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Finally, in Sakraida v. AG Pro, Inc., 425 U. S. 273 (1976), the Court derived from the
precedents the conclusion that when a patent .simply arranges old elements with each
performing the same function it had been known to perform. and yields no more than one
would expect from such an arrangement, the combination is obvious. 1 13
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a court must ask whether the improvement is more than the predictable use of prior art

elements according to their established functions. 1 3
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