IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
OCTOBER TERM 1970
No. 338

BLONDER-TONGUE LABORATORIES INC.,
P ' Defendant and Counter Clalmant—T ~RL;-
' Appellant Petltloner, o

”’-fvs;
UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS FOUNDATION

- Plalntlff and Counterclalm
DefendantnAppellee,

JFD ELECTRONICS CORPORATION

Counterclalm—Defendant— '
Appellee, Respondents

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO" PRESENT ORAL_
" ARGUMENT ON BEHALF OF AUTOMATIC
ELECTRIC COMPANY AMICUS CURIAE

'“57{EOT0 the Honorable Chief Justice and Associate - e
: JuSthES of The Supreme Court of The Unlted Stetes.;"

‘"ﬁfsuant to Rule 44(7), for perm1551on to present oral -

Lﬁfabove entltled case._fE“

éTheﬂfeesonéffer-thie;MetienTEte ag - follows: -

AUTOMATIC ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby moves, pur- N

‘f'}argument for a perlod not exceedlng ten mlnutes 1n the Tf}-*h




On December 31 1970 AUTOMATIC ELECTRIC COMPANY

; flled a MOTION FGR LEAVE TO FILE BRIEF AMICUS CURIAE and ‘A_ T
’BRIEF AMICUS CURIAE OF AUTOMATIC ELECTRIC COMPANY. Thls ;}%;ﬁﬁ,ci
| was done as soon as p0551ble after AUTOMATIC ELECTRIC '

eiCOMPANY 1earned that the Petltloner dld not support the

;rv1ew that Trlplett v._Lowell 297 U. S 638 (1936) should f;C;

;ﬁbe overruled

S Before flllng 1ts Motlon and Brl T_MAUTOMATIC
prLECTRIC COMPANY had requested the acqulescence of the

- partles to such a brlef but the request was denled the

ffpartles 1nd1cat1ng that the denlal was based ‘at least 1n-“5
part upon the expressed 1ntent10n of AUTOMATIC ELECTRIC
COMPANY to support the prop051t10n that the holdlng of

Trlplett should no 1onger be applled

AUTOMATIC ELECTRIC COMPANY has now obtalned a:

copy of the letter of December 18 1970 from the Sollcltor

General s Offlce 1nd1cat1ng that a Brief Wlll be flled

Cw

:'Tf ‘”whlch undertakes to. examlne the problem ralsed by the

Court” and requestlng that twenty minutes be allocated to ¢ -

‘the Sollc1tor ¥ Offlce for oral argument To - date the':
Sollc1tor General s Brlef has not been flled AUTOMATIC
| ELECTRIC COMPANY is also aware of the letter on behalf
Vuﬁg of the Amerlcan Patent Law Assoc1at10n mov1ng the Court C
| for perm1551on to present an oral argument not exceedlng
HZT_ten mlnutes. In 1ts request the Amerlcan Patent Law

Assoc1at10n 1nd1cates that it Wlll advocate a p051t10n -




:C:"“thet the_Triplett"cese not be overrnled" although it

*j‘aISo States that the position of the'Americen'Patent Law

e ‘Assoc1at10n will be_"markedly different from that of the

'_partles in SUlt”

;_rl We belleve that no party wlll, at the oral h

?rgumeﬁt advocate the P051t10n that the doctrlne of the_"bh%'kuniT
hhﬁ_f[CTriEiett”case should be overruled Furthermore we know'
0 ofmo one, other than AUTOMATIC ELECTRIC COMPANY, who has

'.q7fsought or will seek an . opportunlty to be heard and W111 ;;f'

__Ct-t_lf heard, present the negatlve p01nt of v1ew on the
| "fV?CQfTrlglett holdlng | | o

AUTOMATIC ELECTRIC COMPANY belleves that 1tsfh.

":p01nt of v1ew 13 shared by a very large segment of the.

CH”f;jcountry and that this p01nt of view w1ll not be presented hfﬂ
‘._,t:to the Court durlng the ‘oral argument unless this Motlon

S s granted The. argument of AUTOMATIC ELECTRIC COMPANY

rf;w1ll prov1de 3531stance to the Court not otherw1se avall-

hhflfable..g,.fohﬁfff;fT;., R

Respectfully submltt

o By, /§Z2£4<ﬂ£ﬂﬁre/

Theodore W. Anderson, B
- Counsel for Amicus Curiae I A
:_Automatro Electric Company




~ CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Serv1ce of coples of the foreg01ng MOTION FOR

'7*jﬁjLEAVE TO PRESENT ORAL ARGUMENT ON BEHALF OF 'AUTOMATIC .

'T”;gaELECTRIC COMPANY, AMICUS CURIAE has been made ‘this Sth

"'fﬁfday of January, 1971 upon all partles to the entltled

Zti;factlon by dep081t1ng coples thereof ina Unlted States B

‘r'Post Offlce, w1th flrst class a1r ma11 postage, respectlvelyﬂ,fft

_7iaddressed to counsel of record for each of sald partles

Theodore W Anderson ;;J-=

Attorney for- Amlcus Curlae,
Automatlc Electrlc Company




