a0l g 169 0T 0 Sl G9i> g E1 531 3o Cad (5503 Julond
b

*031)')5.1? prld guo 2578
JRPT TR VIRVE g

b8 (ilte DL e el s eed S 0 A3 S G
(Tl 0t e g )f bl 3 8 0T ) Zald) Gai 5 pll G il e O
ol g3 ol kg add Qs 4 bl 8 8 sl by ey o)
s gl g6 Jlasil e a3 g g Olgm ar U 0B, Gy o0
A gt gl i pl g3 ol 3 K0, & das o OLA G ) il
sl Al oy 4 g adja, ) S gl Baie s Sl e Al
a3l U Uyl agslol 5 1 T 487 das oo OLAS Lo poen uliond o} el aBl talS
b w5 e i D OT U peen laa iy JoS w0 5 2o b )

J)E»J:QG)JP PYCR VRN N'v B Jilbq&:?;ﬂbq.ululj I

.H-\ﬂ_‘an@.ﬁb e c_.‘._:.,..&;;_,b_abf
st g oKl By 0 a1 ) o st i (5S> ke paT A 0

Yo



o dpie g £l G0 Conud 50 o f’fo;l.n.:nuj,i:s:lh_uu": 5 aloxo

Al s gl
b5 Wl
g Sl 53 ML iy oS ague agy (ol Bk opl sl 5 is

oS w5 (g5 laml

A4



- i g £y B0 i (g5 Julo FY o kol gio Sliuiond adme

4odio
0k 13y 5 gl Dot 31 (555 00 2Ll 4o 55T 5 Wl Sl g oSS

35 a5 okl gLy ) golasl sl pls L& oS e
A b b g g G s g (5SS (sl gl 5 et I S5T 2
oSl g IS e pletit Ks (g 1 tdipl g sbed & (550Latil anw i ale
Jsel 31 55 g1 G dlar 51 golail el (s o)y Ty 5 LD b
e Sjlge G55 slasil s ol 43 ol 2l i slapllsi oIS g5k
dna g Sl 5 g wibiann g gla, 25 gldS Saam y g3lati] Slopll w45 5 4e

o-ufn‘,_.!'--l.:-)j‘ut.a_vu;a—(JEL,JJ"SLAA;;Q)'IAAS‘J_!&:MJJS:LAZ;]JJC.{EJC?MJJ.\
e 3 S T S 53 iy VL e 0 48 3 Gl -3 Gl B 1 ey 16T sl
Wl 42513 3 gy 303 5 Al USG (glediu 3 A2

See: Hanns Ulirich, The Evolution of European Competition Law: Whose Regulation,
Which Competition?, Edward Elgar Publishing Limited, Massachusetts 2006. p.31
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Innovation, Not Innovaters, Rutgers Law Journal, Vol. 38, p. 365
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Intergovernmental Group of Experts on Competition Law and Policy, Geneva,
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8. Anderman, Steven D., The interface Between Intellectual Property Rights and
Competition Policy, Cambridge University Press, IP Academy, New York, 2007, p.
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9. llkka Rahnasto, Intellectual Property Rights, External Effects and Antitrust Law:
Leveraging IPRs in the Communications Industry, Oxford University Press, New
York, 2003, pp. 35-39.

10. U Bernitz and V Tiili, Suomalainen Ja Kansain Valinen Markkinaoikeus
(Porvo,1974). pp. 188-189 (CF. Ibid., p. 35),

11 . Finnish Committee Report KM 1952: 33,4 (C.F. Ibid).

12 . Justice Holmes.

13 . Motion Pictures Patents Co. v. Universal Film Mfg Co ,U.S 502 (1917).
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See: Philip E. Areeda, Hovenkamp, Herbert, Fundamental of Antitrust Law, Wolters
Kluwer,3ed edn., USA 2007, p.17-01.
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17. Anderman, op.cit., p. 3.
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20. See: e.g. WIPO, Competition and Patent, available at: hitp://www.wipo.int/
patentlaw/ en/developments/competition.htmi(last visited 2012/8/18) p.1.
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See: Ernest S. Meyers, and Seymour D. Lewis, The Patent "Franchise" and The
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23. See: UNCTAD, Competition Policy and the Exercise of Intellectual Property, op
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See: Federal Trade Commission, To Promote Iinnovation: The Proper Balance of
Competition and Patent Law and Policy, A Report by the Federal Trade Commission,
October 2003, available at http:/ww.fic.gov/os/2003/10/innovationrpt.pdf (last
visited 2011/12/01) chapter 2, pp. 12-13; UNCTAD Secretariat, Competition Policy
and the Exercise of Intellectual Property Rights, Doc NO.TD/B/Com.2/CPL/ES, p. 5.
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26. Federal Trade Commission, To Promote Innovation: The Proper Balance of
Competition and Patent Law and Policy, part 3, p. 31.
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27. See: Gustavo Ghidini, Intellectual Property and Competition Law; the innovation
Nexus, Edward Elgar Publishing Limited, UK, p. 13 et seq.

28. See: Barry J. Rodger, Angus, MacCulioch, Competition Law and Policy in the EC
and UK, Routledge, Cavendish Taylor & Francis Group, 4edition, New York, 2009,
p.1.
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29. Luis Kaplow, the Patent Antitrust Intersection: A Reappraisal, (1984) 97 Harvard
Law Review, 1815, 1818, n.10; S F Anthony, Antitrust and Intellectual Property Law:

From Adversaries to Partners, (2000) 28 AIPLA Quarterly Journal, p. 1, 5 (CF, llkka
Rahnasto, op. cit., p. 22).
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30. See: Pierre Regibeau, Katharine Rockett,the Relationship between intellectual
Property Law and Competition Law; An Economic Approach, June 2004, available at:
http:/Avww essex.ac.uik/economics/discussion-papers/papers-text/dp581.pdi (last
visited 2012/8/18).

31. Louis Kaplow, op. cit., pp. 1815-17.
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33. See: e.g., Crown Die & Tool Co. v. Nye Tool & Mach. Works, 261 U.S. 24-37
(1923); Continental Paper Bag Co. v. Eastern Paper Bag Co., 210 U.S. 405 (1808);
Philip Marsden, Handbook of Research in Trans -Atlantic Antitrust, Edward Eigar
Publishing Limited, UK, 2006, p. 356.
34, Federal Trade Commission, To Promote Innovation, 2003, op. cit., chapter 1,
p.14.
35. Josef Drex), op. cit., p. 37.
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37. Case 238/87 Volvo v. Veng (1988) ECR 2611.
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41. The Theory of Complementarity.

42. See: e.g. Pate R.Hewitt, Antitrust and Intellectual Property, Remark before the
American Intellectual Property Law Association, January2003, p.3 available at:
http://www.justice.gov/atr/public/speeches/206607.pdf  (last visited 2012/8/18),
Claude Crampes, David Encaoua, Abraham Hollander, Competition and Intellectual
Property in the European Union, Revised Version February 2005, Paper provided by
University of Toulouse 1 Capitole in its series open access publications from
University of Toulouse 1 Capitcle, pp. 1-2, available at: hitp://ideas.repec.org/p/ner/
toulou/ http-neeo.univ-tise1.fr-589-.htmi (last visited 2012/8/18).
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See: George Addy, Erika Douglas, Mind the Gap: Economic Costs and Innovation
Perils in the Space between Patent and Competition Law, Davies Ward Philips &

Vineberg LLP., p. 1, footnote no. 2, available at: http:.//www.dwpv.com/~/media/
Files/PDF/ Mind-The-Gap-Final.ashx (last visited 2012/8/18).
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See: Rick Gould, (Prepared by} Intellectual Property Issues and Competition Law
and Policy, Wipo Asian Regional Seminar on Intellectual Property Protection of New

Technologies, in Cooperation with the State Intellectual Property Office (Sipo) of the
Peopie's Republic of China, Beijing, p. 4.
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44, See Peter S Menell, Intellectual Property: General Theories, Berkeley Center for
Law and Technology, University of California at Berkeley, available at:
http:/iwww.dklevine.com/archivefittheory.pdf; U.S Department of Justice, Federal
Trade Commission, Antitrust Enforcement and Intellectual Property Rights:
Promoting Innovation and Competition, April 2007, available at: htip./iwww.fic.gov/
reports/ innovation/P040101PromotinglnnovationandCompetitionrpt0704.pdf  (last
visited 2012/8/18), p. 1.
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1990).

48. Compare Intergraph Corp. v. intel Corp., 195 F.3d, 1346, 1362 (Fed cir) (1999).
49. U.S. Department of Justice and the Federal Trade Commission, Antitrust
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See: Chris Noonan, The Emerging Principles of International Competition Law,
Oxford University Press, Great Britain, 2008, p. 416; (Section 23 of Antimonopoly Act
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62. Somnath Bhattacharyya, U.S. Philips Corp. v. International Trade Commission:
Seeking A Better Tie between Antitrust Law and Package Licensing, Columbia
Journal of Law & Social Problems, Vol.40, 2006-2007, p. 283.
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See: M Witmark & Sons v. Jensen. 80 F supp 843, available at:
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B. Braum Med. v. Abbott Labs. 124 F.3d 1419 (Fed. Cir. 1997).
66. Leitch Manufacturing v. Barber Co. 302 U.S. 458 (1938).
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67. See: e.g Mercoid Crop. v. Mid — Continent Inv. 320 U.S. 661 (1944); Mercoid
Crop. v. Minneapolis — Honeywell Regulator, 320, U.S. 680 (1944); In re indep. Serv.
Org. Antitrust Litig., 203 F.3d 1322 (Fed. Cir. 2000) ;Mallinckrodt, Inc. v. Medipart, Inc
976 F.2d 700 (1992); Zenith Radio Crop. v. Hazeltine Research Inc. 385 U.S. 100,
135 (1969); National Lockwasher co v. George K. Garrett Co., 137 F 2d 255-257
(1943).

68. See: Patent Reform Act 1952 and Patent Misuse Reform Act 1988.

69. See: e.g. In re Indep. Serv. Org. Antitrust Litig., 203 F.3d 1322 (Fed. Cir. 2000).
70. American Bar Association , Intellectual Property and Antitrust Handbook, op. cit.,
p. 84.

71. Ibid., pp. 139-140.
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