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Philosophy
	Frank Easterbrook raises essential questions on the essence of trademarks, copyrights and intellectual property rights. His opinion on the matter is based on his profession as a judge, and he explains the dilemma that the judiciary faces in arbitrating such cases when they arise. The challenge is intensified when such cases are appealed in higher courts and judges have to look for grounds to either support the lower case verdict or quash it (Moore, 2017). Frank explains that the answer usually lies with the lawyers and fairness is not an absolute outcome. He deliberates that lawyers are always the ones that draft the named documents, and this gives the defence an upper hand when deliberating their case. One question that the judge poses to the audience is the essence of laws that outline how intellectual property rights should be written or decided in a court a law. Judges have no expertise in the matter, and frank proposes the ratification of such laws because they impede the progress of businesses, arts and humanities.
	The intricate nature of drafting patents and intellectual property rights make the determination of such cases difficult. Lawyers ask inventors not to include aspects of their inventions in the papers so that other business people may not replicate the products, services or business models. The hidden parts only appear once cases are presented, and the jury is tasked with figuring out who developed the invention. Frank thus proposes that such cases should be determined based on products and not the registered patent or intellectual property rights papers (Dharos, 2016). This point makes sense because a patent that has not implemented or the patented commodity not produced is of no benefit to consumers or the business circle. Another curios point he raises is the prices that inventors and their lawyers put on their products and other inventions. The justification process is intricate, and the judge suggests that all these intellectual property rights should not be prioritized.
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