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Greetings

Intellectual Property High Court of Japan will co-host a Judicial Symposium on Intellectual Property
/ TOKYO 2017 with the Supreme Court of Japan, Ministry of Justice of Japan, Japan Patent Office,
Japan Federation of Bar Associations, and IP Lawyers Network Japan. This will be the first year for
this event, and we have invited judges and lawyers from Japan, China, Korea, and ASEAN countries
for a discussion on the theme of “IP Dispute Resolution in ASEAN Plus Three (Japan-China-Republic

of Korea)”.

With the globalization of our economy, we have been facing an internationalization of IP related
disputes in recent years. It is becoming more important than ever that we should have a mutual
understanding on legal systems and litigation management of other countries including the emerging
Asian countries. Given this situation, Intellectual Property High Court of Japan has strived to
promote international communications and information dissemination through active participations
of judges at international conferences around the world, exchange of views with foreign visitors to our
court including legal experts, researchers, and government officials, and a translation of our website

into foreign languages.

This symposium is a fruit of these activities by our court, and we will endeavor to further develop

these seeds.

At this symposium, we will hold mock trials on gathering of evidence in patent litigation with the
participation of judges and lawyers from Japan, China, Korea, and Singapore. Various programs are
being planned including a case review on trademark similarity by ASEAN countries, keynote speech
on business and IP related disputes, and panel discussions on validity of patents and similarity of

trademarks.

We believe this symposium will be a precious opportunity for experts of intellectual property from
Asian countries to gather and deepen our discussions over the above topics from various standpoints.
We are confident that this symposium will deliver valuable and useful information to all of our

participants.

Intellectual Property High Court
Chief Judge

Misao Shimizu
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The Judicial Symposium on Intellectual Property, which addresses legal solutions of intellectual

property disputes in Asian countries, is being held for the first time.

This symposium, the first of this kind, will take place over three days, under the joint organization of
the Ministry of Justice, Supreme Court, Intellectual Property High Court, Patent Office, Japan
Federation of Bar Associations and iPLNet Japan. Invited participants will be legal practitioners from

ASEAN member countries, as well as China and Korea.

As manifested in the Japanese government’s Intellectual Property Strategic Program, in order to
promote the creation, protection and use of intellectual properties (IPs), a key pillar is to strengthen

international cooperation in this field.

The Ministry of Justice engages, not only in the implementation of anti-counterfeit goods and anti-
pirated copies policies for the domestic market, but also in legal technical assistance, including the
IP law field, toward the ASEAN region which is experiencing remarkable economic growth. In this
manner, the Ministry of Justice has contributed to the global development of IP laws, through
assistance in legislative-drafting, in the establishment of foundations for proper legal operation, as

well as in human resource development responsible for legal operation.

In this symposium, the Ministry of Justice is holding a panel discussion on a sample case in which a
difficult decision will be required on the similarities of trademarks, as well as presentations on IP law
systems in the ASEAN region by invited specialists. Other organizers are also planning a mock trial,

lectures and other interesting programs.

Specialists in IP laws invited from Asian countries, partner countries of Japan’s legal cooperation, are
assembling to share their knowledge and expertise. We sincerely believe such a valuable
opportunity provided by this symposium will lead to not only further development of IP laws in the
participating countries (including Japan), but also to improved legal cooperation activities, as well as

to the strengthening of the IP network among the participating countries.

The participation of lawyers, scholars, patent attorneys, and business people engaged in the IP field,
as well as individuals with interests in IP and international cooperation by the Ministry of Justice, is
highly anticipated. It is my sincere hope that this symposium will be a meaningful opportunity for
each participant to gain a deeper understanding of the IP system and international cooperation
activities of the Ministry of Justice.

Vice-Minister of Justice

Hiromu Kurokawa
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I am pleased to announce that the Judicial Symposium on Intellectual Property TOKYO 2017 will be
held in Tokyo, Japan from October 30th to November 1st, 2017. The Japan Patent Office (JPO) is

honored to be co-hosting the event.

From the viewpoint of the fast-growing developing countries, intellectual property systems will not
only become the basis for introducing technologies from foreign companies, but also serve as

important infrastructure for developing new technologies and generating innovation.

Rapid developments in information communications technologies have also sparked new

connections between things, technology, people, and companies across borders.

In response to these trends, we need to develop a business environment that ensures appropriate
protection for IP in every single market in the world by working hand in hand with all concerned

parties in each country.

The JPO has been working to realize such an environment by, for example, promoting the
harmonization of IP systems among the major powers; expanding the Patent Prosecution Highway
(PPH); and supporting the development of IP systems in developing countries by sending out experts

from the JPO and also welcoming officials from those countries to Japan for training.

As part of the same endeavor, the Judicial Symposium is aimed at fostering mutual understanding of
IP systems in Japan, China, Korea, and ASEAN.

The JPO will invite judges from China, Korea, and ASEAN to participate in the third day of the
Symposium to elicit active discussion on themes including determination of inventive step,

determination of trademark similarity, and remedies for bad-faith trademark filings.

A wide variety of programs will also be planned for the first and second days, including mock trials
on the collection of evidence in patent litigation and presentations by the participating countries on

their respective IP systems.

I am confident that this Symposium will help all users of IP systems, such as industry, lawyers and
patent attorneys, to gain a deeper understanding of IP dispute resolution in Japan, China, Korea,
and ASEAN, contributing over the long term to the construction of a global IP protection framework.

We look forward to welcoming guests and representatives to this Symposium.

Commissioner of the Japan Patent Office
Naoko Munakata



TEEEMFEIEY VR T L) 1%, A4E10H30H 0D 3 HMICh-» THi#ELSEE TSN
T3, BARELEES L ZOEENLIREL CTHR#ELAEICL > TR SN LA R v b
N AVE TICBME L CE 2 E DB OA X2 b TlE, A WERBE L 20 9, RV U ARV Y
LT, BEOKAHR CIEET 2BIEOFAE LB L, THHE - ASEANGEEICKT
D HM PERy iR ) & T — < ICHBERH R ONRNVT ATy 3 a VERITVET, 7077
LTI T DX, MM EER G I T D) b TIIEBIZE 2 85 #5102 31357
B, TORBRZESSHRAEZRTZLICZLY, KR VARTVTLORDIHEGTHH O LR - L
EJ N

ANz DIEE), th, T L TINLEXZHRFIEEO 7 m— U bodERE L & bz, 2 - FADOR
FIRENCANETEEN 4 X 2 HHETH 2 MM PEDRE - i@ - MAUTHEOHZmICBIT 5 R —F— 1L X
bbb EHEIT L CTOET, KD 2B EIZ D)0 5 EBE 7258 2 @Y AR — F LT 72
DIZIE, L0 XWERERIEOREZX S ZENEETHY, ZOZ LIFTEPEOHLITB T LA
HHDOTEHY A, FIHZICE o THEWRT ST B0 H 5 REFFNELHEL Z &L A REER
BEDO—D L35 QAR EHESE, FHEHIE 24 5 EBIEE OGN G, TEREE OFE R /2%
EBZEELT, b bEBHLTEY £,

AR, EEORFIHEND 7 10— UL & BITHER - AT DBy, FEMEEIZ BT 2 5108
bR~ a— R, OBHHE L TS 2 ERTFREINET, BRSO AR
RELZNENDOE WP RO N LML DT, A« ASEANFEEOFMEZH N
TRET 2R VAR T AL, HBMOERRICE > TREAERRDDOLERDHILETLE I,

LA

HAFNEE

H AT

Tul
bt



The “Judicial Symposium on Intellectual Property / TOKYO 2017” will be held for 3 days, starting on
October 30, 2017, at Bar Associations Building. This symposium will be the largest event on
intellectual property (IP) ever held by the Japan Federation of Bar Associations (JFBA) and
Intellectual Property Lawyers Network Japan, which was established by practicing lawyers in
association with the activities of the JFBA. We will be having a program on the topic of “IP Dispute
Resolution in ASEAN Plus Three (Japan-China-Republic of Korea)”, which include a mock trial and
panelist session featuring active judges and lawyers at the top of their field as our speakers. The
lawyers who will participate in each program will discuss their individual views based on their unique
experience at all stages on IP ranging from providing legal advice for avoiding disputes to resolution

of disputes, and we greatly look forward to their contributions to a successful symposium.

In these days, we have been seeing acceleration of globalization in the activities of people and society
as a whole, as well as in the business activities that support them. Furthermore, we have also been
witnessing the elimination of borders from scenarios including the creation, assignment, and
enforcement of rights in the field of IP, which is the foundation of creative activities and business
activities for both companies and individuals. It is vital to appropriately develop an improved judicial
system in order to support the international activities utilizing IP, and this cannot be achieved by
Japan alone. One of the most important aims of the JFBA is to develop a system of civil justice that
is dependable and convenient for all users. The JFBA will continue to make efforts for international
development of the system of civil justice from the standpoint of legal practitioners, who are

responsible for establishment of justice.

With the globalization of business activities, it is expected that IP transactions and disputes will be
also globalized and increase complexity. In a time when Japanese and foreign IP practitioners are
requested to make respective effort and cooperate with each other, we believe that this symposium,
which has invited experts from Japan, China, Korea, and other ASEAN countries, will be highly

meaningful for all of the participants.

President of the Japan Federation of Bar Associations

Kazuhiro Nakamoto
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We are pleased and proud to co-host the “Judicial Symposium on Intellectual Property / TOKYO 2017”
this year from October 30 to November 1 with the participation of judges and lawyers, who are experts

on intellectual property ("IP") in Japan, China, Republic of Korea, and ASEAN countries.

Our organization, Intellectual Property Network Japan ("iPLNet Japan "), was founded in April 2005
when the Intellectual Property High Court was established. This was one of the achievements of the
activities through which the Japan Federation of Bar Associations ("JFBA") assisted progress of the
legal system and services in the area of IP. Since establishment, we have been acting for various

events, including international symposiums.

iPLNet Japan, having a team for international activities, visited such countries as Thailand,
Indonesia, Myanmar, Singapore, and Republic of Korea, together with the JFBA. In order to find
appropriate measures for resolution of globalized IP disputes through comparative study of legal
systems in relation to IP, we held, with the support from Japanese lawyers living and working in
those countries and related organizations, study sessions and seminars jointly with local judges and
practicing lawyers. Having said that, the scope of our activities in the private sector is still limited
while the Supreme Court, Intellectual Property High Court, Ministry of Justice, Patent Office, and
other public organizations in Japan have closely cooperated with the countries, which are

participating in this Symposium.

The theme selected for this symposium is “IP Dispute Resolution in ASEAN Plus Three (Japan-China-
Republic of Korea)”, and the program includes mock trials focusing on procedures of patent litigations
for collecting information held by counter parties as well as a panelists session focusing on how
similarity of trademarks is judged, all of which must be very interesting and informative. We are
confident in that all experts from Japan, China, Republic of Korea, and ASEAN countries will be
closely connected to each other through the program and that such connection would contribute to

the great system for creation, protection, and utilization of IP.

IP Lawyers Network Japan

Youichiro Komatsu
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Program

First day, Monday 30th October, 2017

10:00

10:00-10:15

10:15-10:30

10:30-10:40

10:40-11:30

11:35-12:35

12:35-14:10

14:10-15:10

Opening

Greeting
Misao Shimizu, Chief Judge, Intellectual Property High Court

Case Explanation ~Gathering evidence in the patent litigation~

Masaki Sugiura, Judge, Intellectual Property High Court

Outline of the Procedure for IP Infringement Litigation (Japan)
Ayako Morioka, Judge, Intellectual Property High Court

Mock Trial (Japan)
Misao Shimizu, Chief Judge, Intellectual Property High Court
Motoyuki Nakashima, Judge, Intellectual Property High Court
Sumiko Sekine, Judge, Intellectual Property High Court
Satoshi Sato, Judicial Research Official, Intellectual Property High Court
Shigetoshi(Toshi) Hirano, Attorney at Law, Oh-Ebashi LPC & Partners

Shinichi Murata, Attorney at Law, Kaneko & Iwamatsu

Mock Trial (China)
Zhang Xiaojin, Chief Judge, Beijing Intellectual Property Court
Qixue WEI Attorney at Law, Linda Liu & Partners
Jie CHEN, Attorney at Law, Linda Liu & Partners
Liu Lei, Attorney at Law, Beijing Kangda Law Firm
Yan Lian, Attorney at Law, Beijing Kangda Law Firm
Lin HAN, Attorney at Law, Beijing Kangda Law Firm

Lunch Break
Mock Trial (Republic of Korea)
Hwan-Soo KIM, Presiding Judge, Patent Court of Korea

Sang-Wook Han, Attorney at Law, KIM & CHANG
Yoon-Hee KIM, Attorney at Law, SHIN & KIM
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15:15-15:25 Outline of the Procedure for IP Infringement Litigation (Singapore)
Cheng Pei Feng, District Judge; Assistant Registrar, Supreme Court of Singapore

15:25-16:15 Mock Trial (Singapore)
George Wei, Justice, Supreme Court of Singapore
Edwin San, District Judge; Senior Assistant Registrar, Supreme Court of Singapore
Cheng Pei Feng, District Judge; Assistant Registrar, Supreme Court of Singapore
Wong Baochen, District Judge; Assistant Registrar, Supreme Court of Singapore
Tony Yeo, Attorney at Law, DREW&NAPIER LLC
Foo Maw Jiun, Attorney at Law, Dentons Rodyk & Davidson LLP

16:15-16:30 Break

16:30-17:30 Panel Discussion ~Overview of Mock Trial~

Moderators
Motoyuki Nakashima, Judge, Intellectual Property High Court
Shinichi Murata, Attorney at Law, Kaneko & Iwamatsu

Panelists
Misao Shimizu, Chief Judge, Intellectual Property High Court
Sumiko Sekine, Judge, Intellectual Property High Court
Shigetoshi(Toshi) Hirano, Attorney at Law, Oh-Ebashi LPC & Partners
Zhang Xiaojin, Chief Judge, Beijing Intellectual Property Court
Qixue WEI, Attorney at Law, Linda Liu & Partners
Hwan-Soo KIM, Presiding Judge,Patent Court of Korea
Sang-Wook Han, Attorney at Law, KIM & CHANG
George Wel, Justice, Supreme Court of Singapore
Tony Yeo, Attorney at Law, DREW&NAPIER LLC

17:30 End on the First Day
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Second day, Tuesday 31st October, 2017

9:30-12:00 Panel Discussion on Trademark
Working Session 1
Moderator
Yasufumi Shiroyama, Attorney at Law, Anderson Mori & Tomotsune (Japan)
Panelists
Cambodia
Chay Chandaravan, Judge, Appellate Court
You Bunna, Judge, Appellate Court
Laos
Chanthanom Sirivath, Justice, Civil Chamber of the People’s Supreme Court
Ompasa Sayakoummane, Vice Chief Judge of Criminal Chamber of the
People’s Central High Court
Myanmar
Myo Tint, Justice, Supreme Court of the Union
Min Thant, Assistant Director, Law and Procedure Department, Office of the
Union Judiciary Supervision, Supreme Court of the Union
Thailand
Phattarasak Vannasaeng, Justice, Supreme Court
Toon Mek-yong, Research Justice, Supreme Court
Viet Nam
Nguyen Dac Dung, Intermediate Judge, People’s Court of Bac Ninh
Phan Ngoc Hoang Dinh Thue, Judge, People’s Court of Long An Province
MC
Eisaku Yokoyama, Government Attorney and Professor, Research and Training

Institute of the Ministry of Justice (Japan)

Working Session 2
Moderator
Yuriko Sagara, Attorney at Law, Nakamura & Partners (Japan)
Panelists
Brunei
Harnita Zelda Skinner, Senior Registrar, Supreme Court

Pg Masni Pg Hj Bahar, Senior Magistrate/Intermediate Court Judge
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Indonesia
Pujiastuti Handayani, S.H., M.H., Chief Judge, Tanjung Karang District
Court
Anne Rusiana, S.H., M.Hum, Judge, Surabaya District Court

Malaysia
Hanipah Binti Farikullah, Judge, Kuala Lumpur High Court
Wong Kian Kheong, Judicial Commissioner, Intellectual Property Division,
Kuala Lumpur High Court

Philippines
Dennis Zaballero Alcantar, Executive Judge, Regional Trial Court, Cagayan
de Oro City
Remigio Magsino Escalada, Jr., Presiding Judge, Regional Trial Court,
Branch 123, Caloocan City

MC
Kazuyuki Higashio, Government Attorney and Professor, Research and

Training Institute of the Ministry of Justice (Japan)

12:00-14:00 Lunch Break

14:00-14:40 Reports on the Result of Discussions in Working Sessions
Moderator of the Working Session 1:
Yasufumi Shiroyama, Attorney at Law, Anderson Mori & Tomotsune (Japan)
Moderator of the Working Session 2:
Yuriko Sagara, Attorney, Nakamura & Partners (Japan)
MC
Machiko Watanabe, Government Attorney and Professor, Research and

Training Institute of the Ministry of Justice (Japan)

14:40-15:40 Summary Discussion
Moderator
Yasufumi Shiroyama, Attorney at Law, Anderson Mori & Tomotsune (Japan)
Panelists
Brunei
Harnita Zelda Skinner, Senior Registrar, Supreme Court

Pg Masni Pg Hj Bahar, Senior Magistrate/Intermediate Court Judge
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Cambodia
Chay Chandaravan, Judge, Appellate Court
You Bunna, Judge, Appellate Court

Indonesia
Pujiastuti Handayani, S.H., M.H., Chief Judge, Tanjung Karang District
Court
Anne Rusiana, S.H., M.Hum, Judge, Surabaya District Court

Japan
Yuriko Sagara, Attorney at Law, Nakamura & Partners

Laos
Chanthanom Sirivath, Justice, Civil Chamber of the People’s Supreme Court
Ompasa Sayakoummane, Vice Chief Judge of Criminal Chamber of the
People’s Central High Court

Malaysia
Hanipah Binti Farikullah, Judge, Kuala Lumpur High Court
Wong Kian Kheong, Judicial Commissioner, Intellectual Property Division,
Kuala Lumpur High Court

Myanmar
Myo Tint, Justice, Supreme Court of the Union
Min Thant, Assistant Director, Law and Procedure Department, Office of the
Union Judiciary Supervision, Supreme Court of the Union

Philippines
Dennis Zaballero Alcantar, Executive Judge, Regional Trial Court, Cagayan
de Oro City
Remigio Magsino Escalada, Jr., Presiding Judge, Regional Trial Court,
Branch 123, Caloocan City

Thailand
Phattarasak Vannasaeng, Justice, Supreme Court
Toon Mek-yong, Research Justice, Supreme Court

Viet Nam
Nguyen Dac Dung, Intermediate Judge, People’s Court of Bac Ninh
Phan Ngoc Hoang Dinh Thuc, Judge, People’s Court of Long An Province

MC

Machiko Watanabe, Government Attorney and Professor, Research and

Training Institute of the Ministry of Justice (Japan)
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16:00-16:50 Presentations ~International Research and Investigation Business —IP Disputes
and others~
Takashi Ikeda, Attorney at Law, Takashi Ikeda Law Office, LPC
Takefumi Suzuki, Attorney at Law, Nishimura & Asahi
Yumiko Chiba, Government Attorney, Judicial System Department, Ministry of
Justice
Kazuyuki Iga (MC), Government Attorney, Judicial System Department,

Ministry of Justice
17:00-17:30 Conclusion
Tatsuya Sakuma, President, Research and Training Institute of the Ministry of

Justice

17:30 End on the Second Day

24



Third day, Wednesday 1st November, 2017

9:30-9:40

9:40-10:30

10:30-10:45

10:45-12:15

12:15-13:00

13:00-14:30

Keynote Speech
Naoko Munakata, Commissioner, the Japan Patent Office (JPO)

Business and IP disputes in Asia
Kazuhiko Tsutsumi, Chair of Sub-Committee on Policy Planning of Committee
on Intellectual Property, KEIDANREN
Toshiya Watanabe, Vice President, the University of Tokyo

Q&A
Moderator

Izumi Hayashi, Attorney at Law, Sakurazaka Law Offices

Panel Discussion
Theme 1: Case Study on Determination of Inventive Step
— Provided by the “Trial and Appeal Practitioner Study Group” —
Moderator
Shoichi Okuyama, Patent Attorney, Okuyama & Sasajima
Presenter
Kimitaka Murakami, Chief Administrative Judge, the JPO
Panelists
Toshihide Abe, Executive Chief Administrative Judge, the JPO
Makiko Takabe, Presiding Judge, Intellectual Property High Court
Hiroya Okumura, Global Head of IP, Takeda Pharmaceutical Company Limited
Zhang Xiaojin, Chief Judge, Beijing Intellectual Property Court
Hwan Soo KIM, Presiding Judge, Patent Court of Korea

Lunch Break

Panel Discussion

Theme 2: Case Study on Determination of Similarity of Trademarks

— Provided by the “Trial and Appeal Practitioner Study Group” —
Moderator

Masashi Kurose, Patent Attorney, Kurose IP Management
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14:30-15:00

15:00-16:30

16:30-16:50

Presenter

Hirofumi Aoki, Senior Director of the Board of Trial and Appeal, the JPO
Panelists

Toshihide Abe, Executive Chief Administrative Judge, the JPO

Yoshiyuki Mori, Presiding Judge, Intellectual Property High Court

Hiroaki Sano, General Manager of IP Department, Sumitomo Electric

Industries, Ltd.

Zhou Liting, Judge, Beijing Intellectual Property Court

Jootag Yoon, Judge, Patent Court of Korea

George Wei, Justice, Supreme Court of Singapore

Break

Panel Discussion
Theme 3: Discussion — IP Dispute Resolution in ASEAN —
Moderator
Ryu Takabayashi, Professor, Waseda University
Panelists
Judges from 9 ASEAN Member States

Closing Remarks
Toshihiko Tsuruoka, Presiding Judge, Intellectual Property High Court
Hiroshi Kikuchi, Assistant Vice-Minister of Justice, the Ministry of Justice
Reeko Imamura, Director-General, the Trial and Appeal Department, the JPO

Kazuhiro Nakamoto, President, the Japan Federation of Bar Associations
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Judicial Symposium on Intellectual Property / TOKYO 2017

First day (October 30), Case of the Mock Trial

1. Overview of the case

Pony Technology Itd. (“Pony”,
founded under the law of country A) owns a patent

corporation

(“Patent?), for an invention of a process in which a
base station transmits signals to a mobile phone to
indicate a suitable channel to be selected by a
mobile phone when an air interface is congested.

Donkey Com Ltd. (‘Donkey”,
founded under the law of country A) manufactures

corporation

devices for mobile phone network and distributes
them to service providers in various countries.
Ltd.  (“Yellow”,
corporation founded under the law of country A) is

Yellow Telecommunications

a service provider of mobile phone network in
country A.

Donkey manufactured DDX-2250 devices for
mobile phone network, and assigned them to
Yellow in country A.

Pony is confident that the assignment of DDX-
2250 devices by Donkey is deemed to constitute
infringement of the Patent right because the DDX-
2250 device is equivalent to “a base station”
described in the claims of the Patent and used
exclusively for the process in which a base station
transmits signals to a mobile phone.

Donkey
"

PonM DDX-2250
Sggg
Yellow [E5F

2. Patented invention
In prior art, a mobile phone selects a channel
and transmits a request for permission to use said

31

channel to a base station; however, when an air
interface is congested, a mobile phone cannot
select the suitable channel due to the difficulty of
figuring it out, and as a result, the state of the
communication becomes unstable.

The stable
communication by means of the process in which a

patented invention enables
base station transmits signals to a mobile phone to
indicate a suitable channel to be selected by a
mobile phone.

The patent right was registered in country A.
In addition, the corresponding patent right was
also registered in country B.
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3. Detailed process of negotiation

(1) Pony conducted a test on a DDX-2250 device
that is actually installed in country B, on Z/Z/2016,
in collaboration with an independent expert, Dr.
Cheval who resides in country B. The results
showed that the DDX-2250 device transmitted
signals to a mobile phone to indicate a suitable
channel to be selected by a mobile phone when an
air interface is congested, although it did not do so
all the time.

Pony, then, filed a patent infringement lawsuit
against Donkey in country B based on the
allegation that the production and assignment of
DDX-2250 devices by Donkey in country B
infringed a corresponding patent which Pony owns
in country B. Pony is preparing to produce an
expert opinion of Dr. Cheval in the lawsuit.

(2) Pony obtained information that Yellow had

been installing the DDX-2250 devices in country A.

However, Pony has not got detailed information
such as the number of installed devices and their
because DDX-2250 devices
released just recently in country A and Pony

locations, were
cannot obtain the cooperation from Yellow on this
issue.

Pony sent a cease and desist letter to Donkey
seeking a suspension in production and
assignment of DDX-2250 device in country A, and
also requested to disclose the documents on sales
volume of DDX-2250 etc.

Responding to the cease and desist letter,
Donkey asserted that the production and
assignment of DDX-2250 devices did not infringe
the Patent right because DDX-2250 devices
manufactured and assigned in country A stayed
within the realm of prior art. Donkey explained
that a mobile phone itself always selected a
channel and requested for a permission to use the
channel to a base station, therefore, the base
station never transmitted any signals to indicate a
channel to be selected by a mobile phone.

Pony presumes that, in country A, the DDX-
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2250 device switches the mode to transmit the
signals to a mobile phone to indicate a suitable
channel to be selected by a mobile phone, at least
when an air interface is congested to a preset level,
because DDX-2250 device actually has that mode
and it is difficult to secure stable communication
under a congested air interface without using such
mode.

(3) Pony is preparing to file a lawsuit against
Donkey in country A as well, seeking injunction
and damage compensation based on the allegation
that the assignment of the DDX-2250 devices to
Yellow is deemed to constitute infringement of the
Patent right and constitutes a tort. At the present
stage, Pony does not plan to send a cease and
desist letter or file a lawsuit against Yellow,
considering future business relation with it.

4. Preparations to produce evidences
(1) Expert opinions

Pony plans to produce an expert opinion of Dr.
Cheval as evidence (witness and/or documentary
evidence) in the lawsuit in country A.

On the other hand, anticipating a possible
lawsuit launched by Pony, Donkey conducted a
test on the DDX-2250 device installed by Yellow in
country A, on Y/Y/2017 from 2pm to 3pm, in
cooperation with Yellow. Donkey provided the test
data to Prof. Ane, an independent expert, and
asked him to submit an expert opinion. Prof. Ane
said that, according to the test data provided by
Donkey, it was natural to conclude that the DDX-
2250 device did not transmit signals to indicate a
channel to be selected by a mobile phone. Donkey
therefore plans to produce an expert opinion of
Prof. Ane
documentary evidence).

(2) Inspection of DDX-2250
Pony intends to, before or after filing a lawsuit,

as evidence (witness and/or

obtain an order for inspection of a DDX-2250
device actually installed by Yellow in country A to
confirm the setting and the operating system of it.



(3) Internal documents on DDX-2250

Pony intends to, before or after filing a lawsuit,
obtain an order to disclose or present documents
related to a DDX-2250 device (a manual for
manufacturing and setting, a copy of a manual for
installation, operation and maintenance for Yellow,
source code of the control program), which are
supposed to be kept in Donkey’s office in country A.

On the other hand, Donkey opposes disclosing
those documents, arguing that disclosure of them
will release trade secrets contained in them and
cause competing products to go on the market, as
a result, Donkey will be hit with significant losses,
since the sales profit of DDX-2250 devices
comprises a majority of the revenue at Donkey.

(4) Former employee of Donkey

Mr. Esel, currently working at Pony in country
A, had engaged in sales business of DDX-2250
devices in country B as an employee of Donkey.

He proclaims to be knowledgeable on setting
and operating of DDX-2250 devices and has stated
to the representative of Pony that various internal
documents possessed by Donkey (containing many
trade secrets), would show that, at least in country
B, a DDX-2250 device switches the mode to
transmit the signals, whenever an air interface is
congested up to a preset level.

Furthermore, he has also stated that he
possesses a copy of a manual for installation,
operation and maintenance for purchaser of DDX-
2250 device in country B, without bringing back it
to Donkey at the time of his resignation, although
it must be returned to Donkey when resigning or
transferring to other section under its internal
rules.

Pony plans to produce this declaration of Mr.
Esel as evidence (witness and/or documentary
evidence), and produce the copy of the manual
possessed by him as evidence (documentary
evidence); however, anticipates that Donkey, as the
former employer of Mr. Esel, will strongly
challenge them.

(5) Materials on sales
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Pony also needs to obtain materials which
prove the number of DDX-2250 devices and price
of them assigned by Donkey in country A to prove
the damage.

5. Reference
(1) DDX-2250

Donkey manufactures and distributes DDX-
2250 devices in several countries. DDX-2250
device complies with international standards;
however, in compliance with the local regulations
of the country where it is installed in, there is a
need to modify software setting, including whether
to set a mode to use the function that transmits
signals from a base station to a mobile phone. For
this reason, Donkey has adopted a policy that the
final procedure of manufacturing, which includes
final setting process of software, must be carried
out at Donkey’s factory in each country. DDX-2250
device is designed to be used exclusively as a base
station for mobile phone network and cannot be
used for other purpose because of the nature of this
product.

DDX-2250 device is a product that was just
recently put on the market, and in country B the
replacement of prior model with DDX-2250
devices is generally completed, but the status on
installation in country A is not confirmed.

(2) Contents of internal documents

Donkey has a manual for manufacturing and
setting, a copy of a manual for installation,
operation and maintenance for Yellow, and source
code of the control program, as internal documents
on DDX-2250 devices.

The manual for manufacturing and setting is a
It
contains an instruction on how to use it when it is

common manual for DDX-2250 devices.

being set to the mode to use a function to transmit
signals from a base station to a mobile phone;
however, it does not contain the information
whether each DDX-2250 device is set to a mode to
use the said function when an air interface is



congested.

The copy of the manual for installation,
operation and maintenance for Yellow contains the
information on whether each DDX-2250 device
assigned to Yellow is set to a mode to use the
function to transmit signals to a mobile phone
when an air interface is congested.

If the source code of the software control system
can be decoded, it will become clear whether said
DDX-2250 device is set to a mode to use a function
to transmit signals to a mobile phone when an air
interface is congested. However, it is technically
difficult to specify the part which describes the
ability to use the said function; and hypothetically
if this section is produced as evidence, many trade
secrets will be disclosed.

(3) Document management at Donkey

Donkey

manufacturing and setting, copies of the manual

designates a  manual for
for installation, operation and maintenance for
purchaser, and the source code of the control
program as trade secret under the internal rules,
and manages them in accordance with the laws
and regulations on trade secret protection in the
In addition, Donkey has

concluded a non-disclosure agreement with a

country located.

purchaser when delivering the manual for
installation, operation and maintenance for the
purchaser.

(4) Sales contract between Donkey and Yellow
on DDX-2250

Yellow concluded a sales contract on DDX-2250
devices with Donkey on X/X/2016, and received
delivery of them. On the same day, Yellow received
from Donkey the manual for installation,
operation and maintenance for Yellow, and
concluded a non-disclosure agreement with
Donkey in which Yellow agreed to keep the
manual as secret and not to disclose the protected
information to others. Since then, Yellow has
maintained the manual as a secret pursuant to the
contract.
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6. Issues

(1) Can Pony produce an expert opinion of Dr.
Cheval as documentary evidence? Further, can
Donkey produce an expert opinion of Prof. Ane as
documentary evidence? If such documentary
evidence is produced, is adverse party allowed to
examine the expert at oral hearing concerning the
testing of DDX-2250 devices? If parties cannot
produce expert opinions as documentary evidence,
what kind of evidentiary means can the parties
adopt? Should the court appoint another expert
witness?

(2) Should the court allow the inspection of DDX-
2250 device installed by Yellow in country A?

(3) Should the court issue an order to disclose or
present documents, which includes internal
documents possessed by Donkey(a manual for
manufacturing and setting, a copy of the manual
for installation, operation and maintenance for
Yellow, and the source code of the control
program)?

(4) What protection should the court provide
when trade secrets of the possessor are contained
in the evidentiary materials?

(5) Can Pony produce a declaration of Mr. Esel
as documentary evidence? If such documentary
evidence is produced, is Donkey allowed to
examine Mr. Esel at oral hearing? If a declaration
of Mr. Esel cannot be produced as documentary
evidence, what kind of evidentiary means can
Pony adopt?

(6) Can Pony produce a copy of the manual for
installation, operation and maintenance for
purchaser of DDX-2250 device in country B, which
1s possessed by Mr. Esel in country A?

(7) Should the court issue an order to disclose or
present materials possessed by Donkey, which
include the number of DDX-2250 devices
assigned?
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Judicial Symposium on Intellectual Property / TOKYO 2017

Second day (October 31), Panel discussion concerning trademark based on

a model case

- Tuna Corporation (with HQs in
California, U.S) (hereinafter “Tuna”) has the
following trademark registered for clothes as
designated goods in your country (hereinafter
“trademark in this case”) (hereinafter the right
granted in your country based on the registration
of the trademark in this case is called “trademark
right in this case”).

Trademark in this case: DOlﬁN

Sardine Ltd. with its HQs in your country
(““hereinafter referred to as “Sardine”) has
imported and sold T-shirts of Tuna for over 10
years as a sole importer and distributor in your
country. Tuna and Sardine are completely
separate companies with no capital ties binding
them. Sardine has, through a contract with Tuna,
the right to import and sell Tuna’s genuine T shirts
1n your country.

Many Tshirts of Tuna have the trademark in this
case attached on the upper left side of the shirt.
The trademark in this case is globally well-known
as a T-shirt brand. It is also known by many people
in urban areas in your country.

Sardine found nine types of T-shirts with the
marks 1 through 9 (as shown in the annex)
attached conspicuously on the upper part of T
shirts (hereinafter referred to as “Accused Marks 1
through 9”) being sold in the market. Through
investigation it was further discovered that all
nine types of T-shirts had been produced or
imported by Bonito Corporation (hereinafter
“Bonito”), based in your country. It was also found
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that Bonito not only sold but also exported these T
shirts to neighboring countries.

1. In your country, can an act of infringing a
trademark right be punishable through both civil
and criminal procedures? How many cases of
trademark infringement are subject to each
procedure annually and what percentage does
each account for?

2. there
requirements (e.g. the issuance of prior public

In your country, are any
notice or warning), in addition to the registration
of arelevant trademark, in order to commence civil
or criminal procedures against an act of infringing

the trademark?

3.
being the holder of the trademark right in this case

In the model case, is Sardine, albeit not

but simply a sole importer and distributor, entitled
to stand as a plaintiff in civil litigation to demand
injunction and/or damages on the grounds of
infringement of the trademark right in this case?

4,
importing, selling and exporting goods with
Accused Marks 1 through 9 constitute the
infringement of the trademark right in this case?

Does each of Bonito’s acts of producing,

5.
criteria, standard or guidelines for judging the

Do courts in your country have general

similarity of trademarks? If so, what types of
criteria, standard or guidelines do they have?

Does the global profile of the trademark



in this case affect the judgment on the similarity of
the trademarks? For example, in cases where the
trademark in this case is a totally unknown brand,
will the judgment on the similarity of the
trademarks be different? Will the judgment on the
similarity of the trademarks also be different in
cases where it is famous only in the U.S. or Japan?

7.
Tuna is not completely the same as the trademark

In cases where the trademark used by

1n this case; more specifically, in cases where Tuna
uses the following trademark:

DoIfiN

7-1) Is
trademark right in this case be cancelled or have

there any possibility that the

its validity be denied on the grounds of no use or
for any other reasons?

7-2) should the wvalidity of the
trademark right in this case not be affected, does

Even

no use thereof affect:

1) the judgment on the similarity between the
trademark in this case and the Accused Marks; or
2) the judgment on whether Bonito infringes the
trademark right in this case?

8.

registration of a trademark examined by an

In your country, is an application for the

administrative agency? If so, assuming the
examination on the registration of the trademark
in this case has gone through the following
procedures:

1
rejecting the registration of the applied trademark

The examiner initially issued a notice of

as it was similar to a prior trademark registered by
another individual: “Dolphin.”

2)
examiner, Tuna presented its arguments to the

Against the above office action by the

examiner which stated, “While ‘Dolphin’ is an
English term which means a marine, cetacean
mammal, the applied trademark in this case is a
coined term with a different concept. Moreover, it
has a distinctive feature in appearance for using
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capitals of D and N. Therefore, the applied
trademark is not similar to ‘Dolphin’ and should be
granted for registration.” As a result, “DolfiN” was
registered as a trademark.

3) Subsequently, Tuna filed a lawsuit
against Accused Mark 2: “DolphiN” and Accused
Mark 3: “Dolphin,” for their similarities.

Will Tuna’s arguments at the time of applying for
the registration of its trademark that it was not
similar to “Dolphin” (as explained in 2) above)
affect the judgment on the similarity between
Mark 2/Mark 3 and the trademark in this case?

9. In cases where Tuna has not registered
the trademark in this case, is Tuna entitled to take

any legal actions against Bonito?



Annex

[Mark 1 being suspected
trademark in this casel

Dolfin

[Mark 2 being suspected
trademark in this casel

DolphiN

[Mark 3 being suspected
trademark in this case]

Dolphin

[Mark 4 being suspected
trademark in this case]

Dollfine

[Mark 5 being suspected
trademark in this casel

DOllerﬁNance

[Mark 6 being suspected
trademark in this case]

of infringing

of infringing

of infringing

of infringing

of infringing

of infringing

the

the

the

the

the

the

A word which means dolphin in your country’s

language

[Mark 7 being suspected of infringing the

trademark in this case]

A word which pronunciation is the same as

‘dolphin’ (ddlft n) in your country’s language

[Mark 8 being suspected of infringing the

trademark in this casel
A design of a dolphin
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[Mark 9 being suspected of infringing the
trademark in this casel

T love Dolf1N but it's too expensive.
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About the Trial and Appeal Practitioner
Study Group

The Trial and Appeal Department of the Japan
Patent Office (JPO) convenes a study group every
year, called the “Trial and Appeal Practitioner
Study Group,” in cooperation with the Japan
Intellectual Property Association, the Japan
Patent
Federation of Bar Associations, the Intellectual
Property High Court, and the Tokyo District Court.
The study group has been regularly held since 2006

Attorneys Association, the Japan

and has deliberated on trial/appeal decisions and
court decisions of actual cases.

The study group is comprised of intellectual
property practitioners with a diverse background,
including administrative judges of the JPO,
employees of IP departments of companies, patent
attorneys, lawyers and judges!, and discussions are
held from each member’s viewpoint. The results of
the case studies are consolidated into a report.

The report is published on the JPO website and
a summary of the report is translated into English?.

In 2016, the study group was comprised of 7
subcommittees (5 for patents, 1 for designs and 1
for trademarks), approximately 50 participants (6-
10 participants in each subcommittee), and
discussed 20 case studies (2-4 case studies at each
subcommittee).

In this panel discussions, the following two case
studies from the study group in 2016 will be
introduced.

1 Judges participate as observers.

Theme 1
Case Study on Determination of
Inventive Step

1. Outline of the Case
(1) Patent Application at Issue and Docket
Numbers

* Int. Application No.: PCT/US2001/14886
(Int. Publication No.: WO 01/89494 A2)

* Patent Application No. 2001-585739
(Publication No.: JP 2004-501104 A)

* Title of Invention:
“Usage of Zoledronate for Manufacturing Drugs
to Treat Bone Metabolism Disorders”

* JPO Docket No.: Appeal No. 2013-7030

* Court Docket No.: 2014 (Gyo Ke) 10045

(2) Outline

This is a case in which the inventive step of an
invention concerning a drug with zoledronic acid as
an active ingredient was disputed. The JPO
rendered an appeal decision maintaining an
examiner’s decision of refusal in appeal against the
examiner’s decision. However, the IP High Court
revoked this appeal decision in a revocation action
against an appeal decision. The appeal decision
read: On the difference between the claimed
invention and the cited invention (disclosed in
document D1), whereas “certain time per unit of
minutes” in “intravenous administration of
zoledronic acid over a certain time per unit of
minutes” is “5 minutes” in the cited invention, it is

“15 minutes” in the claimed invention; and, with

2 http/lwww,]jpo.go.jp/english/reference_room/reports/jitsumusya_kenkyukai_e.htm



that said, a person skilled in the art could have
easily invented the claimed invention, based on the
cited invention and secondary prior art disclosed in
documents D2 and D3. Therefore, a patent shall
not be granted for such an invention under the
Patent Act Article 29-2. In response, the court
decision read: It is difficult to find a motivation to
further extend the administration time of the cited
invention, and revoked the appeal decision, saying
that there is an error in the decision of inventive

step concerning the difference.

2. Background of the Case

(1) May 9, 2001: International Application
(Priority Date: May 19, 2000)

December 13, 2012: Decision of refusal
April 17, 2013: Request for appeal against

()
(6)
examiner's decision of refusal [Appeal No.
2013-7030]; written amendment filed.
September 30, 2013: Appeal decision (board
decision maintaining an examiner’s decision
of refusal)

February 10, 2014: Revocation action against

4)

(5)
an appeal decision made [2014 (Gyo Ke)
10045

December 24, 2014: Court decision (Appeal
decision revoked)

©)

3. Present Application
(1) Claimed Invention (Claim 1)

Claim 1 amended on April 17, 2013 reads as
follows:
“[Claim 1] A processing agent comprising
2-(Imidazole-1-yl)-1-hydroxyethane-1,1-
diphosphonic acid (zoledronic acid) or pharma-
ceutically acceptable salts thereof as an active
ingredient, and the processing agent in that 4mg of
zoledronic acid is administered intravenously to a
patient in need of bisphosphonate treatment over

15 minutes.”
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(2) Description of the Present Application
Concerning the claimed invention, the descrip-
tion of the present application includes the follow-
ing passages (omitted and excerpted as needed):
“loo02] Bisphosphonates are widely used to
inhibit osteoclastic activity in a variety of both
benign and malignant diseases that involve
excessive or inappropriate bone resorption...”
“[0005] 1-hydroxy-2(1H-imidazole-1-yl)-
phosphono-ethylphosphonic acid (zoledronic acid,
zoledronate) is a third generation bisphosphonate
compound. In animal models zoledronic acid shows
high affinity to the mineralised bone matrix and
inhibits
effectively than earlier generation bisphosphonates,

osteoclastic bone resorption more
at doses that do not affect bone formation and
mineralization and have no appreciable impact on
renal function. This results in an improved ratio of
antiresorptive versus renal effects [omitted].
Zoledronic acid (ZOMETA™) is currently under
regulator review for the treatment of tumor-
induced hypercalcemia (TTH) [omitted] The clinical
studies demonstrate that the pharmacological
action of zoledronic acid in reducing osteoclastic
hyperactivity results in an effective clinical
inhibition of bone resorption and calcium release
into blood in TTH patients.”

“[o006] It has been found that an intravenously
administered 4mg dose of zoledronic acid infused
over an interval of approximately 15 minutes
showed 1) 2)
potentially more reproducible infusion rate when

improved clinical practicality,

using 100 mi over 15 min vs. lower volume infused
over shorter period, 3) shows comparable efficacy to
the current standard treatment, Aredia® (disodium
pamidronate) 90 mg dosed over a period of 2-4

hours, and 4) 4 mg/15 minutes shows improved



renal safety versus 4 mg/5 minutes and higher
zoledronic acid dose/15 minutes. [omitted]”

“l0032] In summary, 4 mg zoledronic acid
infused in a 100 mL volume over 15 minutes offers
an input rate of drug into the patients' systemic
circulation of 1 micromole per minute, which can be
precisely administered and is considerably lower
than the infusion rate wused for other
bisphosphonate drugs. The shorter duration of the
infusion, 15 minutes for zoledronic acid versus 2
hours for pamidronate, offers a greater degree of
flexibility and practicality in the clinical setting.
The clinical studies attest to a clinical benefit in the
choice of zoledronic acid 4 mg dose infused over 15
minutes in terms of improved renal tolerability
versus a shorter infusion period of 5 minutes, but
without impacting clinical efficacy, which 1is
comparable to the current standard therapy
pamidronate, and superior to placebo.”

Efficacy data (Table 6 of the description)

Percentage of patients showing a | Statistical
skeletal related adverse event | significance
Zoledronic acid Comparator:
am Placebo or
9 pamidronate

Study 10:
breast cancer patients 42% 47% P>0.05
multiple myeloma patients 47% 49% P>0.05
Study 11:
hypercalcemic lung cancer 42% 48% P =0.036
patients
hypercalcemic patients 33% 46% P =0.047
with other solid tumors
Study 39:
prostate cancer patients 33% 44% P =0.021

Table 6 shows that a 4 mg administration of
zoledronic acid for 15 minutes is more clinically
efficacious as compared with the control group
(placebo or pamidronate (90 mg, 120 minutes)).

Comparative data on administration times of
zoledronic acid (Table 7 of the description)

zoledronic acid 4 mg
15 minutes infusion | 5 minutes infusion

Study 10: 24/272 patients 36/272 patients
breast cancer and multiple 8.8% 13.2%
myeloma patients

Study 11: 18/165 patients 10/61 patients
lung cancer patients 10.9% 16.4%
Study 39: 14/78 patients 22/111 patients
prostate cancer patients 15.2% 19.8%

Table 7 shows that a 4 mg administration of
zoledronic acid for 15 minutes further reduced
than did a 4 mg
administration of zoledronic acid for 5 minutes

renal adverse events

(creatinine level was used as the decision criteria).

4. Cited Invention
(1) Cited Documents

Document D1 was cited as primary prior art, and
documents D2 and D3 were cited as secondary
prior art.

* D1 (Evidence A No. 1):
Cancer Investigation, Jan 2000, vol. 18, no.
suppl., p. 68-69, “Phase II trial of zoledronate vs.
pamidronate in multiple myeloma and breast

cancer”’

Efficacy data described in D1

Efficacy of Z and P Related to Bone

04mgZ 20mgZ 40mgZ 90mgP

(N=68) (N=72) (N=67) (N=73)
RT to Bone 24% 19% 21% 18%
SRE (+HCM) 46% 35% 33% 30%*
Fracture 28% 22% 21% 21%
SMR (Events/yr) (+HCM) 2.27 1.59 1.45 1.13*
Bone lesion response (PR + S) 56% 55% 60% 44%
Bone mineral density (mean) +6% +9%* +10%* +9%*
Calcreatinine (median) -31% -43% -58%* -32%
N-telopeptides (median) -37% -59%* -61%* -58%*
* Statistically superior to 0.4 mg Z.

D1 shows that a 4 mg administration of
zoledronic acid over 5 minutes is efficacious for
bone related events.



* D2 (Evidence A No. 2):

Cancer, 1997, vol. 80, no. 8 suppl., p. 1699-1701
* D3 (Evidence A No. 3):

Endocrine Reviews, 1998, vol. 19, no. 1, p. 80-100

(2) Cited Invention

The cited invention (disclosed in D1) is as follows
(appeal decision confirmed; court decision also
accepted):

“A pharmaceutical agent containing zoledronic
acid as an active ingredient, and its patients with
an osteolytic disease such as breast cancer and
multiple myeloma were given an infusion of 4mg of
zoledronic acid over 5 minutes.”

5. Comparison between the Claimed Invention
and the Cited Invention

(1) Identical Feature

A processing agent containing
2-(imidazole-1-yl)-1-hydroxyethane-1,1-diphos-
phonate (zoledronic acid) or a pharmaceutically
accepted salt thereof as an active ingredient, and
the processing agent in that 4 mg of zoledronic acid
1s administered intravenously to a patient in need
of bisphosphonate treatment over a certain time
that is measured in minutes.

(2) Difference
The certain time that i1s measured in minutes
was “b minutes”’ in the cited invention whereas it

was “15 minutes” in the claimed invention.

6. Outline of the Appeal Decision

The appeal decision in summary read as follows
and rejected the inventive step of the claimed
invention.

D1 is a document concerning a phase II trial on
zoledronate, and writes that some benefits were
confirmed as a result of the trial, and that this trial
progressed to a phase III trial. If this is the case,
then a person skilled in the art who is familiar with
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D1 will naturally move to a phase III trial and
conduct further trials in detail. Furthermore, phase
IIT trial is conducted based on results obtained in a
phase II trial in order to study effects and side
effects when the clinical trial scope is further
expanded and when the investigational drug is
used in actual clinical practice; and the objectives
are to determine ultimately the dosage and
administration, precautions, and effect and efficacy
(indication) for the application for drug approval in
consideration of both validity and safety. In the
event information is obtained after progressing to a
phase III trial that raises serious questions on
safety and validity, the trial shall be stopped; and
because there is a need to reconsider everything
including re-conducting the non-clinical trials and
phases I and II trials with regard to those raised
questions, it is possible that side effects not seen in
the phase II trial would be seen in a phase III trial,
and a person skilled in the art generally would set
up dosage and administration to avoid those side
effects.

Moreover, D3 writes that slow infusion of a large
quantity of fluid is desirable when bisphosphonate
1s administered intravenously because an infusion
at high speed causes renal failure; therefore, it is
difficult to believe that a person skilled in the art
has read this would have
extraordinary imagination to modify the infusion

who needed
time of 5 minutes to a slower infusion time in the
cited invention, in pursuit of improved safety. In
addition, this person at this time will need to decide
on how slow to set the infusion rate, and because
D2 writes that zoledronic acid was administered by
infusion over 5-30 minutes and that the serum
calcium level had dropped after a 20-minute
infusion, a person skilled in the art who has seen
D1-D3 would have reviewed this during the 5-30
minutes or near the 20 minute point and, as a
result, would have been able to arrive at a time of
15 minutes through experimentation, in working

towards slowing the 5 minutes infusion in the cited



invention down to a slower rate.

Furthermore, the effect of the claimed invention
that “The dose of 4 mg zoledronic acid infused over
15 minutes offers a safety advantage in terms of
renal tolerability over the shorter infusion time of 5
minutes” (paragraph 0030 in the description) can
be predicted by a person skilled in the art; and the
effect of the claimed invention that “Zoledronic acid
4 mg infused over 15 minutes showed similar renal
tolerability
infused over 2 hours, 8.8% versus 8.2%, respec-

compared to pamidronate 90mg

tively.” (paragraph 0031 in the description) can be
predicted by a person skilled in the art. And
furthermore, we cannot say a superior effect that a
person skilled in the art could not have predicted
would have been displayed, based on D1-D3 in the
invention of this patent, even when we studied
other sections of the description.

7. Outline of the Court Decision

A plaintiff (applicant) claimed reason for
rescission 1 (error in decision on inventive step
concerning the differences) and reason for
rescission 2 (error in the appeal decision concerning
the effect of the claimed invention), and the court
decision was in summary as follows, and revoked
the appeal decision on the ground that reason for

rescission 1 of the plaintiff has its basis.

(1) Reason for Rescission 1 (error in the decision of
inventive step concerning the differences)

The plaintiff argues that (1) it is clear that the
dosages of 4 and 8 mg in D2 were not administered
for 20 minutes; (2) D1 evaluated the efficacy and
safety when 4 mg of zoledronic acid was given
intravenously for 5 minutes, and because no
toxicity was observed in the dosage and admin-
istration, it is difficult to find improvement in safety
to kidneys from the description in D1 alone; (3) D2
describes a phase I trial at a further earlier stage
than D1, and has a purpose to collect information

by which a decision to move forward to a phase 11
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trial was made; however, because it describes that
no toxicity to the kidneys was confirmed in a 5
minutes administration of 8 mg which is the
maximum dosage, it is clear that improvement in
safety to the kidneys could not be confirmed in a 5
minutes administration of 4 mg; and (4) D3
concerns a first generation bisphosphonate, and
because it is clear that the description in D3 does
not correspond to zoledronic acid, which is a third
generation bisphosphonate with a particularly
high activity, the inventions that are described in
D1 and D2 indicate nothing about the subject of the
claimed invention;
combined, it is difficult to understand the subject of
the claimed invention; and the claimed invention

and even when these are

which is the method to resolve this issue cannot be
arrived at easily; and the plaintiff claims that there
1s no motivation to combine D1-D3, therefore a
decision shall be made as follows:

A. Clinical Trials
(A) D2 is a document reporting the results of a
phase I trial on zoledronic acid in patients with
hypercalcemia with oncogenic property and
patients with osteolytic bone metastasis; and D1 is
a document reporting the results of a phase II trial
on zoledronic acid in patients with breast cancer
and patients with multiple myeloma, which
followed on this earlier trial. And according to
Evidence A No. 29, it is acknowledged that a phase
IIT trial on zoledronic acid was then conducted to
treat patients with osteolytic lesions of multiple
myeloma and breast cancer, and that the results of
the trial were published after this patent was filed.
(B) Clinical trials that are conducted with the
purpose to apply for an approval on a new drug that
1s an ethical drug are generally conducted in the
order of phase I, phase II, and phase III.

In view of the characteristics of each stage of a
chinical trial and how phase I trial, phase II trial
and phase I1I trial are positioned, even when safety

was confirmed in the dosage and administration in



phase I and II trials, because further clinical trials
data are collected in a phase III trial, and the
validity and safety for an indication of an
investigational drug are closely and objectively
clarified, and the utility and positioning in clinical
practice for the indications of an investigational
drug will be evaluated, there therefore can be
results that force us to conclude that the dosage
and administration are not safe, and we should
note that we cannot deny the probability of having
to modify this to a safer dosage and administration.

In also this case, a phase II trial (D1) was
conducted after confirming the safety of intra-
venous administration of zoledronic acid to the
kidneys in a phase I trial (D2) and then it moved to
the next clinical trial stage, so we believe a person
skilled in the art reasonably understood that the
dosage and administration may be modified in
view of safety to the kidneys.

B. Descriptions in D1 and D2

Zoledronic acid is a third generation bisphospho-
nate that strongly functionally inhibits osteoclasts,
and is more fast-acting than the other bisphospho-
nates which were clinically studied in the phase I
clinical trial described in D2, and has displayed an
effect of continuous drop in serum calcium, and no
signs of renal toxicity was observed in all of the 5
minutes intravenous infusion to the 58 osteolytic
bone metastasis patients with normal calcium
plasma, thus indicating safety in short-period
intravenous infusion.

Similar safety characteristics were displayed in a
phase II trial described in D1 that follows, as by 90
mg of pamidronic acid infused over 2 hours, in all 5
minutes infusions of 0.4 mg, 2.0 mg, and 4.0 mg of
the investigational drug to the 280 patients with
breast cancer and multiple myeloma, and a 5
minutes infusion of 4.0 mg of zoledronic acid
displayed a preventive effect, similar to that of 90
mg of pamidronic acid, on osteolytic complications.

From the results of the phase I and phase II trials
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on zoledronic acid noted in D1 and D2 above, we see
that the drug effect of zoledronic acid is similar to
90 mg of pamidronic acid, which is traditionally
used at a low dosage of 4 mg, and that the safety
can be guaranteed in a short-period intravenous
infusion of 5 minutes. If this is the case, even if we
considered the stepwise characteristics of a clinical
trial and considered the possibility that different
results safety from the
administration in a phase III trial would modify the

on dosage and
dosage and administration to something safer,
because still there is no result that raise questions
on safety in the phase I and II trials, we should
conclude that it is difficult to find a motivation to
extend the administration time in the cited
Invention to that of an infusion of 4 mg of zoledronic
acid over 5 minutes, based on what we note from
D1 and D2, and from the standpoints of
convenience to and reducing the burden on the
patient.

C. Description in D3
(A) D3 cites Reference 269 (Evidence A No. 24) and
notes that we must pay caution when a large
quantity of bisphosphonate at any dosages will be
administered intravenously, because infusion in a
short period causes renal failure, and that adverse
events are prevented when large quantity of fluid
is infused slowly, because bisphosphonate forms
into a solid in blood and protects the kidneys.
Furthermore, because Reference 269 (Evidence
A No. 24) notes that a renal disorder occurred from
administration of etidronate (EHDP) and
clodronate (C2MDP), and that the drug must be
administered slowly at a dosage per day not
exceeding 1 g and kidney functions must be
monitored, it is clear the description in D3 above
had taken etidronate and clodronate into consider-
ation.
(B) Incidentally, there is the following note
(omitted) in Evidences B No. 5-7, which were
published before the priority date of this patent.



According to Evidences B No. 5-7, it is acknowl-
edged that etidronate and clodronate are first
generation bisphosphonates that were used in the
initial clinical trials, and after there was a report of
death from renal disorder from a short-period
infusion of etidronate from around the time when
an optimum administration method was not yet
established, many bisphosphonates developed
since were also recommended for slow infusion;
and because the second and third generation
bisphosphonates, such as pamidronic acid,
alendronic acid, and incadronate acid, which have
a medicinal effect of bone resorption inhibition that
1s 100 to 1000 times that of etidronate, can be used
in small amounts, high speed administration was
considered in view of convenience to patients, and
not only was the safety confirmed for high speed
administration of 1-1.5 mg/min of pamidronic acid
and 10 mg/30 min of incadronic acid and alendronic
acid, there also are reports that renal function
disorders actually improved for these three
preparations.

From these data on high speed administration of
and history of developments in second and third
generation bisphosphonates from the priority date
of the claimed invention, it is acknowledged that a
person skilled in the art would also understand
that the finding noted in D3 concerning an adverse
event to the kidneys by high speed administration
of first generation bisphosphonate is not directly
true for zoledronic acid, which is a third generation
bisphosphonate.

If this is the case, when we consider the facts that
zoledronic acid is a bisphosphonate that is 100 to
850 times more active than pamidronic acid and
that it has a higher bone resorption inhibition effect
than incadronic acid or alendronic acid and thus an
administration of a small quantity suffices, it is
difficult to acknowledge that there is a motivation
to extend the administration time of 5 minutes for
4 mg of zoledronic acid for which safety was

confirmed in D1 and D2, based also on convenience

58

to and reduction of burden on the patient.

D. Summary

It is not acknowledged that there is a motivation
to extend the administration time from 5 minutes
for 4 mg of zoledronic acid, for which its safety was
provisionally confirmed in D1 and D2, to 15
minutes.

Therefore, reason for rescission 1 claimed by the
plaintiff has it
acknowledged that the claimed invention could

its basis, because i1s not
have been easily invented based on the cited
inventions, applying D2 and D3 to the cited

inventions.

8. Main Discussion Points Discussed at the Trial
and Appeal Practitioner Study Group:
Determination of inventive step (motivation)

In this case, the primary argument was finding a
motivation to extend the administration time. The
study group therefore studied, among other things,
when ruling on inventive step of an invention in
which a well- known drug’s
administration was further optimized, as to

dosage and

whether there is a need to find a specific motivation
for the configuration in the invention at issue
concerning the drug, whether it is sufficient if there
is a general motivation concerning all drugs for the
configuration of the invention at issue, etc.

While it is generally true regarding drugs in
general that a person skilled in the art generally
has the capacity to find a preferable dosage and
administration to resolve issues widely known to
persons skilled in the art, such as reduction in side
effects, there was an opinion that in this case a
specific and unique decision on the motivation
perhaps was made by the court. Moreover, there
was an opinion regarding drugs for which its safety
has been approved and which are sold that it
perhaps is practically impossible to find a specific
motivation in prior art for modifying dosage and

administration to improve on safety.



Theme 2
Case Study on Determination of
Similarity of Trademarks

1. Outline of the Case

(1) Trademark at Issue and Docket Numbers

* Trademark Registration No. 5494262

* JPO Docket No.: Invalidation No. 2012-890054
* Court Docket No.: 2013 (Gyo Ke) 10065

* The Registered Trademark:

Raffine

Style&®

* Designated Goods: Product containing Class 3
“Cosmetics”

(2) Outline

The plaintiff requested for a trial for invalidation
on the grounds that the registered trademark falls
under the Trademark Act Article 4(1)-11, 15, 19
and 7 for the reasons that the registration of
“Cosmetics” in the designated goods of the
registered trademark is similar to the trademark
cited by the plaintiff. However, the case was
dismissed since the panel of administrative judges
of the JPO found no reason. The plaintiff made a
revocation action against a trial decision, claiming
reasons for invalidation against all reasons for the
request. The court decided that the registered
trademark falls under the Trademark Act Article 4
(1)-11 so that it should be revoked.

2. The Registered Trademark

(1) November 11, 2011: Application filed

(2) May 18, 2012: Trademark registered
[Trademark Registration No. 5494262]

3. Background of the Case
(1) June 19, 2012: Trial for invalidation requested

[Invalidation No. 2012-890054]

(2) February 1, 2013: Trial decision (the case
dismissed)

(3) March 7, 2013: Revocation action against a
trial decision made [2013 (Gyo Ke) 10065]

(4) December 18, 2013: Court decision (court
decision of revocation of the trial decision)

4. Cited Trademarks

The following trademarks 1-3 held by the
plaintiff were cited as trademarks in the trial
decision and court decision.

(1) Cited Trademark 1
* Trademark Registration No. 5408589
* Application Filing Date: November 2, 2010
* Registration Date: April 22, 2011
* Trademark Configuration:
RAFFINE (standard characters)
* Designated Goods:
Product containing Class 3 “Cosmetics”

(2) Cited Trademark 2
* Trademark Registration No. 5411218
* Application Filing Date: August 24, 2010
* Registration Date: May 13, 2011
* Trademark Configuration:
RASfINE (standard characters)
* Designated Goods:
Product containing Class 3 “Cosmetics”

(3) Cited Trademark 3

* Trademark Registration No. 5431315

* Application Filing Date: February 4, 2011
* Registration Date: August 12, 2011

* Trademark Configuration:

RA]TINE

* Designated Goods:



Product containing Class 3 “Cosmetics”

5. Outline of the Trial Decision

The trial decision was rendered by the JPO
stating in summary as follows with regard to the
Trademark Act Article 4 (1)-11 and determining
that there is no reason for invalidation.

(In the trial decision, it is determined that there
is also no reason for invalidation with regard to the
Trademark Act Article 4 (1)-15, 19 and 7. The
details are omitted.)

(1) Whether the Trademark Falls under the
Trademark Act Article 4 (1)-11
A. Trademark at Issue

Trademark at issue is a mark displaying “Raffine”
and “Style” on two lines and in large green Western
written alphabet, and a green text that reads “WE
LOVE HEARTFUL RELAXATION -” inside a
circular layout that is drawn as a ring in light green
to the right of the text that reads “Style,” and a
layout of four hexagon flower petals at the top,
bottom, left, and right inside the center of a green
circle.

Moreover, because pronunciation of “rafine-
sutairu uirabu haatofuru rirakuzeishon,” which is
created from a character configuration of all
characters of the trademark at issue, is highly
redundant, and because the characters “Raffine”
and “Style” in the configuration are of the same font,
size, and color, and displayed significantly larger
than the other characters, the trademark at issue
should include pronunciation “rafinesutairu” in
addition to the pronunciation above that is created
from all characters, based on the characters of
“Raffine” and “Style.”

Furthermore, because in French the word (char-
acters) “Raffine” in the trademark configuration
has meanings such as “elegant, refined,” and in
English and French the word (characters) “Style”
has meanings such as “mode, type, form,” and in
Japan this word is generally used alongside the
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word “A % A )L (style’ in Japanese Katakana
characters),” both words have a concept that is
roughly “elegant and refined style; elegant and
refined lifestyle.”

In addition, based on the points that the
characters comprising “Raffine” and “Style” are
displayed in the same font, size, and color as noted
earlier, and is shown as a well-organized body, and
that the characters of “Style” cannot be describing,
for instance, quality of the cosmetics, it is difficult
to say that further separating the characters of
“Raffine” from here would be used in commerce.

B. Cited Trademarks

Cited trademark 1 displays the Western written
alphabet of “RAFFINE” and cited trademark 2
displays the Western written alphabet of “RAffINE”
in standard characters, and cited trademark 3
somewhat stylized the characters “ff” in the middle
and displays them in lettering that is vertically
longer than the other characters, that is, as
“RAffINE” in Western written alphabet.

Therefore, pronunciation of “rafine” and a
concept that is roughly “elegant, refined” come from
each character configuration in each of the cited
trademarks.

C. Similarity between the Trademark at Issue and
the Cited Trademarks

(A) Appearance

Although, as noted above, the configuration of
the trademark at issue is displayed overall in green,
and displays the characters of “Raffine” and “Style”
on two lines, because it is displayed in one body and
in the same font and size, even if it has the
configuration that is shown on two lines, it is
reasonable to assume that the character part of
“Raffine” and “Style” is understood to comprise one
body.

Whereas, because as noted above each cited
trademark is composed of Western written
alphabet of either “RAFFINE” or “RAffINE,” the



trademark at issue and each cited trademark can
be differentiated by appearance from each other.
(B) Concept

Because a concept that is roughly “elegant and
refined style; elegant and refined lifestyle” comes
from the trademark at issue, and a concept that is
roughly “elegant, refined” comes from each cited
trademark, it is possible to differentiate both from
each other in concept.

(O Pronunciation

Pronunciation of “rafinesutairu” that comes from
the trademark at issue and pronunciation of “rafine”
that comes from each cited trademark cannot be
said to be similar in pronunciation because one has
the sound “sutairu” on the second half of this word,
which is a difference.

In addition, pronunciation of “rafinesutairu
uirabu haatofuru rirakuzeishon” that comes from
the full configuration of the trademark at issue and
pronunciation of “rafine” that comes from each
cited trademark are clearly different in syllables
and sound configuration, and can be differentiated
from each other.

D. Summary

As noted above, because the trademark at issue
and each cited trademark are dissimilar trade-
marks that can be differentiated from each other by
appearance, concept, and pronunciation, it is not
reasonable to assume that the trademark at issue
falls under the Trademark Act Article 4 (1)-11.

(2) Conclusion

Because the registration of designated goods of
the trademark at issue as “Cosmetics” does not
violate the Trademark Act Article 4 (1)-11, this
registration cannot be invalidated under the
Trademark Act Article 46 (1).

6. Outline of the Court Decision
When the plaintiff (the demandant in a trial for

invalidation) claimed four reasons for invalidation
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including reason for invalidation 1 (the point that
the trademark at issue and cited trademarks are
similar) in a revocation action against an trial
decision, the court ruled in summary as follows and
that the reason for invalidation 1 has its basis and
revoked the trial decision rendered by the JPO.

(1) Reason for invalidation 1 (trademark at issue
and cited trademarks are similar)

A. Configuration of the trademark at issue

The trademark at issue is comprised of the each
characters of “Raffine” and “Style” displayed in
green and on two lines (hereinafter referred to as
‘Raffine/Style”), and to the right of “Style,” the
characters “WE LOVE HEARTFUL RELAXA-
TION” in green are annularly arranged, and a
circular figure in yellowish green with green four-
leaf clover or flower petal shaped pattern
(hereinafter referred to as four-leaf clover mark) at
the center. The same font is used for each letter of
“Raffine/Style,” and when this is compared with
“WE LOVE HEARTFUL RELAXATION” inside
the four-leaf clover mark, it is displayed considera-
bly large. Therefore, it is acknowledged that what
draws attention are the “Raffine/Style” and the
four-leaf clover mark, and these are recognized by
traders and consumers as one organized body.
Moreover, because the characters themselves
shown above and inside the four-leaf clover mark
are shown very small, it is rather difficult for

traders and consumers to recognize the characters.

B. Configuration of the cited trademarks

Cited trademark 1 is a trademark that is com-
posed of a standard characters of “RAFFINE” and
the cited trademark 2 is a trademark that is
composed of characters of “RAffINE.” Cited
Trademark 3 is a trademark that is composed of a
standard characters of “RAffINE,” however, the “ff’
section is different from other sections, in that it is
shown in a font that is somewhat stylized.



C. Similarity between the trademark at issue and
cited trademarks

The word “Raffine” is an adjective word, and
“raffiné” in French with an accent mark at the end
has meanings that include “purified, refined,
elegant, considerable, and sophisticated,” however,
this is not a word that is generally known in Japan.
Therefore it 1s acknowledged that the appearance
and pronunciation of “Raffine” and “rafine”
consequently give a unique impression to traders
and consumers.

Whereas the word “Style” is a noun with the
meanings in English that include “way, mode, form,
design, format, configuration, attitude, appearance,
sense, output, fashion, shape, prose, expression
method, manner,” and “A % 1 /L'” as shown in
Japanese Katakana characters is widely used as
an imported foreign word with the meanings that
include “appearance, sense, fashion, style, shape,”
and it is acknowledged that the word is generally
known in Japan. Furthermore, it is a well-known
fact that the word “Style” is combined with certain
trademarks to say for example “XX Style” to mean
“XX type” and “XX format,” and in this case it is
acknowledged that it is used to indicate the origin
of the same goods and services as those in “XX”
trademark. Therefore, it is acknowledged that
traders and consumers who see the trademark at
issue assume that mainly the section “Raffine” is a
sign distinguishing the origin of the goods and
services, and the section “Style” only has the
meanings “XX type” and “XX format,” and such
information alone does not suffice as a sign
distinguishing the origin, and ultimately the
trademark at issue is assumed to be a trademark
that has “Raffine” as its main sign distinguishing
the origin.

In addition, with regard to the four-leaf clover
mark in the trademark at issue, because the four-
leaf clover mark itself is a common pattern, it is
weak as a sign distinguishing the origin; and

because this character part inside this mark is
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shown considerably smaller as compared to the
character part of "Raffine/Style,” and because, to
start, it is translated as “We love heartfelt
relaxation.” and this only shows mainly the
defendant’s corporate and business philosophy and
not the origin of the goods and services, it is
reasonable to acknowledge that the four-leaf clover
mark is overall nothing more than a picture
trademark with a weak function for identifying
origin.

Furthermore, when the section of “Raffine” of the
trademark at issue and cited trademarks are
compared, while, with respect to appearance, both
are different in where lower case and upper case
letters are used and in font type, however, because
both were taken from the same French word
“raffiné” and are organized in the same spelling,
one can say that they are almost the same, and
both are identical in the point that pronunciation of
both are the same “rafine” in a reading in Roman
letters (The word “raffiné” is pronounced as
“rafine.”). If this is the case, because this word is not
generally known in Japan, we cannot necessarily
say that this word has special concept, but we
should still say that both are nearly identical.

Therefore, it is acknowledged that the cited
trademarks are almost identical in appearance and
to the
trademark at issue and its sign distinguishing the

origin.

pronunciation, and similar overall,

D. Summary

Based on the above, because the trademark at
issue is the one that is similar to the registered
trademark of the plaintiff relating to a trademark
registration that was filed prior to the filing date of
the trademark at issue, and because its designated
product is identical to a Class 3 “Cosmetics,” the
plaintiff has basis for invalidation under the
Trademark Act Article 4 (1)-11.



(2) Conclusion

Based on the above, because reason for
invalidation 1 which the plaintiff claims has its
basis, the demand of the plaintiff has basis, and
there is no need to make judgments on the other
reasons for invalidation.

7. Main Discussion Points Discussed at the Trial
and Appeal Practitioner Study Group:
Appropriateness of the decision that the
trademark falls under the Trademark Act
Article 4 (1-11

(1) Whether a trademark may be observed

separately

The court decision wrote “Raffine’ is a French
word, and an adjective that means for example
‘refined, purified, ...’; however, it is not a word that
is generally known in Japan, and as a result
Raffine’ and ‘7 7 1 % (raffine in Japanese
Katakana characters) instead invoke an unique
impression to traders and consumers by its
appearance and pronunciation,” and therefore,
ruled that “Raffine” is the main section that serves
as a sign distinguishing the origin of the goods and
services.

The study group did not raise an objection to this
court decision.

Meanwhile, at the study group, with regard to
whether the trademark “** Style” may be observed
separately, there was an opinion that, at any rate,
it depends on how the characters are configured
because there can be both cases; either a case
where the trademark may be observed separately,
or a case where the trademark shall be viewed as a
singular body.

(2) Capability to distinguish of “Style”

The court decision wrote “The section ‘Style’ only
has the meanings of XX type’ and XX format’, and
the court finds that this alone cannot be a sign
distinguishing the origin.” However, at this study

group, there was no objection in particular to the
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point that capability to distinguish of the word
“Style” is weak.

At the study group, there also was an opinion
that, it is possible for trademarks comprised of
“Style” by itself to exert capability to distinguish as
seen In apparel, etc., depending on the goods and
services.
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Judicial Symposium on Intellectual Property / TOKYO 2017

Third Day (November 1), Panel Discussion, Theme 3

— IP Dispute Resolution in ASEAN —

Case Example

Tiger Company headquartered in country A
(hereafter referred to as "Tiger") has a registered
trademark "Dragon Camera" that falls under the
designated goods "camera" in country A. This
trademark is a well-known trademark in country A
(hereafter referred to as "the well-known
trademark").

Snake Holdings Corp. headquartered in your
country (hereafter referred to as "Snake") learned
that Tiger was considering the expansion of its
business to your country, and entered into
negotiation with Tiger in order to make an import
agency contract. Snake filed an application for
of the

trademark with the competent authority in your

trademark registration well-known
country without obtaining the consent of Tiger
while negotiating with Tiger. Then the trademark
was registered by the authority in your country.
Then, Tiger and Snake were not able to reach an
agreement. Tiger expanded its business of “Dragon
Camera” product to your country on its own, and it
realized that the well-known trademark was
already filed by Snake and registered as a

trademark in your country.
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1.

Question

Is the trademark filed by Snake the one that
shall be essentially registered in your country?
Please answer this question for both cases
(1) the trademark
Camera" is a well-known trademark in your

respectively; "Dragon
country; and (2) the trademark "Dragon
Camera" is not a well-known trademark in

your country.

What type of active remedies shall be
considered which Tiger may request with
courts and/or an intellectual property (IP) office
in your country (e.g. invalidation of rights, an
action for declaratory judgment on non-
infringement, etc.)? Moreover, what are the
requirements for those remedies to be

accepted?

Where Snake makes an action for an injunctive
relief against the use of "Dragon Camera" in
your country, what type of inactive remedies
shall be considered which Tiger may request, in
response to the action, with courts in your
of right
invalidation defense, etc.)? Moreover, what are

country (e.g. abuse defense,
the requirements for those remedies to be

accepted?
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Patents

P . £ Requestfor Examination | ¢ | SR E iG]
S|E vw| 2S5 |%c Patent Patent
| g 32|28
Clo|=||[2|8ES|EE o
Name of Country | £ g Qg g > 8 S B E the Date the Date Invalidation
g < |5 2% 3 8 |Correspondingto| Time | Time Limit |Corresponding to | Time
T g il = % = W the First Date of | Limit (years) | the First Date of | Limit
o 2 the Calculation the Calculation
Brunei Darussalam o|lOo| X|O X X X (Note 1) X -
Cambodia O|lO|[O]| X]| O X (0] X 20 X (6]
filing date of
China o|lo|ofXx|oO 18 (e} application 3yrs. 20 X O
(priority date)
the date of
. fili f layi f
Indonesia ofofoOo]| X|O 18 o ! |ng_dat§ © 36 mos. 20 aying op_en ° 6 mos. ¢}
application (unexamined)
applications
filing date of 20 registration
Japan ojo|lofoOfO 18 (0] a glication 3yrs. (maybe gdate 6 mos. (0]
PP extended)
filing date of 20 registration
RepublicofKorea [ O O| O| X | O 18 (0] g. . 5yrs. (maybe 9 6 mos. (0]
application date
extended)
Lao PDR olo|lo|x|o]| 17 o | flingdaeof 15, s | 20 X 0
application
Malaysia olo|o|x|o| 18 o | Mingdateof 000 20 X o
application
Myanmar X|O] X[ X]| X -
the date of
Philippines olo|o|x|o| 18 o |'avingopenof} oo 20 X o
(unexamined)
applications
. filing date of
Singapore oO|j]Oo|O| X|O 18 (0] L (Note 3) 20 X O
application
the date of the date of
Thailand olo|o|x|o|moes | o |'@ngopencty oo 20 laying open of | - 90 o
(unexamined) (unexamined) | days
applications applications
filing date of laﬂ_‘: d:tigfof
Viet Nam olo|lo|x|o]| 19 O | application [42mos.| 20 ying op (Note 5) o
. (unexamined)
(priority date)

applications

Source material: "Japan Patent Office Annual Report 2017 - Statistics and Source Materials -" prepared by the JPO

Note 1: The remaining time limit for the said patent rightin the UK, Malaysia or Singapore.

Note 2: 2 years from the filing date of the application. It maybe extended by 1 year for a request for ordinary examination and
2 years for a request for modified substantive examination.
Note 3: 21 months for fast track examination and 39 months for slow track examination from either the filing date of application or the

priority date.

Note 4: If the formality requirements are met, an order to lay open the (unexamined) application will be made and provisional protection

will be granted.

Note 5: Arequest for opposition to grant of patent may be filed from the date of laying open of (unexamined) application and during

the time the application is still being examined.

* "Paris Convention" refers to the Paris Convention for the Protection of Industrial Property.

** "WTO Agreement" refers to the Agreement Establishing the WTO.
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Utility Models

Term of Utility Models Opposition Invalidation
D <
=8
'g 8 the Date the Date the Date
Name of Country B E Corresponding | . . . | Corresponding Corresponding
5 S to the First Date ) to the First Date | Time Limit |to the First Date [ Time Limit
=~ ofthe ye ofthe ofthe
Calculation Calculation Calculation
Cambodia X f|||ng.datfe of 7 X o
application
. filing date of
China X ring cax 10 X o
application
the date of laying
Indonesia (6] flllng.dat.e of 10 open (.)f 3 mos. O
application (unexamined)
applications
Japan X f|||ng.dat'e of 10 X o
application
. filing date of . .
Republic of Korea o I |ng. a _e ° 10 X registration date Slulet:
(Note 1) application (Note 2)
Lao PDR X f”mg.dat? i 10 X X
application
10
. filing date of
Malaysia (¢} :amglithﬁ);) (maybe X o
PP extended)
I filing date of
Philippines X N g. . 7 X O
application
6 the date of
. filing date of blication of th
Thailand X g. . (may be publication o the 1y (@)
application sended gazette containing
extended) | "0 ity model
the date of laying
filing date of open of
Viet Nam (6] L 10 ) (Note 3) (e}
application (unexamined)
applications

Source material: "Japan Patent Office Annual Report 2017 - Statistics and Source Materials -" prepared by the JPO
Note 1: Arequest for examination system is adopted for substantive examination (Arequest for substantive
examination must be filed within 3 years from the filing date of application).

Note 2: Any person may file a request for a trial for invalidation within 3 months from the registration date, and after 3

months, only an interested person or examiners may file a request for a trial for invalidation.
Note 3: Time limit between the date of laying open of (unexamined) applications and the date of deciding grant of right.

71




Er

m| ;
T AR R i AR L+ {2 hva
y T |“ LBl
E4 ~ |O| 7 E )
= ) el / o %u
B BB g | % e pun | 9 | e | e
/£ 7= (4F) i
. 5
TILxRA O|O0O|O | x|O| x HiFE (EET) x O
 aess 5
RO T OOl O | x |O| x HiFE (EET) X @)
==] S| O|O| x| O|O]| x H R 10 X @)
AT O|O| x x| OO Hi 8 10 N 3H @)
BAX oO|lo0ofO|O|O|O Z8% 20 X @)
e O x
(EAFREBEE | O|O0O|] O[O0 |0 Z8% 20 O
| GEF) % =53 3A
AR O|O| x x| OO Hi 8 15 X @)
_Q 5
L—7 O|O| x x | O x HiFE (EET) X O
SvN— x | O] x X X _
.. 5
J4V)EY O|O | x x | O x HiFE (EET) X O
s e aiae 5
Vo=l | O|O| O | x| O| x Hi 8 (EET) X @)
24 O|O| x x| OO HiFE 10 N 90H @)
. 5
ANhFL O|O| x| x| O|O| ks (EET) x O

(BR) R T TRERBEE2017EM #Het- ERBRILYIER,

72




Designs

c
b o
* ¥ 2 E i Term of Designs Opposition
= = = c =
S = = ] 0 =
E|g|E|E|&|¢
) o - [
Name of Country E o | 21 Elcg| e Invalidation
o | < < i 2 the Date the Date
3 @) 9 g 8 E Correspondingto | Time Limit | Correspondingto | Time
S E 2 8 2 | the First Date of (years) the First Date of | Limit
T S 3 | the Calculation the Calculation
filing date of °
Brunei Darussalam | O (0] o X o X a glication (may be X (0]
P extended)
filing date of 5
Cambodia (0] (e} 0] X ) X - (may be X e}
application extended)
China o|lo| x| o]| o] x f!':;’”giﬁ)zf 10 X o
the date of laying
. filing date of open of
Indonesia (o] (0] X X o (0] application 10 (e ) 3 mos. (0]
applications
Japan olo|lo|]o|o]| o reg'j;rtzt'on 20 X 0
(@) ) ) X 0
Republic of Korea o o o o 0 registration 20
(Note) date ; ;
x registation |3 o] o
Lao PDR olo| x| x| ol o f!l'gsli(i::ﬁ)zf 15 X o
filing date of 5
i X
Malaysia (0] O X X (0] X application (maybe (@)
extended)
Myanmar X O X X X -
filing date of 5
I X
Philippines (0] O X X (0] X application (maybe (@)
extended)
filing date of 5
i X
Singapore (0] (@) (0] X (0] X application (maybe (@)
extended)
the date of
Thailand o|lo| x| x| o] o] Mngdateof 10 laying open of |- 90 o
application (unexamined) | days
applications
filing date of °
X
Viet Nam (0] O X X (0] (@) application (maybe (@]
extended)

Source material: "Japan Patent Office Annual Report 2017 - Statistics and Source Materials -" prepared by the JPO
Note: The Substantive Examination System and the Non-Substantive Examination System are co-existed.

* "Paris Convention" refers to the Paris Convention for the Protection of Industrial Property.
** "WTO Agreement" refers to the Agreement Establishing the WTO.

*** "Hague Agreement" refers to the Hague Agreement Concerning the International Registration of Industrial Designs.

***% " ocarno Agreement” refers to the Locarno Agreement Establishing an International Classification for Industrial Designs.
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) Y T | s | e NN || R
B4 2lo|L|me = ;| & AL B 53
g BT |EE\B &) g | P
% = | = ewa| oo wEa| wm
Juxs |o|o|x|o|x|o|o| %m |=&| 10 | 5 |am|38| O
mAs7 |o|o|x|o|x|o|o| %@ |wm| 10| 5 |am|/wa| O
[ olo|x|ololo|o| #E |=&| 10| 3 |am|s8 | O
ks 7 |O|o|o| x| x|o|O]| %@ |wE| 10 | 3 |am|s8 | O
A% olo|lolo|o|lo|o| #&E |=&| 10| 3 |a®m|28| O
#E olo|lolo|o|lo|o| #&E |=&| 10| 3 |am|28| O
stz |o|o|x|o|x|o|o| %@ |wE@| 10 | 5 0
-7 |o|0o|x|x|o|lo|o|ZEl \wm| 0 | s [am|28| O
Syov— X | O | x| x | x| x -
JmEy |o|o|x|o|x|o|o| %@ |=&| 10| s |am|08| O
vufik—r |O|o|x|o|o|o|o|ZRa wm| 10 | 5 |aB| 28| O
5q olo|x|x|x|o|lo| %@ |wE| 10| 3 |am|08| O
NhF L O|O (x| O|x|O|O| %k | HFE | 10 5 NE | B O

(B R T T RFTRERRSE2017FR T BHRI KVER,

R AEELICEFFETOME. EREDIRH AR,
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Trademarks

c
i
x 3(; g § » _g Term of Trademark Rights Opposition
£ s5lz|3|EC
§ £ - S g | = | X |Principle of Rescission
Name of Country g o = g 3 53 > Grant of for non-use Invalidation
o| 2 ° 5| 5|2 Right the Date Time (years) the Date
210 § ff, KRR Correspondingto | . Corresponding to | Time
& E S %’ = 2 the First Date of (ears) the First Date of the | Limit
g):i the Calculation | ¥ Calculation
the date of laying
. first-to-file . . open of
Brunei Darussalam [ O o X (@] X (¢] (¢] System registration date 10 5 (uneSamined) 3 mos. o
applications
the date of
Cambodia o o X o X o o first-to-file filing date of 10 5 publication of the 90 o
system application gazette containing | days
the trademark
the date of laying
China [¢] o X (@] (0] (e] (e] ﬁrss;ttoe—rt:e registration date 10 3 (unzs;;i?]fed) 3 mos. o
applications
the date of laying
Indonesia olo|o| x| x| o] o |fstedfle] fiingdat of 10 3 open of 3mos| O
system application (unexamined)
applications
the date of
Japan o o (@] O (o] (e] (0] ﬁrss;ttt;f:e registration date 10 3] gp:zbel':tiagggtgifrﬁz 2mos. o
the trademark
the date of laying
Republic of Korea o o [¢] (@) (o] (e] (0] ﬁrss;ttc;-rf:e registration date 10 3] (un:ssr: i(r)*nfed) 2mos. o
applications
Lao PDR o o X o X o o first-to-file f|||ng_dat_e of 10 5 X o
system application
first-to-file the date of laying
. system/ filing date of open of
Malaysia (0] (@] X X (0] (0] (0] prior user's application 10 3 (unexamined) 2 mos. (0]
right applications
Myanmar X O X X X X -
the date of laying
Philippines o o X o X (e] (0] ﬁ;s;t:;—:]le registration date 10 3] (unzs;}r:i?]fed) d:;gs o
applications
first-to-file the date of laying
. system/ filing date of open of
g o © X © o e o prior user's application 10 2 (unexamined) 2mos. ©
right applications
the date of laying
Thailand o o X X X o o first-to-file filing date of 10 3 open of 90 o
system application (unexamined) days
applications
the date of laying
Viet Nam o o X o X o o first-to-file filing date of 10 5 open of (Note) o
system application (unexamined)
applications

Source material: "Japan Patent Office Annual Report 2017 - Statistics and Source Materials -" prepared by the JPO
Note: Awritten opinion may be filed during the time limit between the date of publication of examined trademark and the date of registration.
*"Paris Convention" refers to the Paris Convention for the Protection of Industrial Property.

** "WTO Agreement" refers to the Agreement Establishing the WTO.

*** "Madrid Protocol " refers to the Protocol Relating to the Madrid Agreement Concerning the International Registration of Marks.
**xx "Nice Agreement” refers to the Nice Agreement concerning the International Classification of Goods and Services for the purpose of

the Registration of Marks.

75




HEEE®R Speakers Info

RAEDT VT 7y MERIZHEB L TWE T, All speakers are listed in alphabetical order.

H A Japan
#HHIFT / Court

1 ZkM %L+, Ayako Morioka

A PER S RCHIET
Judge, Intellectual Property High Court

1994 4
1995 4
1997 4F
1999 4
2001 4
2002 4E
2005 4
2008 4E
2009 4
2011 4¢

TSR B, FNERBR A

TR FRFBEEF TR R, "AEY
KBRS Fe TS A

S YT B T A

J— MV T A ARFER—RA 7 —VEEIIEE
A b b O T A S A

EBA RFRM

HORFRERCHTH
HeHIPT B S THERTHE

SRUH T BT, B RERER KRB RE
]

W HT F T e R S GRS
SN PE S FCHIPT I, TR 2 9 FE R L
RBRZER

2013 4¢
2016 4

E#l  E#F Makiko Takabe
SRAPER S HCHITT R

1994 Graduated from Faculty of Law at Kyoto University
(passed the Bar Examination)

Completed credits at Kyoto University Graduate School at
Law

Finished the Judicial Research and Training Institute
Assistant Judge, Osaka District Court

Assistant Judge, Kanazawa District Court

Visiting Scholar, Notre Dame Law School

Assistant Judge, Toyohashi Branch, Nagoya District Court
Attorney, Civil Affairs Bureau, Ministry of Justice

Judge, Tokyo Family Court

Professor, Training and Research Institute for Court
Officials

Judge, Tokyo District Court, and Lecturer, Sophia Law
School

Presiding Judge, Sasebo Branch, Nagasaki District Court
Judge, Intellectual Property High Court, and Member,
Patent Attorney Examination Committee FY2017

1995

1997
1997
1999
2001
2002
2005
2008
2009

2011

2013
2016

Presiding Judge, Intellectual Property High Court

HUR KRR,
1981 FFH BT R, ARUH 7 BRI TR O FERE T 8 4F
(1994-1998, 2003-2007), XNAIRA P B KT IC 6 4F
e (2009-2013, 2015.6—FIfE), Fm#HIFTRAERE & L
T 54 (1998-2003) @, &t 2 04FE< IChlz b, HK)
P PEMERRFA 27 BEFIRIC Y, BRI HIR & LTr—
~ DR A FE, MEEEERNR & LT F—nE
EHHPTRAET & LT e —5 0%, SHOHRIC
B 5
FEEHLEFEAIIFER (2003-2007, 2010-2013), T
EPTHHFRHRRERZ R (2009-2012) &ML,
EHEEL LT, [EHHN FEEFRR] (R BRI
784 - 2012), [FEHHED  FrarBIfRaras (B85 3 )] (F -
2016), [Fefatat  PatERILRARRA) (7] - 2015), fWaE
L LT, BHFEB VY — X 2[RFFR OIS (55 2 hi ]
(RASFIER - 2017), BHIFEG S Y — R 8[EIFHE - pks -
REERARFROFEE] (A - 2015) 2L,
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ACADEMIC BACKGROUND
Graduated from University of Tokyo, Faculty of Law

PROFESSIONAL CAREER

1981: Appointed as Associate Judge of District Court

Dealt with lawsuits of Intellectual Property for nearly 20 years: 8
years at Tokyo District Court (IP division, 1994-1998,2003-2007),
6.5 years at Intellectual Property High Court (2009-2013, June 2015
to present), 5 years as Judicial Research Official of Supreme Court
(1998-2003)

Involved with many leading cases including : Tokyo District Court
Judgment on July 11, 2006 (known as Roman Holiday Case),
Intellectual Property High Court Judgment on August 8, 2012
(known as Fishing Games Case), Supreme Court Judgment on
April 11, 2000 (known as Kirby Case) , etc.

MEMBERSHIPS

+ Council of Industrial Structure at Ministry of Economy, Trade
and Industry(2003-2007,2010- 2013)

+ Council of Industrial Property Rights at Ministry of Economy,
Trade and Industry(2009- 2012)

PUBLICATIONS & PROFESSIONAL ARTICLES

Many publications such as: “Explication of the Practice on Patent
Related Litigation” (2016, as the sole writer), “Explication of the
Practice on Copyright Litigation” (2012, as the sole writer),
“Explication of the Practice on Trademark Related Litigation ”
(2015, as the sole writer), “Practice in Patent Litigation” (2017, as
the sole editor and a contributor), “Practice in Copyright, Trademark
and Unfair Competition Litigation”(2015, as the sole editor and a
contributor).



B ER

Intellec

# 1IEMf, Masaki Sugiura
A PER S RCHIET I
Judge, Intellectual Property High Court

1994 4 FUEKEFIES A

1996 4~ KBRHL 7 HeHIFTHIERAl, S5 # B rp =
il

2000 4 EEECHPTHEBRR RFR A

2002 4F  IEBAEBRAPIEITREEEEA (JICA

[N MBS Try = NEH

HFE L LT, N/ AI2RE)

2004 4 HURCHUGECHIFTHIEAR  Cniid FEE)

2006 4F  HURCHOOGBCREIATHISE o pEMEL)

2007 4E~  FLIEHY S SREEF M T S M SCE R, B B
LR AN s PN NS T 20 e e
AT, G FREEHIFT o & S5
i

2016 4 A EEE S EHI T

B/  #i,/Misao Shimizu
AR RE B EECHIET TR
Chief Judge, Intellectual Property High Court

1994  Graduated from Faculty of Law, Kyoto University

1996- Assistant judge of the Osaka District Court, Tokyo
District Court

2000  Attorney of the Civil Affairs Bureau of the
Supreme Court

2002 Long-term Expert of Technical Cooperation
Project in Legal and Judicial Field in Hanoz,
Vietnam

2004  Assistant judge of the Tokyo District Court (IP
Division)

2006  Judge of the Tokyo District Court (IP Division)

2007- Muroran Branch of the Sapporo District/Family
Court, the Tokyo District Court, Iwaki Branch of
the Fukushima District/Family Court

2016  Judge of the Intellectual Property High Court

1979 EICHRIEME OHFM L LTEE L, #REHH
%, R ERAIRE T AT 72 & 2T, 1996 IR
TR D R O H & fe o 72, 2000 I TRE AL RS
HOENIE & 720, 2003 4RI T OHUR E #R 00 Zn B o0 )
H L Ao o 7214, 2004 HEICH IR O MR ORHIRE & 72
Sz, 2010 FIZHAREFOHE S L /20, 2011 RIS
WFEFTRITAT LTz, D%, 2013 FICHM @B oK
HEE22Y, 2017 FIZEHM R E OFTRICH]TE LT,

Hg HEZE Motoyuki Nakashima
AR PE R RO
Judge, Intellectual Property High Court

Mr. Shimizu was appointed as Assistant Judge of Yokohama District
Court in 1979. Subsequently he became Judge of Tokyo Family
Court, and then Administrative Judge of National Tax Tribunal in
Tokyo, before he assumed the position of Judge of Tokyo High Court
(IP Division) in 1996. Then he was appointed as Presiding Judge of
Tokyo District Court (IP Department) in 2004. Following that, he
became Chief Judge of Tokushima District/Family Court in 2011 and
Presiding Judge of IP High Court in 2013. Finally he has been Chief
Judge of IP High Court since 2017.

R 2 84 AN D HMEHHTF L 2 VBEICED, T
BSAEITHFME LTEE L, PR 1 4FE1D 1 T4HF
TEBERFRATE L TEAEG TR FIEEZHY L
Too ZDO%, K1 THEND 2 0FEE TIRHFITEEL
THTHR A ICERE L, TR 2 205 TR 2 6 4F
FCIRRAARET GMRY) 2B, 28, PR
10N 1 1FEETRET 2 —27 RPEOREMER &
L CRENEDOREZITV, Fl 9FICE~vy 7 X - 7
T v S EEL - B4R - RUBLEBEIEIT K OSKIE
KEXEFEHFT (CAFC) oFENEREL LT, K
A ROKE O FAERNC B 2 AR Z2 1T - 7,

e BAN /Satoshi Sato
FNRIARE RS EC AT BT AR

Mr Nakashima is currently Judge of IP High Court. He was
appointed as Assistant Judge in 1996 as well as Attorney of Ministry
of Justice, Civil Affair Bureau (International and Civil matters) from
2002 to 2005. After being Judge of Tokyo District Court (IP
Division) from 2005 to 2008, he was Judicial Research Official (IP
matters) of Supreme Court from 2010 to 2014. He has been visiting
scholar of Duke University from 1998 to 1999 and also visiting
scholar at Max Planck Institute for 1P, Competition and Tax Law in
Munich as well as United States Court of Appeal for Federal Circuit
in 2007.

Judicial Research Official, Intellectual Property High Court

1989 4
1989 4
2014 4E
2015 4

AR T2 LRARAC I

BRI AT

FHH I

SR FE 5 BT R HPTAR Y (SUR)

77

1989 Graduated with Master’s degree in Engineering
from Niigata University

Joined Japan Patent Office

Chief Administrative Judge, Board of Trial and

Appeal of JPO
Judicial Research Official, Intellectual Property
High Court

1989
2014

2015



BAfR ¥ T Sumiko Sekine
A PER S RCHIET I
Judge, Intellectual Property High Court

Tk 8 AR

ORI HI AT AN PERETS (SFRC 1 9 4E 7 A 56 R
2 24E3 A ET) RUMBIMPERFERHFT (a2 94F
4 A5 5) 1T TR PEMERR AL & R,

BB A EB R T E R8I TR 7 2 7 #E
(e RYT, AV RRVT, FFA, XMFL%E) O

EEEMESHRICUEF (PR 1 64F 4 A DR 1 943 A

Appointed as assistant judge in 1996.

Dealt with IP cases at Tokyo District Court (IP Division, 2007-2010)
and IP High Court (April 2017 to present).

Engaged in legal technical assistance for South East Asian countries
(Cambodia, Indonesia, Laos, Vietnam, etc.) at the Ministry of Justice
(2004-2007).

Professor of civil litigation at the Legal Training and Research

£T), Institute (2013-2017).
SRR 2 54E4 A DR 2 94F 3 A £ CHIANHERTR Y Academic backgrounds:
HHBE Graduated from Keio University Faculty of Law.

BEERBRAEFMA, A1 1EKEY V> bR
n—2R 7 —)VEAIEE,

Visiting scholar of the University of Washington School of Law
(1999-2000).

s ER

# #2ZToshihiko Tsuruoka
HE PER F R TT  E R
Presiding Judge, Intellectual Property High Court

1956 46 4 3 H4: Born June 3, 1956

1980 4 4 A FHEEE 1980.4 Judicial Research and Training Institute
1982424 H HEFEMTE CGRts#er 19824 Assistant Judge, Tokyo District Court
A7) 1987.4~1989.6  Attorney, Administrative Affairs Bureau, General

1987 4 4 4 ~1989 4 6 H
1993 4 4 H~1995 4 3 A

I B GR RATBUR A Secretariat, Supreme Court of Japan
REEFEHERRITERSE  1993.4~1995.3  Counselor, Administrative Affairs Bureau,
= General Secretariat, Supreme Court of Japan

; \\ l
A

1995 4 4 4 ~1997 4 3 A
1997 4= 4 H~1999 4 3 H
2004 4 4 H~2009 £ 4 H

2009 4% 4 H~2013 £ 3 H

RS FEHRRITBIRH 2
R B EBRIDATER
1, 5% 3FE (CnaEMs)
FOH G EHIATE S (i
15)

T FHI AT g (i
15)

1995.4~1997.3

1997.4~1999.3

2004.4~2009.4

Director of Section No. 2, Administrative Affairs
Bureau, General Secretariat, Supreme Court of
Japan

Director of Section No.1 and 3, Administrative
Affairs Bureau, General Secretariat, Supreme
Court of Japan (Charge of Intellectual Property
etc.)

Presiding Judge, Tokyo District Court

2013 £ 7 H~ MEBEHT R 2009.4~2013.3  Presiding Judge, Yokohama District Court
2014 44 A~ B R T e 2013.7~ Chief Judge, Naha Family Court
2015 4F 3 A~ S A (B HE) 2014.4~ Chief Judge, Naha District Court
2015.3~ Presiding Judge, Intellectual Property High Court

## &2/ Yoshiyuki Mori

SRS PE R SR T

FRAR I

Presiding Judge, Intellectual Property High Court

1979 4 HOUK PR AR A3 1979 Graduated from Faculty of Law at the University of Tokyo
1981 4F  AURUH T B ik Sl 1981 Assistant Judge, Tokyo District Court
Z O, TR MG BHIPTEIA RBR MR Followed by Assistant Judge at Morioka District Court,
BEEE N A4 iz SlBIEE X i e Judge at Osaka District Court and Judge at Nagoya District
1998 4F  HURTHLG BHIAT A i) Court
2002 4 [l AR 1998 Judge, Tokyo District Court (Intellectual Property Division)
2003 4F S ECHIFTHAE G Eeay) 2002 Presiding Judge, Tokyo District Court (Intellectual Property
2006 = B PE i S HCH BT o Division)
2010 4 RIS BH AT R 2003 Judicial Research Official, Supreme Court of Japan (Charge
2012 4% fnaki LT BRI - FEECHIFTATE of Intellectual Property)
2014 4 KPR R A P A 15 ) = 2006 Judge, Intellectual Property High Court
2017 4 A E = SR TR RS 2010 Presiding Judge, Yokohama District Court
2012 Chief Judge, Wakayama District Court and Family Court
2014 Presiding Judge, Osaka High Court
2017 Presiding Judge, Intellectual Property High Court
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1E#544 / Ministry of Justice

BEIL  %{EEisaku Yokoyama
EHHE - B, EHRIEGRANTIETERE 5 TR
Government Attorney for the Ministry of Justice and Public Prosecutor, Professor at the International

Cooperation Department of the Research and Training Institute of the Ministry of Justice

R 15 FERACRFE R FEFE LR LA 2 1&  Mr. Yokoyama obtained his LL.M. at Tohoku University Graduate

T, FNEEE %/ T, ¥R 16 45 10 Al2STE. ¥ School of Law in 2003. Upon completion of judicial training, he

B 28 4F 4 A 75 Bk, was appointed a public prosecutor in October 2004. He has been in
his current position since April 2016.

35 1%,/ Hiroshi Kikuchi
WE, BEEKEEREFRE (EE - AERY)

Assistant Vice-Minister of Justice (in charge of international and human rights matters), Public Prosecutor

WAFN 6 3AFEH R RFEEI AR, FEEE AT, % Mr Hiroshi Kikuchi graduated from The University of Tokyo

B2 ERPFLE, RS FEITE, Ry =T7KFnr  Faculty of Law in 1988. Upon completion of judicial training, Mr.

— A7 —VEHE, BEE LT, HEHIBIN SRR R, Kikuchi was appointed a public prosecutor in 1990. He obtained

REREBTEHRRRS, R @EmES, %%4  his LLM at the University of Pennsylvania Law School in 1993. He

BT, TR ERRRE N e m T, FESEE, has held such posts as the Deputy Director of the Criminal Affairs

ANEEFRRBERRES LD, Yk 2 844 A 5Bk, Division of the Tokyo District Public Prosecutors Office, Acting
Prosecutor at the Supreme Public Prosecutors Office, and the
Director of the Traffic Cases Division of the Tokyo District Public
Prosecutors Office. He has also assumed positions within the
Ministry of Justice as the Deputy Director and Senior Attorney at
the International Affairs Division of the Criminal Affairs Bureau
and the Director of the General Affairs Division of the Immigration
Bureau. He has been in his current position since April 2016.

WE Fn%E,Kazuyuki Higashio
EBEE - F, EGE BB AT ERR 5 AR
Government Attorney for the Ministry of Justice and Public Prosecutor, Professor at the International

Cooperation Department of the Research and Training Institute of the Ministry of Justice

W 18 AEFURRFE R FBEF BRI 7ERE# 2% ®  Mr. Higashio completed the School of Law of the University of

WEAET #%, "NEEE 2T, VAt 20 4 1 JI28HE  Tokyo Graduate Schools for Law and Politics in 2006. Upon

BB PR 24 Il =a—a— 27 K¥rn—2 7 —/LLLM. finishing judicial training, he was appointed a judge in January

AT, TRE 28 fF 4 A 5B, 2008. He received his LL.M. from New York University School of
Law in 2012. He has been in his current post since April 2016.
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B FisE,/Kazuyuki Iga
B KEE B el BRI A

' Government Attorney, Judicial System Department, Ministry of Justice

Wk 1 7AEICHEAE KRR RS, R 1 94ICHIE R Mr. Iga graduated from Tohoku University faculty of law in 2005
SRRV AR R, FIAMEE AT, k2 14514 and Tohoku University Law School in 2007, completed judicial
ICHCH AR, training, and was appointed a judge in January 2009. He holds the
Rk 2 84F 4 A 6 Bk, current position since April 2016.

¥B EHT Machiko Watanabe
BT - B, IEGEIEGRE TR T s
Government Attorney for the General Affairs and Planning Department, Research and Training Institute of

the Ministry of Justice; Public Prosecutor

SR 18 RIS UK FIR R AR 1%, AIAER 2/ C, = Ms. Watanabe graduated from The University of Tokyo Faculty of

B 14 4RI IHTE, PR 18 4RICKE N—/S— K K% nr  Law in 2001. Upon completing judicial training, she was appointed

—Z 27—/ LLM. ZHifF, Ak 29 4 4 H 7 5B, a public prosecutor in 2002. She obtained LLM from Harvard
University Law School in 2006. She has been in her current post
since April 2017.

AR  #E#kTastuya Sakuma
Mg, IEBE BB G R

President of the Research and Training Institute of the Ministry of Justice, Public Prosecutor

BEFN 5 6 R KA, FIAEME 2%, B Mr. Sakuma graduated from The University of Tokyo Faculty of
5 8ERIHEE, MF L LT, HaMBpssaEE, a1 Lawin 1981. Upon completing judicial training, he was appointed
BRI E, THEMRRFEES, EBAICBWT, A apublic prosecutor in 1983. Mr. Sakuma has held such posts as the
e RTIARE, RANFRAREE, FAMFHE  Director of the Special Investigation Division of the Tokyo District
LEREDIED, EESE T, EKERAEKAMSESE—  Public Prosecutors Office, Chief Prosecutor of the Maebashi
SEAE, EEY U7 AR ILAHETR S 2O, District Public Prosecutors Office and Chief Prosecutor of the
SRk 2 8 4E 6 H b Bk, Chiba District Public Prosecutors Office. He has also assumed
positions within the Ministry of Justice as the Director of the
Investigation Division of the Human Rights Bureau and the
Director of the Public Security Division of the Criminal Affairs
Bureau. In the international field, he has held posts as the First
Secretary of the Embassy of Japan in the US and the Director of the
United Nations Asia and Far East Institute for the Prevention of
Crime and the Treatment of Offenders (UNAFEI). He has been in
his current position since June 2016.

FZE HMHEF,Yumiko Chiba
EBE KEE BB elEEHE A

. Government Attorney, Judicial System Department, Ministry of Justice

TR 1 8 I RKAIE A A R, AIEERE AR T, Ms Chiba graduated from Chuo University Faculty of Law in 2006,
SERE T 94 9 HICHREHTE. completed judicial training, and became Prosecutor in September
PRk 2 944 A H 5 HLk, 2007. She holds the current position since April 2017.
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¥FFIT / Japan Patent Office

F § #x 183 Hirofumi Aoki
Y FRERT BRSSP
Senior Director of the Board of Trial and Appeal, Japan Patent Office

ERE Education
FAL R SCAE T R 2R3 Bachelor of Philosophy, Faculty of Arts and Letters, the Tohoku
FMEKFRFBEEFR & AR TERME T University
Completed the Graduate School of Business Sciences, the
E=Xa i University of Tsukuba
1984 4= FEFFIT AT Work Experience
1992 £ PIEEAE Apr. 2016-  Senior Director of the 35th Board of Trial and Appeal,
2003 4 RFFFTHHIE . BT E QR R R E R Trial and Appeal Department
2007 4F () el pERFIET RS JE 2 2014 Director of the Trademark Division, Trademark and
2011 4 R BT GEEBVEERER Customer Relations Department
2011 4F A SERSHT pAAT 1 BE A = e 2013 Director of the General Merchandise and Textiles
2013 4F  HAEBHELAR A Division, Trademark and Customer Relations
2014 F  FHEEBMIGERE Department
2016 4F 4 J U 3 53 M LIFEM R 2011 Director of the Trademark Policy Planning Office,
Trademark and Customer Relations Department
2011 Director of the International Trademark Classification
Office, Trademark and Customer Relations Department
2007 Research Director, Institute of Intellectual Property
(11P)
2003 Administrative Judge, Trial and Appeal Department
Deputy Director of the Legislative Affairs Office,
Policy Planning and Coordination Department
1992 Trademark Examiner
1984 Joined the Japan Patent Office (JPO)

& E BREKimitaka Murakami
BT FHIE
Chief Administrative Judge, Japan Patent Office

i Education
B T2 AR E L T Graduated from the Graduate School of Engineering, the
University of Tokyo (Master of Engineering)

TR .

1988 4F  HEEEFFAJT Work Experience

1992 4F AT ST 1988 Joined the Japan Patent Office (JPO)

1997 4 FREEE IR A S s B A 1992  Examiner, Patent Examination Dept.

2006 4 HFIFHEAE I BT LR A T 1997 Deputy Director, Examination Standards Office,

2008 4F SIS S L ERITREE Administrative Affairs Division

2012 4 HFIEAE S HEAR 2006 Associate Managing Examiner, 3rd Examination Dept.
AR 25 4R FE A E R R s & B o pesp 2008 Managing Examiner, 3rd Examination Dept.
HAEPRE 2012 Director, 3rd Examination Dept.

2013 & FHIIFHE Member of Expert Group of Chemistry,
TR EEENTED 2016 BEFEIK - 50 F Nomination Committee of the National Invention Award
L g FY2013

2013 Chief Administrative Judge
Study Group member in the Field of Medicine and Food,
Trial and Appeal Practitioner Study Group FY2016
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= EF,Naoko Munakata
T OEE

Commissioner, Japan Patent Office

19974 6 1 EiREENRER (EAEEER) 2017.7 Commissioner, Japan Patent Office
1998 - 6 1 @ERBURBHREHR (ENHEEZER) 2015.7 Executive Secretary to The Prime Minister
19994 7 KEBEHEBOREREBORCEE 2014.7 Director-General, Trade and Economic Cooperation
2001 4 6 H  RRFPEEIIIETT LIERTZER Bureau
200149 F Ty X2 AMEFTALET U7 BORF 2013.6 Director-General for Trade Policy

Ky —KE 7 xm— 2011.9 Director-General, Multilateral Trade System
20024 TH YVa—VUIVY NVREVIT—ALT VT Department, Trade Policy Bureau

et 4 —BEAN T — 2010.5 Director, Global Economic Policy Unit, Minister’s
2004 4 6 ] KEEESHFE (GHERBORREY) Secretariat, METI (until 2013.6)
2004 4F 12 A SUEEERiMEGRR () 77 v ar 2008.8 Director, Policy Planning, Multilateral Trade System

BUOR=EFR (2005.8~) Department, Trade Policy Bureau, METI
2008 4F 8 1 EPHECKREEEMTSHE (RiFHEY)  2004.12 Director, Textile and Clothing Division,
2010 /£ 5 1 KEHEZ m— WVRFEER (0F) BOR#E Manufacturing Industries Bureau, METI

#kER (2010.7~) 2004.6 Counselor, Commerce and Information Policy
201142 9 A J@REORR ErElEETE (0 KEWEE Bureau, METI

Ja = ViRiEER 2002.7 Visiting Scholar, The Sigur Center for Asian Studies,
20134 6 ] KEEEHHE GEEBCRRHHEY) The George Washington University
201447 7 EHREHIRE 2001.9 Visiting Fellow, Center for Northeast Asian Policy
201547 A NERBEERERMEE Studies, The Brookings Institution
2017 T A FRFITRE 2001.6 Senior Fellow, Research Institute of Economy, Trade

and Industry (RIETI) (until 2004.6)
1999.7 Director for policy planning, Economic Policy Unit,

Minister’s Secretariat, Ministry of International
Trade and Industry (MITI, METI’s predecessor)

AF  EHETReeko Imamura
RERFIT SRR
Director General, Trial and Appeal Department, Japan Patent Office

1985 4F 4 HFERFTAJT (GRS N T) April 1985 Joined the Japan Patent Office (Plastic Engineering
1989 £ 7 HFAE CEABIHMMBIENT) Division, Patent Examination

1997 45 10 A #HIE (4 43M) Department (Chemistry, Life Science and Material
2002 4 H  HOEEEHFTREE Science))

2005 =4 A S e s S B PTRA E July 1989 Examiner, Plastic Engineering Division, Patent
2005 = 10 A FaFg s =i ER LA Wi Y = R Examination Department (Chemistry, Life Science
2008 4E 7 H  FEEFHAE SIEALAET (EMaLY) and Material Science )

2010 4F 4 A PR AR E A AL EER R October 1997  Administrative Judge, the 4th Board of Trial and
2012 4E 1 HHIEES 21 800 (BE9) FHER Appeal Plastic Engineering

2013 4F 4 H A 22 #M (E&T5) & April 2002 Judicial Research Official, the Tokyo High Court
2014 4 A SRS 25 MM (M LH) MR April 2005 Judicial Research Official, the Intellectual Property
20157 H HAEB=HE High Court

201747 A HFHEE G October 2005 Director, Pharmaceutical Compounds Sub-

Division, Patent Examination Department
(Chemistry, Life Science and Material Science)

July 2008 Director, Biotechnology Division, Patent
Examination Department
(Chemistry, Life Science and Material Science)

April 2010 Director, Examination Standards Office,
Administrative Affairs Division,
Patent Examination Department (Physics, Optics,
and Social Infrastructure)

January 2012  Chief Administrative Judge (the 21st Board of Trial
and Appeal Medical Science)

April 2013 Director of the Board of Trial and Appeal, the 22nd
Board of Trial and Appeal Biotechnology

April 2014 Director of the Board of Trial and Appeal, the 25th
Board of Trial and Appeal Biotechnology

July 2015 Director-General, Patent Examination Department
(Chemistry, Life Science and Material Science)

July 2017 — present  Director-General, Trial and Appeal
Department
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EE B ABRE,Shintaro Takahara
FEFIT  SRHIERE

Director, Trial and Appeal Division, Japan Patent Office
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2006 £ 7 A
2008 4 7 H
2010 £ 4 A
2012 4 4 H
2013 £ 4 A
2014 4 7 H
2016 £ 1 A
201747 H

F8  F1J¥% Toshihide Abe
FREFIT  ERRSEHIE

7 EBEBE A AR BT

1990

1994

1998

2003

2006

2008

2010

2012

2013

2014

2016

2017

Graduated from School of Science, the University of Tokyo
(MSc)

Joined Japan Patent Office (JPO)

Examiner, Polymer Division, Patent Examination Department
(Chemistry, Life Science and Material Science), JPO

Deputy Director, First International Organization Division
(WTO & WIPO), Economic Bureau, Ministry of Foreign
Affairs

First Secretary, Permanent Mission of Japan to the International
Organizations in Geneva

Administrative Patent Judge, 24th Board of Trial and Appeal
(Polymer), Trial and Appeal Department, JPO

Director for Multilateral Policy Office, International Affairs
Division, Policy Planning and Coordination Department, JPO
Director, Secretariat of the Intellectual Property Strategy
Headquarters, Cabinet Secretariat

Director, Protein Engineering Sub-Division, Patent Examination
Department (Chemistry, Life Science and Material Science),
JPO

Director, Polymer Division, Patent Examination Department
(Chemistry, Life Science and Material Science), JPO
Director, International Policy Division, Policy Planning and
Coordination Department, JPO

Director, Organic Chemistry Division, Patent Examination
Department (Chemistry, Life Science and Material Science),
JPO

Director, Trial and Appeal Division, Trial and Appeal
Department, JPO

Executive Chief Administrative Judge, Japan Patent Office

1984 43 H
1984 4 4 A
1988 4= 4 A
1992 47 A
1997 4= 10 A
2001 4F 11 A
2002 4 6 F
2003 4F 10 A
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2005 7 A

2007 %7 A
2008 4= 7 H
2010 47 A
2012 4 7 H
2013 4 7 H
2013 4% 10 A
2016 4 10 H
2017 4 4 H
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Mar. 1984
Apr. 1984
Apr. 1988
Jul. 1992

Oct. 1997
Nov. 2001

Jun. 2002
Oct. 2003
Jul. 2005
Jul. 2007
Jul. 2008
Jul. 2010
Jul. 2012
Jul. 2013
Oct. 2013
Oct. 2016

Apr. 2017

Graduated from the Waseda University School of Science
and Engineering (Department of Resources and
Engineering)

Joined the Japan Patent Office (JPO)

Examiner, Patent Examination Dept. (Chemistry, Life
Science and Material Science)

Deputy Director, Nonferrous Metals Div., Basic Industries
Bureau, Ministry of International Trade and Industry
Administrative Judge, 13th Board of Trial and Appeal
Director for IP Management, General Coordination Div.,
Policy Planning and Coordination Dept.

Director, Technology Research Div., Intellectual Property
Support Office

Managing Examiner, Patent Examination Dept. (Textile
Processing and Packaging Machinery Div.)
Director-General, Distribution Dept., the National Center
for Industrial Property Information and Training (INPIT)
Director, Policy Planning and Research Div., Policy
Planning and Coordination Dept.

Director, Patent Examination Dept. (Logistics Assembling
Div.)

Senior Director, Patent Examination Dept. (Production
Machinery Div.)

Deputy Director-General, Patent Examination Dept.
(Automatic Control Div.)

Director of the Board of Trial and Appeal, 10th Board of
Trial and Appeal

Judicial Research Official, the Intellectual Property High
Court (IP High Court)

Director of the Board of Trial and Appeal, 12th Board of
Trial and Appeal

Executive Chief Administrative Judge



Fpi#E 1 Attorney at Law

K WI3H,/Tzumi Hayashi
Tk, BUEAERHHT S b —

Attorney-at-law, Partner, Sakurazaka Law Offices
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A FoyE,/Kazuhiro Nakamoto
R, AAFBEEARS

Ms. Hayashi is a partner of Sakurazaka Law Offices. She graduated
from the Waseda University, Faculty of Law. After passing the bar
examination in 1983, she worked as a public prosecutor and was later
registered as an attorney in Tokyo Bar Association. After working in
international and US law offices, she was a partner of Eitai Sogo
Law Offices in Tokyo from 1993 to 2014. She handles consultations,
contract negotiations, and dispute resolution including litigation and
alternative dispute resolution, regarding domestic and overseas
corporate legal affairs and intellectual property management.

She has served the Japan Intellectual Property Arbitration Center as
President (2011-2012) and the JFBA Committee on Intellectual
Property Rights as Chairperson (2013-2014). She is also busy as a
Secretary of IP Lawyers Network Japan (http://www.iplaw-
net.com), which was established in 2005 as a project of the Japan
Federation of Bar Associations.

In addition to her current role as a member of the Regulatory Reform
Council at the Cabinet Office (http://www8.cao.go.jp/kisei/en/), she
is also a visiting professor at Chuo Law School (“Strategic patent
license contracts”) since 2008.

Attorney-at-law, President of the Japan Federation of Bar Associations
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Curriculum Vitae

Born in Hiroshima, Japan. Graduated from Hiroshima University
Fukuyama High School. Graduated from Kyoto University School
of Engineering. Completed the graduate school engineering program
at Kyoto University. After working for a technology research
laboratory, he became registered as a lawyer in 1981 (graduated from
the 33rd judicial training class).

Positions held in Bar Associations

2001 Vice President, Osaka Bar Association

2007 -2008 Chair, Committee on Civil Procedure, Japan
Federation of Bar Associations

2011 President, Osaka Bar Association

2011 Vice President, Japan Federation of Bar Associations

2011 Acting Chair, Central Board on Promotion of Civil

Justice Reform, Japan Federation of Bar Associations
2016-2017 President, Japan Federation of Bar Associations

The Japan Federation of Bar Associations (JFBA) has worked
toward achieving reform of the civil code and justice system over a
period of many decades, while also aiming for reform of the
executive and damages compensation systems, achieving upgrades
to the evidence collection procedures and improvements in access to
justice to develop a more convenient and reliable legal system.

His master’s thesis was related to computer programming, and he
has continually held great interest in how legal work will be
impacted by progress in the fields of IT and Al.



S8 HEF2,Shigetoshi(Toshi) Hirano
FriE L, TR LR ARG IR R E T S — N —

Attorney-at-law, Partner, Oh-Ebashi LPC & Partners
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#H E—, Shinichi Murata

et N AR S b
Attorney-at-law, Partner, Kaneko & Iwamatsu
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Admitted to New York State Bar Association (1994); University of
Pennsylvania Law School (LL.M.) (1993) ; Admitted to Osaka Bar
Association (1989); Kyoto University (LL.B.)(1987);

Chairman, Cooperation Center for the Development of the Legal
Profession and Operation of Law Schools, Osaka Bar Association
(2016-); Vice President, Osaka Bar Association; Governor, Japan
Federation of Bar Associations; Executive Director, Kinki
Federation of Bar Associations (2015); Adjunct Instructor, Graduate
School of Law of Kyoto University (2005-, Visiting Professor
(2010-2012)) (Subject: Intellectual Property Right); Councilor,
Kyoto Comparative Law Center (2011-); Vice President, Japan
Intellectual Property Arbitration Center (2012); Representative
Facilitator, Intellectual Property Law Practice Study Group, Osaka
Bar Association (2011-2012); Chairman, Committee for the
Business of the “Japan Intellectual Property Arbitration Center”
(2010); President, Kansai Branch, Japan Intellectual Property
Arbitration Center (2010); Member, Committee on Evaluation of
Medicine-Based Inventions, Intellectual Property Division, Kyoto
University (2004-2007); Part-time Lecturer, Graduate School of
Medicine of Kyoto University (2003-2008); Part-time Lecturer,
Graduate School of Law of Kyushu University (LL.M. )(2001-
2006); Chairman, Energy and Natural Resource Committee, Inter
Pacific Bar Association (2000-2001)

Shinichi Murata is a partner at Kaneko & Iwamatsu, a Japanese law
firm especially concentrating its practice in technical litigation,
including intellectual property litigation and commercial litigation,
in Tokyo.

Mr. Murata has extensive experience on a wide range of intellectual
property matters, including Intellectual property litigation, trial for
invalidation of patents and trial for cancellation of Japan Patent
Offices' decisions, Infringement/validity opinion work, drafting and
negotiating licensing of IP rights, and drafting joint development
agreements.

Mr. Murata especially has a lot of experience in patent litigations
over various technologies including telecommunication technology,
pharmaceuticals, chemicals, electrical engineering, electronics, and
mechanical engineering.

Mr. Murata worked with Finnegan, Henderson, Farabow, Garrett &
Dunner at their offices in Washington, DC (2001-2003). Mr. Murata
received bachelor of laws degree from the Tokyo University (1992)
and was admitted to the bar in 1995.He also completed LL.M. in
Intellectual Property Law at the George Washington University
(2001). Mr. Murata is admitted to the New York State Bar.



MWE 27 Takashi Ikeda
FriE L, W EEREAR RS ITELR

Attorney-at-law, LPC partner, Takashi Ikeda Law Office
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#AR L Takefumi Suzuki
SR, VKR H SOEEFEFTT Y A b

Attorney-at-law, Associate, Nishimura & Asahi

Mr Ikeda graduated from Waseda University Faculty of Law. He was
an Oxford University Graduate School fellow between 1993-1994.
He received his master’s in March 2000 from Kobe University
Faculty of Law, and left Kobe University in March 2006 from the
PhD program in International Corporate Law. He completed LL.M
course (Master of Law) at University of Cambridge in June 2008
(concentration on WTO law, EC trade law, comparative family law
and policy, international criminal law).

He registered with the Bar in April 1996 (Osaka Bar Association),
established Takashi Ikeda Law Office in April 1999, and
incorporated this office in April 2009.

A case from 2009-2011 on which he was retained for international
divorce and custody rights dispute matters and represented the father
who was non-Japanese (this case was published in Jurist) served as
the event which led Japan to join The Hague Convention
(international convention concerning aspects of the civil code on
protecting children from abduction). Between April 2014 and March
2016, he was commissioned by Ministry of Justice and charged with
Thailand in a survey of policies to support Japanese corporations and
individuals on legal standpoints.
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Attorney-at-Law (Japan and California), Nishimura & Asahi
(Tokyo Office/Yangon Office).

Education

Tohoku University (LL.B.) (2006); Tokyo Metropolitan University
(J.D.) (2008); University of Southern California, Gould School of
Law (LL.M. with Entertainment Law Certificate) (2015).

Professional Experience

Admitted to the Japanese Bar (Daini Tokyo Bar Association) (2009);
Keiwa Sogo Law Offices (2010-2017); Kelvin Chia Yangon
Limited (2015-2016); Admitted to the California Bar (2016);
Independent contractor researching effective measures to, from a
legal perspective, support Japanese corporations and individuals in
the Republic of the Union of Myanmar (Ministry of Justice) (2016—
present); Nishimura & Asahi (2017—present).

While Mr. Suzuki reports to the Tokyo Office, he also works at the
Yangon Office and is deeply involved in Myanmar-related practices
both in Tokyo and Yangon. Mr.  Suzuki mainly handles
M&AJ/corporate matters; however, he also has a very diverse
background,  with  expertise in  dispute  resolution,
bankruptcy/restructuring, intellectual property, and finance.
Furthermore, he has also been extensively involved in investment
matters in Asia.



Wil B3 Yasufumi Shiroyama
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Attorney-at-law, Partner, Anderson Mori & Tomotsune
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Attorney-at-law, Partner, Nakamura & Partners
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Mr. Yasufumi Shiroyama is a partner of Anderson Mari &
Tomotsune, a general practice law firm in Tokyo comprising over
420 lawyers and patent attorneys. He graduated from the University
of Tokyo, Faculty of Law in 1992 and was admitted to the bar in
1994. He also studied an LLM at the UC Davis Law School. Mr.
Shiroyama has focused on domestic and global dispute resolution of
intellectual properties in various forms including patent, trademark,
copyright and trade secrets as well as transactional aspects of IP such
as license and assignment. In addition, Mr. Shiroyama is teaching
intellectual property law as a visiting professor at the University of
Tokyo, School of Law and working as a chairperson of the JFBA
Committee on Intellectual Property Rights.

Ms. Yuriko Sagara is a partner at Nakamura & Partners. After
graduating from The University of Tokyo Faculty of Law in 1999,
she was admitted to the Daini Tokyo Bar Association 2001. Ms.
Sagara obtained her LLM at Duke University Law School in 2008
and was admitted to the New York State Bar in 2010.

Her practice areas include consultation on contracts in Japan and
overseas in relation to intellectual property (IP), as well as IP
disputes on patents, trademarks, copyrights, and trade secrets. She
also offers trademark registration application services in Japan and
overseas as part of anti-counterfeiting and licensing business support
activities.

She has been a member of the Copyrights Committee of the Asia
Patent Lawyers Association since 2002, working with patent lawyers
from other Asian countries. In Japan, she has served as an instructor
for training new members (2010-2012) and for training to the
necessary knowledge and practical ability to become a counsel
concerning specific infringement lawsuits (2013-2016) at the Japan
Patent Attorneys Association. She is currently a member of the Japan
Federation of Bar Associations Intellectual Property Center (2017 -
present).
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FEA, HEWIP w3 AL b oFE

Patent Attorney, Kurose IP Management, President
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Bl #—,Shoichi Okuyama
FrEL, KOs RGITIGER
Patent Attorney, Okuyama & Sasajima
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Masashi Kurose graduated from the Department of Production and
Mechanical Engineering, Kyoto Institute of Technology in 1970.
After working for a machine manufacturer, he joined Kyowa Patent
and Law Office in 1977 and registered as a patent attorney in the
same year.

He is now an international counsellor of the Asian Patent Attorneys
Association, an auditor-secretary of the Licensing Executives
Society Japan, a Working Group member for the International
Intellectual Property Protection Forum, a visiting professor in the IP
master’s program at the Specialist Graduate School, Tokyo
University of Science and a lecturer at Hitotsubashi University
Graduate School. He possesses vast experience of IP disputes
settlement in Asia.

He has been awarded the Yellow Ribbon Medal in 2006 and the
Special Award from the Intellectual Property Association of Japan in
2009. He contributed to promoting the exchange of IP specialists
between Japan and China for over 20 years and was recognized for
such contribution the All China Patent Agents Association in 2012.
He was honored with the APAA Enduring Awards for Engaging,
Contributing and Loyalty from the Asian Attorneys Association in
2014.

Dr. Shoichi Okuyama has been Principal of Okuyama & Sasajima
since 2009. Prior to that, he had been Principal Partner at
Okuyama & Co. from 2001 to 2009. He graduated from Waseda
University, Tokyo, Japan, with a bachelor's degree in electrical
engineering with emphasis on electronics, from lowa State
University with another bachelor's degree in chemistry, and from
the University of Chicago with a Ph. D. in physical chemistry.
Registered as Japanese patent attorney in 1990. Dr. Okuyama has
received several awards including an Award of Merit from AIPPI in
2011, and a Distinguished Service Medal from The Linn Inn
Alliance of the American Inns of Court in 2013.  He was President
of the Japan Patent Attorneys Association from 2011 to 2013. He
also served as an expert member of the Intellectual Property
Strategy Headquarters organized by the Prime Minister of Japan
until 2017.
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Professor, Waseda University
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EE B4, Toshiya Watanabe
HURE: RI%ER
Vice President, the University of Tokyo

Prof. Takabayashi graduated from the Waseda University School of
Law in 1976. He then became Assistant Judge of the Tokyo District
Court in 1978. Until his retirement and return to the Waseda
University School of Law as Associate Professor in 1995, he held
such responsibilities as Assistant Judge of the Naha District Court,
Assistant Judge of the Tokyo District Court (Department of
Intellectual Property), Judge of the Matsuyama District Court, and
Judicial Research Official in charge of matters related to intellectual
property at the Supreme Court of Japan in 1990. In 1996, he was
promoted to Professor. He has been engaged in the education and
study of intellectual property law ever since. He is currently
President of the Japan Association of Industrial Property Law,
Director of the Copyright Law Association of Japan, and the
Chairperson of the Patent System Subcommittee under the
Intellectual Property Subcommittee, Industrial Structure Council.
He is the author of Patent Law from the Ground Up - 5th Edition
(Yuhikaku), Copyright Law from the Ground Up - 3nd Edition
(Yuhikaku), and Standard Civil Procedure for Those Who Work with
Intellectual Property (Japan Institute for Promoting Invention and
Innovation). He has also written a number of research papers on
intellectual property law.
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Toshiya Watanabe finished the doctoral course of inorganic material
engineering faculty at Tokyo Institute of Technology. He joined
TOTO LTD. in 1984 and, after serving the company as assistant
director of the Photo Frontier Business Promotion Center, he was
appointed to become guest professor at University of Tokyo’s
Research Center for Advanced Science and Technology in 1998.
Later, he was appointed as professor of the same center in 2001.
Currently he is a Professor of the Policy Alternatives Research
Institute and Technology Management for Innovation (TMI). He is
also general manager of the Division of University Corporate
Relations, head of the Office of Export Control, guest professor of
MIP at Professional Graduate School of Tokyo University of Science
and a chairman of the Intellectual Property Association of Japan. He
held the position of member of the Industrial Structure Council of
the Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry. He is a chairman of
planning committee of Cabinet Council Intellectual Property
Headquarter. He received Nikkei Biz Tech Award in 2002 and won
the Prime Minister’s Prize in 2004 for his contribution in forming
the alliance of industry-government-academia.
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=8  #H8,/Hiroaki Sano
ERERTEGRASE MU PETRE

General Manager, IP Department, Sumitomo Electric Industries, Ltd.
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BAY  {Eth Hiroya Okumura

RAEGTERKSE Ve— L IP~y K

-1984.03 B.S., and M.S. degrees in polymer chemistry from
Kyoto University

1984.04 - Sumitomo Electric Industries, Ltd

1984.07  Yokohama Research Laboratories (R&D in fiber optics
and cables)

1997.07 Intellectual Property Department (Patent proceedings,
licensing and lawsuit relating to optical communication
devices)

2006.03  General Manager, Optical Material Applications R&D
Department, Optical Communication R&D
Laboratories (R&D in fiber optics and applications)

2009.08  General Manager, Planning Department, R&D General
Planning Division

2012.04  General Manager, Intellectual Property Department

2016.05  Managing Director, Japan Intellectual Property

Association(Managing Trademark Committee, and
Industrial Design Committee)

Global Head of IP, Takeda Pharmaceutical Company Limited
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Hiroya Okumura was appointed to the Head of Therapeutic Area
Unit (IP), Takeda Pharmaceutical Company limited in 2015, and was
concurrently appointed to IP Region Head of Takeda Boston, Takeda
Pharmaceutical International Company in 2016.

Mr. Okumura joined Takeda Intellectual Property Department in
2004, after registered as Patent attorney in Japan in 2002. Prior to
joining Intellectual Property Department, Mr. Okumura had worked
as Associate Director in Takeda's Research laboratory, and had co-
authored about 10 scientific manuscripts and abstracts and named an
inventor or co-inventor on more than 25 issued patents.

Mr. Okumura received degrees of Master of Technology and
Bachelor of Technology from Kyoto University, in 1988 and 1986
respectively.



B  FuEZ/Kazuhiko Tsutsumi
AARRFEEESGS MOMEZES

GRS

Chair of Sub-Committee on Policy Planning of Committee on Intellectual Property, KEIDANREN
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1976

1978

1987

1982

1994 - 1995
2003

2008 - 2010
2010 - 2014
2014 -
2013 -
2014 -

2015 - 2017
2017

Graduated from Department of Metallurgy, Osaka
University

Graduated from Graduate School of Engineering,
Osaka University

Doctor of Engineering from Graduate School of
Engineering Science, Osaka University,

Joined Mitsubishi Electric Corporation, Materials
Engineering Laboratory

Visiting Researcher, MESA Research Institute,
University of Twente, The Netherlands

Senior Manager, Sensor Products Dept., Himeji
Works

Group Vice President, General Manager, Advanced
Technology R&D Center

Executive Officer, Vice President, Corporate R&D
Corporate Adviser, Mitsubishi Electric Corporation
Chair of Sub-Committee on Policy Planning of
Committee on Intellectual Property, KEIDANREN
Member of the Japanese Industrial Standards
Committee (JISC)

Member of the IEC Market Strategy Board (MSB)
Member of the IEC (International Electrotechnical
Commission) Council Board (CB)
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Senior Registrar, Supreme Court
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Pg Masni Pg Hj Bahar

Senior Magistrate, Intermediate Court Judge
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Education

1995
1997
1998
2001

Canning College, Perth, Western Australia

Bellerbys College, Cambridge, United Kingdom
Buckingham University, Buckingham, United Kingdom
Bar Vocational Course, University of the West of
England, Bristol

Work Experience

2003
2006

Deputy Public Prosecutor, Attorney’s General Chambers
Magistrate/Registrar of the Supreme Court, Deputy
Probate Officer, Deputy Official Receiver, Coroner and
Marriage Registrar

2010 - 2015

2011

Magistrate, Magistrate’s Court in the Kuala Belait
District

Senior Registrar of the Supreme Court

Secretariat of Enforcing Contracts for the Brunei
Judiciary under the Ease of Doing Business, World Bank

Education

1993 Bachelor of Law Degree, University of Wales,
College of Cardiff

1997 Certificate of Legal Practice, University of

Malaysia

Work Experience

1995 - 2001
1995 - 2000

1999

2001 - 2010
2002 - 2010

2008

2010 - 2013
2013 - 2017

2015

Legal Officer, Attorney General’s Chamber
Crime Division Unit

Deputy Public Prosecutor

Magistrate, Judiciary Department

Kuala Belait and Tutong Subordinate Courts
Senior Magistrate

Bandar Seri Begawan

Supreme Court

Judge, Intermediate Court
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Chay Chandaravan
Judge, Appellate Court
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Education
1992 - 1994

1993 - 1998
1997 - 2000
2001 - 2004
2002 - 2003

2003 - 2005

Diploma of Accounting at the School of Business
(Associate Degree)

Bachelor of Law, Faculty of Law and Economic
Sciences

Diploma of Public Administration, Royal School
of Administration

Year-three student Bachelor of Arts in English at
IFL, Advanced Level

Master of Laws, National University of Singapore,
Singapore

Professional Training for Judges and Prosecutors,
Royal School for Judges and Prosecutors

Work Experience

1995 - 1997

1997
1998 -
1999 -
2000
2001

2001-

2001 - 2002

2004

2005

2006 - 2009
2009 -

Legal Assistant, Center of Legal Research and
Documentation at the National Assembly supported by
The Asian Foundation

Legal Assistant, UNOPS, UNDP

Lawyer (Suspended)

Court Clerk, Appellate Court

Part-Time Law Lecturer, Human Resource
Development Institute

Legislative Analyst, National Assembly supported
by World Bank

Professor of Laws (Subject: insurance law, business law,
introduction to law, administrative law, urbanization law,
land law, criminal law, civil law, international
human right law, public administration, international
organization, international business law, contract
law, company law, labor law, and intellectual
property rights law)

Legal Research, Legal Service Department of the
National Election Committee (NEC)

Study tour to the Philippines Judicial Academy
and to attend a workshop on gender issues
Internship at France’s lower court, Tribunal De
Grand Instance

Judge, Kompong Cham Provincial Court

Current position
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Judge, Appellate Court
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Education
2002

2003

2003 - 2005
2006

2009

2010

LL.B., Norton University, Phnom Penh,
Cambodia

Bachelor of Business Administration (BBA)
National University of Management, Phnom
Penh, Cambodia

Student Judge, Royal School for Judges and
Prosecutors (RSJP), Phnom Penh, Cambodia
Diploma of Magistrate, Royal School for Judges
and Prosecutors (RSJP), Phnom Penh, Cambodia
Student of Commercial Judge, Royal Academy
for Judicial Professions (RAJP), Phnom Penh,
Cambodia

LL.M. (Private Law), Royal University of Law
and Economics, Phnom Penh, Cambodia

Work Experience

2004 - 2005

2005

2006 - 2009

2006

2008 -

2009 - 2014
2014 -

Intern judge/prosecutor

Siem Reap Provincial First Instance Court,
Cambodia

Battambang Provincial First Instance Court,
Cambodia

Svay Rieng Provincial First Instance Court,
Cambodia

Intern at the Subordinate Courts of Singapore on
judicial administration, court affairs, practice of
common law system, court management system,
and electronic filing system (EFS)

Judge, Kandal Provincial First Instance Court,
Cambodia

Participated in training on the draft civil code and
civil procedure code of Cambodia for trainers at
the Royal School of Judges and Prosecutors of the
Royal Academy for Judicial Professions, Phnom
Penh, Cambodia

Trainer, Royal Academy for Judicial Professions
(RAJP), Phnom Penh, Cambodia

Judge , Phnom Penh Municipal Court

Current position
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Jie CHEN

Attorney-at-Law, Partner, Linda Liu Group
Manager of Legal Department
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Lin HAN
Attorney-at-Law, Beijing Kangda Law Firm
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© Specialty:
IP infringement litigation
Administrative proceedings
Border seizure,
Copyright works protection
Domain name disputes
IP right licensing and technology transferring
© Education:
LL.B., Zhejiang University, College of Economics,
International Economic Law, China, 2002
LL.M., Zhejiang University, College of Economics,
Economic Law, China, 2005
© Working Experience:
Linda Liu Group, Attorney-at-Law, Apr. 2005 - present

© Introduction:

+ Jie CHEN represents clients from medium sized companies to
Fortune 500 around the world.

She helped Bridgestone Corporation win a favorable decision
enforcing its design patent in the Supreme People’s Court in
the retrial.

+ The case was elected as Top 50 Typical Cases of Intellectual
Property Protection of the Year by Supreme Court, for her
success in establishing the benchmark on “how to determine the
relationships among the existing prior design, the accused
infringing product and patent involved, while the defendant
claims the defense of prior design”.

+ She represented a major consumer electronics company as the
plaintiff in a design patent infringement lawsuit, where it was
awarded RMB 3.2 million compensation.

In a recent case, she successfully established indirect
infringement in court for patent owner, which is still
uncommon in China.

Graduate of Kwansei Gakuin University Faculty of Law. Masters
from China University of Political Science and Law and

qualification from

International Federation of Accountants

(IFAC).

His expertise are in the areas of contracts, corporate litigation and
arbitration work, and intellectual property rights work (patents,
trademarks, copyrights), and he provides legal advice, and drafts
and revises contracts; investment strategies for corporate finance;
and due diligence and planning for M&A. Furthermore, he has a
thorough understanding of Japan’s antitrust act, and also provides
consulting to several Japanese corporations in China.
Representative matters:

1.

Copyright litigation of Mushi Production vs Beijing Sohu
New Era Information Technology, Beijing Goodfeel
Technologies, and Beijing Bihai Network Technologies.
Advised investment company(China) on daily legal work,
drafting and revising contracts, and due diligence of foreign
investment banks and businesses.

Advised on IPO of media company(China)and on online
shows and movies produced by this company.

Advised on “My New Sassy Girl” which was co-produced
by media companies in China and Korea.

Advised logistics company(China)on daily legal work,
drafting and revising contracts, and due diligence of foreign
investment banks and businesses.



Liu Lei
Attorney-at-Law, Beijing Kangda Law Firm

Member and Secretary-General Beijing Trademark Specialists Association

Member, Copyrights Specialists Association
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Ms. Liu Lei received her certificate of graduation from World
Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) in December 2005, and is
trained on all areas including patents, trademarks, copyrights, cyber
attacks, and unfair competition, and negotiated a favorable settlement
when she was counsel to a large complex litigation.

Her representative matters relating to intellectual property:

1.

2.

3.

6.

7.

Patent infringement case between a company in China and
OSRAM in Germany

Software patent infringement case between BORUANDA in the
US and Softbrain China

Unfair competition case between 1t 585 A TR FEA R and K
HESEITA PR W]

Copyright dispute by television show “Storm in Shanghai”
Copyright dispute by television show “Advocating Divorce is a
Crime”

Copyright dispute of Zhuang Yu vs Guo Jingming , publishing
house Shunpusha

Infringement case on in information network product of Xian JY
Digital Entertainment and Shanghai Juli Media Technology.

She has a long experience of cooperation with several Japanese leading
companies, and her legal counsel has always been received to good
reviews.

Chinese Attorney-at-Law, Chinese Patent & Trademark Attorney

Co-Managing Partner of Linda Liu & Partners
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© Specialty: Prosecution, Litigation,Anti-counterfeiting,

Licensing, IP management regarding patent,
trademark,Copyright

© Working Languages: Chinese, Japanese
© Study Experience:

Japanese Patent Attorney Association, Advanced Studies in
Japanese IP law, Mar. 1981 — Mar. 1982

Visiting scholar, studying Japanese IP rights and litigation,
Jan. 1991 — Jul. 1991

© Working Experience:

Patent and Trademark Office of China Council for
Promotion of International Trades (CCPIT), Vice
President, Aug. 1969-Dec. 2001

King & Wood PRC Lawyers, president, Jan. 2002-2005
Linda Liu & Partners, Co-Managing Partner, Jan. 23, 2005-
present

© Legislation Experience:

Since 1979, Mr. Wei assisted in drafting and amending the
following laws:

Trademark Law of P.R.C, Patent Law of P.R.C,

Contracts for Technology Law of the P.R.C, and Copyright
Law of the PR.C

Administration Regulation of Technology- Introduction
Contracts

Regulations on Patent Attorneys.

© Community Activities:

Executive Director of China Intellectual Property Society
Director of China Trademark Association
Director of All-China Patent Agents Association



Yan Lian

Attorney-at-Law, Beijing Kangda Law Firm, Partner and Chief of Business Group No 10

Yan Lian i 132 DR =+FDO X+ U 7 OP T, Fttho
T U ER, MEiath, A7 4 TR, ZEESM, FER
1T, BT E R - hARMR TR TE A EOERY—
ERZHEME L CE 7, IEFEORVIEEMG & B RS
BB AR (T FOERIIEREESOX THE &, 5F
ICRAIEAEIR T FEEIR T (W ¥EREOR#EET) . FiE
HERY G, AIEBEABIIE, BE . B & EAREE, BRI
Bff, 2t EEEY o — hu =2 [ HAEREOH
7 E O TIE, RO & BB R EBERBR A o T
Wb, £ REOEBRHZFFO Yan Lian 77 1%, &%
FHEAREET— R B RS, B2 R OB @hig <1
HEPR PR AT VRIS B WM T 7 = > 7 & kg0,

Zhang Xiaojin

Ms Yan Lian has provided high-quality, efficient legal counsel to
several television stations, film production companies, media
companies, multinational companies, investment banks,
commercial banks, and large and medium sized companies for
almost 30 years. Her knowledge of the law is vast and she is a
serious expert, covering all aspects of international business in her
daily work. She in particular holds a wealth of expertise and deep
understanding of the principles and theories of systems concerning
trademark infringement, patent infringement (including protection
of confidential technology), copyright disputes, prevention of
unfair competition, investment, finance, capital management,
M&A, IPO, international syndicated loans, and state-owned
companies. Furthermore, she comes with years of work
experience and has developed her own techniques for design
capital operation mode, resolution of issues in transactional
structure, complex business negotiation, and investments and
finance in the film industry.

Division Chief Judge, Beijing Intellectual Property Court
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Zhou Liting
Judge, Beijing Intellectual Property Court

Judge Zhang Xiaojin, female, Bachelor of Law in China
University of Political Science and Law, Master and Doctor of
Law in Peking University, DESS in University of Montreal in
Canada, presently works as Chief-Judge in the Second Trial
Division in Beijing Intellectual Property Court.

Judge Zhang started to work in the field of intellectual property
trial in 1992. Till now she has heard lots of complicated and new-
type cases with high social concern, such as “Porsche” Case of
copyright protection of architecture and “Business Method”
software related administrative case of patent invalidity, and had
gotten Second Prize of Excellent Judgments by Supreme People’s
Court of China. She was awarded the Second-Class Merit, “March
8th” Medal of Beijing, the honorable titles of Excellent Judge of
Beijing courts, Trial Experts of Beijing courts, Advanced
individuals in international judicial exchanges and cooperation of
national courts, Intellectual Property Guiding Expert of China, and
Excellent Contribution of Technology Law in China. Many of
Judge Zhang’s academic papers and research reports were
awarded prizes in Academic seminar of national and Beijing
courts.

Zhou Liting Ki%, dLrUamakiEtEEoETH D, HE
BOERFICHE W T LLB (Ri#%15) K OVLLM (REFFRAREK)
DEENLZ TS L 72, 2005 20 & BEA 1R R OG0 FEF TED
&, 1,300 RLL EFFEL . ZhIZiE, BRI — R L
57 4—F v v b (Wechat) PEHEF 70 &, BMET, Br
LW 2 BN EER D, ik oHikD 5> Ho—
O, 5 3 [al P E A M PE R SR E AR SR AT T 1 E
WAL, BIOHRIE, ACRTE AT OB 5 72k 100 O—o
I Tz, FETOMILISMNT b | PHEE N O

EFEEOMIEAEY L, HE < 0BT FEEZRERL T
%, AROESH I FO— N b#En Tz,
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Zhou Liting is a judge of Beijing Intellectual Property Court. She
obtained her LLB(Economic Law)and LLM(Civil Procedure
Law)from China University of Political Science and Law. She has
heard over 1,300 civil and executive intellectual property cases
since 2005, including lots of complicated and new-type cases,
such as “Wechat” trademark Case, the first case in magic work.
One of her judgement has won the First Award of the 3rd National
Intellectual Property Qualified Judicial Documents Competition,
and one of her judgement has been named 100 Outstanding
Judgement of Beijing Courts. Except for trial work, she is in
charge of the research on the trademark case and competition case,
and published a lot of theoretical articles. She was honored as
Beijing Excellence Judge.



A > R 7 FnERepublic of Indonesia

Anne Rusiana, S.H., M.Hum
Judge, Surabaya District Court

R Education
1986 AT TR < by b RFEFEE 1986 Faculty of Law, Sebelas Maret University
R Work Experience
1992 BHEEE 1992 Appointed as a judge and worked in various
LAKE, IROFHIFTE Ok % 72BN B\ T district courts including;
rpe - Lamongan District Court
T ' MG EHFT - Gresik District Court
A Zs: vt 50 - Sungguminasa District Court
A7 YR - Melang District Court
~ 7 L HIT R - Banjarmasin District Court
Ny D v~ MG EHFT
Pujiastuti Handayani, S.H., M.H.
Chief Judge, Tanjung Karang District Court
FRE Education
1985 HO v~ HRE (Varlyy vy EEmzE 1985 Faculty of Law, Gadjah Mada University,
Yogyakarta, Indonesia
TG
1986 - 1990  HHI Bt Work Experience
1991 BHETE 1986 -1990 Trainee judge
PR, R OFMFTE OB« e filpTic sy 1991 Appointed as a judge and worked in various
THEH district courts including;
Nz o~ AHFEHFT (PR vy 7)) 3K - Bayumas District Court (Central Java)
HE - Pontianak District Court (West Kalimantan)
RUT 4 T 7 WEHAE (WA Y~ - Rangkasbitung District Court (Banten)
z2v) BHE - Bekasi District Court (West Java)
TUHAE by VG (v - West Jakarta District Court (Jakarta)
V) BHE - Chief Judge, Garut District Court (West Java)

A HHEHFT (WYY T) BHE
P X VA G (Vv L)
HoeflE

ANy NFEHFT (Y Y U) Fik
T Hy THWHENET (heY v U) Br
i

Va7 VB HTEIET (Y A H)
FeHE
Ny Ry o W TR R
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- Chief Judge, Cilacap District Court (Central Java)
- West Jakarta District Court (Jakarta)
- Vice Chief Judge, Balebandung District Court



KB [E Republic of Korea

Hwan Soo KIM
Presiding Judge, Patent Court of Korea

BiAEk

- 2015 FE~BUE : WERETFEBEECH R

- 2017 SE~BUE ¢ 2017 FEBRAA M EERHI T SRR
BaR

JChk

- 2014 4 Y U VHH T EREECHIR

— 2011 4E~2013 4E: 7 v L rhit kR ot &

- 2008 E~2010 4F: WEEKERAS B HEHE BT EdR

~ 2007 4 SBMELFIERERECHIR

- 2005 4E~2006 4F: Y UL ESEERE (IP &) HIF

- 2003 FE~2004 4F: RRERERATBULCEN 5 R R
R&

~ 1994 FE~2002 4F: KR IERE, > L v S i
/eI 5 TR

~ 1992 4E~1994 4E: KEEREZHIEBE

- 1995 4E Y UV RS EE L

- 1992 4EREE KIERE B FIENHERE I TIEE (R

RS
- 1989 4R Y U LRIERIES -
Hie
- 2015 FE~HUE . DHHEHHOBE I m s T A

(Education Program for Newly appointed

Judges) | OHEUHEE
- 2015 E~BULE ¢ THREIE L REF S (Korea Law and

Economics Association) | El&E
- 2010 4R ¢ EHERSER IR B Bd%
- 2001 #E~2002 4 : KA YD 2~V REFEHFIRE
s FEE
Hwan soo KIM [Xi%, 2015 4= LUK ERFFERE O #Hl R
2B L, FRPPID CHHIER Sz o 1995 F0
ZEThD, TOEMBEEIE, AME, TRk 0L
LREFTHD, Y UNKFRINDEREOPL (Y=
LLB, IE#EE=LLM) ZHfGL T\ 5, 2001 E2b
2002 4ED TAEH KA Y DX 2 U~ RENHEEIFER
L LTS L7z, 2010 RICIRIE R ER K FBE D IE
R L L CHEDEB I T,
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Current Position

2015~present: Presiding Judge, Patent Court of Korea
2017~present: Chair, 2017 International IP Court
Conference Organizing Committee

Prior Positions

2014: Presiding Judge, Seoul Eastern District Court
2011~2013: Presiding Judge, Seoul Central District Court
2008~2010: Professor of Judicial Research & Training
Institute attached to the Supreme Court of Korea

2007: Presiding Judge, Kwangjoo District Court
2005~2006: Judge, Seoul High Court(IP department)
2003~2004: Deputy Director General, Litigation Affairs
Bureau, Ministry of Court Administration, Supreme
Court of Korea

1994~2002: Judge, Suwon District Court/Seoul Central
Court/Kwangjoo District Court, etc.

1992~1994: Judge Advocate of Republic of Korea Air
Force

Education

Master of Laws, Seoul National University, 1995

Law Professional Training, Judicial Research & Training
Institute attached to the Supreme Court of Korea
(licensed as a lawyer), 1992

Bachelor of Laws, Seoul National University, 1989

Experience

2015~present: A member of faculty of “Education
Program for Newly appointed Judges”

2015~present: Vice president of “Korea Law and
Economics Association”

2010: Adjunct Professor of Yonsei University Law school
2001-2002: Visiting Scholar, Munich University,
Germany

Short Biography

Hwan soo KIM is a presiding judge of Patent Court of
Korea since 2015. He has been a judge since his first
appointment in 1995. His areas of expertise are
intellectual property, criminal procedure, and Law &
Economics. He holds law degrees from Seoul National
University (LL.B, LL.M). He was invited as visiting
scholar at Munich University in Germany for 1 year
between 2001 and 2002. He taught law school students as
an adjunct professor of Yonsei University Law school
2010.



Jootag Yoon
Judge, Patent Court of Korea

- 2014 fE~BUE: wREREFERCH S

Tk

- 2011 fE~2014 4F: KT HERE 22 28 SR

- 2007 4E~2011 4F: B JFHLG R 9

- 2006 E~2007 4E: V) U VHHLDT IR

- 2004 42~-2006 £E: VL SRR IR T

- 2004 EREEKIERL B FEHERE I TEE (Rl
FEEUAS)

- 1996 EY UANKFEER A B a— 2 — T LYt

ik JEE

- 2005 FE~BITE: FREEIRIEGE R M PEIEFFE S A v —

- 2016 4E: KEH Y T A =T RETF—EAKRE B
A

Wi JEE

Jootag Yoon i, 2014 LI E RFa AR O 4 %
5, KT CHEHFIEH SN0 2004 F0 2 &
Thb, TOFMELIL, MWMEROHEETHD, YV
VRS LD ARG LTV D, 1ERKED S
U7 4 =T KREF—EARPLEAMER L L TRES
iz,

Sang-Wook Han
Attorney-at-Law, KIM & CHANG

Current Position
- 2014~present: Judge, Patent Court of Korea

Prior Positions

- 2011~2014: Judge, Anyang Branch Court of Suwon District
Court

- 2007~2011: Judge, Changwon District Court

- 2006~2007: Judge, Seoul Eastern District Court

- 2004~2006: Apprentice Judge, Seoul Central District Court

Education

- Law Professional Training, Judicial Research & Training
Institute attached to the Supreme Court of Korea (licensed as
a lawyer), 2004

- Bachelor of Science in Engineering, Department of
Electrical and Computer Engineering, Seoul National
University, 1996

Experience

- 2005~present: Member , Intellectual Property Law Study,
Supreme Court of Korea

- 2016: Visiting Scholar, University of California, Davis,
US.A

Short Biography
Jootag Yoon is a judge of Patent Court of Korea since 2014.
He has been a judge since his first appointment in 2004. His
areas of expertise are intellectual property and bankruptcy.
He holds science in engineering degrees from Seoul National
University. He was invited as a visiting scholar at University
of California, Davis, in U.S.A. for 1 year.

Sang-Wook Han 773 ik, MBMEHESE & AART T 2
T4 AFBITE LTV D,

1991 T4 « IRIEAEFBATICARL L, EERAY 72 A0 FEHE
| G EICBE LT o, FICHARO EEA A ST ERR
MZadedea (B UCRERT, RAEE. RBHE. BIEHER O34k
TRENRIS PEMERD P B D B A AR A T & T,

iz, EBIAMERER GBI D SRR E b L1
< OMEEREEXE L TEX TRV, FRCHAROMPMPE
HEOY P TR I FUR KA B Haz IS 54K & 35T Tl
DEPHRKE D] LWHIREH L TEY ., [FET Han
il LT B EOR IC 3 D Rl & THGERA ik % 724
FELTWD, BEL RBEREESO [F5F IP) ~7#
EZESRMZER L LT, wERMNMEERE RO
SR E U OERIER RIEE 4 LT\ 5,
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Sang-Wook Han is an attorney in the firm's Intellectual Property
Practice Group and Japanese Practice Group.

Since joining the firm in 1991, Mr. Han's practice focuses on
domestic and international IP-related disputes. Mr. Han also
counsels multinational and major Japanese companies on a
multitude of issues, ranging from strategic client counseling to IP
portfolio management. For nearly two decades, Mr. Han has
advised multinational companies in the areas of evolving
technology, Internet, patents, trademarks and copyrights, as well
as complex litigation.

Over the years, Mr. Han has been selected to give presentations on
Korean IP law and related dispute resolution matters in seminars
worldwide. Mr. Han was also involved in the official Korean
translation of Patent Laws, a Japanese-language authoritative
publication on Japanese patent law authored by Professor
Nakayama at Tokyo University. Mr. Han, with Professor
Nakayama, also co-authored a book titled "Future of IPR,” which
was published in Japanese and Korean in 2011. Mr. Han has been
also involved in IP promotion activities as an IP expert such as
Committees for National Assembly and National IP Committee.
He is also working as a president of Korean IP Lawyers’
Association.



Yoon-Hee KIM
Attorney-at-Law, Partner, SHIN&KIM

Yoon-Hee KIM it £ 1% . #f EH o & B E A iz
(SHIN&KIM) ?/3— hF—& LT, EICHBIMERES B
LHAREEAZHLE LTINS,

2003 FED AFELR, REFETOHIK (L) &iE L TR -
HEMEI LA A, W EEE - T RBED
TN A PEME B DRI T RANA A& T 5708, )
BT 5 BRI Ao T\ D, B, HARTO
B LRSI R A IS, AREE~DOSERY
— A =R AR L TN D,

ZZUFJ VY —F &z Vs 47 «JPO - METI i
D T FRALRR S A U L 7o i PERE D 8 ) 72 ER )
L (g4 812815 %5 SEP (Standard Essential Patent)
BT D4 OFFIENTE GEERM) b smLi,
BUTE, BB TEBEE - maki PEis s £ 8, v o
NGRSO TEEZASER] BRZRLO T
FEZARZH) LLULHLTND,
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Ms. Yoon-Hee Kim is a Partner at Shin & Kim, a Korean law firm.
Ms. Kim’s main areas of practice include patent litigation, client
counseling on intellectual property issues and general counseling
to Japanese corporations.

Since joining the firm in 2003, she has represented her clients in
lawsuits and provided legal advice in various areas and aspects of
intellectual property rights including patent, trade secret,
copyright, design right and also issued under the Korean Unfair
Competition Act. Based on her engineering background, Ms. Kim
provides an in depth advice in patent or trade secret issues. In
addition, she is providing various legal services to Japanese
corporations based on her experience of studying and working for
law firms in Japan.

Ms. Kim participated in research studies on Korea part of
“Research and Investigation Into the Proper Management of
Intellectual  Property Rights Using Intellectual-Property
Management Organizations” and “Disputes of Standard Essential
Patent in Telecommunication” for Mitsubishi UFJ Research &
Consulting, JPO and METI. At the present time, she is actively
involved the Legal Advisory Committee on International
Investment and Intellectual Property rights of the Ministry of
Justice, the International Committee of Seoul Bar Association and
the Regulatory Evaluation Committee of Ministry of Public Safety
and Security.



7 A A NRERFEHF0E,Lao People's Democratic Republic

Chanthanom Sirivath

Justice, Civil Chamber of the People’s Supreme Court

Ompasa Sayakoummane

2R

1995 U T T ERER R
2011 B E SR FAEFE -

ERPE

U T v o NRBHBTI A

Education

1995 Diploma of Law, School of Law in Vientiane Lao
PDR

2011 Master Degree of Law, Yokohama National

University, Japan

Work Experience
- Judge, Criminal Division of the People’s
Vientiane Capital Court

Vice Chief Judge of the Criminal Chamber of the People’s Central High Court

i

75
2000 - 2004 e N BEH T

7 & AERRAERBORFI LY+

2004 - R N R S R R Y
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Education
- Bachelor, Faculty of Law and Political Science,
National University of Lao

Work Experience
2000 — 2004 People’s Supreme Court
2004 People’s Central High Court



~ L —37 /Malaysia

&

\

Hanipah Binti Farikullah
Judge, Kuala Lumpur High Court

R

1983 ~ 7Y RFEF L ()

1991 TARY AT 4 ARF (U =—)LR) EF
B+ (B

R

1983-1985 VLRGSR E AT FEEA R L
1985 - 1988 I T TN T R B SESE

e
1989 - 1991  {REE LR
2002 VRS R A R L s R e &

2002 - 2007 7 LT Vv YAMEEAM

2007 - 2010  EBEREESE

2010 - 2011 7T TN TV T (P T)
A=A E (Judicial Commissioner)

2011 - 2012 7T TN TSR (P 5)
SENRA PE RIS EH T (Judicial
Commissioner)

2013 - 2014 7T T T i R T P S
(NCC1) #fIE

2014 -2015 ¥« 77 AREHMET (NCVC 6)

Education
1983
1991 - 1992

LL.B. (Hons), University Malaya
LL.M. (Commercial Law), University of
Abersywth, Wales, United Kingdom

Work Experience

1983 - 1985

1985 - 1988

1989 - 1991
1992 - 2002

2002 - 2007

2007 - 2010

2010 - 2011

2011 - 2012

2013 - 2014

2014 - 2015
2016 - 2017

2017 -

Federal Counsel, Drafting Division, Attorney
General's Chambers

Senior Assistant Registrar, Kuala Lumpur High
Court

Legal Advisor, Ministry of Health Malaysia
Senior Federal Counsel, Advisory Division,
Attorney General's Chambers

Secretary of Putrajaya Corporation (JUSA C),
Putrajaya Corporation

Head of Advisory Division, Attorney General's
Chambers

Judicial Commissioner, Kuala Lumpur High Court
(Commercial 7)

Judicial Commissioner, Kuala Lumpur High Court
(Commercial 5), Intellectual Property

Judge, Kuala Lumpur High Court, Commercial
Division NCC1

Judge, Shah Alam High Court (NCVC 6)
Judge, Kuala Lumpur High Court, Appellate
Special Power Division

Current position

Education
1988

LL.B., University of Malaya

BHE
2016 - 2017 I T TN TV R TR R D
wouE
2017- B
Wong Kian Kheong
Judicial Commissioner, Intellectual Property Division, Kuala Lumpur High Court
i3
1988 ~ 7Y R L
1989 Tr7 Yy VREEAEL

(o7 VoY e VBT N—T b
W~ T R N ORKELEEA)

Tk pEE

1990 < L— 7 i LB R U

1990 - 1996 BB RETRESTHREF

1997 T R B RS T R B A Fp o

1997-2014  Fi#Et

2014-2015 7 7 T2 T i A R T
EHFHEHE (Judicial Commissioner)

2016 - Hik
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1989

Master of Law, University of Cambridge on a full
scholarship from “Cambridge Commonwealth
Trust—Shell Group of Companies”

Work Experience

1990
1990 - 1996

1997

1997 - 2014
2014 - 2015

2016 -

Admitted to Malaysian Bar

Deputy Public Prosecutor in Prosecution Division,
Attorney General’s Chambers

Federal Counsel in Advisory and International Law
Division, Attorney General’s Chambers

Legal practice

Judicial Commissioner, New Commercial Court,
Kuala Lumpur High Court

Current position



Min Thant

HFRILFNE Republic of the Union of Myanmar

Assistant Director, Law and Procedure Department, Office of the Union Judiciary Supervision, Supreme

Court of the Union

FE
1994
2001

TR
2001 -

2017 -

Myo Tint

Yo UREES
Y OVESIRFEEE L G ERR)

FRECHIFTHISEAG (1 4)
FEREAHAE Q4)
FRECHIFTB BT (2 4)
FRECHIPTECHI T (4 48)

Bk
JICAWEEEXE e Y27 FU—F
YT TN—T R N—

Justice, Supreme Court of the Union

Education
1994 LL.B., Yangon University
2001 LL.M., Seoul National University, South Korea

Work Experience

2001 - Deputy Township Judge, 1 year
Deputy Staff Officer, 8 years
Additional Township Judge, 2 years
Township Judge, 4 years

2017 - Current position
Working Group Member of the Office of the
Union Supreme Court’s Program for Establishing
Effective IP Trial System in Myanmar with
support from JICA

i
1980

TR
2015 - 2016

2017-

YA U RFEY

e R R
(HHE & LT 33 R DfeBR)

1k
I ERCHI T EIE G E R SR B R
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Education
1980 LL.B., Yangon Arts and Science University

Work Experience
2015 - 2016 Director General, Office of the Supreme Court of
the Union

2017 - Current position
Chair of the Implementation Committee of
Judicial Strategic Plan of the Supreme Court of
the Union



7 ¢ U B 3LF0E Republic of the Philippines

Dennis Zaballero Alcantar

Executive Judge, Regional Trial Courts, Cagayan de Oro City

ERE

1972 - 1976 NEZIVKRET T XA T
3/

1982 - 1987 NETARET T I - F
L

1996 - 1998 NETVRKRET T ARA T
EYZEZCEN

TER FEE

1976 - 1989 HHY e F e Fufizs Ve -7
AT REITR— T A AT b
W7 AL S NASR T

1988 - 2011 AAY T FutiVet T o H
W v KRB A%

1989 - 1990 HH X T A a i BT 19
XRELE

1990 - 1998 AAY v T A a AR
FITER 10 MK AR P 1

1995 - 1998 AAY > T - A aHAER
e 10 H X TR A=

1996 - 1998 AAY T A a AR
e 10 #1X OIC #XFT &

1998 - 2004 HIPIZAMOY Y —r -2 T 0=
U 7 BRI R E TR R

2000 - 2016 NEZVKRET TR F - WY
TTBORFBR BB E « PR 1 b
Rz

2004 - 2008 W I RN A =& AT ECHI TS
44 AR

2008 - AT A a it BT 18
SR (RERIpESERCHIT, A N—J05R
Hetpn) B

2014 - LAk

Remigio Magsino Escalada, Jr.

Education
1972 - 1976

1982 - 1987

1996 - 1998

Bachelor of Arts, Major in Economics, Xavier
University Ateneo de Cagayan

Bachelor of Laws, Xavier University Ateneo de
Cagayan

Master in Business Administration, Xavier
University Ateneo de Cagayan

Work Experience

1976 - 1989

1988 - 2011

1989 - 1990

1990 - 1998

1995 - 1998

1996 - 1998

1998 - 2004

2000 - 2016

2004 - 2008

2008 -

2014 -

Staff Assistant, Loans and Discounts Department,
Bank of the Philippines Island, Cagayan de Oro
City

Professor, College of Law, Liceo de Cagayan
University, Cagayan de Oro City

Clerk of Court, Regional Trial Court, Branch 19,
Cagayan de Oro City

Public Attorney, Public Attorney’s Office, Region
10, Cagayan de Oro City

Assistant Regional Director, Public Attorney’s
Office, Region 10, Department of Justice, Cagayan
de Oro City

OIC-Regional Director, Public Attorney’s Office,
Region 10, Department of Justice, Cagayan de Oro
City

Presiding Judge, Municipal Circuit Trial Court,
Jasaan-Claveria, Misamis Oriental

Professor, Graduate School of Public
Administration, Institute for Development for
Educators & School Administrators, Xavier
University Ateneo de Cagayan

Presiding Judge, Regional Trial Court, Branch 44,
Initao, Misamis Oriental

Presiding Judge, Regional Trial Court Branch 18
(Special Commercial Court; Cybercrime Court),
Cagayan de Oro City

Current position

Presiding Judge, Regional Trial Court, Branch 123, Caloocan City

EHE

1974 - 1978 74 VR (Y o) S0t (B
)

1978 - 1982 T T RAEEFE (v HT 1) B
+

753

1980 - 1982 U~ A 5 $AT MR

1982 - 1985 U A M5 AT, Ne v KRB S

(&> vifi) BRI

1986 - 1986 NT AR R 1 3URFEE
"

1986 - 2000 ~ = YRR BECHIETE 3 LS ERE

2000 - 2012 NT ARG RIS 3 Sm#EH
S

2012 - Bk
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Education
1974 - 1978

1978 - 1982

AB (History), University of the Philippines,
Quezon City, Philippines

Bachelor of Laws, Ateneo Law School, Makati
City, Philippines

Work Experience

1980 - 1982
1982 - 1985

1986

1986 - 2000

2000 - 2012

2012 -

Liaison Officer, Rural Bank of Limay, Inc.

Legal Counsel, Realty Baron, Inc. (Quezon City)
and Rural Bank of Limay, Inc.

Research Attorney, Regional Trial Court, Branch 1,
Balanga City

Executive Clerk of Court 111, Court of Appeals,
Manila

Presiding Judge, Regional Trial Court, Branch 3,
Balanga City

Current position



v v IR — /v IFnE Republic of Singapore

Cheng Pei Feng

District Judge; Assistant Registrar, Supreme Court of Singapore

CHENG PEI FENG KX, ¥ > AR — Vicm#H T o
Assistant Registrar T ¥ | #UFEHFTHIF L2 L L TV
%, Cheng Ki%, mSEHRHFT OER, MAMIE & ONE L
WA DR FHTHE TH Y . > 2 AR — L E B S E T
(SICC) DHEMDFF LML TV D, v HAR—/L Y
WRET OMIMPEERZBSOZRIC IR I TV D,

R HCHPTIC TR T 2 AN iE, AR EEOEBRRICE

T State Counsel ##56, ¥ > AR —/WEHEI CEERE
HWMOREEHD T,

Edwin San Ong Kyar

Ms CHENG PEI FENG is an Assistant Registrar of the Supreme
Court of Singapore, with a concurrent appointment as a District
Judge. Ms Cheng is the co-head of the Shipping, Intellectual
Property and Information Technology cluster of the High Court
and also assists in managing cases in the Singapore International
Commercial Court (SICC). She is also appointed to the Panel of
Intellectual Property Adjudicators in the Intellectual Property
Office of Singapore.

Prior to joining the Supreme Court Registry, Ms Cheng served as
a State Counsel in the International Affairs Division of the
Attorney-General’s Chambers and was the Director of the
International Legal Division at the Singapore Ministry of Law.

District Judge; Senior Assistant Registrar, Supreme Court of Singapore

EDWIN SAN ONG KYAR Ki%, ¥ ¥ IR — v T
@ Senior Assistant Registrar T 0 . HJ7EHIFTHIHE L
HEL TS, San KiZ, BUE, mEHHFTOEE, Fnil
B PE B OME B A B P QNS AL SR R P 2 42 L €
W2,

San i, BEMBEBSOFHEREEE L, BB L
ZES®Y T2 Registrar, HAOY PER S BLHI 2 B
ROFHROEZEELHD D, 1999 4F 12 A7 5 2013 4 6
H % Tt 7{EEE = T Deputy Public Prosecutor % %%
TV,

Foo Maw Jiun

Mr EDWIN SAN ONG KYAR is a Senior Assistant Registrar of
the Supreme Court of Singapore. He is also concurrently
appointed as a District Judge. Mr San is presently in charge of the
Shipping, Intellectual Property and Information Technology
Hearing Cluster as well as the Crime Hearing Cluster of the High
Court. Mr San also serves as the Registrar in charge Disciplinary
Tribunal Secretariat and is also oversees the Secretariat of the
Professional Conduct Council. Mr San also served as a member of
the Secretariat of the IP Dispute Resolution Framework
Committee. From December 1999 to June 2013, Mr San served
in the Attorney-General’s Chambers as a Deputy Public
Prosecutor.

Attorney-at-Law, Partner, Dentons Rodyk & Davidson LLP

Foo Maw Jiun it > hov X -uaX A2 1 P&TV
n ¥ —7 L —7" (Dentons Rodyk Intellectual Property &
Technology group) ®/3— hF—D—ATh b,

FIERIE, FRREE Ot RA E A~ OBk, 25 - (A1
AP FEN BRI 2 RA TR, 714 B AR K
Mle LM EREOREL, T2, TT ANV —
EOET I E ORI OERE #1T> TN D,

FIRIE, ¥ IT ZRORERORBITEERRBRE A L
TBY, HELITY—E R T, F—=WHDT KA
P—L LT ITA 7T -Tavzy b T4 ¥ —,
N—=RT =T RO 7 M= 7 OBIR L OMRSF % & Te & fl
D IT 249, RFP, AfL7z Eiziio o T & iz, RKOBEKIC
E, AR ORM O EREE, EFHE, 77 vy a
VN EE, ITH—ER - Tunf X—RERDH5,

RKIX, ¥ HR—VRGERERT (Singapore Trade Mark
Registry) . 3 > 7 AR — /L &% {£4E (Singapore High Court)
KO v R —)v EFFEE (Singapore Court of Appeal)
7 ERE 2 IR B O TIEBRA 2R USRS AR SR
Ny lr—vath, IR ZHESA KR OA ER ¥R L oREE
NEBD DR E, FEHETR. HIEEEROINE, 2
H, TFRBBER e EOMM IR AR L T,
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Foo Maw Jiun is a Partner in the Dentons Rodyk Intellectual
Property & Technology group.

Maw Jiun's areas of practice encompass worldwide registration of
intellectual property, infringement and counterfeiting actions,
commercial litigation  involving intellectual  property,
commercialization of intellectual property rights (such as
licensing and assignment agreements) and compliance with data
protection and privacy laws.

Maw Jiun has extensive experience in drafting and negotiating
commercial IT agreements. Maw Jiun has acted for and advised
both customers (seeking to procure IT resources) and IT service
providers, in a variety of IT agreements, RFPs and tenders,
including for IT infrastructure projects, data centers, hardware,
software development and maintenance. Maw Jiun’s clients
include public and private healthcare institutions, statutory bodies,
fashion retailers, and IT service providers.

Maw Jiun's IP litigation experience includes copyright suits,
trademark infringements and revocation, patent infringements and
breach of confidentiality cases. Maw Jiun has represented a
variety of clients (including global pharmaceuticals, a Japanese
semi-conductor packaging company, tobacco manufacturers and
local enterprises) at various levels including the Singapore Trade
Mark Registry, the Singapore High Court and the Singapore Court
of Appeal.



George Wei

The Honourable Justice, Supreme Court of Singapore
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Tony Yeo
Attorney-at-Law, DREW&NAPIER LLC

Justice George Wei was appointed a Judge of the Supreme Court
in May 2015. He was a Professor in the National University of
Singapore and the Singapore Management University, and a
member of the Copyright Tribunal. Justice Wei specialises in
intellectual property law. He is the author of books on
copyright and intellectual property rights and has published
widely in law journals and written numerous conference and
seminar papers.

Director, Intellectual Property & Dispute Resolution

Director and Head, Healthcare & Life Sciences
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[T, B4 7 Y . Managing Intellectual Property #&
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Wong Baochen

LL.B. (Hons), National University of Singapore
Admitted to the Singapore Bar (1992)

Tony is a Director in both our Intellectual Property (IP) and
Dispute Resolution departments. He also heads our Healthcare &
Life Sciences Practice and has represented clientsincluding
international pharmaceutical companies, and The Health
Promotion Board.

Tony is a litigator with an active court practice as an advocate. He
has acted as lead counsel in many complex matters, including
numerous patent infringement cases. He is experienced in
intellectual property litigation and enforcement including patent,
trademark, and copyright litigation.

Over the years, Tony has been voted an IP Star by Managing
Intellectual Property for Patent Filing & Prosecution; Trade Mark
Filing & Prosecution; Patent Litigation, and Trade Mark
Litigation. He is a recommended individual for IP and Dispute
Resolution by Asialaw Profiles. He is also ranked as a leading
individual in IP in Asia Pacific Legal 500 for seven consecutive
years and he is recognised by Chambers Asia-Pacific.

He is the President of the International Association for the
Protection of Intellectual Property (AIPPI) — Singapore Group, a
member of the Law Society’s Inquiry Committee and Disciplinary
Tribunal, and a member of the Examination Board at the
Intellectual Property Office of Singapore (IPOS) for registered
patent agents.

District Judge; Assistant Registrar, Supreme Court of Singapore
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Ms WONG BAOCHEN is an Assistant Registrar of the Supreme
Court of Singapore, with a concurrent appointment as a District
Judge. She is part of the Shipping, Intellectual Property and
Information Technology cluster of the High Court, and her core
work involves hearing interlocutory applications in the High
Court as well as assisting in the management of cases in the
Court of Appeal.

Ms Wong started her legal career in private practice as a litigator
in one of the Big Four law firms in Singapore. Before joining the
Legal Service, she also spent some time as corporate counsel in

the private sector, most recently with a Fortune 500 IT company.



% A E£[F /Kingdom of Thailand

Phattarasak Vannasaeng

Justice, Supreme Court

2R Education
- Hwt— hRERER L G ) - Bachelor’s Degree of Law, Thammasat
- HA it University (Second-class Honour)
- Bw— FRFEREL (FLE) - Thai Bar Association, Batch 32
- TUTARE CRE) EEEL - Master’s Degree of Law (Private Law),
Thammasat University
- LL.M., Temple University (U.S.A.)
R
1984 BB etk Work Experience
1989 7Y BT R E 1984 Judge Trainee
1999 F = v~ A BRI E 1989 Judge, Nonthaburi Provincial Court
2003 o B PE [ R B | B HI T R 1999 Chief Judge, Chiangmai Provincial Court
2006 RN EE R 2003 Chief Judge, Central Intellectual Property and
2009 I BT R B PSRBT R R International Trade Court
2011 oh N R PE EIBRIRS | et T R 2006 Secretary to the President of the Supreme Court
2013 HoHprFgmE 2009 Presiding Justice, Court of Appeal
2015 51 7 K PERECHIT R AT R 2011 Chief Judge, Central Intellectual Property and
International Trade Court
2013 Secretary-General, Office of the Judiciary
2015 Vice-President, Court of Appeal, Region 1
Toon Mek-yong
Research Justice, Supreme Court
2 Education
1984 FaTurarKEESE 1984 LL.B., Chulalongkorn University
1986 Z A Sl IR E R S 1986 Barrister-at-Law, Legal Education Institute, Thai
1989 Fagnrar REEEREL Bar
1997 UART— NV RY (EE) EHEgE - 3—m >y 1989 LL.M., Chulalongkorn Universtiy
e+ 1997 LL.M., in International and European Law,
2003 KIE SRS T,  WIPO  =E M8 50 A U PEAE University of Liverpool, UK
BATICET 2 BB 07 V7 KFE 2003 Cert. in Intellectual Property Law (USPTO/WIPO
H7n g NIBT DM EREY 7 Asia Pacific Program for the Judiciary on
7T LET Intellectual Property Rights Enforcement), USA
2007 AARFEFFIT R L O -0 0 mi i sERERF - 2007 Cert. in Intellectual Property Law (JPO/IPR
BET Training Course for Lawyers), Japan
2013 BV T HN=T R AN—7 L— CkE) 2013 Cert. in E-Commerce Law, University of
E o ~—XEHEE T California, Berkeley, USA
2015 Va—U ALY RY CKE) v—227— 2015 Cert. in Competition Law (Economics Institute for
T — NV N T A SRR G Competition Judges, Law & Economics Center,
VB —, BB D= OFSIENME (v Global Antitrust Institute, George Mason
HAR—) ET University School of Law, USA in Singapore)
TR Work Experience

- PRk
BT SRR
CEFy MR

- 5 6 HUREETR R HIPT R R

- s AROR AE RIS | A I A
- A PE RS TR S
- PERR BT
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- Lawyer

- Judge, Takua Pa Provincial Court

- Judge, Pichit Provincial Court

- Secretary, Court of Appeal, Region 6

- Presiding Judge, Central Intellectual Property
and International Trade Court

- Deputy Chief Justice, Central Intellectual
Property and International Trade Court

- Justice, Court of Appeal



~ R At EFRIETNE S Socialist Republic of Viet Nam

Nguyen Dac Dung

Intermediate Judge, People’s Court of Bac Ninh, Viet Nam

2R Education
1992 - 1997 N A ERKRFE L 1992 - 1997 Bachelor of Laws, Ha Noi Law University
1997-2001 N/ A SERER IS UL R SRR & 1997 - 2001 Bachelor of English, Faculty of Linguistics and
2004 - 2005 FEFRE (FREEREET) Culture of English Speaking Countries, Hanoi
2009 - 2011 AN FAESLKRT: (N A) THHEEE University of Languages and International Studies
JERHESE L 2004 - 2005 Certificate of Judge Training, Judicial Academy
2011-2012 77 v K74 — KK% (JE) (HARIZE 2009 - 2011 Master of Laws (criminal studies), School of Law,
FERFHEE T) Vietnam National University, Hanoi
2011 - 2012 Certificate of ESP course, Bradford College,
TR United Kingdom
1997-2001 7 =28 NREHIFT RFIEE LA
Tk Work Experience
2001 -2005 /37 =28 NREHIFTH SRS LA 1997 - 2001 Legal expert, Civil Court, People’s Court of Bac
Tk Ninh Province, Viet Nam
2005 - 2014 N7 =27 RN REHET AT 2001 - 2005 Legal expert, Criminal Court, People’s Court of
2014 - Hik Bac Ninh Province, Viet Nam
2005 - 2014 District Judge, People’s Court of Que Vo District,
Bac Ninh Province, Viet Nam
2014 - Current position
Phan Ngoc Hoang Dinh Thuc
Judge, People’s Court of Long An Province
3 Education
1994-1999  &—F I ERKHEE L 1994 - 1999 Bachelor of Laws (Criminal and Civil Laws),
2005 EFLaRE (A=A FFTUT, AR University of Law, Ho Chi Minh, Vietnam
V) e (R 2005 Master of Laws (Commercial Law) , Monash
2007 - 2008  HIESERE, HCHIEEH University, Melbourne, Australia
2007- 2008 Diploma of training course for judges, Judicial
W Academy
1999 - 2009 0 r T B NPT R SR
2009 - 2010 v 7 o NRERHIT RS 2 Work Experience
4 2011 - 2013 0L T AR L RS TR 1999 - 2009 Law Clerk, Civil Department, People’s Court of
' 2013-2014 B YT VAT v Uy o ANREHPTEN Long An Province
= 2009 - 2010 Inspector, People’s Court of Long An Province
2014 - Bk 2011 - 2013 Judge, People’s Court of Ben Luc Town, Long An
Province
2013 - 2014 Judge, People’s Court of Chau Thanh Town, Long
An Province
2014 - Currrent position
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#12 Supported by

574 Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan

ES71%4& Japan International Cooperation Agency

EfRRESEEz>2— International Civil and Commercial Law Centre Foundation

FNRAIBAEEERERAER Intellectual Property Strategy Headquarters

AAZFEAESS KEIDANREN (Japan Business Federation)

BAEMRERELE{RE = International Association for the Protection of Intellectual Property of Japan
BAXRIBERS Japan Intellectual Property Association

BAFIE+% Japan Patent Attorneys Association

BAE S IREWMHE Japan External Trade Organization

{ET Agency for Cultural Affairs, Government of Japan
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