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Preface to the Fourth Edition

In the last few years the Supreme Court has taken an unprecedented interest in U.S.
patent law issues. Certiorari has been granted in over a dozen cases in the past four years,
leading to a number of significant changes to the rules of law touching patent litigation.
This new edition of Modern Patent Litigation is the result. New cases have been added, and
ones that have become obsolete have been removed.

As in prior editions, I have focused on the issues most commonly encountered in
patent cases, except for ones that are normally treated in a basic patent law course, e.g.,
the defenses of obviousness or lack of novelty. I have liberally cut unrelated portions of
the reported cases, generally without ellipses, in order to lessen the burden on the reader.
The same is true for internal citations, which have been deleted wherever in my judg-
ment they do not enhance understanding of the point being made by the court.

The book’s length is chosen to fit a three-credit law school course. For a two-credit
course it is anticipated that the instructor can easily select the topics of most interest.
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