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Once upon time, there was a
regional bank that took deposits
and offered checking accounts.
Over the years it grew into a fin-
ancial-services giant. Then, to
juice earnings, it traded the
firm’s own money—“proprietary

trading as it was called.” Trouble
ensues.

That of-the-moment
story—President Barack Obama
recently proposed a ban on
banks’ proprietary-trading opera-
tions—propels “Union Atlantic,”
Adam Haslett’s debut novel about
an overleveraged banking behe-
moth struggling to stay afloat.
But “Union Atlantic” is more than
a financial page-turner. It is an
ambitious literary work, filled
with compelling characters, evoc-
ative prose and finely drawn so-
cial portraiture.

At the heart of the story are
four characters whose lives inter-
twine—and sometimes collide
spectacularly. There is Doug Fan-
ning, a hard-charging financier
with a crooked moral compass;
his neighbor Charlotte Graves, a
lonely intellectual descending
into dementia; her brother, Henry
Graves, the president of the Fed-
eral Reserve Bank of New York;
and Nate Fuller, a slacker teen ex-
ploring his sexual leanings.

Befitting an early 21st-century
novel, there is also a McMansion.
Located in a leafy Boston suburb,
the house is a mammoth bachelor
pad filled with little more than
flat-screen televisions and empty
beer bottles. It is occupied, of
course, by Fanning, the handsome
nouveau-riche banker. After serv-
ing as a Navy officer in the Per-
sian Gulf, Fanning lands a job at
Union Atlantic bank and hustles
his way to the top. Living next-
door is Charlotte, a retired his-
tory teacher whose dilapidated
house is crammed with over-
stuffed bookcases. With “an aes-

thetic revulsion,” she detests Fan-
ning and his “steroidal offense”
of a house, which sits on land
that her grandfather had donated
to the town. She files a lawsuit to
oust him.

Her brother, the New York Fed
chief, finds himself in a peculiar
position: Henry is wrestling with
the effects of Charlotte’s mental
decline—most prominently her
obsession with the Fanning
house—even as he is trying to
save Fanning’s bank from an im-
plosion that might do untold
damage on Wall Street. Not that
Henry has much sympathy for

fat-cat bankers. While putting out
a smaller financial fire early in
the book, he describes an execu-
tive as “the kind of Business
Roundtable chump who spent his
lunchtime decrying government
intrusion and now found himself
on a cell phone in the middle of
the night pleading with the gov-
ernment to save him.” Such pas-
sages give “Union Atlantic” a
ripped-from-the-headlines feel,
though Mr. Haslett clearly cares
as much about the interactions of
his characters as the machina-
tions of the banking system.

In the case of Union Atlantic,
the cause of its vulnerability is a
big wrong-way bet made on the

Japanese stock market. Mr. Has-
lett paints an amusing caricature
of the rogue trader responsible
for the ill-fated trade: “A Holy
Cross grad, McTeague had grown
up in Worcester and learned the
business with a specialist on the
floor of the NYSE. A rabid Bruins
fan, his conversation didn’t ex-
tend much beyond hockey and de-
rivatives. Twenty-eight and itch-
ing to make a killing.”

Die-hard literary realists might
yearn for problems caused by
subprime mortgages instead of
Asian equities, but the ultimate
problem is the same. “Let me
start by saying,” Henry Graves
tells the bank’s chairman, “that if
you or your board is under the
impression that Union Atlantic is
too big to fail, you’re mistaken.”

The novel is not without its
weak moments. There are con-
trived plot points, as when Nate,
the troubled high-school student,
emerges as both Charlotte’s pupil
and Fanning’s boy toy. And the
ending feels hurried in its rush to
tie up all the sprawling narra-
tives. That’s disappointing, be-
cause Mr. Haslett, whose 2002
short-story collection, “You Are
Not a Stranger Here,” was a final-
ist for the Pulitzer Prize and the
National Book Award, knows how
to hold a reader’s attention. In
“Union Atlantic” he riffs skillfully
on New England society, for in-
stance, in which a wedding is “all
high tents and high Episcopal
good form, from the Bloody
Marys to the starched collars to
the understated, almost humble
self-satisfaction of the father’s
toast.” The currency behind rou-

tine credit-card purchases, Mr.
Haslett notes, involves money
that “until that moment had
never appeared on a balance
sheet or been deposited with a
bank, that was nothing but a per-
mission for indebtedness, the fi-
nal improvisation in a long chain
of governed promises.”

Nightstands are already
stacked with nonfiction accounts
of our recent gilded age and the
financial crisis that ended it.
“Union Atlantic” is the first seri-
ous fictional portrait of the bail-
out era—in which the unbridled
risk-taking of our banking institu-
tions bumped up against power-
ful government officials trying to
keep the system afloat. Decades
from now, this fine novel will
help readers understand the pe-
riod we’ve just been through.

Mr. Lattman covers private eq-
uity for the Journal.
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A Bank on the Brink

Union Atlantic
By Adam Haslett
(Nan A. Talese/Doubleday, 304 pages,

$26)

Wayward financial
practices,
a McMansion
under siege.

China often gets a bad rap for
its failures to protect intellectual
property rights—from knock-offs
of luxury handbags to copies of
music and videos. Google cited an
alleged theft of its intellectual
property as one reason for its de-
cision last month to consider
pulling out of China. Yet the pic-
ture isn’t as bleak as you might
think. The key is for foreign busi-
nesses to understand how IP pro-
tection works in China and to
take better advantage of the pro-
tections that exist.

Among the most common mis-
perceptions is the notion that
patents are useless in China. In
reality, patent law is a booming
area. The Chinese Patent Office
issued more than 580,000 patents
in 2009, up 41% from a year ear-
lier. New patent applications
grew to 947,000 in 2009 from
252,000 in 2002. The Chinese
Patent Office is now the third-
busiest patent authority in the
world, after Japan and the United
States. Meanwhile, China sur-
passed the U.S. in 2008 to be-
come the most litigious country
in the world for IP disputes—with
24,406 suits filed, a 4.6-time in-
crease over 2001. That compares
to about 8,000 in the U.S. in
2009.

Yet foreign companies are
leaving themselves out of this le-
gal progress. Only about 10% of
those patent applications were
filed by foreign companies, and a
foreign company was one of the
parties in less than 5% of IP law-
suits filed in 2008.

This is partly because they be-
lieve the Chinese legal system
will favor local companies in liti-
gation with foreign competitors.
Certainly the largest patent-in-
fringement damages award in
China’s history, in 2007, saw
French company Schneider Elec-
tric ordered to pay around $48.5
million to Chint Group, a Chinese
company, for infringing a Chinese

patent on a low-voltage circuit
breaker. The suit settled for
around $24 million in April 2009
as the appeal was underway. In
2008, another court hit Samsung
with damages of $7.4 million for
infringing a mobile phone patent
held by Holley Communications.

But foreign companies can
also win in Chinese courts. Neo-
plan, a German bus company, won
an award of $3 million in January

2009 against two Chinese compa-
nies for their infringement of its
design patent on buses. This case
represents the largest infringe-
ment damages award ever ob-
tained by a foreign company in
China and compares well to the
average patent infringement dam-
ages award of less than $50,000.
Last month, a Beijing court or-
dered two Chinese companies to
pay a combined $1.3 million in
damages to a British manufac-
turer of electric kettle compo-
nents.

Anecdotal evidence suggests
the recent win rate for multina-
tional companies in IP suits in
China has been greater than 50%.
In some cities the win rate ex-
ceeds 90%. While it may be pre-
mature to declare victory based
on these statistics, they do sug-
gest that it is a mistake to as-
sume that multinational compa-
nies cannot win IP suits in China.

Foreign companies just need
to know how to take advantage of
these trends. Too many have
made the mistake of not applying
for patents and trademarks in
China. Foreign patents and trade-
marks are not enforceable in
China, just as Chinese patents
and trademarks are not enforce-
able in the United States. Multi-
nationals also should be willing
to enforce their Chinese IP rights
against infringers. Litigation suc-
cess requires more than a mere
willingness to sue. An in-depth

understanding of the Chinese ju-
dicial system and relevant legal
doctrines and an ability to ma-
neuver through the intricacies of
law and politics in China are es-
sential for foreign companies en-
forcing IP rights there.

Multinationals also can benefit
from several positive IP trends
within China. One is a growing
emphasis by policy makers on
building a functional intellectual
property regime. The State Coun-
cil in 2008 released a new “Out-
line of the National Intellectual
Property Strategy” that acknowl-
edges that robust IP protection is
a critical component of an inno-
vation-driven economy. China’s
patent law was amended for the
third time last year to bring it
further in line with international
standards. China also is reform-

ing the judicial system in re-
sponse to the increasing number
and complexity of IP suits, clari-
fying venue rules and considering
establishing courts of appeal for
IP cases.

China now has a domestic con-
stituency for improved IP en-
forcement: its own innovative
companies. For instance, Huawei
Technologies Co. Ltd., a Shen-
zhen-based telecoms company,
filed the most Patent Cooperation
Treaty applications (which lay the
groundwork for patent applica-
tions in other countries) in 2008,
according to statistics published
by the World Intellectual Prop-
erty Organization—beating Pana-
sonic, Phillips, Toyota and other
multinational companies that
used to hold the top spot. Chi-
nese companies like Huawei bene-
fit from strong IP protection, too,
and could help pressure policy
makers to strength the IP regime
more broadly.

While certain problems remain
in Chinese intellectual property
protection, multinational compa-
nies should operate under the as-
sumption that China protects IP
and aggressively build an IP port-
folio there. Learning how to work
within the system is more effec-
tive than merely wishing the sys-
tem were better.

Mr. Bai is a Shanghai-based
partner with Jones Day, special-
izing in intellectual property law.
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Yes, China Does Protect Intellectual Property

Multinational companies
just need to take better
advantage of opportunities
to defend their patents.

Taking It to Court
IP infringement suits filed in China,
2001–2008

Source: Supreme People’s Court
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