











opportunity for the office to conduct
an additional administrative procedure
for postgrant administrative review of
patent validity when a patent is asserted
against a claimed infringer (26-28).

Certain online blogs provide good,
up-to-the-minute patent information,
including Patently-0 (http://patentlaw.
typepad.com), the Patent Barista
(http://patentbaristas.com), and Parent
Docs (http://patentdocs.typepad.com),
the latter focusing exclusively on
biotechnology. In a recent post there,
it was pointed out that President
Obama modified his website to
remove references to patents forged to
be “gold plated” by extensive public
peer review, but that he maintains an
emphasis on citizen review for the
purposes of reducing uncertainty and
wasteful litigation. It's not clear what
further process might be introduced,
but this is clearly an area in which
significant change may be realized. A
peer review process currently being
evaluated could be expanded (22).

Many issues remain unresolved, and
campaign promises are not always kept.
Thus, the future of patent law and its
effect on the biopharmaceutical
industry cannot be gauged with
certainty. Perhaps that’s all for the best,
for in the words of Mary Wollstonecraft
Shelley, “Invention, it must be humbly
admitted, does not consist of creating
out of void, but out of chaos.”
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This article provides information about the
law but does not provide legal advice. For
the latter, it's necessary to contact your
corporate legal department or a qualified
attorney, who will first need to understand
the facts and circumstances pertaining to
your particular needs.
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