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ABSTRACT

The issue on intellectual property that gains much interest at this time rests upon
the patent protection on human genes and other human biological materials because recently
there were a number of cases of world-class Biotechnology Firm named “Myriad Genetics
Inc” happening in many countries, for instances, Australia, United States etc. These cases
had the issue on the patent protection on the human genetic materials, a mutation of which
indicates the risk of breast cancer and ovarian cancer. Moreover, in year of 2013, the
Federal Court of Australia had its decision by granting the patent protection on these human
genetic materials which are isolated from cellular compounds and human body for
examination on the risk of cancer, whereas the Supreme Court of United States decided
differently. The Australian court’s decision has led to the concern about monopolizing these
human genetic materials, which may affect the access to services for cancer diagnosis by
the low-income group of people. However, if the patent protection on these successfully
isolated human genetic materials is not provided, there may be no incentive for
Biotechnology Firm’s research and development due to lack of guarantee on the benefits
arising from its research and this will affect the society as a whole finally for not having
the medical research outcome. Therefore, it is a matter of seeking a balance between the

patent protection and the protection of public interest.

Keywords: Human Genetic Materials, Patent Protection and Australian Court’s

Decision.
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(1) Mmslianuanaseednsinsazdasmiladaulavaasisue faiena
Ny paUseindaadasidelaitianelilumd JT International SA v Commonwealth of
Australia; British American Tobacco Australasian Limited v The Commonwealth®® TaaTly
adil {WWINY) French CJ 1@3’Lﬁu§1iwmsﬁmwuﬂgwmﬂw%'wsfﬁumqﬂmuiywzé'm
ﬁwﬁqﬁquiﬂmﬂmmsmzﬁaﬂLﬁawﬁmmmiﬁ:uﬂ'smﬁm%’luw%’wﬁﬁumqﬂmmwﬁgu%ﬂ
§igl ﬂgwmﬂaw%ﬂ’mﬁﬁmqﬂszmmﬁaLﬂuﬂﬁﬂizéjuiﬁLﬁ@ﬂﬁmﬁmluqmamnsm s
NNU 18NSR YLAULAYBILATHIAWBIUTTNANINAIINITADUUNULALII YD
ansvasiilalivnuruazanunemulumslszivsaaduadatumn Tuhusadienty
meldanuanasingransndFumeTaaniitiedaefud ) (Trade-Related Aspect of
Intellectual Property Rights) #38auanadn3Ud Useinaaaainsiaalilaiifiesws
ﬁuﬁﬂitﬁﬁ%ﬁaﬂﬁmwuﬁ:ummﬁﬂ%ﬁmﬂvhﬁy'u weta 8 (1) vasanuanasnsvddale
ﬁmumlﬁﬂ‘szmﬂam%nmm‘sasl%'mmmsﬁahL?Jmﬁamsé:ummLLasqua%uﬂssTﬂ?iﬁ
#1579 (public interest) A28 et Tums@enunguunedndies Jeldladasan

?% Stephanie Constand, Patently a Problem? Recent Developments in Human Gene
Patenting and their Wider Ethical and Practical Implications, Queensland University of
Technology, Vol.13 No.1, 2013, page 105.

?’ Amy Corderoy, BRCA1 Gene Patenting Ruling to Be Appealed, Sydney
Morning Herald, duAude Y9370 http://www.smh.com.au/national /brcal - gene—patent—
ruling-to-be-appealed-201 30304 -2fg1f.html Lflla’qfu‘?; 13 WOBNMAN 2557.

2 JT International SA v Commonwealth of Australia; British American Tobacco

Australasian Limited v The Commonwealth [2012] HCA 43.


http://www.smh.com.au/national/brca1-%20gene-patent-ruling-to-be-appealed-20130304-2fg1f.html
http://www.smh.com.au/national/brca1-%20gene-patent-ruling-to-be-appealed-20130304-2fg1f.html
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4. UseinAdans: 39 LNIND (@ 6 Association for Molecular Pathology v
Myriad Genetics)

WNALABUNQUIBY W.A. 2556 WANINNAAAUAUYDNTNWUSTFUVNU eI A

Y o

ppaln 5L a laNMITREUEY MagegaueIlssinaanigain3ni (Supreme Court of the

® Association for Molecular Pathology v Myriad Genetics Inc, 133 S Ct 2107
(20138), para 2116.
** Matthew Rimmer, “The Empire of Cancer: Gene Patents and Cancer Voices,”

Journal of Law, Information and Science, Vol.22 No.2, 2013, page 29.
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United States) ladidIfianeluad Association for Molecular Pathology v Myriad Genetics™®
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| = [ dnﬂ' a &f =
Lﬁumeﬂ‘uﬂm’lLﬂmwuluﬂiztﬂﬂaaatmitaﬂ

4.1 FaNaa39

a o .

USEN Myriad Genetics Inc @115 AnwILazAUNUFI LM iLiua Y
WarAFUBBINUGNTTH “BRACT” oz “BRCA2” F4M3uladan Waaawugnssung
gassenaniiazrhliiansiSedelduazaziBaudun wazussn Myriad Genetics Inc 1§9i
mmm%ud’;uﬁuqﬂﬁu “BRCA1” Uz “BRCA2” 9aNMINDINIsenausaasadon |
uwaziumezpsyedlddiSaiaininmaseummsunndiioasiamnmsulasdmwand
Wugnssudananiasdaliiiansedaly uananiu u3HM Myriad Genetics Inc 165y

ANNANATIENEUasluBud NN UGN ITNTRINY S “BRCAL” Waz “BRCA2” NiNS

4
o a 1 [ [

ugnaaniuazlasudnduaiiieagifeinazih audunugnssuainanuinsnaday
MRANSUNNEINBNTIAMMSUUaNEM WY BN UGN TINGINEN e lsnanu aajmuas
Uszinaansgawdmlddenumidadadnnnmalulszindaadiasds losmainuag

Ussinaaniganannitadalinsquasaeansinslugusunugnssuniimsuenaanan

v 1
a o

(4 v I 26 1 =] Ya a @ 1 v;’ 1 [ Py <
aananlluluaz’ nande malaidaeliligusunugnssuniimsuanaanintudei
laSuanudnasdnslins
A# Myriad Genetics lulszinaanigadmlatuiimsiasdasluamazudu

waldwaetineasn (Southern District Court of New York)?” Z4laiHasendiwamsuen
%udauﬁ'uqﬂﬁu “BRCA1” waz “BRCA2” aanu11navAUsenausaiasdy GH
' M Yo o X o & ' a e <]
umezasnyedlilanhldauduiugnssatuwandlunnamwiday 3elidaindy

a (cg ] 4 a a o &’ 1 [ [ v I [l <
msUszdugiulmivazmsdnesasdnitaslugudrunugnssuainandulun: agnlsh

[ J

o damn ladinsanssaldIiadeaenanvesmaiududamagnssninia (Court of

** 569 US 12-398 (2013).

?® Stephanie Constand, Patently a Problem? Recent Developments in Human Gene
Patenting and their Wider Ethical and Practical Implications, Queensland University of
Technology, Vol.13 No.1, 2013, page 101.

" Association of Molecular Pathology v U.S. Patent & Trademark Office, 702 F
Supp 2 d 181 (SDNY 2010).
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Appeal for the Federal Circuit)*® Togluguil magnssalmalanaudifianzyasmazueu
wazleRfadeindafimsuendudrunugnssn “BRACL” uaz “BRCA2” aaniua fias
13 %4 v o & "M v v L4 a o v (B | v
mivgudunugnssuuulildagluamwiadanmusssunadndaly lahastudim
& < P < v s @ [ 4 1 ‘i’ v
WiNaeAUsTnauYaNEadaY 9 wiaTmMezaaNyed sunhliuandlyangusiu
Wugnssnau 9 ndvagluamuwiadanansssund aely Johlvsudiuiugnasu
[ v & o VM vo 4 a a o
aenaniudenlasuanudnasesdnsins

¢ o aa vV w v

agnlafinu dlasimsgnasaldifiadaainanzesmagnssaimadada

]
=

Fgazaslszmaanigawnin Jmagega laddaslimagnssalmanansennumue

gl uluauuwuirdiiadelued Mayo Collaborative Services v Prometheus

v
o aa w a v

agulsfionn aagnosaimalddumudniiiadaduilienuduaseddnsiasudzudiu
WugNs3Na9na1® uazldnarddn ad Myriad Genetics HAINUANGINAINAG Mayo
Collaborative Services L‘fl!m‘\)’l nlund Mayo Collaborative Services ‘1?‘1‘! Wumsveasuany
ANAIBIANEUA5NIINIT (method) aazilumd Myriad Genetics tHun15285U

anuANAIluMBuduNugnIINEda I Tundaiasl (product)

o

4.2 AMIANBYIAMAFIFAUDIANIFALNIM

1u§umsﬁmsmmawwagaqmmaw%’gmﬁm fluszfuiiasdasinnsan
PuduRUENTIN “BRCAL” uae “BRCA2” fiiimausnaaninifiundndanivassssumnizg
himansaldSuanuduasasdnddasniadiunsussfuginywdrintu (human-made
inventions) %Qawu13n15§Uﬂawuﬁumaqa‘n%ﬂ’m losaagegarasanigandn le
Aadehsudiuiugnasy “BRCAL” uaz “BRCA2” uiiiiAadumusssumanie
HANAUANNINTITNNA %qhimmsnléf%’umwm“jummaw'ﬁﬁmﬂﬁsmWﬁzﬁmmﬂﬂ
FUSIURUGNITNAINGNBININNINATNWUIAFONMINGTINEIG Gty Wi uFEm
Myriad Genetics Inc 1@ @uwusumiafiuiuauuazusnduaiuiugnssudananaanin
wiAlildadsguduiugnssulnigunvianliuduiugnssuiiuanoananuane

Tuanea®

*® Association of Molecular Pathology v United States Patent & Trademark Office,
653 F 3d 1329 (Fed Cir, 2011).

9132 S Ct 1289 (2012)

%% Association of Molecular Pathology v U.S. Patent & Trademark Office, 689 F
3d 1303 (Fed Cir, 2012).

1 569 US 12-398 (2013), page 12.
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atalsfany magegavasansgawimidulialamalviinisduasas
anduasunzuaiuugnssalaluuensdl udazdainananuuandesznilBuaIu
WUFNTINTAATUAINETINIANLUAR Myriad Genetics UasBUEIUNUGNITNNTNS
LRIz Uz Au§UUNINLIANIY “sysnthetic DNA %58 Complementary DNA
(cDNA)”* (Ha9INAagNga 89N 5N TN ANNENQTEHINMIFTNUTI I AT
a dJa Y o ' v a v a a 1% ' & o v
m3UszdugAaauialui 9 uazmssduaiuliiomsivadsurasdayada g tieinls
Tumsuszduganau Tagginne Thomas J lanahzgudiunugnssuniioduau
a Ty I Y Y v a a v P [ a [ 14
sasnmduaiimsugnaansludinlilasuanuduasesdniias dasnndundadoe
PDIBIINNG Mwaiieamsuenaanin bilanhizudunugnssuainanuandeluan
W & “cDNA” {Wudinlasuanuduasesdnsies tasnniimsiauinlmividiu
mliananlunndn Wldhezuamusssumnd® aeiu magegadesmsliquases
a a o X v v A~ 4 < a P4 d‘ < v
ansuasunzudiuNugnIsuninsaimsaUssAuguaniadunmsnszaunsainu
wazaausegelalumsussivganauadl 9 dald wivae@endu Alideamslaiing
gnaludinifiedumusssund Wasnndayaiienuisiiodumusssnmnauulyl
M3iinNIRNIalaayanalaynnanii
o ana [ [ a o Y a [ 4
nnaNdaderasmagega lulssinaanigawsm mldnadssiduda
andeyhmazudurasaniussslosgimnwidnauzlulszmasaansidaasifiads
A& Myriad Genetics iiM3aNasaimNULIAITAREBIMagada lulssmaansgawsm
vaald Fsnnunijuaniuanzeasas lulssinasaaiasids asiininsdinenalaifiang

adnnedululszmasasiesidaamuuudmiiansuasma lulssmaansgamdmuasnadl

v
= %

nena Lilaifiansanuuundiiadsussenalulszmaanigamam™ wannniu Tuns
#i9N58n@F Myriad Genetics fitinzululszinaasaiaside Nicholas J AldRasanadii
watululsznasniganidmens uihausiumagigaraslssmaaniganEnaslid
dafiadeeaninfimn Tae Nicholas J laizadanaietuailulssmaanigandmi
wurdItaRsrasealulszinasadasidauanananlszimaanigawsm laaluy
Uszinanadiasideny asfinsanemuuudmiisavasmagelund National Research
Development Corporation ﬁqﬁu T lildfienugaruiluad Myriad Genetics ma%y'ué'u
yavavniussglosginnwidnenzlulsumasaaiasidsaziiatsmuuwdiianguas

magege lulszmaansgawdnmuiala

> 569 US 12-398 (2013), page 16.

** Association for Molecular Pathology v Myriad Genetics Inc, 133 S Ct 2107
(20138), para 2110-2111.

** Matthew Rimmer, “The Empire of Cancer: Gene Patents and Cancer Voices,”

Journal of Law, Information and Science, Vol.22 No.2, 2013, page 21.
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5.1 amenssunsufsungrinevasdssimaaaainsids Tulssna

= Yy I~ = a o ¥ v a a v v
padLAILAY 191&1]'531,9114?1anﬂmmmmnum'ﬂ‘ﬁmwQumamnﬁ‘umun
2 ' o < ¢ ¥ = e
ﬁumuwu'qﬂ's'smawgvﬂfmLﬂuizﬂxwmwﬁaLtaaﬂau‘n%uﬂm Myriad
Genetics LtAnTY lagamznssunsUjsunguanezasdssinaaadinsids

v a [~ (% v

(Australian Law Reform Commission) Tataaiarsandszouainaiuas
iauanenudai “Gnatasuazmsissivg: AndunsnugnIsauazgumn
wawgwﬂ(” (Genes and Ingenuity: Gene patenting and human health) Giaifvg GELA
& ey 35 = & ' N v = v @ 9)1
a6t W.A. 2547% AU AINTYBDNLDEIIITIUIAMITISUA LY
ngvangdndunsiiammuarailvanuanasasdndunsunzudrudinm

S A ] -~ [ = a £y v a a v -X ]
wawguamah taclunstadszailianuauasasdndunsunzudiu

= <
ﬁ?ﬂ'\W‘ZlENN‘I«q!HEﬂﬂE]tﬂG]?I"IGI

-1 a = < v ao

Tusranuatuil angnssunmsufgungraneiianuiuiinssuis

(process) TumsssydunisuazuenFua udimwiniodumusssunfsIindeBudin
Wugnssuaansludiisninsalasuanuduasasdniiaslulszmasaaiasids win
aa g’l =l T 35 a (d’ dg o 4 s Y
nssuIsuuiewInd fzunsussAugngedu wazansohnnlduszTagidld
uanNUY Grzudiuiinwiinisuansaniniidudiaansaldsuanuduasas
an5Uns Tasamznssumalfaungransiunsudiudrinwihedumusssnen fzed
M3uENaaNi B350 le5uANNANAIBIENEUNT WihevdUssna urasFuduEInw

Aanaf el uFMANTUMNEITNINFAMNN® MNBNUAINENVDIAULNTINAT

® Australian Law Reform Commission, Genes and Ingenuity: Gene Patenting and
Human Health ﬁuﬁ'uifagamﬂ http://www.alrc.gov.au/publications/report-99 Lflla’qfuﬁ
13 WHHNAN 2557.

*® Australian Law Reform Commission, Genes and Ingenuity: Gene Patenting and
Human Health §U ﬁu%’agamﬂ http://www.alrc.gov.au/publications/report-99 Lﬁ'a%’uﬁ

13 WHHNAN 2557.
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Myriad Genetics Nicholas J laganiuanuiinzasnmznssunsljsungvaneuaziian
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ﬁuﬂsmﬁﬂ%ﬂ’muﬁéud@u%ﬁmwmmwm‘fmummvﬁuwmﬂmznssumsﬂﬁgﬂﬂgwmﬂ
WA A LA AINWENENNNINFINTNIMEUNUN B U IMTNFNUINEIY (“Heffernan and
Coonan”, “Rachel Siewert” tlaz “Nick Xenophon”>®) ﬁazwé’né’l’mﬁ alidinsun by L‘ﬁNLaN
ngvnednstasluFesdnandsly aunsznauidal w.a. 2553 ladinsiauasng
WITNBUUUATNEUNS (afuudlufinida) (%u&hu%’smwLLazﬁ'ub;niimaqwm‘f)
A./. 2010 (Patent Amendment (Human Genes and Biological Materials) Bill 2010 g
gunumegsinsen Tessengrainsatuiifimssddgdunsudlufudnnes 18
(2) wiinseUyalaansins a.a. 1990 leamruamuiilianuanasasdnsiasun
sesasialuil

(1) ayud waznssuumatmwihl¥idaaysd woy

(2) Budnthmn sumiesdsznauuazaeilannsusuiimneana
Lihiuduihmndnansiimsusnaaninvialiusandudalal wnudndimw
Tufsasiidnsasrudanfuiunuihmuwiaglusmmwiedaumusssma®

aghslsfiony hengmineatuilldléumsaivayunnidasdinlnafluam
fununugs dasnnamgununugslesdiulvajfaduhmasuaudladiudum an

g %4 1T %4 1 = g-” Ll %4 &l T Y a o J
18 (2) 4 gelaifienudaauuazuiuau 8nne sengraneatuillile lideudiin

" Cancer Voices Australia v Myriad Genetics Inc [2013] FCA 65 (15 February
2013) at para 119.

*® Matthew Rimmer, “The Empire of Cancer: Gene Patents and Cancer Voices,”
Journal of Law, Information and Science, Vol.22 No.2, 2013, page 10.

*° Draft section 18 (2)

The following are not patentable inventions: (a) human beings, and the
biological processes for their generation; and (b) biological materials including their
components and derivatives, whether isolated or purified or not and however made, which

are identical or substantially identical to such materials as they exist in nature.
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Nniinannedy Suduleh ludeszeznaniidiun Sgunavedssna
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idlasnnanslumsihiuduiugnssudananinliazanagiuduasdnsudiiediden
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msmwwszimﬂ'mﬂaufﬂmﬁ'uLaungwmw%'wﬁﬁumqﬁmuﬂﬁ (o8N IUNITazLNe
nindaumstdaan) a.6. 2012 (Intellectual Property Laws Amendment (Raising the Bar)
Act 2012) fildmvuadasndumsazifindndtosdmiumahsuduiugnssuilasu
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yaradlildluiuesdvsdasmnsmhsudhuiugnssuilésuamuduasasdniiosnn

> Senate Community Affairs Reference Committee, Commonwealth, Gene
Patents, 2010, & U Auda 4 8370 http://www.aph.gov.au/Parliamentary_Business/
Committees/Senate/Community_ Affairs/Completed_inquiries/20101 3 /genepatents4 3 /

report/~/media/wopapub/senate/committee/clac_ctte/completed_inquiries/201013/ge

ne_patents_4 3 /report/report.ashx WHBIUN 13 WOHNAN 2557.

LIDNLREINU.


http://www.aph.gov.au/Parliamentary_Business/%20Committees/Senate/Community_Affairs/Completed_inquiries/201013/genepatents43/report/~/media/wopapub/senate/committee/clac_ctte
http://www.aph.gov.au/Parliamentary_Business/%20Committees/Senate/Community_Affairs/Completed_inquiries/201013/genepatents43/report/~/media/wopapub/senate/committee/clac_ctte
http://www.aph.gov.au/Parliamentary_Business/%20Committees/Senate/Community_Affairs/Completed_inquiries/201013/genepatents43/report/~/media/wopapub/senate/committee/clac_ctte
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Expert Opinion on Therapeutic Patents, Vol.15 No.2, 2005, page 167.
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Journal of Law, Information and Science, Vol.22 No.2, 2013, page 12.
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** House of Representative Standing Committee on Social Policy and Legal

Affairs, Commonwealth, Inquiry into the Intellectual Property Laws Amendment Bill
2013, (Cth), 2013, §UA U D 4 8 2 http://www.aph.gov.au/parliamentary_business/
committees/house_of _representatives_committees ?url=spla/bill%2 0 intellectual%o2 0 property%
20laws/report.htm., Lflﬂ%uﬁ 13 WHENMAN 2557.

*® Canada: Patent Protection of Pharmaceutical Products: Complaint by the European

Communities and their Member States, WTO Doc WT/DS114/R (17 March 2000).
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" Alison Health, Preparing for the Genetic Revolution — The Effect of Gene
Patents on Healthcare and Research and the Need for Reform, Canterbury Law Review,
Vol.11 Issue 1, 2005, page 78.

*® Stephanie Constand, Patently a Problem? Recent Developments in Human Gene
Patenting and their Wider Ethical and Practical Implications, Queensland University of
Technology, Vol.13 No.1, 2013, page 116.

49

Adrian White, The Ethics: Gene Patenting and Human Health, Australian

Intellectual Property Journal, Vol.15, 2004, page 11.
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*% Centre for International Economics, Economic Analysis of the Impact of Isolated
Human Gene Patents, Final Report, 2013, duAue Y0370 http://www.ipaustralia.gov.
au/pdfs/IPA_Final_Report__Human_Gene_Patents_201 3.pdf Lf'l 27U ﬁ 13 NOENIAN
2557.

°! Brian Zadorozny, The Advent of Gene Patenting: Putting the Great Debate in
Perspective, Southern Methodist University Science and Technology law Review, Vol.13
No.1, 2010, page 94.

*% Senate Legal and Constitutional Affairs Committee, Patent Amendment (Human
Genes and Biological Materials) Bill, 2010, 24 February 2011, page 46.

** Dianne Nicol, “Implications of DNA Patenting: Reviewing the Evidence,” Journal of

Law and Information Science, Vol.21 No.1, 2011, page 33.
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** Lucy Hartland, “Cancer Voices Australia v Myriad Genetics Inc,” Australian

Intellectual Property Law Bulletin, Vol.25 No.9, 2013, page 192.

*® Luigi Palombi, Patent Law Must Recognise Human Genes are No Invention, 20
February 2013, du ﬁu‘*ﬂagamn http://www.abc.net.au/unleashed/4528914.html Lﬁ 2
Sudi 13 wgumew 2557.

*® ABC News, Biotech Industry Worries About Investment Uncertainty After US
Supreme Court Patent Ruling, The World Today, 14 June 2013, ﬁuﬁu%aa&aam http://
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°" Priya Venkatesan and Michael Peters, Bioeconomy and Third Industrial

Revolution in the Age of Synthetic Life, Contemporary Readings in Law and Social Justice,
Vol.2 No.2, 2011, page 148.

*® [2013] FCA 65 (15 February 2013) at para 102.

*® Matthew Rimmer, “The Empire of Cancer: Gene Patents and Cancer Voices,”
Journal of Law, Information and Science, Vol.22 No.2, 2013, page 27.
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Ann Monotti and Sam Ricketson, “Universities and Intellectual Property:

Ownership and Exploitation” (Australia: Oxford University Press), 2003, para 3.22.



Assumption University Law Journal |41

IS d’ o A:l' a
in 6 auun 1 ¥NTIAN — NQUIEU 2558

Muueh “azdasdidnvasiumsissivgludvgamunssn” Briudnleadumsiie

v P g IS v 61 v v v J P v ! YV
ahaiasassumaluladlut 9 walumenauiu msmuuadaulagananlvieny
Foauuazianueraasi lvlimunsaieulatuindsuldnunsdidne g uazns
wasuulasmedumalulad Faiiadumuny Hazianlvdesulugenanlidiang
Farudeay aunhaziimiadalesmageueilssnasadnsids ™ uannnuy MmNz
YsulpRaulaadenanlifiensdanuuazianuainasnszihlaenn aswmndainaly

vy ° ~ ° ¥ oy :1 o & o vg3

mslfdesmuasmminasivualviianuasauaguynizasnissasdlunsauienls

wannuL TunanuaasdgmiUdnmarunsnddumetyanzasdssimne

25188 (Advisory Council on Intellectual Property) Lonanii€aulafifvuaiiazdes

4

Wumsusehvsniianwacludanannssuluanurunegsas Statute of Monopolies 11U

o9 Kl
1

Wumslimumnasuieaansuduaziisnumnmu® adhalsiony msfenuuntuad
P Y 4 a .% < v a 4 v o o
aasngraneiialiiienudauisdiud ldansaiansanlanndeaadnusinglu

UNIYE AUDINYUIN LN ENDENLAEYNTU MINUAAZH INITANUIAI TR I aN

o aa W

< A & & o 2 o 6 ¥ v ¥ wa o 1 g5 2
Wunupuludassumeiaazyhdaansoen launinyaaawnan® sananianeuey

eadmsutaulaiifmuahazdasilumsuszsivinianvazludmasvnssuiianinse

W5an1aanAR National Research Development Corporation Faenalaiaennsnas

v
sl v

loazilumsuszdvgniianvazludgamunssnssdaaiuiniinsUsziviauanlosd

a9

NIILENIN LL‘Zf\WWﬂN‘l;lHETW BREVRR]

[~ v = = U a a v 4 1 Y
8. ﬂszmumamuﬂaﬁssul,nmﬂuamﬁumSﬁuaauwuqﬂssmwaa

¢
N‘l;!‘iflﬂ

ffianalu Myriad Genetics Lilaimsimndinsalludssidudionguanaaui

naINTNE U UYL waialiussidududasssuiienunslianuduasasdudiu

[ 4

WUFNIINYRINYHEaIs Fenditaaaluadiinlianuquasesdnsiasuniuaiu

*! Intellectual Property and Competition Review Committee, Review of Intellectual
Property Legislation Under the Competition Principles Agreement, September 2010, page 47.

2 Op. cit. page 148.
®  Ann Monotti and Sam Ricketson, “Universities and Intellectual Property:
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