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SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO. v. APPLE INC
Citation ___580 U.S. __ (2016)			(No. 15-777- 10/11/2016)
Brief Fact Summary: The United States Patent Act prohibits and illegalizes unauthorized use or deployment of a patented design and or an exact imitation of a design registered to a patent in the manufacturing and a possible launch of a product to the market. In such a context, the law defines this product as an “article of manufacture” and it holds that the infringer is fully liable to the patent holder on the sales and purchases made on the above-mentioned product to the extent of all their total profit (SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO., LTD., ET AL. v., 2016). A collection of companies including Samsung was challenged to court for claims of infringing a patent held by Apple Mobile Company, the argument stated that the use of rectangular faced font styles, as well as other sets of round, edged fonts with an addition of a selection of icons on black screens by Samsung Inc., was an infringement of the patent held by Apple. The Federal Circuit ruled in favour of Apple, a decision which saw a compensation of $389 million for damages caused.
Procedural Steps: The initial case was recorded in April 2011, where Apple claimed that Samsung had infringed a patented design held by Apple. The decision was made to compensate Apple for the damages caused amounting to over One billion USD (Oyez, n.d.). further, the court issued a partial retrial order on the case and this round the jury ruled Samsung to pay Apple a sum of $389 million, a decision that was later affirmed by The U.S Court of appeals for the Federal Circuit (Legal Information Institute, 2016).
Primary Issue: In regards to patent infringement, in the case that the law requires that the total profits be awarded to the party holding the patent (Ballot Pedia, n.d.). Does this rule stay in effect if only some components of the patented design are infringed?
The Rule of Law in Effect Prior to the Case: Cases specifically tied to this analogy have involved issues where the whole patent is infringed. Contrary to this, in this particular case, only some of the components of the patent had been infringed. The federal law 35 U.S.C § 289, the entire profits of the product must be surrendered to the patent holder if the design patent is infringed in any way (Ballot Pedia, n.d.). The Federal Circuit Court used this in deducing its ruling.
The Decision: The opinion was delivered by Sotomayor, J., which represented a unanimous decision from the court (Oyez, n.d.).
Summary of Decision: In its opinion, the court maintained that the law stipulates clearly that the formal definition of an “article of manufacture” includes both the end product produced by the infringing party or a section and or a component of the above-said product. This translated that the infringed components of the patent formed both the end product and components of the end product (Oyez, n.d.). As a result, the court unanimously held the previous judgment, quoting the federal law that a patent infringement was violated in either way. This was taken as the final decision although Samsung Electronics Co. had argued that it was not the most appropriate decision at the launch of the appeal.
My Opinion: Taking into consideration the need to promote global competition and overall innovativeness, this case tested the extent to which our federal laws allow competitor collaboration in the sharing of design ideas. In my own opinion, although there was an infringement of the patent, the court out to have given only a portion of the affected components in the said patent.
[bookmark: _GoBack]	Since I started this class, the ways through which I am able to interpret situations and make decisions based on given facts have changed. It is a positive development towards a successful career path.
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