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(1) The Patent as an Intellectual Property
Right:Comparison Between U.S. and
Japanese Patent Systems

(Ken Hattori and

James Armstrong V)

KEZEHIC BT 5 =43 (separation of

power) 2 DV T OIS % S 41, HARDFEF
HIEEDE D REL, FRFc 3D &G L b7z,
KERFFFHIEE O H I3 R & Bl s % #Eofe
TH5ZETHY, BAKFFHED HIYIZEEZ
FES S I, HARDOKEFHIE D gk % ik
HARAL, HBYEOB I T, gL, fHiE
MZWEEC L7232 D - 72,

(2) The History of the U.S. Patent System
and the Judicial System on the En-
forcement of Patent Rights

(Ken Hattori)

P D RHRFAR D ZINDORERFHIEE, &N

BRIREAR & C R B IR |2 KR BE YA A0 &
NIEREC OV TOFAPH 72, 72, HA
S TBUF GEFSEN) DOHERATR &5 1T
LHEHICOWT L FH I NIz,
(3) Basic Patent Concepts
(Dale Lazar)
KERFFFHIEE 12 BT 5 FEH D FEAMERIZ DWW
T, FBOHMAP LNz, b, RErc%
DF:B IO FE, AR (1015), HrHlE
(102%%), JEHBAME(1035), FUaZift(11245¢)
IZDWTDHMD D - 72,

108 7H
(1) Elements of the Patent Application
(Dale Lazar)
WEHAEOLIHE (FEHOLRR, T, E
K, FEMNZEEE, v —2dfl) 1cBIL, $REETEE
RMATHAN D 5 B5E S 14 il E, sl Lo
BERICOWTOBMD D - 72, TR, FEWHD
BROGHEIE, FRFRRIC B W TOEFNE DL
b2 li3EH->THMFITL LD T,
Ked 725 Ho— 2l B 5 XE T
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(2) Examination of the Application
(Anthony Shaw)
FERE RGO X 5 USPTO Ofi#%, T
WD AEER > AT 2, Z 105 DRIE Iz DWW
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v, Te R EERHENC T S LB D h
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(3) Types of Rejections
(William Rowland)
FRarEi10145, 10245, 10355, 112511, 112
&2 THEMEINEHEDTwHAIZDOWT, £
DI G D e S 172,

10A 8 H
(1) Amendments and Other Responses
(William Rowland)
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(2) Requirements of a Proper Reference in
Analyzing USPTO Rejections
(Sadao Kinashi)
USPTO 72 & B 2 20 72 %, 5161 (JedT
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DD 572, Thb b, Fr#llE & e T8l &
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(3) Reissue and Reexamination
(David Conlin)
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10A 9 H
(1) Overcoming Rejections with Affida-
vits or Declarations Under 37 CFR
1.130, 1.131 and 1.132
(James Armstrong IV)
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(2) Interviews with Examiners

(James Armstrong IV)
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e EIAT) LR EDZ L TH 5 T2,

(3) Continuation Applications, Continua-
tion-in-Part Applications, Divisional
Applications and Restriction Practice

(Anthony Shaw)
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tion : RCE) 12D\ T, Z DS % &b 72 #Ell
LB S T2,

10A10H

(1) Tour of the U.S. Patent and Trade-
mark Office

(USPTO)
USPTO%GiM L7z 7 V) AZNE T 4 —DE
PO HIZ 16D B4 LT, 6,000 AT <
DAL TWBEDZ ETHSHH, 20034
DI2ZALY, Tv 9> B 7Ticisd (2003
FI0ABUE) OFITENERBIE ST 52D &
Th -T2, WMEDFEKZLIFEVIFRIC DWW TOHY]
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(1) Inequitable Conduct in the Procure-

ment of U.S. Patents; Duty of Disclo-
sure ; and IDS
(George Beck)

KEFFFFE TORNRIEATL, TR Z DFARYE
FKTh HEZEN (materiality) & EIX (intent)
D FE L O EBAR (IDS) 12 DWW T A H -
72 o ANRIEATH O P T H RECREIC 7 5 I3[ 5
TTBIOZIOAEEY | 253 LA ETH B, B
Z1F, PCTHHDE G ERSHA (i d )
TXRYIZT7 > 7315 &) LHATHEM D BR
EN T AT, PRI TR E L THE
& BATREMED . ANRIEATED B - 72 354E,
Z DARIFATE DG & T - T RFEFFEDATIE D
TEUL 5723 TlE% <, B 2 REMED
T L TEL L R B WREMED D B,

(2) Inventorship

(John P. Kong)
[FEHDER] & [FEHOFERAL] =k L

RAEDFENE & b, KRETIIHERATEEIC N
HIPLTE L LT, B DB TH
5 M EBEL T 20T, @MYL E 2 U
LTBLBEDH B, K27 v —20HIE (Ml
ez &) % L7osA, ofMEOSE
X CIP THEWEZBML 72856 7% S FEWED
BRI S AL B DT B ED MDD - 72,

(3) US Corporate Patent Management

(John P. Kong)

KE DR EE 72 3 41 (IBM, Intel, Lucent)
B MBI DOWTOH MDD - 72, IBMII
— = TEAEY 5 Solution HEFEH O
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ABHIE L 72 Biffr 2 B AT & & THASEE 2 41
ML, B ZEk-> T\ 5%, F72, AT
LdBEETH F < o T2 HA 2 oo E I
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MNP SREDDH 5 12 FHED ) LEHIAADH Y

Zo %L 0ESMEL T, BRRELZFC TS

ZEIZLDEIL TS,

108148
(1) Appeal and Petition
(George Quillin)
#H (appeal) &WEBA (petition) DOEEL & AH
HEIZOWTOHHED D - 72, appeal 13 T2 fHf
BEICHT 2AMOBILTHY, ZoMoi3 s
A EDFHlc x4 2 A D HSLIZ petition TAT
9, appeal (X3 2 AR #HL 13 CAFC 1247
9o
(2) Claim Drafting Practice I: Mechanical
Inventions
(Mel R. Quintos)
[HEREIC CD-ROM %Ak & LTIl 23546
D LIABK AT 4 TR — A | 12B8Y 5 5
B 2 /8441, BfEED 7 +—= b, comprising
L consisting of E DEWL2R Y, LIaT»
DHENTTHEDHAD D - 72,
(3) Basic Discovery Procedure
(Ken Hattori)
RO DB Tl b L 55k EES  (Dis-
covery) 2DV TOMEEE L EFFIzH L S 7z
PRHEDWTOFAD D - 72, KEDFHRRTIZZ
DFful2 I IR IR (FFFRis CTlE 2 ~ 3
) 2YF D, COFHRTHTOFRETET
5 L) WAL TL 2 ) 8E0 %\,
B, T E 7 7T T2 EDTE,
T E o THRS ZEDTE BHETT 2 IR
T& 5%,
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(1) U.S. Interference Practice
(Thomas J. Macpeak, Ed Kenehan,
Ken Hattori)
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Interferenceld X v Z & T, My
HIRE 1172, Interferencel3 JLFEWIEFR %2 7 5
KERFFAOHE T, BHHREDT2HDAEM -
FhEAl - B SISO TOFHD D - 72, EM
2 b FEMiAL £ TICRERID D 0 5 & Eiill X A3 [
Ll b, —RICHERD 5 FERifLE Tz H I/
DY 2 ML LS B & EE R S W alRE
PhE {7 b, Interference O 4F 44 %13 4
1007FFEEE TH 5,

(2) Claim Construction and Literal

Infringement
(James Armstrong III)

LEREICBIT 2 7L — LRI DWW T
Dhote, 7V —LOMEEE, FTEEICLY
HH D FIR & RS L 724212 intrinsic evidence

(NEBREAL - PRI ORCHE, TAKE) 231
LTERY 2, £ TH 7V — 20 W3
£A1213, extrinsic evidence (MMERAEEHL © FSC°
HERESE) 2 W TR %5, MHL, extrinsic
evidence (2 7 L —2 (W) ZH#ET 2 721
v, Z7v—2toXFicL) G2 sz @k
BAEZ 720, WEOBRE BHOEKRE LT
LZ51DICHWLZ EIFTEL W, kB,
means-plus-function 7 L — 2 OMHEFHFIPH (I, [6]
— DR AT 5 L DICRE X 1, product-by-
process 7 L — A DMER#EIPHIZ DWW T, CAFC
12 & - THRL 3 Ot 2 nzhs, e
3, [ 7 v —2iciti®E Nz el I ned
DDA LERELZZRT 5] & v gL
B TH 5,

10B16H
(1) Claim Drafting Practice II:Chemical
Inventions
(Luke Kilyk)
4> 7DFWMEFNC LT, by RMED 7
V— 2D RS S e, TE 5718008
WIZL—2%EB 2L, TEBLRETREAN

W77V — L ED Z EELMEINL 7 v — L E
WFEDELRA > P Tho7z, B, HAED
5DWMEAD 7 v — A3 U CTHERIHEPH 25\~ &
Darrrbhoiz,

(2) Enforcement ; Patent Infringement

Suits and Other Patent-based Action
(Samuel Miller)

A E LT [ 7 eI &7 28k,
ED &) G AR HER 2 T 5
ZOWTDTr =AY T 4 1o 72, HERF
(R LT [EE ] (ZERIIC (3 RE A R L
e\ s, reconstruction (FFRERK) (2 TEBRE %
WET 5 2 &, 72, MBARFEIL, Inducement
of Infringement & Contributory Infringe-
ment & 2T L, FNENED L) Wit h%E

BT DI OWTOHHAD D - 72,

(3) Claim Construction and Doctrine of
Equivalents, Prosecution History
Estoppel

(James Armstrong III)

YEEmIc B A B 0 JEE S B 70 AL D R A

FETH - 72, Fic, Warner-Jenkinson F54: &
Festo Zff: % HulaZ, D FALLH R DRI
DWTDHMNH - 72, K722 Festo 40 #
REIN T DT, BUEEFETIIfTE b2 %
W &) R TR < < b7z (Festo 1220034
9 2601z CAFC oI (g~ ZZLIRY) »°
HY, FreEreEERsE ).

10R17H

(1) Tour of the U.S. Court of Appeals for

the Federal Circuit (CAFC)

LK MBI T (CAFC) DIz A
Rader |52 & %8 #3217 72, CAFC (3%#7F
EIZT 2R DT DS, FrFEME
%t > T\wb, CAFC o HIIZ g Kl ok )
XIETZETH Y, BIETHIES DRI,
B EIRC200 IR E TV 5, FHERA
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D%, HHEIFHRRLUE W Z BT 20D ERER,
Rader H|HEDHBEE %2 RAETWiziownwiz,

(% 38)
10A20H
(1) Preliminary Injunctions in Patent
Cases
(John Daniel)
TR L ki a & 35K 2 B Fhilc o
WCEIHDSH - 72, Fi2, CAFC 2B T
172 L Ik B 0758D 5115 72O DFEMF NN %
DFHRIZ DT DAL D - 72,
(2) Litigation Costs
(John Daniel)
a2 boWiflozdic, 774 T Mz
LD Z T REDICONWT, HHI S
iz, BIHOMRILANICH LT, BEdFEET 2
TR, R TICE 5 I L DEBEMEDEF
nrz,
(3) Damages in U.S. Patent Cases
(John Daniel)
HRERMEA O ELIC BT 5 3 % S 7z,
HARDE G E X ) RELENIIENL ) TH D
7Y, REHREDFHRIEICB L T2 DA D K
BREL < @S 7z,
(4) Litigation Versus Settlement : Arbitra-
tion
(Anthony Shaw)
FE<°ADR (Alternative Dispute Resolu-
tion : FHISHGHLER) 12 BY§ A E R U2 AT
HPEICOWTOFMHD» 7 7z, ADRDIZEE
LT, 3, =, ENE (Early Neutral
Evaluation : 4] 1 37 5F4i) %2 1L 24112 D
T, ZDONFEFEDTMNDH - 72,
(5) Unfair Competition; Theft of Trade
Secrets, Interference with Contract,
Commercial Defamation and Bad

Faith Threats to Patent Infringement

Suits
(Samuel Miller)

AIEFESG LRI L T, Y &) wAThs
RIEBZIC B 72 22D WT, BT T
D8 - 72,

Fe, WHEMBEICIONT, RETFE L THRET
NELDE, HEMEEL UR#ETRELD L
DY S FICBEAT AHHSH - 72, 2OV
T3, A a—7RpERY) LT 57z,

10A21H
(1) Overview of Infringement Litigation
and Considerations of Jurisdiction and
Venue
(Judge Joseph Colaianni)
7V — LR, REDOBGDHKIZ DOWTD,
WERRIYRI DS - 72, 72, FEREEBHDMED
FRe, FeHH & FeHE B L C L il 7 3]
-7z,
(2) Pre Mock Trial : Markman Hearing
(Scott Daniels, M. Reiter, Ken,
Hattori, Judge Joseph Colaianni)

FHD> HATbN EEEEHICIT T, 71v—
LERDIzdD~>— 72> T ) > 7 hATbi
72,

A DOREECH OEM X, V> 7)) v 7HREF
BT 2LDTH B, i - R r 6, 7
L — 2 DRICBI S 2 F5kd 7% S 41, RICH
Hip b 7V — LRI BI T 5 il D\ TR
AN (S

10A22H~123H

(1) Mock Trial
(Judge Joseph Colaianni, John.
Daniel, Ken Adamo, Mark Reiter,
Ken Hattori, Scott Daniels and
Mike Newton)

HHD>—27=> T ) I THRELI 7L
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— LIS ED W T, BRI T b2, Y
Frid ITC (HEEHZEAS) DLEIC b
72, BUHBORFE LI L0, - s
it Tae— V7V AP rbitlz, 2N
DFEN F TH R L DT> Tnizds, —A
T APOPEDTEAKL Z LT\ 7e, B, ke
WHMEAL, FEERRTH - 72,

%1 HHIE, REFORME, REOHIRL
R EOFEOMEIZEL T, B - #E50
Filr b, ENENDILTRRENICK L TEHD
Frbiz, “Objection!” & BH IS5 G
SOSEIRIYTH - 72,

F52 HEIZ, HERMEFICEAL T, h» b6
AEADSLTH 1, S Thb T2,

Z DI, HED HLFRREHTICHL725TD
TR, REEEORZIHMEERR, 7V
— 7S, FERFOARME, REORR, WEE
EOF N MREHOMEIZ O W T, BET 24T
572, 2 LT, TN—THOMm R E LT
F Lo,

10A24H

(1) Tour of the U.S. Supreme Court

W EFEH T L7z, IrHDO 2 5,
WD BEIPCEUG DK, mEDEES, FeH)
DHAT e & DFH = 21T 72,

(5 4:8)

10A27H
(1) Overview of the International Trade
Commission and Its Practice Under §

337
(Tim Yaworski)
ITC(EEEHHZER) DR & Thilc DnwT
DEHMAD D - 72, ITC 13, BIBLH: (Tariff Act)
33TSRICHAD ERENDPEZE LR SF B 72D D Wi %
A7) #EREHEBI T h 5, B, HEREZRET
5B g ADHIE D&z, HHFH P T

fe s 5 AR M 2 < (12~154 H), BEkx
#r4 (Exclusion Orders) 31 fE7: I'TC ~Ffs
T OHDBHEN LG ED D Do AR EITHFBHHC
DE, HMBFTAHEC B 2 RN e K A AL
UL, KREIWNICEED?H 5 EBEL TN
DTHH LR T W, WHEH P~ D R TR
FTHir$T5Z L LWHETH 2HNHMLH - 72,
(2) Procedural Considerations in Investi-
gations of Unfair Trade Practices by
the U.S. International Trade Commis-
sion
(Tim Yaworski)
e HPE £ TOFREIZ DOV TEAD D -
72, ITCIE, N & 38D < Bk (Tar-
iff Act)3375RICENT AT 4% AT 5, #ik
%, iR, T4 AN —, ET ) 7, PUE,
PeiR & L, Pgld, FEBPEIZ OV TH WYY
% CHEHRMED 2 OB PE, LB H DN
5 HAE, ATBORH ST RACRE T S ARE,
HanPuE Th 5 e D 4 N H 5, HE
Bram iz, —eyPEkRar s & ROER PR G
ED B BFEDHMHD D - 72,
(3) Technology Transfer Components
(Ronald F. Naughton)
B2 RSS2 F@E & L TE, Ff, #
M —E2Rrara—37v 77 L%E0H
b S INTDOLREIZIZZEDRFESEREETH Y,
PAREMEIX, T4 2> —I2 X 0 BRI 7l
WML BETRETH L, HIE#EIL, 71+
2 ARHEN OB H Y, MERFFOES H R
HITHIEIC L TB L 2 & TH 5D
Db -7z,

10A28H
(1) (3 A-2) Biotechnology and Genetic
Engineering Inventions
(Kenneth J. Burchfiel)
IR THAES U2, AOUIRIRAODNA
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BRI, KT F R, Bk, BEEGS R
fiify%s % 74t & L, Chakrabarty el T
NAFT 7 /0y —DFRFr AR E L CHRS
IR L 72 2 DF DD - 72, KEFRFEFH1015
CERME) L1125 (RolZf:) »EETH 5,
WG EY) & WA & TN TE DT
3%, RERDpEW & AD 7 L 72580 & T
T& %, Hi-bred$ THWFFETFHY, Allens
PECZ DM EFEY (FEBIRD 7 X 5%) 25k
HHEN, DK, N—s3— e 27 CIfFHE
LEFFE LT L 203D H - 72,
(2) (#IRB-1) Protection of Software
Patents & Computer Hardware
(Anthony Shaw and
Brian J. Mc Namara)
State Street FHFLIEICY 7 F 72 TREDY
AATEDILBOLND L) Ich -T2, T'm
TI7LENTZA L=V 7 72TICk
NFEATEND T 0 AWM % T 50w FERED
HWr9 25 (FWA test) . KEFFEFH10156 THIE
E%BI7V—AlE, Tz ara—h
B TOMBLIZACORER TH 1), FEERICEP T
&5 L) ICHIMIEFICERT 5 2 L ETH B,
TV Py basnTr )y 7 F—F—
AT LR OBM, V7 b7 2 TIRRRF
Copyright & 12 X D IREZI N L FEDFHHL D -
72,
(3) Sale and Licensing
(David W. Hill)
ST EDOMENZTEND T A v AR
TlE, BEMEICL D ZE05H DT, WES
H, ZOHREOMETH LW, 77 2%
FEONMDFE L & WIS L TEB ( LEDH
5o PEBLIHTLH A LTCLE) AR
Thb, BIre LT, Rt L 72225 n»
T, 74 2> 2ARH L 2FHrEmS sz, R
FNTNZAF ML ) SR D A DR S 1, L
WM ORLIA e - 7248, FREFIEFATSI N

57205, TA Xy —lEnAXvILT 4 — 2
b E L s o72, 74> —I3FH
Nz i %2 Ko 7255, FHIILHE IS D 200D,
A 2 L2 THR) L HIR S L7z 05840 S
7z,

10A29H

(1) (GEIA-1) US. Chemical Patent
Practice-The Chemical Patent Appli-
cation

(John White)

b 7 v — 2RI DWW T, JepsonfE R,

MarkushfENFENFLBIE AL D 5, JLH 7 HER
IZi3MarkushZRI AR TH VD, FEhEH L xfis
ENRT W, B2 TEmE 7V —27 25
B, B RE L O CRLE T ILE, 2k
D & BE L 7 CTL A LOMES T
(EECHEA TS N5, HHIEFOREREL [T
% L <13], loperable] HNFELEX N T
Brhwek 7L — 22 RESELNE L DFHY]
DdH 72,

(2) (¥R B-2) Special Considerations for
Mechanical-Electrical Inventions;
Drawing Requirements and Means-
plus-Function Claims

(Paul Guss)

FEBC A D FE OBIIE I 13, XA IEH

IZKEITH Y, SIHEEERDH 52 THX Mm% i
W52 EETH B, L2 » HUAIC
I E D BLHEA R D LI BN TRETH 5,
Donaldson FE4: D #E 4, Means-plus-Function
A EZ W 28548103, RWHilo 7L — L4 L HE
MO NHEE TH L WHIPHD 7 L — 24 & 24F
WYL E0HAHTH 5,

(3) Patent Cases in the Federal Circuit
(The Hon. Arthur Gajarsa, Circuit
of Appeals for the Federal Circuit)

CAFC o F et »FI#) & L ¢, Rambus vs.

1 Bt % I Vol54 No. 7 2004 1061



KAXDER, L#. RE. BRMERLLET,

Infineon, EnzoBiochem, Hatch-Waxman,
State street bank, > =) > 77 v 7 - 74+
> A7 ORI, Festo F: T, FHA&IC
BT 2 cATHAN % [l 2 72 HDHIE &, ¥)5F
i DEIPH DB DD - 72,

(4) Recent Patent Legislation

(Sadao Kinashi)

T DRFEFHESOEIC D W TEAD S - 72,
LSRR AOUCE, FIEAT | OH] R
I, RERERFH:1025 (e) DML, BHEDUUE
BF, WAL K CPA DBk % 3,
CPA (ki Theibhi) <l3, BREZESKL 7v—
LB T ML) FWHENET L TERDY, RCE

(MR Ain k) CTlEkZe o T, @ Ok
Bt 2 L 20\ & WF e IR T 2 72, OKE
FraFH:1025: () DYUEIC X3 2O FR T IC
3B EN L L) T, ZomE, 7v—4L <
WELDFA =7 2T L A THIBTE,
HARD29%?D 213 & 71/ 3— 3 N7 WEDFH D
»Hoiz,

10A30H
(1) Appeals to the Federal Circuit in Pat-
ent Cases
(Donald R. Dunner)
CAFC 2 BT 2RO FHilc DWW T O
Hotz, CAFCIE, #HEEHDOTICH DY,
USPTO, ITC J ONEF IR 7 & DPeE o %
WRI§ % E DM H - 72, AEFRTIE, HIK
HPDHTH 6 DTt D BARHYFALIZ D TR
D 7% S 7z,
(2) Analysis of CAFC Decisions
(Ken Hattori & Scott M. Daniels)
4 CAFC HIRDIEEH T — 7 DD S -
72, CAFC I3, Frarfizh e 3 5 ufchpe % 8 &l
DI EMERE L, RERFIRZD & 9 5 MK 3 220 L
FEELTEY, FarAR)E T 2 m» - S
5,

1062 M B E

PEK, T (Willfulness) DL, Fi#dt:
DA LR 2T i &) 2 THK S L
TWwiz, EEPHI Wz L3, FiEd LM%
Ledr o 7edr, MHERL 72 5 WHEIR 72 5 72 L #E
EDE ATz T, REE LD L) WATEEAT)
Y, el o, SR It S I
NS 2 15 A BRI 0 H b b L SN T
Wiz, Lo L, FEBEOFH TIIMERMETH S
TWZ E b H b, EDOHBEDHIMELLEIZ DN
TRESNG TET, A idmE3Ins,
CAFC I3, Fpitic L 507 hSI3, WEhs
ZWIERD—DThH - T, F#ELICHE %KD
5FTH L, REICNT HFEHAWI I DN
LW EHM L TE T3,

(3) Ownership of Patent Property and

Employer-Employee Rights
(Samuel C. Miller)

FFRFMED T B CRRIEDFMAD H D, ik
PRz H - TH 3 » HUINIZ USPTO i
S el U, TEEHTE B DEER
KIDSHIN 20 a0 b, WEER LEME L
D DOMERBIRIZ DN TOHHAD B - 72,
USPTOIC th & N75RIE R EOBIRDH ), %
DFEWETHIFICIE, WESER o xHili (ke A1)
ZELHET B L) IS D - 72, EFEFEBED
MER S 2 DWW TR D - 72,

(4) Special Topic

(Ken Hattori)

o¥— b — PR E AR T O DAL A,
O— « A7 —=)LCOEIE [ 79 X451 Dk
s, B R OEEHERRDFEIZOWTD
DB > 72,

10A31H

(1) Question Answer Period
(James Armstrong, Chairman,
Judge Joseph Colaianni,

Ken Adamo, Don Dunner,

Vol.54 No. 7 2004



KAXDER, L#. RE. BRMERLLET,

David Conlin, Ken Hattori)
IR Al L CORBIGEIT b,
ITC &M BHT & DBIRDMT7, HADH
I FEEME D BRI, =R RHE 12 B
T 5 HIW A I DO W T O-EMD D - 72, HFIS,
BT B HIMER R I O \WTUE, B BB
b CAFCIc izt 2 TETH Y, BLH
E o1z, EEEFZ UL, TXTOREFCD
WCOEEZIFLDIIAEETH Y, FHHB 7%
S & DRRET L 2R A BRI T H UL, A
WEIZ LT X 2 hANcEiE 29 ¢, k) BE
ICHIL 7286 - 20 5 L b S,

4. BHBFEIZOWVT

SR TOERIMEIL 2 BEATb T2,

1 FEHIZ20034E12H11H, ;uf—vuﬂmy»
b, &ShEH £ I F—Iloid 3%
&t%,ﬁ%%@ﬁﬂﬁ%&t_ow(&%to

2 EHIX, 2004F2H13H ~14H, KKR &7
WEERICT, BiEENF EHEL I F—D
FEAT- 72,

F 72, HliEk, 70— TIc s
& L 72 0HE L AT h 7,

S, Fro—PMEROICH

BMBEICHATL 72T > 7 — RN E L%
UTFicit#$ 5, 7> —FONEIZ, Shh#E
DI REBA S, RIS, Bt 2 -— (K
T I —a . BN TX AL - #
FENTE - BRI - WMD), & 3 —iEEFT
Hbo

(1) REFFSEB AR

SINH DFFFFFEAEBAES L, 0 ~ 5 4EH513
%, 6 ~104EA%1244, 11~154EA%9 %, 154ELU
Er2#ThH-72,

(2) == H A 1B

T N—THICFHHE % 4 ~1104T -5 72, &
TN—T5 DT X 2 b ORI R 2 %

EERSEZ H

L7, T XA MR LET SN £
572, 512, A TOMIEIC T L 72 Ref]X
1~5H46%4, 6~100H2124%, 11~15H%"
2%, 15HUED128TH- 72,

(3) Bt I F+—iconT

) RT3 F—4 - FEUBRE

KT I DWW, EHIAL Z2HEOENC &
> TILBHED b DEEZF D) B 2 WEDAGH D
S 72, 5D 4 L EoShEr s [RW] X
3 [l s mE RS, LI F—aEicon
TIE, @Ky (@] LBz 7205, Yok
W, SENDEEW E WS ENES D - T2, R T
WD BREG IS s [ | & &z 7205,
AESFICAE, B boMEZHE/RT 252D
- 72,

2) W fii

457D 3 U LEDSEE, S-kric il 1
Polz] EEZTWD, ZMEICH DT WL
W) L T NEHI Z 8 TH
5725, BETAE— PR W, {50 EEL
FZH ) s e DORNGGDL B o720 SMED LD
BRI L TIE, TEISHIEL TF S - 2230
%<, WiETh -7z,

3 HEENE

EONFICOWTIE, B\EEHIT R -7 ]
EEZTND, ﬁ%wﬁﬁ DWW, WP
DY [l E B2 Tnd, @RV ~ILIZDOWN
TIE, @y [ L &2 Tnwb, X7 —
RA Y PEZBHL CTREZCR) #E#RLZ e 2
TIAEL THRL W & DB R S 7z,

4) T x 2 b

TXANDEICOWTUL, @Ky [EE ]
EBEZTWD, mid, Wy [Tl &2
Twd, WHEICEL T, EHL T 2EE %
OPWZT 5B E DRSS, ToOXIEE
Kol 2 F—ToORE 2 W 5, 4 AAic
Bifn S 72 7 X A b BRI DLW,
Fghs Y] B2 TWb,

%1 Bt %& I Vol54 No. 7 2004 1063



KAXDER, L#. RE. BRMERLLET,

%8B, GRr5EALLZET 7 7 A VOB
12 & - THIER - Hi/ SRS I TR T & 72,

5)  KEfE - 23—

REFIEIC DWW TS, @y [Rw] s &z
ThBY, #UTh-72Bbis,

3= OW TR, @EEY (Y]]
EEZTBY, #YITh-72 L Ebs,

—HT, K DRERW, ML A 2L
RO BFEDD Y, SEROUCEIINFE NS,

6) &3 —afk

ZIMHOIRTLEERD, LI F—csmL R
hote] LEZTWE,

B ofemis LT, BRI KERRFHE %
MR TE 722 &, Ao xR B <o K E
HL L NI TEI2Z &, WEFEI IEL2
LD L7z,

A E LT, BHRNCRERFRELZ L - &
R L CBITIER»P 722 &, ELFENTIE D
> T TBFIETREP - 722 EZIT 517z,
5z, 4%, EFICHESLT A AT v a v
REL) ANLTEL W & DBEEID B - 72,

B, BHEZEI A S 7 OMIBICE#T 5
BRI, Btz gy 7o8HE2EEL T
FEI vy ERLE» N,

6. ¥ ¢ &

Al 2 F—I2 2 L CORERRFHE e
bl VKRN L #R L Z T TEL DI L&Y
Ni2ZEFLBbAANDZE, 14 A7~ b
D.CACTEEEL, HALEZESHEDOT A )7
ALRCHE S LD Z e TE R, 2512
D I — %5l L TR At o Jn I pEE B <o

1064 M B E

KEFRFFFF L & DAL, S4B DEBEDFAT
RO L D LR L T 5,

2D I F—IZHitEL T, CAFC I3, Fifz
EIRRDPE DM ERHE 2 AT L 723560808
PRI o 2T, EREIC DWW TR
Eam A EC 2 E DY B EICONWT, LFE
FHROBEY 5 5 = H A RIE I 25K b 4y
#3471 T3 Y (Knorr-Bremse System Fuer
Nutzfahrzeuge GmbH v. Dana Corp), Z®
HHE 5 CAFC DB REDHIM LA 232 L
£ ELTWBZEDELZ D, ZOFHIR Festo
Bl L b, KER 2O THT a7 b D
fremE 2 HEIE L, EeEtE (7R
LT 2 EBEMT LRI A TnEZ L
BRI LN S, M2 CEILE KT
% K ERFEFHI EE OB 20 < L TIT Ny 55
52 EIEITETY, GRDX I F— TR EE
Hiz, &k SR HROMWEZIT) X LT
HOWFBRIC D Tn & 72w,

AR FERT D 7 2 DEGO» DT B 7 FEFEIC AL
BErEITL LI, I F—HFIcws N
HETRIWIIZWEBERO ) 2, L) bl
Tz D22 Mt % 70 BELITH IS HTN & 2D +450 7
WiGZWiziZwieTryzu 7 KimT XA,
NEMFEAMA T v 7DF 212 HIEL BELE
HL L7220,

B, Al I F—FReT > r— MR
HUREID B 3 R R 4, X SIS
L7zt S =0 17bin s 2 & 2 WY %,

(Bfes4aH 20044 3 H12H)

Vol.54 No. 7 2004





