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Patent case: Bombardier Recreational Products Inc. v. Arctic

Cat Inc., USA
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A jury’s verdict that snowmobile frame patents asserted against Arctic Cat were indefinite and
invalid as anticipated or obvious was supported by substantial evidence.

A federal district court correctly upheld a jury verdict invalidating two Bombardier Recreational
Products Inc. snowmobile frame patents because substantial evidence supported the jury’s findings
that Bombardier’s patent related to rider seat position was indefinite, and its patent for a pyramidal
brace assembly was anticipated by prior art snowmobiles, according to the U.S. Court of Appeals
for the Federal Circuit. The federal district court in Minnesota properly denied Bombardier’s post-
trial motion for judgment as a matter of law, the Federal Circuit ruled, rejecting Bombardier’s
contention that the strength of its evidence was sufficient to nullify the jury’s verdict (Bombardier
Recreational Products Inc. v. Arctic Cat Inc., September 20, 2019, Tunheim, J.).

Case date: 20 September 2019
Case number: No. 18-2388
Court: United States Court of Appeals, Federal Circuit

A full summary of this case has been published on Kluwer IP Law.

To make sure you do not miss out on regular updates from the Kluwer Patent Blog, please
subscribe here.
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The 2022 Future Ready L awyer survey showed that 79% of lawyers think that the importance of
legal technology will increase for next year. With Kluwer IP Law you can navigate the
increasingly global practice of IP law with specialized, local and cross-border information and
tools from every preferred location. Are you, as an IP professional, ready for the future?

Learn how Kluwer | P Law can support you.
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This entry was posted on Tuesday, October 22nd, 2019 at 6:09 pm and is filed under Case Law, Prior
art, United States of America, Validity

Y ou can follow any responses to this entry through the Comments (RSS) feed. Both comments and
pings are currently closed.
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