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1

TO PROMOTE INNOVATION:
THE PROPER BALANCE OF COMPETITION 

AND PATENT LAW AND POLICY

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Innovation benefits consumers
through the development of new and
improved goods, services, and processes. 
An economy’s capacity for invention and
innovation helps drive its economic growth
and the degree to which standards of living
increase.1  Technological breakthroughs
such as automobiles, airplanes, the personal
computer, the Internet, television,
telephones, and modern pharmaceuticals
illustrate the power of innovation to increase
prosperity and improve the quality of our
lives. 

Competition and patents stand out
among the federal policies that influence
innovation.  Both competition and patent
policy can foster innovation, but each
requires a proper balance with the other to
do so.  Errors or systematic biases in how
one policy’s rules are interpreted and applied
can harm the other policy’s effectiveness. 
This report by the Federal Trade
Commission (FTC) discusses and makes
recommendations for the patent system to
maintain a proper balance with competition
law and policy.2  A second joint report, by

the FTC and the Antitrust Division of the
Department of Justice (DOJ) (forthcoming),
will discuss and make recommendations for
antitrust to maintain a proper balance with
the patent system.
   

Competition and Patent Law and
Policy Promote Innovation and
Benefit the Public. 

Competition through free enterprise
and open markets is the organizing principle
for most of the U.S. economy.  Competition
among firms generally works best to achieve
optimum prices, quantity, and quality of
goods and services for consumers.  Antitrust
law, codified in the Sherman Act, the FTC
Act, and other statutes, seeks  “to maximize
consumer welfare by encouraging firms to
behave competitively.”3  

Competition can stimulate
innovation.  Competition among firms can
spur the invention of new or better products
or more efficient processes.  Firms may race
to be the first to market an innovative
technology.  Companies may invent lower-
cost manufacturing processes, thereby
increasing their profits and enhancing their
ability to compete.  Competition can prompt
firms to identify consumers’ unmet needs
and develop new products or services to

1
  Federal Reserve Board Vice Chairman Roger

W. Ferguson, Jr., Patent Policy in a Broader Context,
Remarks at 2003 Financial Markets Conference of the
Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta (April 5, 2003), at
http://www.federalreserve.gov/boarddocs/speeches/2003/20
030407/default.htm.

2  The Federal Trade Commission issues reports

pursuant to Section 6(f) of the Federal Trade Commission
Act, 15 U.S.C. § 46(f).

3
  I PHILLIP E. AREEDA & HERBERT HOVENKAMP,

ANTITRUST LAW :  AN ANALYSIS OF ANTITRUST PRINCIPLES

AND THEIR APPLICATION ¶100a at 4 (2000).  
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satisfy them. 

Patent policy also can stimulate
innovation.  The U.S. Constitution
authorizes Congress “[t]o promote the
Progress of Science and useful Arts, by
securing for limited Times to . . . Inventors
the exclusive Right to their respective . . .
Discoveries.”4  To obtain a patent, an
invention (that is, a product, process,
machine, or composition of matter) must be
novel, nonobvious, and useful.  Moreover, a
patentee must clearly disclose the invention. 
A patent confers a right to exclude others
from making, using, or selling in the United
States the invention claimed by the patent
for twenty years from the date of filing the
patent application.

This property right can enable firms
to increase their expected profits from
investments in research and development,
thus fostering innovation that would not
occur but for the prospect of a patent. 
Because the patent system requires public
disclosure, it can promote a dissemination of
scientific and technical information that
would not occur but for the prospect of a
patent.

Like competition policy, patent
policy serves to benefit the public.  “The
basic quid pro quo contemplated by the
Constitution and the Congress for granting a
patent monopoly is the benefit derived by
the public from an invention with substantial
utility.”5  The public disclosure of scientific

and technical information is part of the
consideration that the inventor gives the
public.6   

Competition and Patents Must Work
Together in the Proper Balance.  

Competition and patents are not
inherently in conflict.  Patent and antitrust
law  “are actually complementary, as both
are aimed at encouraging innovation,
industry, and competition.”7  Patent law
plays an important role in the property rights
regime essential to a well-functioning
competitive economy.  For example, firms
may compete to obtain the property rights
that patents convey.  Patents do not
necessarily confer monopoly power on their
holders,8 and most business conduct with
respect to patents does not unreasonably
restrain or serve to monopolize markets. 
Even when a patent does confer monopoly
power, that alone does not create an antitrust
violation.  Antitrust law recognizes that a
patent’s creation of monopoly power can be

4  U.S. CONST. art. I, § 8.  Other sections of this

constitutional provision authorize copyright law.

5  Brenner v. Manson, 383 U.S. 519, 534-35

(1966). The consideration an inventor gives in return for a
patent “is the benefit which he confers upon the public by

placing in their hands a means through the use of which
their wants may be supplied.” 1 WILLIAM  ROBINSON, THE

LAW OF PATENTS FOR USEFUL INVENTIONS § 22 at 305
(1890), cited in ROBERT P. MERGES & JOHN F. DUFFY,
PATENT LAW AND POLICY: CASES AND MATERIALS 361 (3d
ed. 2002).

6  See James E. Rogan, Prepared Remarks of

James E. Rogan, Under Secretary of Commerce for
Intellectual Property and Director of the United States
Patent and Trademark Office (2/6/02) 2, at
http://www.ftc.gov/opp/intellect/rogan.htm.

7  Atari Games Corp. v. Nintendo of Am., 897

F.2d 1572, 1576 (Fed. Cir.1990).  

8  ROBERT L. HARMON, PATENTS AND THE

FEDERAL CIRCUIT § 1.4(b) at 21 (5th ed. 2001) (“Patent
rights are not legal monopolies in the antitrust sense of the
word.  Not every patent is a monopoly, and not every
patent confers market power.”). 

CFAD VI 1041 - 0005f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

http://www.ftc.gov/opp/intellect/rogan.htm
https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
	� Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

	� Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
	� With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

	� Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
	� Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

	� Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


