IR LI LT EERTTF
5 (BFW) FL2 3ot Ao @ 3 BFHR gt w38,

Ex

CAF Ptk i 322 i1 (v 2R R 3 Mg a5 E> 244
PEEFERFEATEFRAUER FAR BN RN B AR
FEIEFRRE 2 RE L Fey oot BFHRF R 2RV 2
R FRE B AR BN ML FA > blde (1) mRAEXTET
RGP TR AN & (2) Y RO HEG B IR R
(3) 3B G “T4hT a3 vR— B B AR e IR
Uh o e R A o

7 4 pe Egyptian Goddess, Inc. v. Swisa, Inc., 498 F.3d 1354 (Fed. Cir. 2007) ©
* 4 e Egyptian Goddess, Inc. v. Swisa, Inc., 543 F.3d 665 (Fed. Cir. 2008) -
39 YN

fe 3t o
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(=) Crocs, Inc. v. US International Trade Commission (ITC) % 4

2010 & » % Crocs, Inc. v. US International Trade Commission % it ¢ >
Crocs (R ) 7 — BM >t eih@dmie (FHF F ) HD517,789 &3
B4 (4@ 14 #77 > AL 789 B4])  FREEFTLLAE 6 (4% US
International Trade Commission > f§ £ ITC) 7 2 Bl o k f#23f K3+ & {10
AR A 2 FFmfyid o d WRLARFT A 778 4P (1)
HAA (8de) TR- R A (2) Be BNE RIEfRESS & F 5]
Flav * AT F M Flt > B ART 789 & A

W 14 Crocs ¥ I D517,789 (# # #) K- & 1]

“ % Crocs, Inc. v. US International Trade Commission (ITC), 598 F.3d 1294, 93 U.S.P.Q.2d
1777,52 A.L.R. Fed. 2d 655 (Fed. Cir. 2010) -
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B b FFFEE 0 CAFC 3P @ - 4@ 3 > Crocs 33+ % {1 e 14 B &
BTy 917 82 orift g g An k3t | » W £ ITC frii g p & ﬂﬁn
Gk R R e F R R R R 2
g () BAF (Bd0) DT AR- R (2) B6 1 NS PEREISS A F 5
P E A o 6 789 B f1FTH2 Figl kf 0 B¢ Arihon 2 #e A
F P A RRASIOA N R TS REEA 4 0 Ft o Ble TR T PR EE
BRI BEEA F ch A 2 £ - % BT o & Figd 4k
TEER < e v Flits 2 393 4 Fehe Bl B fE iR 0 AR E
3 789%?4%%%%&%2;&’ C Lk TEMR T ESRP

CAFC i &3 R I@E B & L me kfad > P32
FhA e 0 Gk G el ke d 28 TATE R AR ¢ 0 E R g

oy i - PR B Y R ) Ak o @ Rl R T AR 5 ATAR
Pifeo Mt TATHAMARR] ) © AL CAFC #TA L @ 2 (53 & Jlehi
TN E F oot e R s M - BRF- B
FhRE DS NEL R E 0 R TEMRG ) RS T RPN R

\' ° {-ﬁfﬁﬁ—mlmﬁd mﬁ’;ng" FA VPR 1 |/§;’14F_|1 r_ ﬂkg’;}i—%‘lJ ﬁ$ﬁ§
BRPenET AT RA) - Flt > AR 2 4| € % Figl-7 (
14 9577 ) #rdhom 2 K Rk T T - S REFRR o

SO RFR R RRR S R

FEREAZS 171 Fad, - B A5 %Tpm~3&1ff, |~ B
%5};'&5"?\;{?"’?'3%? Im%hl-gfﬁ-ﬁllz%/'ﬂ-g?ﬂf i@]—%f/f‘"&ﬁ
A TH PRI E IR B FEL D ﬁ*#”f*ﬁ» 3K E I
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RARDP htt 1 ER RO RARK B U FFREE T
uﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁ%“vﬂ%%ﬂﬁ%m%ﬂ%%’%m%?vémifﬁ
T % Pehde e B R 0 KPR I £ 4 58 B
BAGK > Fl o RFEIHF SRR T R EZFETRENR Y PR
LEAE TR & N E TS < deX oy - EA R e S T R SF e
LRAFAREA NGRS AN D hw kR R R PAREREALE
AL A ML EF 2R FEBFZF 1T HFERTAF > p 2 W
Wb I REL g

% Applied Arts % 69 » 37 e p tdo%k - BIEA S ok A

tk i 2 R A G i M A A BES A2 R
E
e

s P e s NEANF Bt oo ok TAAAH N BT

M
3
o

K-
e B el AK o o4 EAE R A NARA G MR R € A
YR BRI AR LA E AR ho TP 0 KR Y s i Hen

A A LB TR R R PR ER Y

d % 6™? > CAFC £ Fp @ # il Pt B 12T e
s i S e R I G S IR &
B3 PR fIET amais AR E B S8R S JIF A B
el ig iy @ A BF A i AR e T o

F_L
=
(¢]
o

“! % B In re Koehring, 37 F. 2d 421,422, 4 USPQ 169, (C.C.P.A. 1930) -

“* % Applied Arts Corp. v. Grand Rapids Metal Craft Corp., 67 F. 2d 428,730, 19 USPQ
266, 269 (6™ Cir. 1933) o

# 2 & Inre Carbo, 287 F.2d at 193, 129 USPQ at 73 -

2 m Read Corp. v. Portec, Inc., 970 F. 2d 816, 23 USPQ2d 1426 (Fed. Cir. 1992) -
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(= ) Richardson v. Stanley Works, Inc. % |

2010 # 3 " 9 p » t Richardson # %7 » CAFC Fizn T i Pt
HBle 70 AR 8 Bl afEcl 0 b PR B I ehi g Y
T B ‘{ﬁ 8% Gorham 83K 3+ vt ¥+ P © Richardson (/R ) 7 -
5 ¥ X & REg (step claw) 7 D507,167 K& 41 (4o@B] 15 Z R#57F -
BAL167 B41) iz - A1 18> o460 - B £ 45~ (jaw)
% 43 (crowbar) » Richardson #74 Stanley 1 £ fz (442 ) %1% ¢ Fubar
1 E(4eB 15+ Rl9rm )& T 167 & 4> 44 ehFubar 1 2 » & & D562,101
R Bl e L RmEtHZ S RERILE 1167 B¢ 7 ek
B AR R JIRT RS- SRR F R O R A
Mt % iR F2 ¢ 7 &4 § Fubar 1 & £ F £ Richardson #% &
IR A i G lf%#”T i M o F]P > X% _Fubar 1 £ *
AT 167 B4 2 3R> » CAFC & ) F 3 o

B

-g:%

CAFC # %7 # %% e 3%kt & 11 f%é?%%l?ﬂfﬁﬁ’iéé TP
he Z B A R AR R R IR 0 R
B AP on ch2bat Gl e ¥ G BRGE R I RERE RO S A w b
A A RO ERAHNEFOFRAEY G v B2 -

%{%ﬁﬁnﬁ%&?%%ﬁﬁﬁo

N'

—

=

4 pe Richardson v. Stanley Works, Inc., No. 2009-1354 (Fed. Cir., Mar. 9, 2010) o
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Figure 1

FIG.2 Eigure §

#® 15 Richardson :7D507,167 3% 3+ & 4 Stanley 7 D562,101 % 3+ % 1|

CAFC 3P @ 3 R 2 B 4 447 167 B Flehs i 8 fic > ¥ FEan¥
AR E LG S BH A ERNIHNIE > RGN e R
Bl SRR PP o X SRS S ST T SRR
BEEA L LENH Y B R T R R GHR L

Ak oo b F R Pm{' Bl & ﬁ*;h-g; ‘f' I;B'—;E# L%] = 3 'k}_‘_

CAFC i @ R B {InE T n b F MR e 1 8 52 5 7
f A R AR AT POt o 3R % P I Fubar 1 % #1167 % )
2 ekt (2R l) B B2 o A 2 o Fubar 1 B STREIR DK
%ﬁ'%‘ﬁaﬁ’,&%’ﬁ LA 167%? » A g VA s m,wgb s F] R ',7,4@,:,\;‘3(
FEfED

(=) 1%

RP BB EP LG R de% - BASTH BRI LY gt i
KRR A S5 BT URT R G AL S

~m)

44 10101 SEEE#ZBT VOL157



g TR ET BN RERER BN 2 REEER
ZKH EFE =BT Gorham ZERIENE] Egyptian Z2f

PDRTRF B DR A S B L il R oip oA R
- BREE §AEE 55 4 YR BT o & Richardson %
¢ > CAFC £ #p (P Bz T e g FHR ot g2 5
RO Y A AT POM S R F R AR

#
flizF ey 2 %% -

I

CEF AR GRIHK) ATES

'

1987 # > fIntecho % #%7¢ CAFC éh|iA g P @ 4ok ¥ 35 ]k
PR - RS LG e AT P 0@ 3 E R B Ak
e Rtk g ¢ AP RS 103 iE el e b doeh ) R Ps
PSS IEd B4 g b 1988 # 5 & Avia Group % ¢ CAFC 3
PolRR AR S Bkt m*’t’u}?:& %o Fawaradamdh ke Y ik
FREBE BT R AT AL F s AW Y et A
F LT &S B AT M- 1993 # > & LA, Gear %% CAFC

s G RtkagiE o

A >t Lawman % ¢ > CAFC 35 1 %57 cg )~ Z £ 318
BELE MDA L KFTE A m??;f'ﬁ«%ﬁﬁw m 2 »CAFC &

N F AT 2 B Y fGGE ¢ (rehearing en banc) oAk e
FORGRP - BT ERhET afE $”T§T§#3‘f€£° i #i &2 CCPA 2

")

;& Lawman

o

NS
“J

~

% P& Litton System, Inc. v. Whirlpool Corp., U.S. Ct. of App., 728 F. 2d 1423 (Fed.
Cir.1984) -

4 % @ Inre Cho, 813 F.2d 378, 1 USPQ2d 1602, (Fed. Cir. 1987) »

%P Avia Group International Inc. v. L.A. Gear California Inc., 853 F. 2d 1557, 1563, 7
USPQ2d 1548, 1553 (Fed. Cir. 1988) ©

* % B L.A. Gear v. Thorn Mc-An Shoe Co., 988 F. 2d 1117 (Fed. Cir. 1993) «
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CAFC L= en|jd-1u 2 £ W% |7 % & (The United States Patent and
Trademark Office » ™2™ f§j # USPTO) ¥ -f axptrR - 7 - 40§
PR ERRY Y g AR ERTE A A el R R Al
PoaK & 1Y

EEmeﬁ&&ﬁﬂ’QWCiWZ&#%ﬁm%ﬁﬁ&?§(U

H - Rk g 2R (2) Sl A AR L] w0 AR

(R e) e s - 238 BHEA R UG )~ F (&R #FH0)

HEREE FRRF B OB EARFERFEATEE LT A

iw%%%ﬁﬁﬁhﬂéw%ym@ﬁJ&ﬂh2%8&fﬁi%ﬂjﬁi%

Ui B B AT AR R 4 R T2 8 R
%%ﬁ%?%ﬂﬁ%ﬁ%&o

e~ 2 2 - BRRH RRIOE R 2R

& Applied Arts % (¢ > B B i B KM 1 A R R kg g
APTRA TG L B RS T - B AT R R A
%%£&7W—$w+ﬁiﬂ$ﬁ§—&ﬁk A2 FAREE % oo 4o
ﬁ’zgj*ﬁmiﬁﬁﬁﬁ,# W AR EAT Y
2 %?ljﬁ?ié’ﬁ;}iﬁﬁiﬁmﬁ&yiﬂ ZrERD EREF > FiRaEE
AFAAF B LR Ev ol 2y BRER > J 17 B g2

She

b

A

30 %P In re Rosen, 673 F. 2d 388, 391, 213 USPQ 347, 350 (CCPA1982); Environmental
Designs, Ltd. v. Union Oil Co., 713 F.2d 693, 698 (Fed. Cir. 1983) “Virtually all inventions
are combinations and virtually all are combinations of old elements.”

' % P Egyptian Goddess, Inc. v. Swisa, Inc., 498 F.3d 1354 (Fed. Cir. 2007) -

2 % B Applied Arts Corp. v. Grand Rapids Metal Craft Corp., 67 F. 2d 428,730, 19 USPQ

266, 269 (6" Cir. 1933) -
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]‘;‘D?uj?r_:ﬂspt.hj-m—- ﬁ;ﬁ Jz’]‘ﬁ/? %&*ﬁjﬁda—é,l._g??,]] Fﬁﬁ?i’é‘f*:}iﬁ
SR A o IR A 2 LR R T AR S R GRS )
A R -

% W& 3 % F2 & Whitman Saddle % ] ¢ ’i'%:lé’»—%‘r%ﬁ#%ﬁxﬁ’!%ﬁ B =
VRO oA AR R flE AR RO e P WERFRRIL Y o
c 2 0 FRAVERFENE LR LA BFOL R FREFE B
A P2 AT £ R B ISR R A AT Jf?‘* 3
8o e - BRI G K B IR L KT AR R A dedk R
A P AT IARR 0 T AR K R T AL A R R B
T R EARL R BT RFE AR EREAL - BE AR
LAl a o @ = 2l iR pl R kb 0 (2 B % Egyptian
Goddess % |2 {82 A3 BRI L BT v P @ % = 3 - LR%

_%z Hplend it o

T

)

-~ ER - RRBRHRRIOEL R

(- ) Bevin Bros.% i* 53

1900 & 8 7 28 p Bevin @it & @ (h4 ) j& /& D33,142 %3 & 4 (4
B 16 777 ) E - Bx & * & (bell) k3t 42 % 1 — B 3 (doorknob)
2 - B ESn FARHM A4 (old tea bell) azEdy » &I & Fl@2al 2
PHA RENLR B RAITR L TR EJE R M AL B
P WhEAaSY L g - 3 Flsk (bead)> A & © B Ik o

> 4P Bevin Bros. Mfg. Co. v. Starr Bros. Bell Co., 114 F. 362, 363 (U.S. court of Apples
1902) -
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AR BRE AR R PR BP0 R R AR R 2

AP BFEADHEH R R L E AT HES PR TS

flEse dok it DA S AR PEHES R The ke o 70AR B fl3em 2

EMERL A F o BT 2 Aok Ak 2 A AP T 00t A W AU B K & )

ProoA AR AR E R R JITinaite @ At m pE ¢ ff*ﬂr & =
T

B 16 Bevin ®ig 2 77 D33,142 ;72 * £% & 1

(=) Coca-Cola 2* 7 v. Whistle 2> 7k i

Cmﬂbh??(&%)J%D%Mm&%ﬁﬁaﬁgﬂ(%@rﬂ%
7o AL 160 &A1) > £ 2 Whistle 2 2 (44 ) 7 D70,843 %3+ & 41 (4
§H7ﬂ¢%ﬁ)mﬁﬁ%a:kplwif’%%imiﬁ%ﬁﬁuk’
A e My AR AFLL R 1889 & 5 ¢ 21 priaeh
D19,109 2% 3+ 2§27 1908 & +% & ¢ D39,208 2% 3+ & | crwg & (4o 17 +
R FRALRR Y A R d ARG AT HE KR 0 R 160 & {1037

> #.pe Coca-Cola v. whistle Co. of Am., 20 F. 2d 955 (D. Del. 1927) -
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FRRAILE L TF i EE R e AR RS SR LA
Hoo R chAg B B0 U S B B BT EF R Y e RATE R
Binz a2 = > T RN E G SUREER AP EEC] o Bt o B Y
L et e AR e o o AR B AR AR o R e
Boline AT A RERA 0 F R L WA R RS g TR
R IR o e ik iRl 0 @ k2 g R E s 2 g b T R

BIRGRG A RRE ARAXT R AL RAYI RE S &
o F]t oo "$ TA BRI E YRR Y B RAE IR BT R
hL % ¢ (the most casual observer) %% % %&g FuA BRLHLE 4
FEEAFIL A SR AL R B R AR R
Foeo b BRE ARSI S B JIRE -

B 17 D48,160 %3+ %] Ao B4l L34 DI9,109 8 D39.208
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(= ) Bergstrom v. Sears, Roebuck = ? ik it >

Bergstrom ( i £ ) 4573F Sears (4442 ) eh & & Firebird I (4-B ) 18 ¢ &
“hm ) g r o 7 D228,728 ekt & Al (4-®l 18 = RI4TE o AL 728 &
1) Em#gie CA5% K g i (fireplace grate) &3+ v i Fart 4+ 728 %
Fl a4 A FE A a8 (4o 18 & RI%TT ) 218 0 305 728 B 45 »c
B ORLARET RANTI8 LAl EIREP AW R T 2R 728
Al g )t BB > bilde D [P E A E ]I AR e e
AR BTG A R R A AP RS A A S EMd G el
Yt AR A KRS R R EARA T S AR T ek o
4ap eI S B 0 Y R 2 728 & e
TAR e SRR G o

JENY
Sy
g
=
&
)
—3‘[\5
b o
\_.
fo
J%
&
=
=3 %‘

18 D228,728 & i+ & 41 wt A& L5 B4 1,030,002 % P & 1

Z il i Ak Firebird I ch3 &8 R 4 k3 & JIZ B FAp e et
o - i‘kﬁ?’%% ’?ﬁl%é%g%ﬁs?’f}ﬁlrf K& Al a3t ;’Tﬁié%ﬁr
Bro FIp o L AR BT hE TR ET

% B Bergstrom v. Sears, Roebuck and Co., 496 F. Supp. 476 (D. Minn. 1980) -
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(= ) Unette = £ v. Unit Pack = # 0% 2 4 56

Unette 2> 7 (/£ ) #4 Unit Pack 27 (42 ) ggd FETZ o0
D267,927 % % ¥ % Bamk 3% 4] (4oBl 19 2 @77 )> 325 B o d e
PR By - AR g BN R AT RPg @
A PR (B 19 P & rn ) KR VAT B 4 plag W

ra-
B PR B Bt v st L Rl A T B Rk

7
FHAM gl e e

R D L L S ORI A AT Y A R
bk 3 25 3T Loesser e11D286,504 3% 35 & 1 (4B 19 % Bl#77 ) £
F oo AR o Loesser (i { A 4RIT 0 F @ A TR
FARRG R Tt BRI R RF I A R IR a AR
FE - BEGRIERDERR T E A NGB bR 0 R T - &

PO PR F
BBF G B RS R AR ERL DA S

LI - 4

Bl 19 D267,927 %3+ &1 #2225 % B4 D286,504 %3+ & 1

36 % P& Unette Corp. v. Unit Pack Co., Inc., 1985 WL 5989 (D. N. J.. 1985) o
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(I ) Braun 2 @ v. % B Dynamics 2> 7% >

Brawn 2 @ (4 ) 5hD271,176 %3+ & 4] (4oB 20 = Rl#r7 » 4L
176 % 1 )&+ EN I F R ¥ - 7F W4 4 2 7 (Dynamics Corp.
of America > 11 T fj - DCA) # A< § — fi & # 5 Warning eh= 35 34 4=
BA & (4oB 20 ¢ & #7157 )2 1988 &# 2 # 1 p > Brawn = #4574 DCA (#
#) ¢ Warning & % %% 176 % 11

7T e
iR ;\\ \ ) |

W20 D271,176 %3+ &4 4% DCA A% La Hg
CAFC %P @ 4|z A9 A3 A2 A0 ax 320
TFe? > Gorham 6| A F %k > £ F FhEA LR
FEAlERL R R S 2% o & Gorham & B¢ 0 &
e R R P BT R o A B GHER 2 T - AR
M- BAFFRG Y- BAS 057 - Rd > AFRP SR RBFE
AL - GRBF R FARFEY Lo WRBEE o F s el L

L
‘f’”'\ﬁfﬁs )g\:’f' }%'r"" )’L%'f ﬁ'l]lmﬁ'}t}\%J_ ‘?} '&;o

7 % P& Braun Inc. v. Dynamics Corp. of America, 975 F. 2d 815, 820, 24 USPQ2d 1112,
1125 (Fed. Cir. 1992) -
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CAFC #.FP : 2 % B " % Braun 22 Warning =42 B 27 L5 £ (40

B 19+ pl#ror A pedhs - BF * ¥ 5 et @ Braun &2 Waring

SRRGRPRAURAA) g KARIEE ST F g e Fang b S i

K 2t e T#d-“’a i Flpt ¥ 0 & B F I EE T R o828 > DCA
Ak TR Mg d LG A FERLF D Ra o ke

;ﬁ#ﬁ%ﬁ—’r - ﬁkﬁ?’%?{? W PEE Warning 4 % a gn i 25 - BA S o

i+ & Gorham e &F 14 ot LR T AP I chig iR > Tl 15§ ¥ £ I2
70 iz eni i, 0 CAFC » /23 Warning 2 5-¢ &2 R4 0176 & 1|

@;

._.\\

(+ ) Unique Functional Z %= 2* 7 v. Mastercraft 4 2> 7% i% 58
q

Unique =& (Rr 2 ) B4 @ 48 & B a1 D320,777 K3 E ] (4r@)
21 = RI#7m 0 @A 777 % 4]) £ 5,013,059 # P & 4] > Unique = & 452
Mastercraft > @ (444 ) #7pL % 1 Reliable = @ 48 & B (4o 21 ¢ & 97
7)) m2 777 %41

CAFC @p @ AP LAt hig & RV AL R L 777 B 417 - 4%
TR URITHAD R 3888517 P &A1 (4ol 21 & 5w 0 f
f% Ray & 91)o § %444 048 & B2 Ray & fl- 2§ MR SH 308 (4o
B2l L RwErT ) a RE2XRFEJRE- Bee 332 @R 5
S oA 8L Benf 3% Ray B Ihf - 0 BAIFR S T AR

v A RE TTT EJIAIRBT E A AN AL G o B2 L g
FEFIMADE LR F A Mge T RADL I A kR

- Unique Functional Products, Inc. v. Mastercraft Boat Co., Inc., 82 Fed. Appx. 683
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%) Amini Innovation Corp. v. Anthony Cal., Inc., 439 F. 3d 1365, 1370-71 (Fed. Cir.
2006); Keystone Retaining Wall Sys., Inc. v. Westrock, Inc., 997 F. 2d 1444, 1450 (Fed. Cir.
1993); Applied Arts Corp. v. Grand Rapids Metalcraft Corp., 67 F.2d 428 (6th Cir. 1933);
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