


Dayco Products Inc. (“Dayco”) appeals from the decision of the United Stat
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A. Lusher

The first prior art reference addressed by the district court was the Lusher patent. The district court concluded that
“[t]here are no genuine factual disputes” and described its interpretation of the teachings of Lusher. Dayco, 218 F.Supp.2d

at 1137-38. In particular, the
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(whether in independent, dependent, or multiple dependent form) shall be presumed valid ly of the validity of
other claims; [and] dependent or multiple dependent claims shall be presumed valid even though dependent upon an invalid

claim.” 35 U.S.C. § 282 (2000).



We conclude that a trial is required on the issue of




