
TULANE JOURNAL OF TECHNOLOGY 
AND INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY 

 

VOLUME 6  SPRING 2004 

CONTENTS 
ARTICLES 
PATENTLY UNREASONABLE: 
RECONSIDERING THE RESPONSIBILITY 
OF PATENTEES IN TODAY’S 
INVENTIVE CLIMATE .................................. Patricia L. Farnese 1 
 
WHAT’S IN A NAME? 
PROTECTION OF WELL-KNOWN 
TRADEMARKS UNDER INTERNATIONAL 
AND NATIONAL LAW.................................. Bella I. Safro 
   Thomas S. Keaty 33 
 
CAN BLACK DOT (SHRINKWRAP) 
LICENSES OVERRIDE FEDERAL REVERSE 
ENGINEERING RIGHTS?:  THE 
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN COPYRIGHT, 
CONTRACT, AND ANTITRUST LAWS ........... Seungwoo Son 63 
 
THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT’S 
PRESUMPTIVELY ERRONEOUS 
PRESUMPTION OF 
IRREPARABLE HARM .................................. Roy H. Wepner 
   Richard W. Ellis 147 
 
EUROPEAN DATA PROTECTION 
DIRECTIVE:  THE DETERMINATION OF 
THE ADEQUACY REQUIREMENT IN 
INTERNATIONAL DATA TRANSFERS............ Alexander Zinser 171 

COMMENTS 
HOW FAR IS TOO FAR? 
THE EXTENSION OF THE RIGHT OF 



PUBLICITY TO A FORM OF INTELLECTUAL 
PROPERTY COMPARABLE TO 
TRADEMARK/COPYRIGHT..............................  Traci S. Jackson 181 
 
VICTORIA’S SECRET IS NOT SAFE 
WITH THE SUPREME COURT: 
THE COURT MAKES ITS FORAY 
INTO THE MAKE-BELIEVE WORLD 
OF THE FTDA............................................. J. Jarrod Thrash 199 
 
“NO ONE EXPECTS THE SPANISH 
INQUISITION”—TWICE:  SUBDUING 
THE MORAL RIGHTS MONSTER .................. Philip Vineyard 223 
 
FROM BALANCE TO PROPERTY: 
THE DANGERS OF COPYWRONGS................ Jeff White 247 

NOTES 
FESTO CORP. V. SHOKETSU 
KINZOKU KOGYO KABUSHIKI CO.: 
THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT FURTHER 
CLARIFIES (OR PERHAPS FURTHER 
CONFUSES) THE APPLICATION OF 
PROSECUTION HISTORY ESTOPPEL............. Michael Bartolone 273 
 
CABLE BROADBAND:  DID THE 
NINTH CIRCUIT BEAT THE FCC 
TO THE PUNCH IN LAST 
MILE REGULATION?................................... Christian R. Eriksen 283 
 
VALLEY DRUG CO. V. GENEVA 
PHARMACEUTICALS, INC.: 
ENLARGING THE PATENT 
EXCLUSIONARY RIGHT THROUGH 
HATCH-WAXMAN SETTLEMENT 
AGREEMENTS IS NOT PER SE 
ANTICOMPETITIVE?.................................... Stephen Roy Jenkins 295 
 
CARAFANO V. METROSPLASH.COM: 
AN EXPANSION OF TORT IMMUNITY 
FOR WEB SERVICE PROVIDERS UNDER 
47 U.S.C. § 230, EVEN WHEN 



THEY TAKE A GREATER EDITORIAL 
ROLE IN PUBLISHING MATERIAL 
FROM THIRD PARTIES................................. Walter Stillwell 307 

CUMULATIVE INDEX i 


	ARTICLES
	COMMENTS
	NOTES
	CUMULATIVE INDEX i

