
 
 

 

 

	

	
	

	

	
 

 

 
 

From: David Houze [e-mail redacted] 
Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2015 11:04 AM 
To: 2014_interim_guidance 
Subject: unpatentable product of nature 

Stop	pandering	to	big	money.	They	won’t	hire	you	anyway.	 

Un‐patentable	product	of	nature	should	remain	un‐patentable.	 

The	Supreme	Court	has	long	rejected	your	proposed	rules	For	example,	in	1931	the	court	
said	that	a	fruit	treated with	a preservative	in	its	rind	could 	not	be	patented,	because	while	
it	has	a	different	structure,	its	uses	are	still	the	same	–	to	 be	eaten.	 The	applicant	 could	have	
sought	a	patent	on 	a	new	preservative	it	developed,	but	not	on	 the	fruit	itself. 

David Houze 
Principal Research Scientist 
ProSolus 
6701 NW 7th Street 
Suite #165 
Miami, Fl 33126 
T: 305-455-6187 
F: 305-455-6580 


