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Myriad v. Association for Molecular Pathology
[bookmark: _GoBack]The facts of the Supreme Court case involving Myriad and Association for Molecular Pathology encompassed the argument by Myriad that once a gene becomes isolated – discrete from other genes – it qualifies to be patented. This would ensure that Myriad Genetics enjoyed exclusive control over diagnostic testing as well as scientific research for the BRCA genes. Hence in a bid to prevent Myriad Genetic from being granted the patent, the Association for Molecular Pathology accompanied by other medical associations filed a lawsuit against the United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO) and Myriad Genetics challenging various patents associated to human genetics (Supreme Court, 2012).
The Supreme Court made the ruling in favor of the petitioners – the Association for Molecular Pathology. It held that isolating a gene does not change its naturally arising essential qualities. Thus the Supreme Court invalidated the controversial patents owned by Myriad Genetics as it declared that human genes are naturally occurring hence unpatentable. This ruling means that medical organizations are not granted patents to human genes because they are naturally occurring. The invalidation of the patents of Myriad Genetics depicts that medical technology such as DNA testing and gene therapy cannot be patented by any organization. Thus every medical organization can borrow the idea of gene testing or gene therapy from other medical organizations. 
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