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! New Zealand Parliament bans software patents with a 117-4 vote, ENGADGET, Aug. 28, 2013,
available at http://www.engadget.com/2013/08/28/new-zealand-bans-software-patents/ (last visited
Oct 15, 2013).
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http://www.epo.org/about-us/organisation/member-states.html#contracting -
® European Patent Convention, art. 52(2): “The following in particular shall not be regarded as
inventions...(c) schemes, rules and methods for performing mental acts, playing games or doing
business, and programs for computers....
M ST 8 B fl4p % #& % > OpenFoundry » 2011 # 1 * 12 p » &yt :
http://www.openfoundry.org/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=560&Itemid=56 ( # {5 if|
fp:2013&107 15p )-
> Position of the European Parliament adopted at first reading on 24 September 2003 with a view
to the adoption of Directive 2003/.../EC of the European Parliament and of the Council on the
patentability of computer-implemented inventions, art. 4.1: “In order to be patentable, a
computer-implemented invention must be susceptible of industrial application and new and involve an
inventive step. In order to involve an inventive step, a computer-implemented invention must make a
technical contribution.
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® HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, SUPPLEMENT ORDER PAPER 120 (2012).
" HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, SUPPLEMENT ORDER PAPER 237 (2013), New clause 10A: “(1)
Computer Program is not an invention and not a manner of manufacture for the purposes of this Act. (2)
Subsection (1) prevents anything from being an invention or a manner of manufacture for the purposes
of this Act only to the extent that a claim in a patent or an application relates to a computer program as
such. (3) A claim in a patent or an application relates to a computer program as such if the actual
contribution made by the alleged invention lies solely in it being a computer program.”
% 1d. at 1-2.
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° The Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties, art. 31.1: “A treaty shall be interpreted in good faith
in accordance with the ordinary meaning to be given to the terms of the treaty in their context and in
the light of its object and purpose. ”
19" Oxford Dictionaries, available at http://oxforddictionaries.com/.
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2 Timothy B. Lee, New Zealand just abolished software patents. Here's why we should, too., THE
WASHINGTON POST, Aug. 29, 2013, available at
http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/the-switch/wp/2013/08/29/new-zealand-just-abolished-software
-patents-heres-why-we-should-too/ (last visited Oct. 15, 2013).
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