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According to the classics of liberalism, the greatest enemy of individual liberty is the paternalistic state,
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such as whether all business method patents should be ineligible or in just what range of circumstances
could computer-implemented methods or systems earn valid patents. In resisting demands for broader
guidance, the Court disappointed those hoping for an authoritative, definitive resolution of these issues.
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be recognised as a legitimate concession to Cromwellian uncertainty that one may be mistaken.
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The Legal Nature of Geographical Indications and Designations of Origin 640
Geographical indications and designations of origin have a special legal nature. They are not the property
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European Union (EU), and how this protection might evolve. It asks the following questions: (1) how
are non-verbal trade marks protected under the Community Trademark Regulation (CTMR); (2) in
particular, are smell marks protected?; and (3) are they capable of graphic representation? (the Sieckmann
case); (4) if smells are not protected under the CTMR, how can they be protected?; (5) are they protected
at national trade mark level? (United Kingdom); (6) or, maybe under other intellectual property rights?
(copyright, patents and trade secrets); (7) should the CTMR be amended or interpreted in a broader
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In a recent IPEC case concerning design law the court criticised the parties for filing expert evidence
on similarities between designs. This is not the first time that parties have been thus criticised by the
English courts. The current position would appear to be that, in design cases, expert evidence may be
adduced on only limited areas, such as design freedom. Prior permission is required from the court.
Expert witnesses must comply with CPR 35, which places detailed obligations on experts and their
instructing solicitors.
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On April 29, 2014, the United States Supreme Court relaxed the standard applied by US courts for
awarding attorneys’ fees in patent cases, taking a step towards bringing the US legal system closer to
that of the United Kingdom. Concurrently, the Supreme Court issued a second ruling clarifying that
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