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Frmols &b e H L 5
i35 32 AL ) HERE DR E
—Illinois Tool Works Inc. v. Independent Ink, Inc., 126
S.Ct. 1281 (2006)—

1 = %

A4 EFRA Trident, Inc. (F#4%EH i L3 A Hllinois Tool Works #°H
W %, N—a—FERIAT ) > =D A —H—Th b, D7) > 5—i
TNy b~y FOREER), 4 75R R 2 LUREA v 7 (GRNFEF
) D3ODIWEP LRI NG, INLDFRIFHEFRET T FTT) S
—%&EET 5 OEM #—7%— (original equipment manufacturers) 553
N7z, OEM 2 ——I3BAL 28R ZEEORDIZIGL TF Y R—o T
MEHZ N~ — FE2ERIT 2 7°Y) > 9 — & U CHAM T CHRT L 72, Trident
& OEM »— 71—t OMOFEZTHIE, OEM 2 — 7 — |2 BB o) i
(7A€ R) FHTHIELERETH—HT, OEM A —h—»RKH%T 5
7 F—icid Trident A > 70A % FH LMHBENA > 7 2HH L W
ZERHEBOT T,

# %A Independent Inc.ix Trident 8lod £ > 7 ¢ FE—#B N4 > 7 » B
LA b L 72, Trident iZ Independent % HFFFEETH V7 5 V=T &l H
R HER I FRER L 72208, HEHERIZZDFR2 £1R1F 72, Independent iFidfic
Trident 8FNIRE & HFFTF TR ORI (declaratory judgment) % 3K
®», FIHFKICIRFL 72, Independent |3 ZF NRICTRKZEIEL, Trident N
X & b¥ (tying) BL UM A (monopolization) T&Dy y—<2>HE14%B
FU2FICERT 2 EDEELZEML 72050

Independent i3, Trident 257°) > b~y FoAf > 7 BEBICET 2882
-5 THBY, HEEMEL Lo [H5E] (market power) AWEES i, R
FERIEIC L 21X A b3 LREE (per se violation) DBz L ) K b

(1) Independent Ink, Inc. v. Trident, Inc., 210 F. Supp. 2d 1155, 1177 (CD Cal.
2002)
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FAFRICERT B EERLZ, L LEHMHEIZE, Independent HBEHE N
G & 72 3 T B & SRR 2 MR AVEERL 2 R L Tl E 0B D 5 %
NEFREBT, ERLHEIE, r—<rEERNBOLNLNWI EIZONWTD
FEEETAEH P (summary judgment) % F L 72, Independent iz F 7 %
FERIZ DWW HEFRHR M R AR E L, RN R %R (Federal Cir-
cuit) IHEERL 72, Z DD F I DV T LB HITNR L 72,

Federal Circuit i3 EBEEFOWEELLHBALMRETL T, v —=
158 IS BT 2 B nBEEMAMH R 2 EZE L 72, Federal Circuit 13,
&3 O International Salt H#k (19474F) o) K O Loew’s Hl#k (19624F) (s,
Rz Jefferson Parish ¥lge (19844F) o, D EFwRETIHA L, PR HPIERE

(2) International Salt Co. v. United States, 332 U. S. 392 (1947). #45 Interna-
tional Salt iZFBEH (FHFEE) OFRKFN) —2&H4ThH Y, FHHIZ ) —
2H&ME L CHM S b2 —— 2 EME & & 2 EERHE GERED 2B
AHATHZE2BUTRO TV, Z2D)—AZHH R 7 A FEEICER
T5E L CERPTREL 2, —FEEEFHEBHRICL) v —<rEl
%, JVA M EIFRENEROL, BHEIRSRICERE LRSI, BEE
1, FEFIC L) BERTHEIC EIRAOZE A b, IREERF o BRHE A L
BREREZALEINLZ L TRABRFZHE CORSHEDEEN L HERIIRIE £
Nz LC—BHRESIF L7, BlE— [7 2 ) 2 J 2 b k] 194-195
B (EFMERE, 19984) £,

(3) United States v. Loew’s Inc., 371 U. S. 38, 46 (1962). B 7 4 )V 2 DEAG
4ft Loew’s 75 { DO DBRE7 4 WA B HREASLETCTV BICIKGELZ & L
TEFDRIL 12Bh, ZOBGTCREMEAFZDBFL 7 A VLA EELT7 4V
LDWEESOEDHEE SN2, ZOHRTEERIE, WEALELIEMICT
SUBENDH 5 Z L, RESIMBNMEONETH S & &+ kil
HHEEND LR L, BT [720) 2255k 3] 1878 CGERAZ
RS, 19874F) M,

(4) Jefferson Parish Hospital District No. 2 v. Hyde, 466 U. S. 2 (1984). = =
—F )Y ZEERD T 2 7PV - %Y w2 R H B Jefferson Parish
HERRBEIS, B TR R 2T 5 BFITH L CEREE & BOBIRIC H 2 8EE
EORRBEEIC & 2 REBEBR PR L T, TR 7 A MEICERT S &
L THRE:EE Hyde 25 FEEE % 8k 2 72 F4 (Hyde |2 FEYRBRIC B 2 AL 72 2°
T2 b Y =25 DRKBRE EEICH b kY H - ). BRI, F
i & R AN Y — A TH 2 Z &R RBEL 2 LT, MO BEDK30%7
B 2R L T3 Z 2 LRSS = TH80% TH 5 & LT, Mk
Y—E AGHTOBESFEHET 52T OWBELENT v & L TEREEDR
AL 28 b o 72, ERE—HE [T AV AR 7 2 L] 198-1998 (F5#k
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B WIR Y I REBNTINHE ) XETH B L HRL 72, Trident (332
LEFR (certiorari) %47\, JEFITZN2ZHEL 72,

2 & 5

P NEIRLRESLYENER N FA M ELOLREE L TR
FHBIZ, RO E T % Bk L 72 1988F D RFFTERIESE L #iR &
n%) 75‘0

3 ¥ ®
% (Federal Circuit) HFRNOBEFEZERE L, Stevens HHEWEEER T
L L£B»RE, 12770, Alito ZHHERAGOER - WIS,

4 YIRIBeR
(BEER)

(1) faxfbeHELZRY LT8R

BEADLEOMBER N T CTHRARERDOP TRES N T E L, LIEES
ZOMEBOICERL 727131912460 A. B. Dick B, TH 5, ZDHEM
TlE, FHEROBAIZH 20 54 2> 2T TEEFNA > 7 DAL BED
T BHELbEIEE L L B0 E ) PO Sb, BEEREESbYOEE
I DWW TR ERET, THEHIGERL -2 L 2MEE L TREFRENHIR
#FL7. L2LA7A4 FERBRAE (E. D. White) 13 THFFIC & - Tk
LM AL L2HLL, BRSIEOENLZITHET 22 &2
EF B | EORMNFEREEN, ZOHBRD 2 £, EHRXIRTA
HREBHENRINBERZEGNICREL 27V A4 P rE3EERIEL 2,

A. B.Dick #Mlzkntt, #EAbE2EERE T 2 BRI, RFEFENER,
EIWMBIBERXESSR, VAP VvE3E BIUYr—=2rE1FEL-
72,

LEEFEIR L) [ E &by BIIIBHSFMELS M iE %] (Standard Oil
gk (1949) ) EREL Tviz, Z0FREIZ Fortner THIER (1969) ) T #E

Ehe, 19984F) M.,
(5) Henry v. A. B. Dick Co., 224 U. S. 1 (1912)
(6) Standard Oil Co. of Cal. v. United States, 337 U. S. 293, 305-306 (1949)
(7) Fortner Enterprises, Inc., v. United States Steel Corp. 394 U. S. 495



T AU AR (3) 231

Ha 7258, Fortner [ ¥z ZDEREHE TH 5 Fortner 11 Hgk (1977) ) I
FVEBEENT, SLICEEY—EXDEAELELHEL & » 72 Jefferson
Parish ##k (1984) s T, #EREIBERY —C ANHBIcHEN EF-> T
72 LThH, MBESKEINF —E 208G HEL 2 L OMIEIX L IN
TwHWE LT, [£THMESLERAKEETHL| LT HEREEE—
BRI 72,

LU L 4k Jefferson Parish #lgen b ¢, KEFMERRLEL L 2
R D DHAICIILREBEY L I N LMWL, F-HEER
Loew's ¥t z5 | L ¢, BHHFoFERCI VB FrHRZRNI2L22L %
WETAHZLRAETH 2 (fair) IWL 72, Z0HHIE, FFcd &<
MENRREALENIHERBOBELLHET 2ILWHRNLNZDL OV 6TH -
7z. LHEEE, BwFRIFFHFROPMNTEBA L BHEMT 22NIE v—~
VEHE1KDLIEL L S EHRL T2,

Jefferson Parish #HENEFZE RN H T O'Connor FHEIL, WEL&bED
R L >y —or B 1 ROMSMRERY LT Z X 28 L, FFErv ARl
KRELEHELZFENZELD EIPITOWTHERMEZREL Twis,

BHFOREALEMBIIZ 0L ) AR ERELLDTH Y, FCTHHHEN
7 [#2] 122w CUTIZFEMIcHET 5,

(1969). U. S. Steel Z"8ULEIRFET 5 7V ATHEBIENL T, AHOTLHEN
Home Credit #2°& b THRZ 7 vy v + #F% L 2. K4 Fortner I3
BESHTHY, US Steel DEZEMMH» L7 VATEENOEMEBAL,
Home Credit 2 & DBEE 521 T\ 72, Fortner i3 U. S. Steel »*&BiTHEIC
BT+ 4BREN2L - TB) Z0ORBRBEH2ERIBEASFOBEEZ 71
THEEPFEEAE bR E BT, #iE US Steel 285F. BEADLYEIC
AT BHE D PRy — X TH - R REFITI969E, HENERTSIC
B ABBENZOWTER R TZ ek CERICELRELZ, (Fort-
ner I $/3k)

(8) United States Steel Corp. v. Fortner Enterprises, Inc., 429 U. S. 610, 622
(1977). Bii#8¥E 7 @ Fortner I #{igkiz b &0 ZREH R TH 5. WRIIHEE
P—EROBTFEHTH D E L TR READLEHRE LD L 2R, K}
S 2 MERRERDL, L LEEHIE, US Steel 232 AbERW L
FICHMET BT ENTSERBEN R A7 LTy y—vrE1&KIERL
v & L7z, (Fortner IT $13)

(9) Bi#BH4 : Jefferson Parish I1 B4R,
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(2) #HEOHERBIBHFEROEHI T+ 7 2 FEp

Jefferson Parish #|gtC O’Conner HHEL, A% &b WErEMHOME
THIRF 7R OB T el 7z, ABHENFZ FIZIELW, £
#1113 Motion Picture ¥J#k (1917) o) ICEKRL 72 L DT, WP, HFRE
DF N T IFFERADNA 2O 5 BUBREOHRDTH & - 12HETH
%, Motion Picture ¥lgiz#% { BHITld, EREoHEERBEIHMFEINT, B
SRR I & B BFOBIRIHEE E NT275T TH Bane

3B B ) DHEE D BERYIRHLE, International Salt #¥e (1947) % ik
LTS b N 7 A FEICBATL 72, MR THEER, R0 ) —2
FE L THREFRZ AT A 2 L 2BBMIT 2050 v —< R 1 &R
V7V A PrESFIGERT S L2, ZOHRTIE, HEXEHCREFEM
oW R RETETI2 ) — 2L oE8) [ERTIELWERELY
v»] (not ---be insignificant or insubstantial) = & ZiRHLic, ZHFENELY
DIII GO LD BEMH D B LRI L 7o, BEEHIFGIC & 5 S RES
DWERRL N TAMEICEAL 22 LIZWHLPTH B, LK, SREBITILE
FrERMEL S »—< EOMBEY L CEHT 2 2 X 2 LEEICRDTEY,
LEERBINRORROERFICIGL 20 TH b,

Znts, LEEIEE, International Salt ¥PzFIHAL T, fFick sz s
b L SEE & % B BESHATED—FITH 5 L HR L gy, FOENE
B¢ FFEF RO TS LB DHERE 2 RBD 72190

(3) &2 lrfrdyE

L ELFE T Mercoid Hgk (1941) g THFEROBEHEIEH I N2 @E %I
KL7z, AR TLEEEZ, WEADEDONEPRADOTIRLEHZTH-> T
YRABOBERTH > CLREME L TRELE IV EBIHEL 2, ZDHBRN

(10) Motion Picture Patents Co. v. Universal Film Mfg. Co., 243 U. S. 502
(1917)

(11) Morton Salt Co. v. G. S. Suppiger Co., 314 U. S. 488, 494 (1942); Carbice
Corp. of America v. American Patents Development Corp., 283 U. S. 27, 31
(1931)

(12) United States v. Columbia Steel Co., 334 U. S. 495 (1948)

(13) Loew’s ##: (8§83 3); Times-Picayune Publishing Co. v. United
States, 345 U.S. 594, 608 (1953); Standard Oil Co. of California v. United
States, 337 U. S. 293, 304 (1949).

(14) Mercoid Corp. v. Mid-Continental Investment Co., 32 U. S. 661 (1941)
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BB I VPEDOBOHB D EREIC D\ TiZ, Dawson Chemical $/g (1980) s
TEIALTEHLIWL TS,

L& L, Mercoid s & M 3 7 W19524E 10 IR 1340 THFFR £ I
EL, BFHMC L -> TRENTG IS Abe I BAICIIFFER L%
WIZ EERBAE L2, £ LTS 5Ic19884E, EHEHRSIFTFEHNSURTHH
BRI DOHEE 2 BT OBREL LHIBRL 72, T DYWIE CREFDO L T HL
BAOZEHEL 2w LB E NT20e, TORETIRE N 7 A FENBEE
IZOWTRERENL - 722%, International Salt HIFkic b &< LEKEDE
NDRBELZHEZLNTH 22 LIZHLH»TH 5,

19884F- DR LSRRI BV, IV NET 2 EA LRI kdIZDOWT,
W pIEIT Morton Salt H#e% Loew’s ¥ T X iz L ELRNEE TII L
¢, Fortner II #|ge=e Jefferson Parish H|gk Gl S (L7 B THEITX& T
HoEWERTE, Thbb, HWHEXENTELZEREC LS TEETSICOW
TOFEAOSEECEMT S hald e 6%\,

(4) THEEMEEZcHERE ] AR

Independent (%, #FFMEBAT 2BICIHEFROBAL EH L THIEZD
B CREIFITE B OIS XEAPHEI NG L FRL 2, AER LUE,
BXEHNOHEBIZIFGEE NG R AR & % 5, Independent i3 X &z, [
DIHHEL ) B ATRRICHBAS NG Ny F—VRERICALNRESDLYE] &
[FERFTFMOBEN T BARE L 0l & Abt] L 2#XHIL THREOBAICTH
BYEMAOZHETRETH DL EEERT B, ZOMBHIL, BEDFENIEAD
EBAZENBHARZ K& L, THEXRNOBEHIEHICEBTELTH
272,

Z @ Independent D FRITZITFTENL N7 v, HEEFES International Salt
HRTHEZMAZ2HEL 20, AL 2 EOEPEEL L THEL
RZEEBHELEOTH-T, BENL ) LREGDOENH o722 &k 2 Hh
L7 b DT hdrolz, £72, BEVRESbEIZOWTIE, MEZERIZAT
b TBLT, REALINLER L) RAMEBOEEIRFES LTI,
BEAN (lessee) 3 FNZEBEICHEATE 2, BEA (lessor) # 5 DIEAR
B H b ORISR LA ST TH - 12,

BHFNY NP THEELMAFEGI D TR CREHRTLBHLNTE

(15) Dawson Chemical Co. v. Rohm & Haas Co., 448 U. S. 176 (1980)
(16) 35U.S.C. 271 §(d) (5)
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D, BARBICIGU TR 2T 22 L IZHHTETLRIN I 22 ETH
%, & - T Independent »*E3RT 2 [REEW AL H#EE | (rebuttable presump-
tion) RO [JEREFrMOBRMN L BAZIE NS4 b4 (requirements tie)
EAMICHEATAZ LIITE LY,

(5) SEREEHAE

Independent i3, A TREFFEUIER D LHEEDLFNICEKRL 7250 2 12E
EEBYEEH R E KD, Trident DRFEFROBEHH O F 2213 £ DHH X
B EEHET 2B b e ole, BEERBRERLHBICELEL T In-
dependent i WD TRIET AR L RUT L% 52 5,

5 YRR
(1) EFFERBOBE LFFTHOHHA
a) BEALEHEDES

[¥a & &b+ ] I3 tying arrangements ¥ 7213 tie-in I2 X 2 RETH N,
[52) Fhh 2R EWET 28541, Bt LRz BATLZ
EREMHELT, LEBHEREMNGETAZ L 2NE LT ORI T 23T
FERIN TV Dan, WESDEIEELINDINIE, T FrREAHLR
NBEROBATRECFICEHTE 2L ) LREN2 L OBATH 5,

ARECB W THTFOKGIEE A b FEIR 1800/ TIc B L 72, fakx
AbRRBHLIET 2 0ENHBMENLHOFEL LT, [HiFEH] (O
TY PN RIS BB e AT A FIE L TiThb i
7oo LB, ZOL ) ATEEREIT 2 0IMNETH - 208, BRI L 24 %RE
eIz B L SPRITRICHIERENTH 572, TR v —= > (1890
&), 7v4 i (19144), EHEWGIERRSE (19144) 2 EHHHR Tl
E3N, BEBEE A MEobE L THIEEE ko,

ZOE) BREEDL B o THHNORERHBIIRE S b2 IZTESEMFICS +
— V1 RDER L HML 2, BEDRE TH 5 Federal Circuit iz X 1L,
ZDE ) ABREROBER [(adbsbet) BECEMRT 2Dy ThHo
7z. %113 International Salt ¥yt (19474F) = Loew’s Hlgk (19624) 12
bhTwa,

(17) HEpiem [FREF] 851H (REKFHES, 19914),
(18) Independent Ink, Inc. v. Illinois Tool Works, Inc., 396 F. 3d 1342, 1346
(2005).
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BT s abed, WIrElE (5422 R) BRHOTTIA &>
Tl AFHE L LTHMEHIINDG Z L0 %, FORDBESLE GEFHEGE]
ZEABIUREER N 72 E) 13, HEAGLTRBESFHBRHTHLLL T
FNEHBIL 72, T4 > 2ABPOFIcREADYRE LR AL I & HEY
LosEHEE SN, FEADLRIIHT 2 HHo E— 71319604848 & T05F TH
272,

L& LESLERIC L 574 2 2HHI31980ERIZ A - TREBISEN S NS
Fyienot, AREDOEBESNPETL, ZOHEHIGKF 7R MEICL S
BENHEBITH Y, REOBNEROLEIE Ko7z THh bagy. £1
FTLRBEE L I N T 21k 9 HE gy 1220V T3, BENTAHME
TEEOEA]) k- THEANCZOBEELZHMT 5 & v ) E# (rule of
reason) P IND L )2k o2, BHELFIZ1995F, [HIMHET [ >
ADIZBDR N TALTA BT7A4 2] 2REL, ZodT [HF, HhiEg:e
M EITEFICTEXEI 2L 20T ER#EEL L] ZE2HL2K
L 72

b) L L ToOWES

BN oD & 5 i EMEDO A ET 5 EF (International  Salt #Hgk B L ¥
Loew’s ¥j#t) T, Federal Circuit D#7TiZ, mEFIIHEESHLEEEEL
(HEFEARIE TR L HEETL V], RBENZREA LIRS
LT EEETCREIN TV AEAICRBREIIHEETE L] L) HR2R
LT\ i2gn, FD%, BHFEFNMEL LT WHREALEEMS (Fortner 11Tk

(19) B2 IFEBSES RO DI AREBIFCRE &N [ 7V R—} ]
(19854F) k%, ZORSICTL N AREIZAMNHEREROBEKICERRL 22
ETHEATLMLN T 5,

(20) 2B, F4 > 2BHELTID>NHEEPPIRIN, LKEEL SN2, W
bWws [FA4> - /—- 7—X] (9No Nos) TH ) ZND—22FFFIC L 51
EEbETHo7,

(21) U.S. Dept. of Justice and FTC, “Antitrust Guidelines for the Licensing of
Intellectual Property” §2. 2 (April 6,1995) HEHBEEFROPFTCI NN A
FI7A4 2D THBIZERLTW2, RE#Kiz (MTTBRETOHEHNC L - CH
ESHRENDL DTV, BEIRITCENERELWA—ILIZRZ 2104
Bykwn] L) BENEREIT> T35, 126 S. Ct. 1281, 1293

(22) Independent Ink, Inc. v. Illinois Tool Works, Inc., 396 F. 3d 1342, 1348
(2005).
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& U Jefferson Parish ¥j#) Tid, WX [MHiE%51& RIT50] 5
Wi (AL &G+ WLMAT 2] ke EFEE Nk, Ly L Fortner IIH
%o Jefferson Parish $iZ MW EEIES T 2 b0 Tld ko272, &
BRSNS DFHFONEL T B TREOTHIWNICO2VWTERLT
b, ZRUIFERRFEMHICOWCENIRI % b 2 T4 (dictum) 2 LA#@E
T, MMEEOK DI X A b EEMEOWER T H 5 HHIIL International Salt
HPeB & O Loew’s PPz KD X5 2457\ & D EHRDS, Federal Circuit 7» 5
WREINIZDTH -7z, Federal Circuit 13 2 51z, BERIC & 2 BHREH B
EEE2RDIZNDTH - 72,

ZnZ b VLR LI, RERIFTFORESLEICERFIIONT
EDOHBIERE L TREPPRT HMEIIHLNL TV,

(2)  AHgeo BT

ZOHB TEDRESIZ, 1988FENRFERERENE L TUTOIZON &
ZOURANCHER L7, OFFRFICE HE b IER M 7 A MKE DBETHA
BENERETIZHMEN W L, OFF GOSN EI NI L
Th b,

a) LREBEFEOUIRIIEE

INFE TRITNREADEILRELRL LW EIZD0TL, FEHTH
BELFTLERENTGERE > T, LL, BBl 5T, 2%l
ELTHREV NNV TCREHRERD L 0RB 2 B L TREPITOWTBTL
LTI A olz, ZNDSMOBEERIBELFLZHTIERL L7
LR EBY) TH D, SEOBREHEHFOERI, FTHFORE
AhEPFRRELE LA LTV ERWRNICHERL 22 8ich b,

JR%E 7 Federal Circuit 13 % DFEHHRAOP T, HEB0HBLEET 2 F

TRTHEE L LT ERESZROUIELE 2 2Bz L 2HBHLTw
5, 72, HPEEOLBEERAZMELRHALL, LWL T dey. N
LEEERICNT I Ay =P 2 bRA LD EHTE D, RERLZDEE
BRoOFT, Federal Circuit DHEL» L Z DA v —P E5IHLTWw5EZ L
P bay HEELSELLERALERT 2 L8N H B LREBLZ L
BAEBICHNTE 5, 372, BEHEMER ORHIOSTRHES BHILIT &

(23) Independent Ink, Inc. v. Illinois Tool Works, Inc., 396 F. 3d 1342, 1351
(2005).
(24) 126 S. Ct. 1281, 1285.
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LD L CR2DBZEDTMETH S,
b) THEHXES DH#EE

T =#k 3 Eastman Kodak &t (1992) sy I BWT, KPR MEERZ F
R L MEHL, WEIREADLINLEMTE T BB TE2BEORERE
711 (appreciable economic power) % 422 & #MAEL ZITIE T b\
R 72phe 2% 0D, oL L FEHCTIERELIH 2 2 LIZHLL T
Hb, LIh T, BMETHLNLHTBIMNIOWELBDH L5 L) »iF, K
FPNET 2HA R B EDMIRLNBIN 2B 55 &9 o &\ ) MBIk
TBENDTH b,

FDEHIFEZ DAL, RMETHON-HHIHNOWEREL, »%ch
MNAHEBNEFETHEZ bbb, Lird, HEZRDLTWETEHEZH
2, ¥RBLUOFFLUROEZF & LTEAL Tz, SEIOHZRII, £
BERIHPBRORE A% 2 AR 2 EFHMET 22 &0 TELTH DI, B
B2 U, SROREZHRIL, FLVHFAERZEAL 20 TIELWE D
5259,

(3) EH~ 0

REFAMECBIT S [HHXEN] OMBIZIEbOTRELT—<TH
D, ZOHMEREIZESCERLICEL D, TOLOEENEEN LEAIT
TEY, EREARN LR S BEL % Dan. 4H, REHII, FiFoss
bRICBW URRMEEOTEZE N2 HEL T I L 2HLPIC L2, £h
bRz 52 Cidvicv, Lizd > TSR OHEEH#IC DWW T,
SHRDHBINEEEZFREO L%\,

Lo L #NTLSRDHAFDEB~OBEIRE W, T [HE] WICEKR
L7z ) B4R (sham litigation) 2MHIE LD Z & 05% 2 biLs,
INFETHESFLBICLY 74 > RHARPFEMEN, & E&bynREEHN

(25) Eastman Kodak Co. v. Image Technical Services, Inc., 504 U. S. 451, 462
(1992)

(26) [BRIEER 72 MIOERE] 0 EHEELEIBS (Question Presented)
(Brief for the United States as Amicus Curiae Supporting Petitioners, No.
04-1329) .

@7 BIZFEHERICBT S [HEXEI] 2RFLLFAE LT IV2) 2]
HIcEB S N KEAFROBREFH B, ZOEREAWER [HHEXEID 2> b
a—)L] EWIEET —OT T, HREKIC BT 2B o ME B4R
9 [T THEEN T3, Y2 ) R 13275 ~1336% (20074F)
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LRI 2 PRSI N T2, M—DFHEEE, BREHRHED
BEHENTBHE TH -2, SHEZNHIPATHCHEEINIZZ LOBHITKRE
"2
HEETNE &I, o Kodak Hldkes (1992) TRERDY, —D2ND7 7
Faw L —BEOBEI—DDEEED L LPAF TEL WSS, ZNLHET
—DONBYNTEHEEZ bNDEET D [NELWE] T7e—F2RRL T
Bl THbDoy 2O [NEEWE] T7e—F 2 HBEENELELE THIR
D, HETRENRELCLRCAOE %L T5E/BT, ZoEREL T
FIEBEORE-F ) [HEXET] o RBESHENINCKE % 5 WHEES
LEETEL W, Z0OEA, MR HENESICRD LN L FREMEDL 1T
2L B, ZORITODWTHSHOHFFINRE 221G IEE 5 0\n,
(HE% =)

(28) mIBHHE2TZR,
(29) ARBE [aBOMEE L B4k GEEIRE) | AENS| 6675 6 H (20064)



