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Small firms get high marks for patent quality.

uality patents come from small places, At least that's the
conclusion of the annual patent-quality survey conducted
by PatentRatings LLC of Newport Beach, California
PatentRatings looked at patents thai issued in 2003 in six
categories—biotechnology, chemistry, electrical, medical, computer
and software, and mechanical--and 1anked them for quality The
company uses a computer model to examine patents and gives them
an Intellectual Property Quotient (IPQ) Like an intelligence quotient
score, the IPQ has an ave:age score of 100 PatentRatings identified the
firms that prosecuted patents with the highest IPQs in each category

Two firms were mentioned on five out of the six lists: Los Angeles's
Blakely Sokoloff Taylor & Zalinan and Minneapolis’s Schwegman,
Lundberg, Woessner & Kluth

Blakely Sokoloff. whose core business is electrical engineering and
computer science prosecution. handles patents for Intel Corporation
and Sun Microsystems Inc. according to Mark Watson. who manages
the firm’s Denver office The 73-lawvyer firm prosecuted 747 computer
and software patents that issued last year, with an average IPQ of
154 9 If the fim were a person, in other words, it would be a genius,
but only at prosecution. Blakely Sokoloff does not handle that many
litigation matters.

Only three large, full-service firms made it on to these lists: San
Francisco's Morrisor & Foerster, Chicago's McDermott, Will & Emery,
and Bosten's Hale & Dorr. Otherwise, the top scorers belonged to
small and midsize IP firms—some staffed with big-firm refugees.
Schwegman, lundbesg’s founders, for example, came from Merchant
& Gould. Both name partnets af Boston's Claik & Elbing's left Fish &
Richardson The five-year-old firm ranked first in the biotech category.
One of the firmy's clients. Acambis, Inc, of Cambridge, Massachusetts,
has a vaccine against the West Nile virus in clinical trials

Sorne IP fisms, such as Washington, D.C's Howrey Simon Arnold &
White, were conspicuously absent from the list. Partner Q. Todd
Dickinson says the ratings are not all that valuable He is critical of
PatentRatings's use of the forward citation criteria. which is the
number of times a patent is cited in subsequent patents Some paten
examiners “have a particular patent they may use as their favorite
specification and will cite it again and again in certain arts where the
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same kinds of issues come up That may not be a more valuable
patent; it fust may be very broad in the specifications,” Dickinson says

PatentRatings founder Jonathan Barney says the study is
“completely objective” and looks at 50 different factors for each patent.
Whatever its limitations, the system is certainly better, Barney says,
than other rankings, which simply list how many patents a firm
collected in a year. "Your numbers may be up there, but the value you
are creating for clients may not be that high. We are looking at who
is creating the most value for the clients" —Victoria Slind-Flor

METHODOLOGY: PatentRatings. of Newport Beach, California, evaiuates patent qualily with a computer modei and a premise. The premise is that
patent owners are more likely {0 pay maintenance fees to the US. Patent and Trademark Office for a valuabie patent. The model predicts which patents
wiil be maintained based on objective criteria that correlate with maintenance of older patents. The model, for exampie, examines the number of claims
in a patent; the more claims. the higher the maintenance rates. Shorter claims tend to make better patents, because fewer words translates to broad-
er protection The opposite holds true for the written specification—longer is better.
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