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INT N T RAAL 2 OFEM

TLERYF—  RA7VEF
=32 I=4EN)
o A BGER)

I FU&IC

AFEI3#E “Die Gemeinfreiheit. Begriff, Funktion, Dogmatik” (“The Public
(€3]

Domain: Theory, Function, Doctrine”) ®HLIAIRZZH T2 bDTH S, [F

L, MM PEMEIC & o TIRE#E ST O R WHRR L B OSBRI IZ O W T

TG TINVMNRE (F—=FKFE 7507 TNVh - Th-<A ) ¥ (R
PG - HI A E s, |, The Formation of Normative Orders” (RELIEET OIEE) 2
7 A %) apeukert@jur.uni-frankfurt.de. A&7 (X ISPS FHFE:  [FRE 5 24243011] W)
BZ & DM RFIIBIT D8RO (20144FE2H28H) 1S DTH L, 4
T HARIIR W CTIH 72 [JSPSHEHIFE: « WEeaR %5 21243007] WHoeE o
HWCHIZIZ L 2 HFEF PN oR2 M) THELZER L2, /o, il £5
SNT A R HAZ - BRAAE R ERAE (RS . I X v b R TEW 72 B3R BH0%
(R IO EHH L BT 5,

(1) Peukert, Die Gemeinfreiheit. Begriff, Funktion, Dogmatik, 2012; 2. Trimble,

The IP Law Book Review Vol. 3 No. 2 (April 2013) pp. 60-68.
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L2 DTHbH, ZDL) BIE=TEDHEEI/NTY v 7 - FAL VLN
LDTHA, XT ) r - FAAL VL, AWM EOREIEDL L ZAD B
T, e EIHHER ONBRIZH L DO TH L. TO—FT, SHOM
WEFO—ETEH Do NT Y v 7 - KAAL VICET A EY 2D 2 U,
AR BERIEE I RTERTT N T VA BEEO T ISR b L) T L, F&
AT F LR N 2D TH S,

MZ T 28T w7 - FAAL OB L, £ ELIERICEETH 5,
fol X SLERTE. M EMOREH 2 M RICIER TE 5059
A ? HIE M EEME 03 A HIBR R B4 & BRERIZ R L C D R\ 72h ) B ?
FEMOFIHRPMEZRE LTV F - 2= — - TV ALHIIERZS )
AP ERERTR LR SRR R S ER e B S A, T4y =i
TAE Y= L CTHBEEETEEE D A D) h ? MM EERA S & FRT
5 NS, BHEERLZOHBFIIALLEEREEF L2 LT, BEEZEH D
ERHDHEAID? NS DORWITE T, HAHEECHRES LTV R WA
W TRDbEISTY v T - XA Y OFEHAL L ) IR % EE R T 5,
MM EEMEO BT CIL, EO L) BV — VP BHINLDES 9 20 ? 3L
FRE. R 2 L CRISFIEZIC L 2 THR037 ) v 7 - FAL U hfgiE
T 572ODOBEREANIFET 27259007 29 L2SMICEZ 5720121,
HIR B RERIEE 2 2 OBAMADI PS5 L, £ L T—— ISk W EELR D
M—XT ) v 7« FAL ZOWT, [HEROARLE] &) BRI TR
RS E 5T, BB LM EEBET L2 LEND S,

S F S F R HERCTBEAAAET B MM M & G BRIZ, 8T ) v s - R
AL VIZEWH. BAEIC ORI LR B0 Z L id s o7z, 191
I, ©7 PV 22— T D EEEFEEREEYS (ALAD F1RBEOF —
7= 7 - AY —F CTdomaine public & \» 9 FH % & TEi- “CU;% D

(2)  ,,Constatons la propriété littéraire, mais, en méme temps, fondons le domaine
public. Allons plus loin. Agrandissons-le.“ Z:#, Dusollier, Scoping Study on
Copyright and Related Rights and the Public Domain, World Intellectual Property
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B, WEHORICEHNHEOREDOTR LI LR E VL ONRH L L)
CEREBERTLICT E LD o7 TOERICBWT, SCFEM N OSSN RZEEY
DRFEIZET 5NV X EEI8ELTIE. TOEMIE. [Forhi3sE DR IZAR
ENZBWTHREMM O TIZ X Y BRI D b D & 7% o 72EER LN O § T
OFEEWIZOVCTHFA I NG| EBESN TS,

M EORESHRFIRE L T —FT, 87 Y v 7 - AL E
il oNLZERNELL RN, L2 TIOMEZTDLONHBLTLE-
72D X)) THo7ze 2008 LEEORMNEFEDOZEENKRFEBLOZD
D N IEWTFERERT 12 B 1) 2 FI I s HLZ DWW TAT - 7818 T “intellectual
property (B EE)” &) RIS H VSN0, TiUd [HFFO G E
WL BREO RGN b, FY, vI7 T, T R= A, Bk
WE et ROECERCTOMR] 2HKL TV 520 (FBEE], &
A B R S IO, ZoRIIZEHICFIHTEZ 2500 HIUTREL 2T
N0 HDETHOTIE LR, ETOMEmE MMM E (MM VFETIE
“Geistiges Eigentum”) LIFAZZDTH L, /87 v 7 -« FAAL VIZET AHH
WIITFEL W LIl b ZOMER, HFROIFEIIOVWTERT A LT
SAMREIZ > T LT o720

INT ) w7 - FAL 2 HEGRESHERELIY EiFond, LrbZFns3E
EURASTERE & 72 o TS, BAMC G . B A bl B OB L (B
FEAMA L LCES LT\, 19654, FIZREFTE. A AEa | 7
FUEE SR TONSEEICHHTE D b 07 LB Lo S 5IZ20H

Organization, CDIP/4/3/REV./STUDY/INF/1, 7.5.2010, p. 18.

(3)  Recital 3, EC Commission Recommendation of 10 April 2008 on the management
of intellectual property in knowledge transfer activities and Code of Practice for
universities and other public research organisations, 2008/416/EC.

(4)  German Federal Supreme Court Case Ib ZR 111/63, 13.10.1965, BGHZ 44, 288 —
Apfel-Madonna.
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HPeT, FEBHPTZ. MBENT A4 77, BWTS ) oSO 7 W HEHdiTL
BAZBU AHHUMIMER 2 250E3 2, [X7 ) v 7 - R4 v oJFEH] 2R
BIEETLADTHD. W00ELED 14 Y Tlt, BHF & FRE S 87
Uyﬁ-Pﬂ%y&wbﬁ:’i?i?zﬁﬁéib’&otﬁ ZF OIS
DV T DR SR ALHRE EATDI TR, 19904 EE. 7 A 1) 5 & RE
Tld, FIFEORENM 20 EMIER SN2 2 & 2 F#I2, e oIz
DTl —RTROMTLENT) v o - FAAL VICHTH5H00EE -7,
DI BRI I N (JessicaLitmaI({))‘ IRF7—=F-%3I21)VA (Edward
Samuels))\ NAS - 3I2T)V ~ (Pamela Samuelsor?))\ Z LTk
BHBHNENTIEAL RV 2 — AR - KL (James Boyle) DL E 5
FERoT T w7 - FAAL Y 1557%1%??5@&5%;%7] YNGR AN= Bl w )
IXNTH L04EFI2 B T ORI ANATDOND L9 &b\owummﬁmu

(5)  German Federal Supreme Court Case I ZR 19/07, 22.1.2009, GRUR 2009, 942
para. 12 — Motezuma; Cologne Regional Court Case 6 U 8/97, 28.8.1998, ZUM-
RD 1998, 547; Munich Regional Court Case 29 U 4978/08, 30.4.2009, GRUR-RR
2009, 307 - Der Seewolf.

Peukert (n. 1), at 2-3 I2H1F T 2 BIBHE,

The Public Domain, Emory Law Journal 39 (1990), 965-1023.

The Public Domain in Copyright Law, J. Copyright Soc’y USA 41 (1993), 137~

182.

(9)  Mapping the Digital Public Domain: Threats and Opportunities, Law & Contemp.
Probs. 66 (2003), 147-171; Enriching Discourse on Public Domains, Duke L.J.
55 (2006), 783-834.

(10) The Second Enclosure Movement and the Construction of the Public Domain,
Law & Contemp. Probs. 66 (2003), 33-74; The Public Domain: Enclosing the
Commons of the Mind, 2008.

(11) Guibault/Hugenholtz, The Future of the Public Domain. Identifying the
Commons in Information Law, 2006; Waelde/MacQueen, Intellectual Property.
The Many Faces of the Public Domain, 2007; Benabou/Dusollier, Draw me a
Public Domain, in: Torremans, Copyright Law: A Handbook of Contemporary
Research, 2009, 161-184.
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S H AT A HEREBA A, EFHE L RERFE IS BT 287 ) v 7 - R AL VICHT
22ODWEIHT L0 Th Do

DFY, Fle TR HE, R LT 7 HI I ] EE DS e
BEICHES &, 21 THHMBEORRICEN TV ST ) v 7 - KA UL EH
L7zbiFTH B, 72720, BREOWIEE I L 283, TG, & Dbl
BT w7 - RAAL Y OREFEN, LB L O SEREICET 5 3
DIZotze TS OFmLIE, EHMEE LY b, T LANRENN (Fu s
T L)) HEED o 720

S EF N AEE TR, BED FA v ERY T —a v EIcl| s L7z
T)w 7 s FAA Y OEHROMELZFNTHZLI2E), ZOF vy TOMH
BRALDTH D, TOERTHZE L, EAWICBRERORAZ LS > T X
W7EAH Y, 722 LEFEICIE. BEFOEBERBICHERL LD ET50TIEE L.
HEROLME S H B, 37TV v 7 - FAAL VI L TEY AT 2OHIZBIT
LHEm EASDLWHI 25252 & T, % EOWR &S WO ER
MG 2N 5o TOFER, TTICTHICHGwR RS REOR R E 2o
TWVLHIMMEREICH L, SNETMLEONLEZ LD 57287 v - K
AL e IERR R EARIE S B FEEEIC iéﬁﬁ miy R
NG Y AD LA TE R OB R OHESEC B 5 mm@a77%
ANZDWTDOIDONNT Y AL, 87 ) v 7 - FAA UHPHEROHBIO AR R 7%
—HE BB ET, MOTEBRT L, MWW EEE /ST ) v 7 - FX A ida
A YDEREEDEH) HRLDT, TOMEVHVE - T, ARWTHY ., &
MTh %, kI 2 ERFPEENL D72,

(12) Dusollier (n. 2); Phillips et al, Study on Patents and the Public Domain, WIPO
Document CDIP/4/3 Rev./Study/INF/2, 27.4.2011.

(13) US Supreme Court KSR v. Teleflex 127 S. Ct. 1727, 1741, 1745 f. (2007);
Laboratory Corp. v. Metabolite 126 S. Ct. 2921, 2922 ff. (2006).
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O INTYwyT -« RAAOERIMAL

N7 w7 s RAL Y OEMMEZAL2IZT5) A TET LAaTHERS
VDR, ZTOBEREHEHEZRFETLZLETHD, TNEFFVHRINT, KO
MWTH 5, HIRHEME TIRGE S N WHATRRIZBY 3 2 R0 7 0 FHam X T sk 72
B

1. INT Uy« RAA D OEE M

ST 9 7 KA Y DERIEHIH FEREDFR &~ b, Lo,
= DI ARE R A LT Do b 2 MMM ORI, 21
ST B EROE I RE SN D, WA 2 EIHRY b . e Fr <
XN B—ODIBOMRNIC L > CREES NS 2 E1dk\v, HAFIEHTHA,
EMEFEEYTHIL, 7T R ThIL, TNENPEARAHSINTBZ5 <150 L
FOEB X HIEICBW T, HEWICHEH ENAERON SR EL DL, LD
DHRNE T ZIANT LT B 700, RIREMEN % BA%, & 5 EClali
ENTH, HOETIIFHEINLZVWE VWISV EZONL, ZOHETIZNT
Vs FALYRALThD, ZOHBILEEO I EHEO I L -
THRFELZD, EZOETHRUENTY v - XA 0 bIFTldZiwv,
DFD, FAVIZBIFENRXT )y 7 - FAALYRHARIIBIT LT v 7 - F
XA NEHo>ThH, HHRLFEDO/NT ) v 7 - FAAL VITHEEL Ve SR R
BIRTY 9o - FAA Y] b SEEM) Bh, 2L, BEOERO A
WCHEHAENDLZ) LT NAL 2 D—D, BEIZNAVIZBITL37) v - B X
AT EEI/FLTW A,

(14) ZHi. Peukert, Territoriality and Extraterritoriality in Intellectual Property Law,
in: Handl/Zekoll/Zumbansen (eds), Beyond Territoriality: Transnational Legal
Authority in an Age of Globalization, 2012, 189-228, available at http://ssrn.com/
abstract=1592263.
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2. INT Y KA LIZBT BN 4TENHF T —

SO IEEOEHRNICBVCEE SN ST v s - FAL Y THS
D FIUCET B HEIEADD A T ) — T 2 S L AT HETH o TT.
W53 71) v 7 - KA A~ (structural public domain) & (X, ZILFE T
7 2 I FERENS & o T b (R S U= 2 & 0 5 WHTERIZ G 2 b O CTh 2
ok A, R BHEER. BRI, 3 -u v iiBnwTiE,
FRDE OISR G 70 5 2 L1 e \vve 7oA REOEZE . [HKEH],
ARG X ORI T £ 77 | 12580 S AUk Ve TRIPS 545 9 445 2
WL, [EEEOREL, RESNL0IIRELDEL, TAT4 7,
Fe, AT IEFOMSEEICRATEIZL W] LE3NTwD, &6
2. ROEWBEMA~OH ) E720) ZBMTH- T, TOILVHPTH L0, i
HBAEZRIT TR B, H 5 WIFMAINE 72 IEBIEN TRV DIZoWwTiE,
BOMRE LDV DF ). MAOT T EAMBRESR L L < OB
FRETOIOEHTVEETLZVLDIZOWTIE, HHBAHEFNIC X 2 R#E D%
RLEROBVDE,

BHEE F QBN T ) v 7 - FAAL VIIHFET LD, 4/ N—2 a3 v & ff
T LMW S TSRO ENDEL L, 7. BEETHEONREL S
DIFEHOATH Y, 75 ¥ FHPLE oEJLEZ I, S D LT rFmPe— Y
AEMKIEEEN RV, THUE, EVDITFROL ) ERT O, $abb, H

(15) Samuels (n. 8), at 162 et seq.; Dusollier, Le Domaine Public, Garant de L’ Intérét
Public en Propriété Intellectuelle?, in: Buydens/Dusollier (eds), L’intérét général
et ’accés a I’information en propriété intellectuelle, 2008, 111, 136-7 (domaine
public ontologique).

(16) US Supreme Court Alice Corp. v. CLS Bank International Case No. 13-298, 19
June 2014, with further references.

(17) German Federal Supreme Court Case I ZR 17/78, 26.9.1980, GRUR 1981, 267
— Dirlada (copyright law); German Federal Supreme Court Case X ZB 27/05,
20.6.2006, BGHZ 168, 142 para 20 — Demonstrationsschrank (utility models and
patent law) .
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B2 O b OOWII KT 2RO ATE STV 2T, L L C RS
KRR, BT WL L CRESNDOE, —EOWSE I —
AEOLED S DERIF 52 L HTE B ERICHE SN Do —fl% %1
FUZ, BBy H— W8 (FIFA) &, [Hoh— - T— LAy 7] Ev) %
R R A CREBET 2 2 LA TELho e &5 LMl b 5050
EAERICAATE 5 2 & TREABFAIE S N, BEEICE > T i~
DT 7 L ARHFAIHENL LV FEEPH I ENTELDTH S,
20HONTY) w7 - KA IZiE, PO TUIIREON G L 7o T2 hs
FUT D, ZORMNE/ST) v 2 - K AL ¥ (conditional public domain) 13,
SEIE O (R B AL TV B 1) SEAT 4 E DSl 72 5 4L 2 B3 812 0 AT
F 5o BAIICIE, Yx Y v 23, RRETEE, BELH LRSSV
TR (37 v 7 - AL VIR T 5] (B, NV XEHEI8E) b0k
SNBE L DBERNE LD L ThH D,

3OHDObDIE, EWIZESLXT ) v s - F XA~ (contractual public
domain) &M 2%725 9, ZOWE, RETREZG S HHICHAHATE %
Tk, SR B MR EEE R T L 7 A0 B R 25
BRI BT 2,

FLTRBED/ST Y v 7 - AL iE, BESRY OF R EZ R

(18) Art 3 (1) (e) Directive 2008/95/EC of the European Parliament and of the
Council of 22.10.2008 to approximate the laws of the Member States relating to
trade marks, OJ L 299/25; Art 7 (1) (e) Council Regulation (EC) No 207/2009 of
26.2.2009 on the Community trade mark, OJ L 78/1.

(19) Max Planck Institute for Intellectual Property and Competition Law, Study on the
Overall Functioning of the European Trade Mark System, 15.2.2011, http://www.
ip.mpg.de/shared/data/pdf/mpi_final report.pdf, para 1.29.

(20) German Federal Supreme Court Case I ZB 96/05, 27.4.2006, GRUR 2006, 850
para 20-22 — FUSSBALL WM 2006.

(21) =&, German Federal Supreme Court Case Ib ZR 111/63, 13.10.1965, BGHZ 44,
288 — Apfel-Madonna; Dusollier (n. 15), at 132 et seq. (domaine public temporel).

(22) Dusollier (n. 15), at 134-5 (domain public consenti); Samuels (n. 8), at 158 et seq.
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T FLEEOTIEFEE L WS b Do B/ X7 v 7 - K2
A EEEY, TIUIREDHRBR R T DL O TIE % <. AN ERE TR
ENTVLMORNED DR EDOFIZEDLHIZT E RV, TOZ LRI
CNEMEBKSTY) v 7 - KX A~ (specific public domain) &5, T2
X PHBER O 2 B2 M E £ BABIE LT, FERFEm s
R FEVMORNFIE: E8ZBT N5, FEFEICBIT 2R E % &
DKL B BV BT 55 IO 7 2 72— A, & HIZIEREEE
BT 2RANFRO 7 2 72—Ab, SOMBIK/ST) v 7 - AL VIE
INbe WITNOLES, EAREFEOETNOREZ LIS, 25 WIFHEEDL
Po#BEE) TR LIS, #OPEENZENODICBERICFHTSZ &
WTE D,

3. FETHBHNABHELTO, M#HE2FHTZEH

ADOHDINT Y v 7 - RAAL VO Z OFEREIZ, oS 7) v - ®
AL BT Do T vy - KA 2 ELTOMBIE, &) bIUREER
FHZEE2BELH LWL 52 BNO2OI1, 7D 25H U454 CHEIZF
HTHIEnTEL, 2FN, 287 ) w7 - AL ELTOMIZ, FEICD
HIHEENTWRWDOTHb,

LL. #EDZNHEMEFE L2V RSETEoT, 37 w7 « FXA VR
PR HBLRE V) DI TRV, ERDPZEEONRE L 2 WKL ED &
IBDBDOTERNDE, ) TR X7 v 7 - KA Y OFERIR & &
Emiﬁmﬁﬁ®iM®&t&é%@\?&b%ﬁA P &@ﬂmam@ﬁ
HITdh %,

(23) Krasilovsky, Observations on Public Domain, Bull. Copyr. Soc’y 14 (1967),
205, 207-8 (,,limited areas of public domain“); Lange, Reimagining the Public
Domain, Law & Contemp. Probs. 66 (2003), 463, 478-9; Dusollier (n. 15), 137
(domaine public réglementaire) .

(24) WIPO Intergovernmental Committee on Intellectual Property and Genetic
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OB TEENZTRTOHND D87 ) v 7 - FAAL & L TOH
AT 5 HEE, ZEB I OHEROBH., ZirfoBaH. ZEORHIC
XL HEARAMEFNC L > TRESNTBY ., SHIZZZORKRICHLEZHD
HODOAKEOBH RIS T 52— IEMICL > TRESITWS (K1Y
EARFEHE2REL1H) . IXTOAE, SNHOHBESELL G261 TWES
(FAVEREEIEBIHE) . FEHELEBWHBOFEANZB T, o TiZs
T3 _XTOADERL, B, FEPMHELINLEDTH S, EANEBHFE LD
BHZREDS S B 6. TN TORMRE OFEAMEIZTTREZ IR ) OFERIEDFRO &
NDHRE L) BEOFEBNESTE (praktische Konkordanz) JFHIIZH2\T
RS MU T IUE T B 2 bee L7225 Ty T 0 A0 P 7 i B ph A
RBEMERERT 2 2 L id, FOXRIC Lo THB SN A RTEWASICBIT 5%
WOHABEETZ 57259,

KA VEETSE ) &2 AD “Gemeinfreiheit” (/837 v 7 - KA DI )
L7 LK RTLDOTH L, ZOFHFIIN—T > =727 s Bk
FHEAFOHRT b T TIEROEN T D, b, 2N f AIBEANT

Resources, Traditional Knowledge and Folklore, Note on the Meanings of the
Term ,,Public Domain‘ in the Intellectual Property System with Special Reference
to the Protection of Traditional Knowledge and Traditional Cultural Expressions/
Expressions of Folklore, 24.11.2010, Doc. WIPO/GRTKEF/IC/17/INF/8, Annex
paras 7-9; Samuelson (n. 8), Duke L. J. 55 (2006), 783, 826 et seq.; Benabou/
Dusollier (n. 11), at 171 ([ B H A2 F4: 7 #)H |); Benkler, Free as the Air to
Common Use: First Amendment Constraints on Enclosure of the Public Domain,
N.Y. U. L. Rev. 74 (1999), 354, 358 et seq. ([ TOFMHE L. DM HH
WD EE L CUEBRLFAT 2HEREHT 5 (plivileged) 1).

(25) German Federal Constitutional Court Case 1 BVF 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6/74, 25.02.1975,
BVerfGE 39, 1, 43 — Schwangerschaftsabbruch I; Hesse, Grundziige des
Verfassungsrechts der Bundesrepublik Deutschland, 20th ed, 1999, paras 317 et
seq. [¥7e IE8L /R 35— (F) [ N4 v BEOEARIIEE] (B30, 2006 4F)
206 HLLT]

(26) Case 10 S 281/12, 7.5.2013, NJW 2013, 2045.



R Bk M RE 6483 - 4% 199

VB FATEECHIFTIZ, B A Y FEHEESESRIC L ) FFREO I R L ST
W B A Y OFHFTOHRIZONT, TRTOAFELLZNUIT 72 AL
POFMATLZEEEHE L, Lzdo THER/ ST ) v 7 - FXA 2 ThbEH]
RL7zo 20 ETHENPTE. A v @EEFEAINE, -7V - 77 2R
DY) =N - T—=F R=ZADORMEE FLTXCORRE IS, ZOHROET
AV =% [ UM TREL 2L S 2w E im0 Th 5, BEIRERE
BHIF A EDO G BB T 5 2 L 3FFSN LV, F9 Lz, ST
FRE NI INT ) v 7 - FAAL Y OHANES LTAE LR DIENLTH b,

TV 9T« FAAL L ELTOHBICT 72 A L, ZNEFETLEVIH
HiZ, FEFICORD 2TV L LZFOKIE., FA Y FEAE: O FA R il
LTWbZ % KA OITBEHFA KA @& RSN R £ % 2
LirolzFEIZ, NT )y 7 - RAAL V& LTOMRE T %P5 CHmm
EED, WP OBREINRT VA THL I EERL TV,

THREFE Tl MifEd 2 HIIZFTEENC L OIEE Th D, filifid % b D
RN EnH 2 &2, Lo, 287U v o - AL ELTOMEOY;
BEZFITIE RV, BN L8 T 8 E— )V, E=V TN IDFRTD L
NI 28T w7 - BAAL VBT AARCIE. FEFICREMEL I D
b LT FHICHIE ST, Ld> TEENZ BRO 7012135 D 25
HTE2H#DH 5. TDITHDPIE LA WBIEIFRTEX201E, B
P IR A TE &\ S M DT A5 B 0 B 127 B 7 bve B L o
IEEA M OB AERTIZ, Pariiz¥oThb, Lird ) LR,
REFEL KON, TNENOWEEXET L2 L, FBHHATS S
EWURETH B0 ) LK H L0 ZF, Wk LMD FESI N,
DE DIHEENNR G E V) BEEDPEEICFHT T BB D Th D, T2, 1
FNOFEHFERHEE L, MAOHMHE A -7 v a2y —Ya 2 B8EL

(27) Benkler, Intellectual Property and the Organization of Information Production,
Int. Rev. L. & Econ. 22 (2002), 81, 83 with footnote 13.
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ZUINEZRLVWEV) HbH 5,

4 HOBRPEE E ORI

ST 92 - KA AR O MR C & 2 TR IR E & L O
SAET 5T LT, OMRRBEE KL, 21526585 2 LA 4
5o

P NTY v - FAL VI AT B BT B 2 MR T U
Vo BRSSO L I RS (547 - b —2) OFREIE. 285 EA
12 & > CESICHA S, HRAEESN2—/T, 2O A7 BI1E, ]
WEITO, MPEEZ L E2J/BHTONLENV) L THL, L
LZIUEZ, X7 w7 - FAAL 2 ELTOHRIZIZELHTIEES RV,
12, “res communes omnium ([ T3 NIZH@BOW ). “res publicae ([ 1),
“res mullius ([MEW > &0 20— < EOBAIL, Rk, WP AIHE.
W AN TR COREY. S D EAEICHEN SN, 0—< AL, BASN
B LD B TR % TEEW] b o - b 5 Bt £ 75Tk
Mmolze Eh %, RO %FKHTHL [T )7 - RAAL V] F
7B “Gemeinfreiheit” "L F L VO TH b, F=I12. /37 ) v 7 - A A
VTRV XL R BUESD D, FAEEE &, FH #L W K.

(28) Canadian Supreme Court CCH Canadian Ltd. v. Law Society of Upper Canada
[2004] 1 S.C.R. 339 para 48; Geiger, Droit d’auteur et droit du public a
I’information, 2004, para 218; Lange (n. 23), at 147; Dreyfuss, TRIPS - Round II:
Should Users Strike Back?, U. Chi. L. Rev. 71 (2004), 21.

(29) Cf. Donaldson v. Becket (1774) Hansard, 1st ser., 17 (1774), 953, 999; US
Supreme Court International News Service v. Associated Press, 248 U.S. 215,
234 (1923) ([3@% (L publici juris Tdh % £ ) IOV TORETH D, Z
IR DOEL LD TH %) ; Rose, Romans, Roads, and Romantic Creators:
Traditions of Public Property in the Information Age, Law & Contemp. Probs. 66
(2003), 89, 92 et seq.; Benabou/Dusollier (n. 11), at 178.

(30) L&L. koL ZMBISHEME, Litman (n.7),at 975 ([ Z oA EIED 2 €
Y ARRTLDTH S ]), 1012 et seq.; Lange (n. 23), at 463; Benabou/Dusollier
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S AT 5o 29 LB, MRk E 5o T MENEE L CIEATY
TRV, ZRECAh, BAPKEETBRLY . BAL L% ETTRE
WIS D L. ZOH. MONBIEERGAERE T 721, % LR
WLGZ LA TEREoTLED, LirbIHHER, BEOT I 227 1
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RAVRRIZRET AL W) LI LT, ARSI A7) T, F=F ¥ Fid
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. HEIORE L2 REST L L W) B2 E 2 0RNLZER/MEL Tldh b %
Ve INH 3 EORRIE, RESNTHRDZLDRE) TRV OIZHEIZT
7R ATEDL LI LTC, 5B, 7T Y Al FA VREDAOSFEEO A7

59, 73 German Trademark Act; art 114 European Patent Convention; art 76
Community Trademark Regulation 207/2009 (n. 18).

(63) . Peukert (n. 1), at 156-159.

(64) 1d.

(65) =M. Council regulation (EU) No 1260/2012 of 17 December 2012
implementing enhanced cooperation in the area of the creation of unitary patent
protection with regard to the applicable translation arrangements, OJ L 361/89. 4t
FIM 72 b o & LT, Hilty/Jaeger/Lamping/Ullrich, The Unitary Patent Package:
Twelve Reasons for Concern, Max Planck Institute for Intellectual Property &
Competition Law Research Paper No. 12-12, http://ssrn.com/abstract=2169254 or
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2169254.



214 INTY v - KAAL OB

LA LT b AENAHEOENTY 5207, HEAMIEFOH S %
SHECHDIUL, HENKREETTROS A BRI T 2 £ 2T
X7 B ZOME. HHICHETX B A S 72 5+ EOSREA K
XCHESATLES,
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(66) =E b #HF 2 b o L LT, Hilty/Lamping, Trennungsprinzip — Quo vadis,
Germania, in: Bender/Schiilke/Winterfeldt (eds), 50 Jahre Bundespatentgericht,
Festschrift zum 50-jdhrigen Bestehen des Bundespatentgerichts am 1. Juli
2011, 2011, 255; Melullis, Uber eine Gerechtigkeitsliicke im deutschen
Patentverfahrensrecht, in: Erdmann, Willi u.a., Festschrift fiir Michael Loschelder
zum 65. Geburtstag, 2010, 233, 237-8.

(67) =, German Federal Supreme Court Case I ZR 19/07, 22.1.2009, GRUR 2009,
942 para 15 — Motezuma (copyright) ; German Federal Supreme Court Case 1 Xa
ZR 2/08, 17.9.2009, BGHZ 182, 245 para 15 — MP3-Player-Import (patent law).
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(68) German Federal Supreme Court Case I ZR 19/07, 22.1.2009, GRUR 2009, 942
paras 17-8 — Motezuma; but % . German Federal Supreme Court Case I ZR
204/05, 3.7.2008, GRUR 2008, 1081 paras 21-3 — Starlight ([## S 7-KBiIH
TN w7 - RAAL DI EBENVIFLRTNER S ] S8,
Peukert (n. 1), at 188-200.

(69) Secs 20 (1) no 1 German Patent Act, sec 23 (3) no 1 German Utility Models Act,
sec 48 German Trademark Act, art 51 Community Design Regulation 6/2002 (n.
55), art 50 Community Trademark Regulation 207/2009 (n. 18).
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(70)  http://creativecommons.org/choose/zero/waiver.

(71)  German Federal Supreme Court Case I ZR 69/08, 29.4.2010, BGHZ 185, 291 paras
34-36 — Vorschaubilder; Peukert, Der digitale Urheber, in: Bullinger et al (eds),
Festschrift fir Artur-Axel Wandtke zum 70. Geburtstag, 2013, 455, available at
http://ssrn.com/abstract=2268916 or http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2268916.

(72)  Sec.29 (1) German Copyright Act.
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(73) =4, Schack, Urheber- und Urhebervertragsrecht, 6th ed. 2013, para 346.

(74) =&, Rehbinder/Peukert, Urheberrecht, 17th ed. 2014, paras 1157 et seq.

(75) Supreme Court of the German Reich Case 1 119/14, 21.11.1914, RGZ 86, 45, 55;
Swiss Federal Court BGE 101 11 102, 104 (1975).
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(76) German Federal Supreme Court Case X ZR 14/03, 5.7.2005, GRUR 2005, 845,
846 — Abgasreinigungsvorrichtung; ECJ Case C-193/83 Windsurfing/Kommission
[1986] ECR 611 paras 26 et seq.

(77)  Communication from the Commission, Guidelines on the application of Article
101 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union to technology
transfer agreements, 2014/C 89/03, OJ C 89/3, 28.3.2014, para 187.
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(78) 1d, at para. 133-40; cf. Art. 5 (1) (b) Regulation (EU) No 316/2014 of 21.3.2014
on the application of Article 101 (3) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the
European Union to categories of technology transfer agreements, OJ 93/17.

(79)  Sec. 138 (1) German Civil Code.

(80) Stieper (n. 34), at 325 ff.

(81) Peukert (n.1), at 234-246.

(82) KraBer, Patenrecht. Ein Lehr- und Handbuch zum deutschen Patent- und
Gebrauchsmusterrecht, Europdischen und Internationalen Patentrecht, 6th ed
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2009, at 946, 948.

(83) German Federal Supreme Court Case I ZR 162/09, 2.2.2012, ZUM-RD 2012, 514
paras 17 et seq. — Delcantos Hits with further references.

(84) Ullmann, Versprechen mit leerem Inhalt? — Gedanken zum Handel mit
Scheinrechten, in: Biicher et al (eds), Festschrift fiir Joachim Bornkamm zum 65.
Geburtstag, 2014, 75 et seq.
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(85) Cf. sec. 254 (1) German Civil Code.

(86) Ebert-Weidenfeller/Schmiiser, Werbung mit Rechten des geistigen Eigentums
- ,.ges. gesch.”, ,,Pat.”, ®, TM, © & Co., GRUR-Prax 2011, 74 with further
references.

(87) Diisseldorf Regional Court Case 2 U 145/97, 1.10.1998, WRP 1999, 218 —
Schaukelpferd.



foE o M ORE 64345 223

W be XT) w7« RAALUAOREL L TINLEICEANZOD, Y7
BERTH L. FROBEMBIHME LIZ WD) 2T, WM EREOREDER %
HREL LTI END <®ﬁn\ﬁﬁﬁi HIRZHES o B -b0H
FEOWEIZHE D B &m') IZPRY . ot BEEED S ITFEET, 87 vy
7-Fx4z%%%ﬁéo_oLt#ﬂﬁ#—Eﬁ% %5 DIk, HFREE
ERSND N, BEEDOEZIESIREE ) 2T, BEEOBEmA R
%ﬁ%ﬁibfbb\;®iifdﬂm%ﬁ®ﬁ(bwﬂfﬂf$ V2B 2 2
N b EEZDHETHD, TOL) LWE. LA LOEEIL. TOBE
%k®mﬁ%ﬂ%wb\%%t&ofwéﬁm_;b%w%ﬂ%%ofwék
FIRT R OREZTIHER T %o

B BEERITFEF IR B2 52, wE 25128 00b5 7,
R A I TN BB 3 2 D e o RIEFF I3 & S BR~D
BUEARE & V) RNET AT, NEITAED, ARIEE 72347 B ER
®¢U&E%Tﬂmdh‘é$% IOWVTHL2IZH > TV RITIUE L b nwE ST
WP, ECEESA, ZORERE L THET DA OEHEL V) T &1
he, ) LIBBMOMHIZE DO THL L & 5o

LX) BRI, BEERLTOBWEDN, T ) v - KA L
TOHFEEFMBNTEMCHAT2HEIE. RESLZVWEFICRLEAS
o VAZPERET IR, BB AEIHNMEOREZ FRT 5. B
RESZVFH - 72252 D% 5 70 FHRICHE 2 1L, FE%E%LtM@\%GM

Lo EE L CMitT 20 2L ABEEENEETREZTEL TCHLDOHE
ePRETHELTH, REZTT -2 & SNDMA, ’9“’\“(@?5 v FFICERD
IES P2 2 72002, BT —RRIEI L 722 SIS X B HEZRES 2

TR LD ST WA W,
29 LZIERFRIE. B2 BRSO R E AT L > TRRIZAE L2720 b

(83) Z:H. Peukert, in: Teplitzky/Peifer/Leistner (eds), GroBkommentar UWG, 2nd
ed. 2014, § 3 paras 362-383 with further references.



224 INTY v - KAAL OB

D LD BT 19044E. T 4 IRHTF L. ZBIIC BT H M
BEMRED FIRICIES W THRL DN WERIE, HEAE L 2R 2505
BAMEHET S DOTHoTh, BEREATERTED L QWA T L
ZOWIPWIE, [T T LIZEEANOHEMN] L) FEnidnitsi,
ZIAH 1004 FET LD %<0 S ORHAT O MY 7 125U A
BHRHIFC k> TR S

EERE BT, MO EEOBS L 0BT & T ORENSED b7
BOBEMRBOTRKSIERD &, 2T B EIREW AR L 2 g
BOLRWEHIIRL72DTH D, T 9 LIHFHEN I % FiET AN, HS
DEROEFMEICEEZ BRI IULR 5%\ ZOFBIIFTAED SIRET
HHDTIELE V. WITNONFZLFAMELFIRTL LN TELVRLTH
Do 2O ) IZRETHE A7 A B | IEARATHER & 1 H— = 0% 41
INT ) 7« RAL T ELTOHRRIZT 72 A L, ZNEMHTE S, §XC
DN R H— 25 &) BEHE R LT, 25 LCHH
3. BRCARE SN EREE . ST v 7 - RAAL 2 E L TOMH
ERHT B 2 & ~DIE L7 T E OB oI iliE s £ TE3 207, =
RS o CHHIFT L, BB FE - S B RS 2 e hiE . 2 U st s &
HV—NVaEFHER LTz SO —IVIERIZL > TER LR, FENA
CHRER o BT BB AR o BROFE b ST, AR
Weo e BIAEL DA KDDL L TE S,

T HIHENE D 5 1 & o ABS- 04 L7 U <. MRS Shb A
WAs, 1 S OHERI O H R HETH & S 5 12 A 708 2 AT L 7 o
P BER LR T B S OMA b, B, BRRAT .

(89) Supreme Court of the German Reich Case 1 418/03, 27.2.1904, RGZ 58, 24 —
Jutepliisch.

(90) German Federal Supreme Court Case GSZ 1/04, 15.7.2005, BGHZ 164, 1 -
Unberechtigte Schutzrechtsverwarnung.

(91) German Federal Supreme Court Case GSZ 1/04, 15.7.2005, BGHZ 164, 1, juris
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paras 28-9 - Unberechtigte Schutzrechtsverwarnung.
(92) =4, German Federal Supreme Court (GS) GSZ 1/04, 15.7.2005, BGHZ 164, 1,
juris paras 14, 29 - Unberechtigte Schutzrechtsverwarnung.
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