OLIFF

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

REPORT

EFKEHERBHFTORIBEIC L 5. MEORFICH LTAAER L 2R E2 LT HHR
20044£10H7H

9H13H ., KEHEHKIEFEFE AL, Knorr-
Bremse Systeme Fuer Nutzfahrzeuge GMBH v. Dana
CorporationF {125k L T, O KEEHREZ T L
F L7z, ZOHRIT, MEORTHRFEOHRIZET S
EIZ20M M R S5l 2 BT D TT, Fic, ZoH
Wik, BEFSNREED. P ORI REE A
BUSXAFIRH L2 2 &%, Lo ENHEN 2
b DTN T, XITHENRDTRNST2THH
DLWV ARFRE L R HHERITITES RN L ERLT
WET, HUTKEEFRAHIPTIE, 19864F DKloster
Speedsteel AB v. Crucible Inc. {2122 T D [RIEHI AT
FRRIZ B W THRIEIZEI ST AR & 7 2 Hegm R
2, LA PIRICRED 2 A ENT D 2 &
IZR>TCWD ] EDftma tH LE Lz, #uc, Jefilc
eV, ATREIR RN A U7 K E S — 2 =7 N SR i X
Hi G I FT OHIRITE D 1 S, BGE OREFEREIC D
& 2O KD AR &R D HERR A DA VO R R A
TOELI X THRBICELRINE LT,

DALY ¥ LIAR— F O A= B W T, i
HOKIRIPERRECHIFTIC K 0 Gt S =40 L [H
AT OMEACAPRFHEAFHH L, S— FNZBW T
X, BECHIFT OO X —RA > R 2L, &5
A= NINZBWTIE, BHFTOHROFER A2 E %
T, RELETCEZEUSG L, ol HEE IgkiLs s
LTCoORETO/REOREZDHL 9,

L EFRKEEFEAIFT OF R R UHR
R L TR HE K OV USRS B R

B REFBICEBDTHEEMIC LIV ERSND5E.
FHEREE D, BEOREITH L TAHER & 7222 Him

! F3d___, Nos.01-1357,-1376, 02-1221, -1256, 2004
WL 2049342 (Fed. Cir. Sept. 13, 2004).
2 793 F.2d 1565 (Fed. Cir. 1986).

ol 4z L@y TH DD, |
MR B, WEEZEETHIERENHEND O TIEZN
DY, IRl - RHE AR R OV SIS 1 R A5 HE D 12
MO AFILE & e BHERR A T2y,

SR 20 THE ADNET RS ZEFUSG L TULs
ST, MEORFICKR U TRRRE E 72 D w2 5]
ST Z LITENTH D, )

MR &, [MF OB O R DR F 2 BT 5

72O ORI 72 BRI DSk L T D EiTv z,

FHELOFRPNREELIGE L2 EiX, 20 X9
REENEENZ LD TRPST-THAH &5 RF
& TR DR TR S SHEE L 1T B0,

SR 3 MR, 2L T & Th D & Dffam
[ZED . ARFIET S XD ISR &7 DR
BHER SN D HE . AFFRIZHOWTORGRIZED LD
RbDEIRDDN,

IR HOITEHIPTC K 2B ORE ORBEITIY H
Sh. BHEHEOLDICTRFIELRSND, H
FHHFTIC X0 51 & H SRR & 72 D HERm O HERR
B, BRFFICOVWTORERERELE TH LD, FEL
(2% L C O 25 i 2s . B NS EE ORE 21T -
TeNE BT DT DICHETH D, |

G 4 TENT RAAL ZAZBEL W holz b L
Th, BECKT 2 EEINAOEET, MEDRE
WK DB EAEEREST 5 DICHKSTH D0, |

MR A, TEfIX, 2RFE0 S5, REFE2M
DEMHL EHITHRATRETHDHELTED, .. [X
EIZFWT] eflE, FHEREED., FEMHICOX,
ZTOEMHIZBITHRIICAESTmEAE 525D
KABLTWD,




OLIFFE

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

20044£10A 7H

IL EFRKEEFER O X —HRA ~ b

A. FFFEHITB W THREAKEABRICE
B% RIE R 2RI A

HHKEERRECHIFT X, Upjohn Co. v. United State 5F
MBI BiEFBHFTOHRESI AL TOEY, 2
OHEFIT, FrEL-KEANR L 2w — & LTH
NS, BEEKICHT L TOHET TREDLD] &
B L., T SR A ORIZB W T, Bono=E
B AR & D2 RO, I K-> THEOBEST &
DENEICH L TCEDBITREWARERET S LWV O R
HHMZEHT 2O T, FrcBT 2 Lol
ENFHETRWERB LI ST —EbRWnEdinl
TUWET 2, HGKEIERRE AT X, RiIEH O E
2. RFEANDITENZ DWW THEN TRV E W) #iima
RRTDHZ LT, AL LIREAOERBEEZBHEL, £
OfRE BT DA REMERNH L EEHLELE, &5
(2. HEFGKEHERRECH AT, B BV TERRHIFT
D3, IRl L-KE AR HEDOF BT L0 RFIZE & 72 D
Haz gl SHT Z LICRIBEL T 2V AICERE L, =
O UinB 2 FFrF i ic b I _R&EThor E LT
EJc

B. THMBHIERZE ORktE:

HFGKEIPERECHI TR, NEEMICAFRE & e b 42
TORFFICE L CTH#ELIC L 2 RO 2 fmE
D... BAHEEORE | ZERML. gL SR LD
ST EMBARFRE E e D HfimE Sl 3 2 LA
UThHhoL LTWET, ERICbH0bbT, BT
I, Bl ESIH LT, ME OB ORFHEDIRE A
BET B 72 O OFEMRAI 0 F BRI DE L Cnbd Z &
ZEHLTHET,

C. 2AHFORF

EIBKEPEFECHFTIE, REDBE TH D000 L
WOl 2fRFEEICRL L TREEOSEIZ MR
THZ LI VRt S, TR 72 2 o 722 B SZAYJR
ANE7Z2 vy &0 S Je YR O EAF AN Z R L £ L
oo ALK HERECHIPTIZ, FIRBEL D, 2EE
DO—HE LT, G LT FAA 2ZONEIZET S

3 449 U.S. 383, 389 (1981).

FRNTRNDE TV Z)FR#E L LR L E A @
INTH LW ED, TBMEINDHIIETHHINE
N SEICHE LN Sl LE L, FOHEH
1. (D) AENARFMIC LD ST,
MHTYT, LonL, RiofHRO—FlZ5 L T, #
FRKEPERR BT X, MEER AL, Z ORFFIE
(R, B IHERITHEARTRETH Y . RS-
BT, ZOLEIIGEBDOENDLTHAI EIELDHITE
DM B N B o T2 w0 BEEE T 5 — T hH
HEEHILTCWET, T, ORI E
M, ZOREMESLT D OISO AHENER H Y F
R

D. 4 7HBHBEIZLHRAER

TR A SRR E T 2 A 7 BB, ARIZEE 2D
WL E 2 AT BIR D ICB W TS HE IR Lo
O, FRFICET 2 BLEOEE 2% T B EN R E
FR. HEMREL TOE0EDE T 5 720 O
R ERBEAET A L OFMERLE LTHRREN
HAENRHHE LT, ZORTEHERICFAE LW
TEEEHMLE L, AAEHEICLD L, BEE
B, FrRroBRERMEEIC/R D HIEE, SIERGE X
BEBHPTHRIC LY RS TR 63, TEMED
I R O BEREE ST IC BT 2 BER & LT 2z HiR
Lz T ET,

L #Eam &k URER

FEBATR U IERAHE EN B TR L D ThnoTz,
KITEER LD TRN-T2THAH LT HRFGE &
TR D HERR N T2 < TR D126, EHGKEIERRECHIFT Ok
. BER ORISR 2 EE B ICEE L CHR#E Lo
BEE 2 BRI 2 000, ULFFRICB W T, B L7z
P TE AR T 2 D M BT DU E ISR LT DFLE
ODEHMEZEZ THET, LrL, EEEBIIREE
S>TEY, BRHORF2aET 5 EMHEOH HIEE %
ITORNC, ZORBERITTNETHHOT, Bk
DY O DFFFNIES, MEFATHEARRTRE IR ET
b, EFINT2biE, TR OLNHTH
59 LTS S MR OFELZHEREICT 57
., IR AT v T EE L DMLERICEF IS £
HFh, BEFHEICL-T, FELOEEIX. Z0L&)
TR R PR NIEET D Z L W 2 72 DI EY
THEHRATHVEET,




OLIFFE

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

20044£10A 7H

o T, FELOEEZIUGT 20 E 0, TSk
T O EIKIA D0 EICTE L THB &2 3 588, Y
HHANT, FREOFHDMKGER) 72 Ikt 2 B L E
B

1) BHOFEFEORM T CHELOEELZIREL TV
DN BT, ME OBERN O FFFFHE & BT D
7202, WICEEREEMERIATMETDHZ L,

(2 BCLOSHXIFEBADOEKIZXH L TY A7 RN
RThHGE. BELOGIEDTR RIS L <X
BHETH DA, UTHFRDNTA L TWDEAITIE.
EEY A FE2@ERTAEILOE L, FRELICIATERD
EWEEEZ RS LT 2 &,

() B LZHEITIT, FrEDRPL T CIEMHOERE
BEZRS L T LEROFEICEH L TH#ELDT
RALRAEZF B2 &,

(4) FBITBWTHEDORETFEOHRABICH-V .
FELOEEEZRET RENED, If#E LOETE
IARPLT R E SN2 R 28, (QEEEN. RhE
WCHFRT 272D BE L EIND HiAH L, (b)EE%
BHT2ZLICBRL T, BEICEESN 5551
THMOEHRL ORES OREERESITDH 2 &2k D
Nh LR, FHEDEBENRBEENSELD TH A
IRELONT U RAE LD L,

* * * * *

Oliff & Berridge, PLC/Z, KEN—2"=T M7 L-F 42
KU T iz & 75 090 LR FETT T, HF
BPRL, FF7F. EIEHE, PoEE. WA BEILNE, ik & &
PiELCTHEY, IR TS 15H#ET 3 K068
HWOPNEESD T, KF HANFEXZ 5T, Z<D
WFIL U EAN D 2 Z o 72 f DI 278 T E
7>

CDRN A LN — NE S HEEED E O
BT S lE R e T 5 Z L e ERE TS5 DT
BV, BHIT PN XEEHEET S b D THRITIUL,
Oliff & Berridge, PLC D LI ZAF & 11K T 5 & D Th B
DFEHA, ZDIXN Y I LN — NDFEED, =D
HIZ 5 FRSIERICEDN T, 17828 = 75512
1E, BRI TS EE 0,

## L < /%, Tel(703) 836-6400, Fax(703) 836-2787,
commcenter@oliff.com, X /2277 South Washington
Street, Suite 500, Alexandria, Virginia 22314, USA * T%
B EX0, BEFETICHTSERIZ, U=
w P haww.oliff.com/iZB N T TE DT E
7




	I. 連邦巡回控訴裁判所の争点及び判示
	II. 連邦巡回控訴判決のキーポイント
	A. 特許事件において弁護人-依頼人関係に影響を及ぼす特別な原則はない
	B. 積極的注意義務の継続性
	C. 全体事情の検討
	D. ダイク裁判官による反対意見

	III. 結論及び提案

