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Greetings

We are very pleased to co-host the “Judicial Symposium on Intellectual Property / Tokyo 2019,” with
the Supreme Court of Japan, the Ministry of Justice, the Japan Patent Office, the Japan Federation

of Bar Associations and the Intellectual Property Lawyers Network Japan.

In the fall of two years ago, we held the symposium by inviting judges from Korea, China and ASEAN
countries, and last fall we invited judges from 4 countries of the U.S. and European countries. This
year, we invited judges anew from Australia and India as well, for the theme of the “IP Dispute

Resolution in Asia-Pacific region.”

In the first day’s program provided by the Intellectual Property High Court, the judges and lawyers
of Japan, Korea, China, Australia and India will conduct mock trials on the basis of a common case
under the theme of “Claim construction in patent infringement lawsuits”, and we will then hold a
panel discussion by the participants of the mock trials. The program will offer an opportunity to
review the current practice in Japan and to deliver valuable information for those who engage in IP
disputes abroad through comparison of claim constructions of each country and its analysis.
Furthermore, a variety of programs are planned in the second day and forward with the overall
intellectual property law system in the view, such as infringement of copyrights on the Internet and

determination of inventive steps of patents.

IP disputes have been internationalized with the globalization of business activities and the rapid
progress of information and communications technology. It goes without saying that deepening the
understanding of legal systems of foreign countries has become more and more important. We believe
that the success of this symposium will contribute to better resolutions of IP disputes as well as to

the business activities overseas.

We are confident that the “Judicial Symposium on Intellectual Property / Tokyo 2019” will be a
valuable opportunity to acquire the latest information surrounding the IP judicature in and out of the
country, and to enrich the understanding of the judicial system regarding intellectual property of
Japan as well as Asia-Pacific region, for not only lawyers and patent attorneys engaging in IP

litigations but also for those who are in the industry and research institutions.

Makiko Takabe
Chief Judge of the Intellectual Property High Court
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Thank you very much for coming today to the Judicial Symposium on Intellectual Property/Tokyo
2019.

This symposium has been held since 2017, co-hosted by the Ministry of Justice, the Supreme Court
of Japan, the Intellectual Property High Court, the Japan Patent Office, the Japan Federation of Bar
Associations, and the Intellectual Property Lawyers Network Japan, for the purposes of sharing and
delivering the information about the legal systems and others regarding intellectual property of each
country including ours through invitation of practitioners from overseas, as well as promoting the

international cooperation in the area of intellectual property.

This is the third year of the symposium, and this time, under the subtitle of the “IP Dispute Resolution
in the Asia-Pacific Region”, we are planning to have a program over a 3-day period with mock trials
and panel discussions on the subjects of patent and copyright by the practitioners of Japan along with
the practitioners having rich knowledge and experience in the area of intellectual property who have

been invited from all member countries of ASEAN, China, Korea, India, and Australia.

The Japanese government promulgated the “Intellectual Property Promotion Plan of 2019” in June
of this year, and positioned the adequate resolution and disposition of international legal disputes in
the area of intellectual property as the globally important issue. The Asia-Pacific region including
ASEAN that is seeing dramatic progress in recent years is no exception, and especially in the area of
copyright, which is picked up by the Ministry of Justice this time, there has been a serious problem
with infestation of counterfeit products and pirate copies through the Internet. To deal with it
properly, it is necessary and indispensable for us not only to work on it domestically but also to
cooperate with the countries of their production, distribution and sales. The Ministry of Justice has
been engaging in various activities toward the resolution of these issues in cooperation with the

relevant offices.

It would be our unexpected pleasure if this symposium will help deepening the understanding of the
current condition and issues of legal system, etc. regarding intellectual property, and play the role of
a platform to seek out better methods to resolve legal disputes and problems surrounding intellectual
property, and contribute to further development of intellectual property systems of the countries that

participated this time, including Japan.

Lastly, I would like to express my sincere gratitude to those who have made efforts for the opening of
this symposium.
Hiroyuki Tsuji

Vice-Minister of Justice
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I am pleased to announce that the “Judicial Symposium on Intellectual Property / TOKYO 2019” will
be held in Tokyo, Japan from September 25 through 27, 2019. The Japan Patent Office (JPO) is
inviting judges, police personnel and lawyers from India, Australia, the Republic of Korea, the
People’s Republic of China and ten ASEAN member states. It is an honor for the JPO to co-host this

symposium.

With the progress of business expansion by Japanese companies overseas and the economic
development and growing awareness of intellectual property (IP) in emerging countries, business
environment surrounding IP has been significantly transformed. Moreover, there are no borders
between countries with respect to effects of the latest technology including the rapidly progressed IoT,
Al, etc. In response to such transformation and rapid progress, harmonization of IP systems and

operations is required with not only developed countries but also emerging countries.

The JPO has been making various efforts including provision of support to develop the IP systems in
emerging countries, etc. in addition to promotion of harmonization with major countries in their
respective IP systems and operations. In particular, the JPO has supported the development of IP
systems and cooperated with IP practitioners in emerging countries, etc. through the WIPO Japan
Funds-in-Trust which already marked its 30th anniversary. I am pleased to invite IP practitioners to
this symposium in order to develop a deeper understanding of judicial systems for IP in participating
countries toward harmonization of IP systems and operations with countries including emerging

countries, which is sought in the coming future.

Inviting judges from India, Australia, Singapore, the Republic of Korea and the People’s Republic of
China to this symposium on the third day, the JPO will conduct a panel discussion with judges from
the Intellectual Property High Court of Japan, patent attorneys as well as Executive Chief
Administrative Judge of the Trial and Appeal Department of the JPO using a hypothetical case. One
main theme will be an inventive step of patents which is likely to become a major issue between the
parties, and thus consideration of statements in a description, when the patented invention is found,
as well as finding of a prior art invention will be discussed at the panel discussion. A wide variety of
programs including discussions on claim construction in patent infringement lawsuits and Internet

Piracy will be also planned for the symposium on the first and second days.

I'm confident that this symposium will help all users of the IP systems, such as the industry, lawyers
and patent attorneys, to develop a deeper understanding of IP systems and operations in participating
countries and that it will eventually lead to IP dispute resolution in the Asia - Pacific region.

We look forward to welcoming as many guests and representatives as possible to the symposium.

Akira Matsunaga

Commissioner of the Japan Patent Office
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As a member of the sponsoring organization, It is my great honor to open the “Judicial Symposium
on Intellectual Property / Tokyo 2019.” This symposium provides a valuable opportunity to help
deepen the understanding of the judicial system on international intellectual property disputes, as
well as the latest IP topics through conducting mock trials and mutual discussions, inviting attendees
at the Lawyers Association Hall of legal professionals as well as government officials who are working

at the forefront of IP legal practice in each respective country.

The symposium, including this, the third time it has been held, highlights the theme of “resolution of
intellectual property disputes in the Asia-Pacific region,” with the very welcome participation of many
panelists from 14 different countries, the largest number of participating countries so far. Thanks
to the fulfilling programs scheduled, I am certain this will prove to be a very meaningful opportunity

for all the participants.

In today’s world, many innovations in information and communication technologies have been
developed, and the shift towards a borderless economy continue, resulting in the creation and
distribution of intellectual property becoming more diversified, complicated and developed. More and
more, we have seen this intellectual property crossing national borders. Also, now in the agriculture,
forestry, and fishery industries, for example, with the protection of new plant varieties and inflection
of big data, there may be room to explore and create intellectual property rights by virtue of added

value and redefinition gained through an IP oriented approach.

In the present conditions, global rules are required to ensure fair transactions and support dispute
resolutions to protect intellectual property rights. And the international stability and harmony in the
legal system constitute a common interest on intellectual property rights. It would be our pleasure
if this symposium provides us the chance to understand these approaches and the handling of specific
problems of a similar nature in each country of the Asia-Pacific region, and also share the significance

of the fair rules of law.

One of the most important goals of the Japan Federation of Bar Associations is to establish an easy-
to-use and reliable civil judicature for its users. We will make continuous effort to work with you to
towards the necessary evolution of the legal system on intellectual property rights and its global

development from the standpoint of legal practitioners, who shoulder this legal system.

Yutaro Kikuchi

President of the Japan Federation of Bar Associations
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We are pleased and proud to be co-hosting the “Judicial Symposium on Intellectual Property / TOKYO
2019” (JSIP2019). The symposium will feature the participation of judges and lawyers who are
experts on intellectual property ("TP") in India, Australia, the Republic of Korea, the People’s Republic
of China and ten ASEAN countries (Indonesia, Cambodia, Singapore, Thailand, the Philippines,

Brunei, Viet Nam, Malaysia, Myanmar, and Laos) as well as Japan.

The Intellectual Property Network Japan ("IPLNET") was founded in April 2005 when the
Intellectual Property High Court was established in Japan. This was one of the achievements
resulting from activities aimed at advancing intellectual property systems and services in Japan,
which was possible with the assistance of the Japan Federation of Bar Associations ("JFBA"). Since

its establishment, the IPLNET has hosted various events, including international symposiums.

We believe it is necessary for IP practitioners across the globe to proactively seek fair and efficient
ways to resolve IP disputes. From that viewpoint, IPLNET has hosted and participated in various
international symposiums around the world. As with the Judicial Symposium on IP last year, where
we invited judges and lawyers who are IP experts from the US, the UK, Germany and France, the
selection of countries this year largely reflects interest of Japanese judicial related personnel in IP
dispute resolution. We are confident that this symposium, with the theme of IP dispute resolution in

the Asia-Pacific region, will provide all participants with a fascinating and informative experience.

Currently, Japan is working on introducing IT in civil proceedings, where fruitful discussions are
being held in light of global trends in digitalization. We sincerely expect that Japan’s judicial

development will build on accomplishments to be achieved at this symposium.

Wataru Sueyoshi
President of IP Lawyers Network Japan
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Program

First Day, Wednesday, September 25, 2019

9:30 —9:35

9:35—-9:45

9:50 — 10:40

Greeting
Hiroyuki Kanno, Justice, Supreme Court

Explanation of the Mock Case
Yasuhiko Kobayashi, Judge, Intellectual Property High Court

Mock Trial (Japan)

Makiko Takabe, Chief Judge, Intellectual Property High Court
Mihoko Manabe, Judge, Intellectual Property High Court
Masaru Yamakado, Judge, Intellectual Property High Court
Aya Takahashi, Judge, Intellectual Property High Court
Takafumi Kokubu, Judge, Intellectual Property High Court
Daisuke Kumagai, Judge, Intellectual Property High Court
Hiroki Kan, Judge, Intellectual Property High Court

Koichi Shinohara, Judicial Research Official, Intellectual Property High Court
Makoto Hattori, Attorney at Law, Abe, Ikubo & Katayama
Harumi Kojo, Attorney at law, Sakurazaka Law Offices

10:45—11:35 Mock Trial (Korea)

Kyuhong LEE, Presiding Judge, Patent Court of Korea
Sang-Wook HAN, Attorney at Law, Kim & Chang
Hoodong LEE, Attorney at Law, Bae, Kim & Lee LLC

11:40—12:30  Mock Trial (China)

12:30-13:45

Lang Guimei, Senior Judge, Intellectual Property Division of the Supreme
People’s Court of China

Wang yuanyuan, Senior Judge, Shenzhen Intellectual Property Court of
Shenzhen Intermediate People’s Court

Chixue WEI, Attorney at Law, Linda Liu & Partners

Sai CHEN, Attorney at Law, Beijing Wei Chixue Law Firm

Jia GUO, Patent Attorney, NGB CORPORATION

Nancy (Xiaowen) SONG, Patent Attorney, Beijing Wei Chixue Law Firm

Tao CHEN, Patent Attorney, Linda Liu & Partners

Break



13:45—-14:35

14:40 —15:30

15:30 — 15:50

15:50 —-17:20

Mock Trial (Australia)

John Nicholas, Justice, Federal Court of Australia
Sarah Matheson, Attorney at Law, Allens

Philip Kerr, Attorney at Law, Allens

Mock Trial (India)

Prathiba M. Singh, Justice, High Court of Delhi

Pravin Anand, Attorney at Law, Anand & Anand

Hemant Singh, Attorney at Law, Intellectual Property Law Firm INTTLADVOCARE
Saya Choudhary Kapur, Attorney at Law, Singh & Singh

Rajiv Bhatnagar, Patent Attorney, Anand & Anand

Break

Panel Discussion ~Overview of Mock Trials ~

Moderators
Sumiko Sekine, Judge, Intellectual Property High Court
Harumi Kojo, Attorney at law, Sakurazaka Law Offices
Panelists
Japan
Makiko Takabe, Chief Judge, Intellectual Property High Court
Makoto Hattori, Attorney at Law, Abe, Ikubo & Katayama
Australia
John Nicholas, Justice, Federal Court of Australia
China
Wang yuanyuan, Senior Judge, Shenzhen Intellectual Property Court of
Shenzhen Intermediate People’s Court
India
Prathiba M. Singh, Justice, High Court of Delhi
Korea
Kyuhong LEE, Presiding Judge, Patent Court of Korea
Attorneys at Law from each country

17:20—17:30 Closing Remarks

17:30

Yutaro Kikuchi, President, Japan Federation of Bar Associations

End of the First Day



Second Day, Thursday, September 26, 2019

9:40 - 9:45

9:45—-10:50

10:50 — 11:05

11:05-12'15

Greeting
Hiroyuki Tsuji, Vice-Minister of Justice

Mock Trial (Copyright Infringement on Internet)

Japan

Koichi Tanaka, Judge, Tokyo District Court

Yuriko Sagara, Attorney at Law, Nakamura & Partners

Yuta Ujike, Attorney at Law, Aoyama Law Offices

Ayako Suga, Attorney at Law, Baker & McKenzie

Kumiko Iwai, Attorney at Law, Anderson Mori & Tomotsune
Cambodia

Key Manera, Judge, Vice President of Phnom Penh Court of First Instance
Indonesia

Unggul Prayudho Satriyo, Judge of the Court of first instance assigned as

Judicial Assistant serving to the Supreme Court Judge
Laos

Acksonesinh Vixayalai, Judge, Head of Commercial Chamber

(Division) Vientiane Capital People’s Court
Malaysia

Lim Chong Fong, Judge, Kuala Lumpur High Court (Intellectual Property Court)
Myanmar

Soe Khun Phyu, District Judge, Assistant Director at Union Supreme Court
Philippines

Arthur O. Malabaguio, Judge, Regional Trial Court
Singapore

Justin Yeo, District Judge, Deputy Divisional Registrar of the Court of Appeal
Thailand

Chaiyos Oranonsiri, Judge, Vice-President of the Court of Appeal for Specialized Cases
Vietnam

Chu Le Huong, Deputy Chief Judge, Lang Son Province People's Court

Break

Mock Trial - summarization

12:15-13:30 Break



13:30 — 14:00
14:00 — 1415
14:15-14:35
14:35 —14:55

14:55-15'10

Speech (Current Status of Clearance for Copyright Infringement)
Isamu Hagiwara, Superintendent, Assistant Director, Economic Crime

Investigations Division, National Police Agency
Break

Presentation (1)
~ Investigation Procedures for Copyright Infringement (Thailand)
Chavalit Chavalitphongpun, Superintendent (Inquiry), Economic Crime

Suppression Division, Royal Thai Police

Presentation (2)
~ Investigation Procedures for Copyright Infringement (Singapore)
Winnie Leong, the Head of the Intellectual Property Rights Branch,

Criminal Investigation Department, Singapore Police Force

Break



15:10—17:20 Panel Discussions
~ Investigation Procedures for Copyright Infringement on Internet ~
Moderators
Yukari Kotani, Government Attorney, Professor, International Cooperation
Department, Research and Training Institute of the Ministry of Justice
Ryota Shitamichi, Government Attorney, Professor, International
Cooperation Department, Research and Training Institute of the Ministry
of Justice
Commentator
Isamu Hagiwara, Superintendent, Assistant Director, Economic Crime
Investigations Division, National Police Agency
Panelists
Brunei
Dato Paduka Hj Mohammad Hassan bin Pehin Penyurat Hj Awang
Ahmad, Director of Criminal Investigations Department, Royal Brunei
Police Force
Cambodia
Meas Ravuth, Deputy-Director, Anti-Economic Crime Police Department,
Office of Anti-Intellectual Property Crime, under the General
Commissariat of National Police, Ministry of Interior
Indonesia
Hendy Febrianto Kurniawan, Head of Unit IV Industrial Commerce Sub-
Directorate, Special Crime Directorate, Crime Investigation Department of
Indonesian National Police
Laos
Chanthone Heuangkhamxay, Deputy Director of INTERPOL Department,
General Department of Police, Ministry of Public Security
Malaysia
Amran Md Jusin, Head of Cooperative Investigation Unit, Commercial
Crime Investigation Department, Royal Malaysia Police
Myanmar
Soe Naing, Police Lieutenant colonel, Crime Investigation Department,
Myanmar Police Force
Philippines
Nestor Elio Bacuyag, Police Captain/Lawyer, Philippine National Police
Vietnam
Pham Hai Binh, Lecturer of Police Academy of Vietnam, Ministry of Public
security

17:20 End of the Second Day



Third Day, Friday, September 27, 2019

9:30 — 9:40 Keynote Speech
Akira Matsunaga, Commissioner, Japan Patent Office (JPO)

9:40 - 10:00 The Latest Situation of Trials and Appeals
Takashi Yamashita, Director-General, Trial and Appeal Department, JPO

10:00—-12:25 Panel Discussions
(Comparison between countries on judgment of inventive step for patent)
Moderators
Shoichi Okuyama, Patent Attorney, Okuyama & Sasajima
Shimako Kato, Patent Attorney, Abe, Ikubo & Katayama
Panelists

Japan
Yoshiyuki Mori, Presiding Judge, Intellectual Property High Court
Yuji Wada, Executive Chief Administrative Judge, JPO

Australia
John Nicholas, Justice, Federal Court of Australia

China
Lang Guimei, Senior Judge, Intellectual Property Division of the Supreme
People’s Court of China
Wang yuanyuan, Senior Judge, Shenzhen Intellectual Property Court of
Shenzhen Intermediate People’s Court

India
Prathiba M. Singh, Justice, Delhi High Court

Republic of Korea
Kyuhong LEE, Presiding Judge, Patent Court of Korea

Singapore
Justin Yeo, District Judge, Deputy Divisional Registrar of the Court of
Appeal

12:25—-12:30 Closing Remarks
Makiko Takabe, Chief Judge, Intellectual Property High Court
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Judicial Symposium on Intellectual Property / TOKYO 2019
First day (September 25t%), Case of the Mock Trial

1 Outline of the case

Pony Corporation was granted registration of establishment of a patent (patent No. 20190925) (hereinafter
referred to as "Patent" and the patent right as "Patent Right") on September 25, 2008 in connection with the
patent application filed on September 25, 2002 with regard to the invention relating to a car navigation system
control method (hereinafter referred to as "Invention").

Donkey Corporation has been offering a car navigation service called "DK car navigation”" (hereinafter
referred to as "D service") in the course of trade since September 25, 2013 through leasing of a dedicated
portable terminal called "DK terminal" (hereinafter referred to as "D terminal") to the user.

D service is offered by a method (hereinafter referred to as "D method") to control a car navigation system
composed of a server managed and operated by Donkey (hereinafter referred to as "D server") and D terminal
held by the user. Donkey created a server program exclusively used for D method (hereinafter referred to as
"D server program"), created a master CD thereof, and installed the program in D server.

To use D service, the user needs to pay a monthly service charge of 300 yen (3 USD) to Donkey for
communication with D server using D terminal.

Pony filed a patent infringement lawsuit on September 25, 2018, alleging that D method is infringing Patent
Right and demanding the following against Donkey:

(i Injunction of use of D method and manufacturing and lease or offer for lease of D terminal;
[ii] Destruction of D terminal and any media recorded on D server program; and
[ii] Payment of 1 billion yen (10M USD) as damage compensation for the amount Pony would have been

entitled to receive for the working of the Invention.

2 Invention (Claim 1)

Control method for car navigation system that displays a map on a display screen, the method comprising
steps of reading, from first memory means in which facility data comprising display data indicative of a
plurality of service facilities and coordinate data indicative of existing positions of the service facilities have
previously been stored, the display data to display the plurality of service facilities on the display screen;
designating one of the plurality of service facilities displayed on the display screen in accordance with an
operation;reading coordinate data corresponding to the designated one service facility from the first memory
means; storing the read coordinate data as user registered data in second memory means; and displaying a
position indicated by the coordinate data read from the second memory means by superimposing a

predetermined pattern on to the map when the map is displayed on the display screen.



3  Specification (extract)

[0005] [Objective of the Invention] The invention provides a car navigation system control method which
allows the user to register a user registration without performing complicated operations for displaying service
facilities on the map.

[0007] [Mode of Operation of the Invention] ~ In the car navigation system control method of the invention,
the display data indicative of a plurality of service facilities and the coordinate data indicative of the existing
positions of the service facilities are previously stored in the first memory means. By designating one of the
plurality of service facilities displayed on the display screen by the operation, the coordinate data corresponding
to the designated one service facility is read out from the first memory means and the user position is registered
into the second memory means. Then, when the map is displayed on the display screen, the coordinate data
stored as user registered data are read out and the position indicated on the map by the coordinate data are
superimposed onto the map by a predetermined pattern and can be displayed on the display screen.

[0008] [Embodiment] FIG. 1 is a block diagram showing an embodiment of a preferred car navigation system
for working the invention..

[0009] The system controller 5 comprises: an interface 6; a CPU (central processing unit) 7; a ROM (read only
memory) 8 and a RAM (random access memory) 9. The RAM 9 is backed up by being supplied with a voltage
even when the power source of the navigation system is shut out so that the data such as longitude and latitude
data, position display pattern data, user registration flag, and the like, will not be extinguished, which will be
explained below. A user registration data table in which longitude and latitude data and position display
pattern data are stored as a pair for every address is formed in the RAM 9 as shown in FIG. 2.

[0010] For instance, a CD-ROM is used as an external memory medium. In addition to the map data, service
list display data, detailed display data, longitude and latitude data as coordinate data, and position display
pattern data have also previously been stored in the CD-ROM. A read output of the CD-ROM drive 11 is sent
to a bus line L.

[0013] The user registering operation executed by the CPU 7 will now be described.

[0014] The CPU 7 first displays the service list on the display screen 17. The service list includes restaurants
and hotels in each district. The CPU 7 reads out the detailed display data from the CD-ROM in accordance
with the cursor position when the selection key has been operated, and the detailed information is displayed
on the display screen 17.

[0015] When the user registration key is operated, the pair of longitude and latitude data and the position
display pattern data corresponding to the read detailed display data are read out from the CD-ROM. The
read longitude and latitude data and position display pattern data are written as a pair of data in the RAM 9.
By storing longitude and latitude data and position display pattern data as facility data in a CD-ROM, which
is an inexpensive memory medium, and storing user registering data in rewritable RAM, improved
convenience and cost reduction can be both achieved.



[0017] The operation to display the user registered data on the display screen 17 which are executed by the
CPU 7 will now be described. The CPU 7 reads out the longitude and latitude data (xn, yn) from the user
registration data table. In the case of the longitude and latitude data (xn, yn) within the range of the map
which are at present being displayed, the position display pattern data Dn are read out from the user
registration data table, and the longitude and latitude data (xn, yn) and the position display pattern data Dn
are supplied to the graphic controller 19. On the display screen 17, thus, the display pattern shown by the
position display pattern data Dn is displayed at the position on the map indicated by the longitude and latitude
data (xn, yn). For instance, in the case of restaurant, a display pattern "R" is displayed at the position on the

map where such a restaurant exists (FIG. 6).

[0020] [Effect of the Invention] In the car navigation system control method of the invention, by merely
designating one of the plurality of service facilities displayed as the service list in accordance with an operator
input, the coordinate data corresponding to the designated one service facility are read out from the first
memory means and stored in the second memory means as user registered data. KEach user, therefore, can
register the user position by a simple operation, even if each user does not know accurate locations of service
facilities.

[Fig. 1] Car navigation system shown as embodiment
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[Fig. 2] User registration data table [Fig. 6] Display screen when driving
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4. Written opinion found in the prosecution history of application (extract)

In the prosecution history of the application, there is a written opinion filed by Pony in response to the notice
of reasons for rejection by the examiner, in which the following statement is found:

" Cited Invention 1 relates to a portable navigation apparatus for pedestrians and does not disclose a control
method for car navigation system as in the case of the invention of the application. Cited Invention 1 is
directed to solve the problem unique to the navigation apparatus for pedestrians and such a problem would
not have been solved by the navigation apparatus for automobiles.

The Invention of the present application involves "second memory means for storing the read coordinate data
as user registered data" as specified in Claim 1. By providing this second memory means using RAM that is
backed up by being supplied with power from a battery even when the power source of the system is shut down
so as not to extinguish the data such as a user registration flag (specification, [0009]), user registration data
can be continuously stored and held even when the power source is turned off, thus exhibiting an effect of
improving convenience for users. Such an effect can be obtained only because the system according to the
invention of the application is installed in the vehicle and constant power supply from a vehicle battery with a

large capacity to RAM is possible."

5. D method
D method relates to a car navigation method for providing a car route guidance service by displaying a map
on a screen of D terminal based on a system comprising D terminal installed in the vehicle and a remote D

server.
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- - position

**name
- - position

{ Defendant's car navigation system




It is possible to search for a spot in a local area and to display a list of names of spots by sequentially
narrowing down spot categories such as hotel and restaurant on the screen of D terminal and selecting a local
area in which a spot is located.

Defendant's spot data (hereinafter referred to as "D spot data") composed of data relating to names and
locations of spots are held in D server (hereinafter, defendant’s name data of spots are referred to as "D name

data", and position data corresponding to the spots are referred to as "D position data".)

D method displays a list of names of spots (e.g. Sushi restaurants) on the screen of D, whereby using D name
data. (See Screens 1 to 4 below)

[Screen1]

Search by Category

» Restaurant

¢ « Hamburger
s « Cafe
e o Sushi

e ¢« Udo Scba

[Screen2]

Restaurant/Sushi

Location

e Tokyo
* ¢ Ginza

* « Roppongi
e ¢ Shibuya
e ¢ Shinjuku

[Screens]

Restaurant/Sushi

Tokyo/Ginza
e |P Sushi Ginza

« |Q Sushi Ginza
* Ginza IT Sushi

Ko

[Screen4]

Restaurant/Sushi

Tokyo/Ginza

« IP Sushi Ginz:
« |Q Sushi Ginz;

* Ginza IT Sushi

D method receives an instruction to register "IP Sushi Ginza", which is one of spots displayed on the screen,
as "memo position" in accordance with an operation of D terminal. D method obtains D position data
corresponding to the spot from D server, and stores the D position data as D memo data in D server, which are

to be registered as a “memo position” (See Screens 5 to 7 below)

[Screen5]

IP Sushi Ginza
Address: O-A Ginza,
Chuo-ku, Tokyo
Phone: 03-3000-
SCOO

See the map

Set off for the

destination
Register _?_s memo
position ‘
Return to the

previous page

[Screens6]

Name: IP Sushi Ginza
Address: O-A Ginza,
Chuo-ku, Tokyo
Phone: 03-3000-
OOOO

Longitude: N35°[11
Latitude: E139°C O

Register

Edit and register

g
Return to =‘

previous page

[Screen7]

Name:|IP Sushi Ginza
Address:|Ginza, Chuo-ku, To

Phone:| 0 9 0-5 0l

Coordi
nates:

dit coordinates
on the map

Register

N3 5°00/E

Return to the
previous page



In order to display the position on a map, D method reads out position data of the registered “memo position”
(D memo data) from D server, and superimposes an icon on the map indicated by the position data (See Screen
8 below)

[Screens]

7
!

IP Sushi GINZA

travelling...

[Assigned terms for datal

Plaintiff's Patent D method
facility data D spot data
display data D name data
coordinate data D position data
user registered data D memo data
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Judicial Symposium on Intellectual Property/TOKYO 2019
Second day (September 26th), Case of the Mock Trial
(Civil Cases—Copyright on the Internet—)

CASE 1

Case

The cat character Love (Figure 1), which appears on the popular TV animation program “Nacchun
and Friends” produced by TV Station A in Japan, has become a popular character all over the world
with cats becoming all the rage. PONY TV, the TV station in your country, has been granted a
copyright license from TV Station A which holds the copyright of “Nacchun and Friends” and

distributed the TV animation program of “Nacchun and Friends”in your country.

Stuffed figurines modeled after the shape of the cat character Love (Figure 2, however, the character
is not named Love) are being sold at the online store operated by Donkey Net in your country, but
Donkey Net has not been granted any license from TV Station A nor Pony TV. Only Pony TV has
exclusive copyright license for distribution of the TV animation program of “Nacchun and Friends”

and merchandising rights in your country.

[Figure 1 : Cat character Lovel [Figure 2 : A Stuffed figurine in the 3-D shape of Lovel

[Figure 3 : Different gender Love with ribbon] [Figure 4 : Panda Love]

ol CJ
=

7 )




Questions
Q1: Questions pertaining to TV animation character protection
Are 2-D images of the cat character Love who appears in the Japanese TV animation program also

protected under copyright law in your country?

Q2: Questions pertaining to making 2-D images into 3-D shapes

(If your answer to Q1 is "Yes™ If 2-D images of TV animation characters are protected under
copyright law in your country) Are 3-D stuffed figurines of the cat character Love also protected
under copyright law in your country (namely, their sales can be prevented as copyright

infringement)?

Q3: Questions pertaining to standards for judgment of similarity
Using Figures 2, 3 and 4, please briefly explain how to determine “similarity” which is required for

copyright infringement under copyright law in your country.

Q4: Questions pertaining to overseas computer servers

Is it necessary for the computer server in question to be located in your country in order to apply
copyright law in your country to sales of copyright infringed items from the online shop operated by
Donkey Net which sells copyright infringed items in your country?

(If it is possible to apply copyright law in your country to sales of copyright infringed items even
when the computer server in question is located outside of your country) Is it necessary for the
selling methods to be directed and addressed towards consumers of your country such as information
being displayed in the language of your country on the website of the online shop operated by Donkey
Net?

Q5: Questions pertaining to standing to sue

(Assuming that TV Station A, as the copyright holder, has standing to sue for copyright
infringement)

In the following (1) through (3), is PONY TV deemed to have standing to sue in an action against
Donkey Net operating the online shop for a copyright infringement in your country?

(1) When PONY TV is granted an exclusive copyright license from TV Station A for distribution of
the TV animation program “Nacchun and Friends”and merchandising rights in your country.

(2) When PONY TV is granted only a non-exclusive copyright license from TV Station A for
distribution of the TV animation program “Nacchun and Friends” and merchandising rights in your
country .

(3) When PONY TV is granted a copyright license (regardless of whether exclusive or non-exclusive)
from TV Station A only for distribution of the TV animation program “Nacchun and Friends”but not

for merchandising rights in your country.



CASE 2

CASE

The original “dog-typed” Al speaker robot Hachiko produced and sold by the Japanese electrical
manufacturer PONY, enjoys popularity in Japan.

Stuffed figurines modeled after the shape of the Al speaker robot Hachiko (however, the name is not
Hachiko) is being sold at the online store operated by Donkey Net in your country, but Donkey Net

has not been granted any license from the Japanese electrical manufacturer PONY.

Questions

Q1: Questions pertaining to existence of protection for works of applied art

Are works of applied art protected under copyright law in your country according to Article 2,
Paragraph 7 of the Berne Convention for the Protection of Literary and Artistic Works (and/or
Article 9, Paragraph 1 of the Agreement on Trade-Related Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights)?.

Q2: Questions pertaining to protection under copyright law of useful articles

(1) The AI speaker robot Hachiko is a useful article (namely, work of applied art) and not a work of
pure art, but is it possible that the shape of the Al speaker robot Hachiko can be protected under
copyright law in your country?

(2) Is it possible that the shape of the Al speaker robot Hachiko can be protected under laws other
than copyright law in your country, including criminal law, civil law or other laws which prevent

unfair competition?

Q3: Questions pertaining to mass production and functions

(If your answer to Q2(1) is "Yes": If it is possible for the shape of the Al speaker robot Hachiko to be
protected under copyright law in your country)

(1) Is the shape of the Al speaker robot Hachiko protected as work of applied art or is it protected as
work of pure art under copyright law in your country? Or is there no particular classification for
protection as work of applied art (separately from work of pure art) under copyright law in your
country?

(2) When the Al speaker robot Hachiko is mass-produced as useful article, is the shape of such
mass-produced article protected under copyright law in your country?

(3) When the AI speaker robot Hachiko has electrical functions with sound and movement, is the
shape of such useful article having electrical functions with sound and movement protected under

copyright law in your country?

End of Cases
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Judicial Symposium on Intellectual Property/TOKYO 2019
Second day (September 26t), Case of the Panel Discussion
(Criminal Cases—Copyright on the Internet—)

1. Summary of the Case
Both A and B live in your country (country “X”) and did the following acts at their respective homes.

(1) The internet site “MM” serves as a site to or from which any person can upload or download files,
being operated through a server situated in the country X. On January 1, 2019, A, using the site
MM, uploaded a movie file of “Wonderful”, whose copyright is owned by R Corporation, a country
X company, to the MM’s server, without approval of R Corporation. Also, A downloaded movie
files, music files and image files of cartoons whose copyrights are all owned by the country X
companies but which had been uploaded to the site without obtaining approval of those copyright
holders, knowing that they had been uploaded without the requisite approval.

(2) C, in April 2019, made copies of a total of 100 DVDs of “Lion Prince” and “Lover of the Opera”, etc.,
the performances of Season Theatre Company, without obtaining approval of Season Theatre
Company and other copyright holders, and sold those copies to his friend, B, for a fee. During
the period from the following May to October of the same year, B put up those 100 copies of DVD
for sale on net shopping sites and net auction sites operated by the country X companies, knowing
that those DVDs had been made by C without obtaining approval of the relevant copyright
holders, and B offered those copies to possible buyers presenting them as “genuine products”,
“unopened brand new products”, or “difficult to obtain”, etc., and eventually sold to and received

payments from purchasers residing in the country X of all DVDs.



2. Questions

For the questions below, the moral rights of the authors are not considered.

(1) Whether to constitute a crime or crimes
In each case above, do the acts of A or B constitute a crime or crimes? If so, which acts of Aor B
are identified as criminal acts? If a crime or crimes is or are found, please explain the name of

the crime(s) and applicable penal statute(s).

(2) Investigation procedures
(a) In each of the above cases, what can be thought of as a clue for initiation of the investigation?

What kind of such clues are common in your country?

(b) In each of the above cases, what kind of things can be considered as evidence to be collected?

And, in what manner or by what means can the evidence be collected?

(c) If B says on interrogation by the police, “I thought the DVDs that I sold were all genuine

products,” what sort of investigation should be done?

(3) Treatment of Complaint
(a) In your country, is a complaint required in order to proceed on investigation for a copyright
infringement case?
(b) With respect to para. (a) above, even when a complaint is not necessary, does investigation
proceed against the will of a copyright holder? Or in the absence of any knowledge or

involvement of a copyright holder? If so, what kind of investigation follows?

(4) Issue of sites in foreign countries
In each of the above cases, if the companies operating the internet sites that A and B used are
foreign corporations, and the servers of the sites are placed in foreign countries, what kind of
investigation can be considered? If you know any cases in your country involving mutual
legal assistance with another country under similar circumstances, please explain the number of

such cases together with summary facts thereof.
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Judicial Symposium on Intellectual Property/TOKYO 2019
Third day (September 27t), Case of the Panel Discussion

The following is a case example prepared based on an actual case that went before the Intellectual
Property High Court after a decision was rendered by the Trial and Appeal Department (TAD) of the
Japan Patent Office.

We assume that the claimed invention below is patented for today’s discussion. The inventive step
of the Patented Invention is disputed.

1. The Patented Invention
(1) Claim 1 reads as follows:
An excavator comprising:
an upper turning body;
cameras mounted on three portions of a left side, a right side, and a rear side of the upper turning
body so as to capture images in three directions from the upper turning body;
a controller that generates an output image from captured images of the cameras;
a cab mounted on the upper turning body; and
a display device installed in the cab, wherein
the cameras are arranged to have an overlapping area of image ranges between neighboring
cameras, with such overlapping areas being formed in two directions of left rear and right rear of
the upper turning body,
the controller synthesizes captured images from neighboring cameras to generate an output
image portion corresponding to the overlapping area, and
on the display device, the output image is displayed including the output image portions
corresponding to the overlapping areas formed in the two directions.

(2) Summary of the Detailed Description of the Specification with respect to the Patented Invention

A (Prior art problem)

“The driving support system of prior art ... is
not envisaged for use in a construction
machine that performs turning and
excavation operations. When an output
image 1s shown in the cab of the excavator,
visibility cannot be improved. It is desirable
to improve the visibility of an output image
that is generated based on a plurality of
input images captured by cameras.” » ®

[FIG 3]

B (Problem to be solved)

“Since overlapping areas are captured with differing brightness due to different illumination
conditions for each camera, luminance is different between cameras. Although the same place is
captured, the luminance changes rapidly at the boundary between an output image based on input
from the left side camera 2L and that based on input from the rear side camera 2B (see the area R6
surrounded by a dashed line in FIG. 16(A)), and therefore the operator who sees such output image
may have an impression of unnaturalness or feel uncomfortable.”

C (Function)

“FIGs. 13 and 14 show diagrams for explaining an example of generating bright and dark patterns
that bring about ‘the same color illusion’ (an optical illusion in which identical shades of gray in a
checker pattern appear to be different), and include two wave sources (e.g., the right side camera
2R and the rear side camera 2B. In FIGs. 13 and 14, a plurality of unit pattern areas LTs appear



on the flat output image. If we assume that a unit pattern area LT1 corresponds to an input image
from the rear side camera 2B, and a unit pattern area LT2 corresponds to an input image from the
right side camera 2R, two input images with different average luminance form a lattice pattern will
bring about ‘the same color illusion.”

D (Technical Effect)

“In FIG. 16(B), the differences in luminance in areas R8 and R9 surrounded by a dashed line now
become less noticeable because they are covered by lattice patterns. The operator who looks at the
output image including areas R8 and R9 feels the image more natural and hence less
uncomfortable.”

(B)

R2.... e . 0

LasnansnT=

[FIG 16]

[FIG 14]



2. JP 2010-204821 A (Document 1)
(1) Cited Invention 1 found in Document 1
A hydraulic excavator comprising:
an upper turning body;
cameras respectively mounted at three portions of the right side, rear side and left side of the
upper turning body so as to capture images in three directions of the right side, rear side and left
side of the upper turning body;
an image processor for generating a display image from image signals of the cameras;
a cab provided on the upper turning body; and
a display device provided in the cab, wherein
the cameras are arranged in such a way that there exist overlapping areas between the
monitoring ranges of the neighboring right side and rear side cameras, and between those of the
neighboring rear side and left side cameras,
with the front direction of a simulated working machine being set in an upper image direction,
the image processor generates a display image by arranging a right side image on the right side of
the simulated working machine, a rear side image on the lower side, and a left side image on the
left side, and synthesizing the images, and
the synthesized display image is displayed on the display device.”

(2) Excerpts from Document 1, which is cited against the Patented Invention

E “According to the present invention, it is possible to generate
a combined image which does not bring about strange
impression by combining, at the optimum positions, a
bird's-eye image from a viewpoint above the working
machine and camera images captured by cameras
photographing the periphery.”

F “Camera 13a captures scene 12a, and transmits image signal
31 to the image processor 50. The image processor 50 inputs
image signal 31 and stores it in the image input unit 200.
Then, camera 13b captures scene 12b, and transmits image
signal 32 to the image processor 50. The image processor 50
inputs image signal 32 and stores it in the image input unit
200. Then camera 13c captures scene 12¢, and transmits
image signal 33 to the image processor 50. The image
processor 50 inputs image signal 33 and stores it in the »
image input unit 200. Image signals 31, 32 and 33 are e
converted into a bird's-eye image 300. The generation of the | LS 1l
bird's-eye image 300 can be realized by a publicly-known art ’

(e.g., see JP 2006-48451 A).” T =17

image input unit  ———— : ‘

1A b operational

ata
taking-in unit |~

G “As can be seen in FIG. 9, the bird’s-eye image generation 3¢
unit 300 converts input image 200a from the rear camera 9 ﬁ
13b into bird's-eye image 300a. At that time, the image of » @Q 137,'
person 20b, who is captured by the rear side camera 13b, is e ), ?k‘lg
converted together with a background scene and the head or = |
upper body of the person 20b is also reshaped to become
bigger at a distance from the camera in the bird’s-eye image, ' |,,,s,,.ay‘mage gvﬂ ¥, r =
and therefore person 20b will look quite strange. [ — T |
Accordingly, bird's-eye image 300b is clipped in a range 1000 @<
between the camera and the combination position 454 while . v 900
image 200b of the input image 200a is clipped in a range
further than combination position 454. Then, image 300b [FIG 3]

image
obstacle detection unit




and image 200b are combined. However, if images 300b and 200b are combined directly, their sizes
do not fit. Hence, the combination position between images 300b and 200b needs to be adjusted in
order to make them fit. Then, image 300b needs to be resized in order to generate image 300c, and
image 200b is resized in order to generate image 200c. Then, they are combined to generate
combined image 451. Hence, the resized person 20b turns into person 20c in the resized image 200c.

H “FIG. 16 shows a case in which combination positions in the synthesized image generated by the
combining images synthesizing unit 500 are set away from the cameras. With respect to the right
side input image, the intersection point 523 (see FIG.15) of combined image 533 (the intersection
point of triangular side lines of image 533) combined at combination line 532 calculated by the
combination position calculation unit 400 is placed on the center 531 of a simulated working
machine 1 seen from above. Next, with respect to the rear input image, the intersection point 523
of combined image 535 combined at combination line 534 calculated by the combination position
calculation unit 400 is also placed on the center 531 of the simulated working machine 1 seen from
above. Also, for the left side input image, the intersection point 523 of combined image 537 combined
at combination line 536 calculated by the combination position calculation unit 400 is further placed
on the center 531 of the simulated working machine 1 as seen from above. Here, the head of the
person 20 appearing in the rear image is seen as in the input image and not as a part of image
skewed from the input image for preparing the bird’s eye image.”

200z

| 300a
454 =y A/

3006 200b
537

536,

FIG 9 AR
[FIG 16]

3. JP 2006-48451 A (Document 2)
(1) Statements in Document 2

I “The image-synthesis section 62 processes, as necessary, the overlapped areas during the process of
integrating the image-data signals Sd into a single image. That is to say ..., a plurality of image-
data signals Sd for the same area are appropriately blended ... Thus, ... one bird’s-eye view image
is obtained in a duplicated image area 67 ...in which ... images shot with the effective fields of views
al and a2 of the fish-eye cameras 36, respectively, are overlapped.”

J “In this manner, images picked up by the fish-eye cameras 36 are integrated, and one bird's-eye



view image is displayed on the display device 42 ... Thus, this image is easier for the driver to view.”

4. Differences between the Patented Invention and Cited Invention 1 which have been found by the
Court X

[Difference 1]

Relating to the operation of a controller, according to the Patented Invention, “an output image
portion corresponding to the overlapping area” is generated by synthesizing captured images. On the
other hand, according to the Cited Invention 1, it is not specified how an output image portion
corresponding to an overlapping area is generated from images shot by neighboring cameras having
an overlapping area in their monitoring ranges.

[Difference 2]

According to the Patented Invention, an output image is displayed on the display device “including
the output image portions corresponding to the overlapping areas formed in the two directions.” On
the other hand, according to the Cited Invention 1, it is not specified that an output image including
such output image portion is displayed on a display device.

5. Discussion Points

The inventive step for the Patented Invention is disputed. In addition to Document 2, a plurality of
references that describe techniques of generating output image regions corresponding to overlapping
areas of images captured by plural cameras (“other well-known techniques”) do exist.

[Discussion Point 1] (Finding the Patented Invention)

In the claim of the Patented Invention, a generation of an output image portion by a controller is
described in such a broad sense that the controller composites each captured image from the
neighboring cameras to “generate an output image portion corresponding to the overlapping area.”
On the other hand, the specific embodiment for the generation of an output image corresponding to
the overlapping area is described in the detailed explanation for the Patented Invention (Items C and
D).

In such case, for interpretation of the Patented Invention which is required for the determination
of an inventive step, is it appropriate to literally interpret the wording “generate an output image
portion corresponding to the overlapping area” in a broad sense? Or, considering the detailed
description, is it appropriate to interpret the wording solely to correspond to the specific embodiment?

[Discussion Point 2] (Finding of matters described in Document 1)

According to the solution indicated in FIG. 16 of Document 1, three combined images that have
been separately generated (a bird's-eye image and camera images) are combined to generate a display
image. It is understood that output images are not used to generate overlapping areas. On the other
hand, overlapping areas exist in images shot by a plurality of cameras in FIG. 2 of Document 1.

In such case, is it appropriate to find that there is a description in Document 1 about generating an
output image portion corresponding to an overlapping area? Or, is it appropriate to find that there is
no description in Document 1 about that?

[Discussion Point 3] (Consideration of the content of “publicly known art document” described in the
cited document)

Document 2 is described as “publicly-known art” in Item F of Document 1. When another document
is mentioned as “publicly-known art” in a cited document, is it appropriate to find the cited invention
while treating matters described in the said another document as described (or being equal to be
described) in the said document?

Specifically in this case, considering Document 2 illustrated as “publicly-known art” in Item F of
Document 1, is it appropriate to find that the generation of an output image in Document 1 includes
generating an output image portion corresponding to an overlapping area?




[Discussion Point 4] (Advantageous effects of the Patented Invention)

Even in the case where the constitution of the Patented Invention is at a glance considered to be
easily conceived of by a person skilled in the art based on Document 1, if the effects produced by the
Patented Invention are advantageous in comparison with those in Document 1, will such
advantageous effects be considered as a condition to affirm an inventive step of the Patented
Invention?

Furthermore, in the detailed description of the Patented Invention in this case example, the specific
embodiment is stated as follows; “two input images with different average luminances form a lattice
pattern which brings about ‘the same color illusion’.” The technical effect of the specific embodiment
is stated as follows; “the operator who looks at the output image including areas R8 and R9 feels the
image more natural and hence less uncomfortable” (Items C and D). On the other hand, in the claims
of the Patented Invention, the generation of an output image portion by a controller is described in
such a broad sense that the controller synthesizes each captured image from the neighboring cameras
to “generate an output image portion corresponding to the overlapping area.” In such case, is it
appropriate to take into consideration the technical effect of the said specific embodiment as
advantageous effects of the Patented Invention and use such technical effects to affirm an inventive
step of the Patented Invention?

End of document

(Reference Decision)

Appeal Number Appeal No. 2015-22933
Date of Court | September 25, 2017, The IP High Court

Decision
Case Number 2016 (Gyo-ke) 10264
Major Issues An inventive step of the patent (Finding of the cited invention,

motivation for combining secondary prior art with primary prior
art, and effects particular to the patented invention)
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2016~2019 4 FLIRSE REE M SRS Ministry of Justice (dispatched to
2019 4E~ S PE s T Hanoi, Vietnam as Long-term Expert
of Japan International Cooperation
S OENT, B - SERERCHITT, 1L OIS - M R Agency’s Project in the Legal and
TS, BRIV B HI - SEEHCHIFT PO B, Judicial Field)
2007 - 2009 Judge, Tokyo District Court
(Intellectual Property Division)
2017 - 2019 Presiding Judge, Sapporo Family
Court
2019 to Present Judge, Intellectual Property High
Court

In addition to the above, judged cases at Kochi
District/Family Court, Ube Branch of Yamaguchi
Family/District Court, Sendai Branch of Kagoshima
District/Family Court.

P A ]

ictual Property
High Co

-'|'l"'ﬂ";'i;‘;‘;"5"°': REA  Ki##,/Daisuke Kumagai
fig B

S R P v S FH I
Judge, Intellectual Property High Court

B

o P el U IR R Graduate of Faculty of Law, University of Tokyo..
W5 0004 41 BT (PR £ 2004 Appointed judge (Osaka District
2007~2009 4 Ir il LTS R BR (R RIEARET RIS, Court)
Hogan Lovells #5557 2007 - 2009 Attorney-at-law, Kubota Law and

42011~20124F K RU v - e = K Patent office, Hogan Lovells

' E U & /e ORI It S 2011 - 2012 Catholic University Leuven
2018 4F~ R P S SR T (research of EU law and

Copyright Law)

SOIENIC, S EFEE - MR, Bl - sk 2018 to Present Judge, Intellectual Property High
FIFTAA KD, RIRE - MR IC s, Court

In addition to the above, judged cases at Saitama
Family/District Court, Matsumoto branch of Nagano
Family/District Court, Fukui Family/District Court.



S . . .
) ll s FENE /Hiroki Kan

SV B J PE v S TR
Judge, Intellectual Property High Court

RO TR AR 3

2009 4 FHeHIETE GO BT

2014 4FE~2016 4F  FR7EPEFEE @G BOR Mm@ i 2
i

2019 4E~ SV B PE v S R T

RUVNUN=T KER—RA 7 —VEBWEE,

&)= zh— /Koichi Shinohara
FNAO U P B S R B T B T A

Graduate of Faculty of Engineering, University of Tokyo.

2009

2014 - 2016

Appointed judge (Tokyo District
Court)

Deputy Director, Multilateral Trade
System Department, Trade Policy
Bureau, Ministry of Economy, Trade
and Industry

2019 to Present Judge, Intellectual Property High Court

Visiting Scholar, University of Pennsylvania Law School.

Judicial Research Official, Intellectual Property High Court

L REBRFRER LIRS R LS E T

1991 4 RERFFAT

2014~2017 4 FEEFUHET7 1 AFAER
2017~2018 ¢ FHHFHE

2018 42~ A U P e S B R BT BT T A

Graduate of Master's Course, Dept. of Information Science,
Graduate School of Engineering, Tokushima University.

1991
2014 - 2017

2017 - 2018

2018 to Present

Joined the Japan Patent Office
Director, Electronic Device Division,7
Patent Examination Department
(Electronic Technology), JPO

Chief Administrative Judge, Trial and
Appeal Department, JPO

Judicial Research Official, Intellectual
Property High Court



FpiE 1 Attorney at Law

35 B AER, Yutaro Kikuchi

AAF#ELHEGSRERE

President of the Japan Federation of Bar Associations

JEHRE S, BT L EE L, KA A
¥, 198 1HREfELRRE (B3 3H).
AAFHEESS TIE, EERK, EEAORE, Fri
LB OILFERATE L OB R EICRAERY A TE
7o AAFH#TEASERL L TC2ERICYZY ., FIA
LRd < HE D DD & 2 BB FEATI FE 0 FE O [E S
b, ZOHNWFETH SRl EOEHE RO, EER
Bl SIZY ATV D,

(77 E 21251 5 L ARKE]

20004 AASr#E Ll e 2B R
20134 AAS L E RRIRR

B taak
iR et 2 —
RIAER

EHANRTERR SRR R
FFEY R M AR
EE— B R RBAE

SR B A A

20064~200 84

20084~20104
201 04~201 24
20144%~20174

K& HE, Wataru Sueyoshi
e y FEER
President of the IP Lawyers Network Japan

Born in Hokkaido. Graduated from Hakodate La Salle
Senior High School and from Faculty of Law, University of
Tokyo. Admitted to the Tokyo Bar Association in 1981(33rd
class). At the Japan Federation of Bar Associations, he has
for many years been working on education and training for
legal profession, the issue of the number of legal
professionals, expansion of legal practice and its
coordination with administrative offices. Now in the second
year as the President of the Japan Federation of Bar
Associations, he is working on such matters as the reform
for the easy-to-use and reliable civil law system,
globalization of the judicial system, expansion of the area
of activities of lawyers who shoulder the responsibility, and
their international development.

[Major work history at the Bar Association]

2000 Standing Director of the Japan Federation
of Bar Associations

2013 Vice President of the Japan Federation of
Bar Associations; President of the Tokyo
Bar Association

2006 - 2008  Vice Chairman, the Legal Practice General
Promotion Center

2008 - 2010  Secretary-General, Review Conference on
the Issue of the Number of Legal
Professionals

2010 - 2012  Vice Chairman, Young Lawyers Support
Center

2014 - 2017  Chief, Legal Service Development Office,

Center for Coordination with Local
Governments

FOUR S B O s A, AU IE R AR,
19 8 3EFE AR LRBE (53 58,

T v M B

20054 4H~ HWHKHHE
2012850~ HEHME

20184F4H~ HHER

AARFHEEAS T, FAOM EBORHEE AT 55 Rk
E(2002F6A~20094F5A0), MIMEL #
—HERHE (2009446 H~201 145H), FEv
Z—FEE (201 146H~201245H), At
S —WHE - EBHEPTE (201 2E6H~2019
5 H), FAtr ¥ —RKEEIRT — L2 RE2HDTEE
L7z,

Born in Tokyo. Graduated from Komaba Toho Senior High
School and the Faculty of Law, the University of Tokyo.
Registered at Daini Tokyo Bar Association in 1983 (the
35th Term).

Principal Roles & Positions at the iPLNET Japan:

April 2005 - Standing Director
May 2012 - Senior Director
April 2018 - President

At JFBA, Sueyoshi has held the following positions:
Deputy Secretary of the Central Board on Promotion of
Intellectual Property Rights Policies (June 2002 — May
2009), Chief Secretary of the Committee on Intellectual
Property Rights (CIP) (June 2009 — May 2011),
Chairperson of CIP (June 2011 — May 2012), Head of the
Training and Business Development Project Team of CIP
(June 2012 — May 2019), and Head of the Agricultural and
Fishery Legal Support Team of CIP.



ARES  #%, Makoto Hattori
Hpdmtt o % —%KE

Member of the Intellectual Property Center of the Japan Federation of Bar Associations

BEMESGERR BT IRAR R AR 3, 1998 4R Fpal kg,

Fafs « 7 - A IIEHERS IT AT, 2001 4R BRAHE A
RS ERIFEEA MO EBOREIC TS GREM
F2). 2002 £E~2004 4FE RUIANZT RED—RA T —
vy 7 AT T 2 M FERIFIE TR BATFFE AL 2003
ERE = 2 — 3 — 7 N ERERBRGH, 2007 4£~2018 4
FERRFI T AMIEH EhEAT . 2016 4E~1h = KFERKFPE
IEERFERN R B R, 2018 4E~ A ARFAHE L& M i
PEE v & — AR - BIRIE - RBHEP TER

FICEIEB DY | B OMBME, S5,
TR - FIPE L Vo T2 BB D ARRR. HALAUEL,
RIEED D OMREE L HY LTV D, E72, WO
Frilf Lk & HORORERBR TG L 450 B OE B
FRIFICBIT28F - IREE1T> T D,

iR FE Kojo Harumi
oL, BURIEIBHIT S — b —

Attorney at law, Partner Sakurazaka Law Offices

Graduated from the Law Department, Faculty of Law, Keio
University. Admitted to the Japanese bar, and joined Abe,
Tkubo & Katayama in 1998. In 2001, he was seconded to
the Intellectual Property Policy Office in the Ministry of
Economy, Trade and Industry. From 2002 to 2004, after
completing an LLM at University of Pennsylvania Law
School, he worked as a guest lawyer at several law firms
both in the U.S. and Germany, and as a visiting researcher
at the Max-Planck Institute for Intellectual Property. He
was admitted to the New York bar in 2003. Along with
working as a professional lawyer, he has been fulfilling
various duties including an adjunct instructor at the
Graduate School of Science and Technology, Keio
University (2007 to 2018), a visiting professor at the
Graduate School of Law, Kobe University (since 2016), and
the chairman for trademark law, design law and unfair
competition prevention law section of the Intellectual
Property Center of the JFBA (Japan Federation of Bar
Associations) (since 2018).

He specializes in litigation related to domestic and
international intellectual property disputes, especially
patent infringement litigation. He has represented a
wide range of clients in many types of disputes. He has
served the main role in court in numerous cases, many of
which have achieved successful outcomes. During the
time when he was seconded to METI, he had the experience
of being involved in the planning and formulation of
Japan's intellectual property strategy and worked on the
amendment of the Unfair Competition Prevention Law.

19744 BORKFIEFIR A

1976 45 Fpaihtkdk

19834 KET 7 —Y=T KFo—R7 —/ET
(LL.M.)

2001 4F  ATE CHIgs « BTG S FeHIPT i M HE)

2005 4 Yoof - SANEASSEES T

2015 45 BRESGEREFHTTX— b —

BAE - 5 2 AU LR, TIRKPRFEBHEB T
[REIsticd

B - R EERE AR, FRAR

University of Tokyo (LL.B., 1974)

Legal Training and Research Institute of the Supreme
Court of Japan (1976)

Admitted in bar (1976)

University of Virginia School of Law (LL.M., 1983)
Judge (Tokyo High Court, Intellectual Property Division
(2001 - 2005)

Partner, Sakai Mimura Aizawa-Foreign Law Joint
Enterprise(2005 - 2014)

Partner, Sakurazaka Law Offices (2015)

Member of Daini Tokyo Bar Association
Visiting Professor, Law School of Chuo University

Main practice areas: Intellectual Properties (patent,
trademark, design patent, copyright, unfair competition,
trade secrets), Competition Law, Litigation



fHE  HEF, Yuriko Sagara
Frit - PRE RAFTFERERT - b —

Attorney at Law, Partner of Nakamura & Partners

FRE RIFFHE BB T S— b J—, 1999 4EHRURFEE
A FE MG 2001 AEFREORER (O R AELSR) .
2008 4EF 2 — 2 K¥n—2A 7 —/L LLME T, 2010 4£=
o— 3 — 7 PR ek,

FERE PEAE. EHIEME. B ERE EOMBMIEICET 5
RGP RATZT The < | MM FEICBIE S 5 [ENSFORK
BIfRZ KD AHRR R Z2 E L LTl o TES, #iik
SRR T A B A VR ADYR— FO—EE LT,
E NI~ DOBEEHBEEE 17> T 5,

2002 AENSLT VT RELEROaY—F 4 NEEARTIE
HLTBY, TOTHEHOABELLOZHLEL 5,

ENTIE, AAREALZOHANE (2010~2012 4F) <
REJJHRLRATHE (2013~2016 4F) Rl & 55 72 1E 7>, 2017
ENS AREMEMFEE L ¥ —DFEBE2BD TS,

K% X, Yuta Ujike
FUEEAEEEETT A k) —

Partner, Aoyama Law Offices

Ms. Yuriko Sagara is a partner at Nakamura & Partners
Patent Trademark & Legal Affairs. 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).

FEELTZU AT A A PRS (BEl, X, 7 — A,
T=AL BB AN NE) 7 VAT TER (T
A v JREE) 72 EOEPNIMTE T DIRAVEM (R
DRTT N BRI, L) (ZOW Tl 21T
9. Fie, I/ 7= LREEEA~OHARRE T 5,

EIRMEE P RRE
EpEEEETRREA
TUH =T A A A Y =X Ry NI RE

2006 4 BEHEFBAKFILFI LA R AR

2008 4 FFRHKRPREBEBIIER GRS BT

2015 4 UCLA (University of California, Los
Angeles)
School of Law (LL.M, and Certificate in the
Entertainment, Media, and Intellectual
Property Law Specialization Course) & T

Yuta Ujike advises mainly on a wide variety of domestic
and international matters, including drafting contracts,
negotiation, handling of disputes, etc., with respect to the
entertainment industry (movies, music, video/online
games, animations, comics and events, etc.), creative
industry (designs and advertisements, etc.) and so on. He
also has work experience at a private IT/game company as
a secondment lawyer.

Member of The Copyright Law Association of Japan
Member of ALAI Japan (International Literary and
Artistic Association of Japan)

Member of Entertainment Lawyers Network of Japan

UCLA (University of California, Los Angeles) School of Law
(LL.M, and Certificate in the Entertainment, Media, and
Intellectual Property Law Specialization Course) (2015)
Waseda Law School (J.D.) (2008)

Keio University (LL.B.) (2006)



= AFEF/Kumiko Iwai
TE—=Y v B KE BEREBET 7Y YA b

Associate, Anderson Mori& Tomotsune

FiE - ASEAN %A >Ry K- 7o by RiER Kumiko has dealt with both in domestic and cross border
WG L. BisaBh I, T A & R Lo It R, legal affairs concerning Japan, China, ASEAN and India,
0SS a2V 7 IAT LV RZKRTHavH T o 7% ete., especially handled many IP related cases such as

MBI LZ IR, protection, licensing agreements and consulting on IP,
also providing consultation to build Open Source Software
- EFRBI S R ER R compliance.
CfRAEEAN Y 7 b7 = T e v 4 — (SOFTIC)
FEZEAS - OSS ZERZER Examiner of National Intellectual Property Management
- 1P REER B R AT R TR I e Skills Test
Commission of Software in China, OSS of Software
2006 4 BEEFSEA R FBEEB IR 23 Information Center (SOFTIC) — Member

2008 4F  FiELIE NS - A - SRR IEAREEHT (st Lecturer of Graduate School of Yamaguchi University
AT, HOTEBIT, LT
2011 4F  FMSTATEEA T3 Helk - WFEAE INPIT)  Keio University (J.D.) (2006)

i, WM 7 e 7 2 —— Soga Uryu & Itoga Law Firm (Tokyo, Beijing and Shanghai
2016 4£  Gatmaytan Yap Patacsil Gutierrez & Office) (2008 - 2011)
Protacio (C&G Law, Philippines) ] National Center for Industrial Property Information and

Training(INPIT) — Global IP Producer (2011 - 2014)
Gatmaytan Yap Patacsil Gutierrez & Protacio (C&G Law,
Philippines) - Secondee(2016 - 2018)

# LT/ Ayako Suga
N—H =&~y TV V—IEREBT 7Y YA b

Associate, Baker McKenzie

EWNSM BT D M EEEDRH#E, 714220 Ayako focuses her practice on domestic and international
BBl e O Gk, 7 — 4 OF#E R OFTEM, IT ©2%  IP protection, transactions and dispute resolution, data
T D EMEW S, iy v AR—F—H5lIcBl)  protection and utilization and IT business. She is
DM EEMEOHERIALEES IT Y — B R ICB+ 5%40#  particularly experienced in the negotiation and drafting of
DIERL - 2R EH T 5, contracts for IP clearance in cross-border transactions and
IT services.
R RN S  (APPTYaS) &FHEF
Inter-Pacific Bar Association (BRACFEPEE#HZ) 28 Association for Promotion of the Protection of Trade Secrets

AHERERRBAESE (APPTraS) — Accounting Auditor
Inter-Pacific Bar Association (IPBA) — Member
2006 4 BEEFRB R FIE PR AR A3 Japan-China Lawyers Interaction Association — Member
2013 4% Stanford Law School (LL.M. in Law, Science
& Technology) & 7T Stanford Law School (LL.M. in Law, Science and

Technology) (2013)
Keio University (LL.B.) (2006)



15E%4 / Ministry of Justice

it #%Hiroyuki Tsuji
BB FBRE

Vice-Minister of Justice

W3Fn 59 4 3 A FORRAAE A A Education: Graduated from Tokyo University in 1984
614 A 4R R U AR Professional Career:
MEFn 6243 H 27 H o [ o A A April 1986: Public Prosecutor, Yokohama District Public
MEFn 6343 4 28 A EBE TR Prosecutors Office
ER24-7H 6 H et ] A = Mar. 1987: Public Prosecutor, Morioka District Public
TR 444 A 1R 4l R U R Prosecutors Office
P64 H 1R AR Mar. 1988: Attorney, Criminal Affairs Bureau, Ministry of Justice
TRk 1144 A 1A FJRF Hig: = R g July 1990: Public Prosecutor, Fukuoka District Public
PR 1345 H T H BT R Prosecutors Office
Tk 184E7 A 16 A P ) 0 2 ) o M = April 1992: Public Prosecutor, Nagoya District Public Prosecutors
SEHE Office
Tk 184E12 A1 H P ] 0 025 ) e A April 1994: Attorney, Criminal Affairs Bureau, Ministry of Justice
FHRSEE April 1999: Senior Public Prosecutor, Koufu District Public
TR 164F 12 A 1 A EHE TR Prosecutors Office
PRk 1741 A 11 A EBEENFRESFY May 2001: Senior Attorney for Legislative Affairs, Criminal
PRk 194E7 A 10 A R S R R ik A B Affairs Bureau, Ministry of Justice
TRk 2241 A 18 A BB FRRBERE July 2001: Counsellor, Preparation Office for the Promotion of
TRE 23 4F 4 A 8 A EHEERKEEFRAFRE Justice System Reform, Cabinet Secretariat
R 254ETH 5 H FATTH A b IE Dec. 2001: Counsellor, Headquarters for the Promotion of Justice
Tk 2641 H 9 A EBARKEE B System Reform, Cabinet Secretariat
2744212 H 10 B IEBE KEEBHHE Dec. 2004: Senior Attorney for Legislative Affairs, Criminal
R R4 Y) Affairs Bureau, Ministry of Justice
LRk 28429 H 5 A EBEREERER Jan. 2005: Counsellor, Criminal Affairs Bureau, Ministry of
TR B04E1 A 9 A EHEETFRE Justice
PR B14 1A 18 A IEBEBKRE July 2007: Director of the Legislative Division, Criminal Affairs
Bureau, Ministry of Justice
Jan. 2010: Director, General Affairs Division, Criminal Affairs
Bureau, Ministry of Justice
April 2011: Director of the Personnel Division, Minister’s
Secretariat, Ministry of Justice
July 2013: Chief Prosecutor, Matsue District Public Prosecutors
Office
Jan. 2014: Attached to the Minister’s Secretariat, Ministry of
Justice
Dec. 2015: Assistant Vice-Minister of Justice, Minister’s
Secretariat, Ministry of Justice (Deputy
Director-General for the Criminal Affairs Bureau)
Sep. 2016: Deputy Vice-Minister of Justice, Minister’s
Secretariat, Ministry of Justice
Jan. 2018: Director-General for the Criminal Affairs Bureau,

Jan. 2019:

Ministry of Justice
Vice-Minister of Justice



NS @H Y /Yukari Kotani

BB -

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

Wk 7 AR ST AR K2R PRI R R HE LR 2 & Ms. Kotani obtained her LL.M. at Ritsumeikan University

Tk, FNEEE AT, EAL 16 4F 10 AIcHEFEE, ¥ Graduate School of Law in 1995. Upon completion of

Ak 30 4= 4 A 26 Bk, judicial training, she was appointed a public prosecutor in
October 2004. She has been in her current position since
April 2018.

T#E BX/Ryota Shitamichi

BT - W, IR IEGERANEHTERE )5 TR

Professor, Government Attorney, International Cooperation Department, Research and Training Institute,
Ministry of Justice

R KRR AR 3 Graduated from School of Science, the University of Tokyo
BEEFE R R e BT RS T Graduated from Keio University Law School (J.D.)

2012 5 FHIEAETE  CROCH T BT 2012  Appointed judge (Tokyo District Court)

2015 4 HURUHUOTECHIET i EERE ) 2015  Judge, Tokyo District Court (Intellectual Property
2016 4F X = U VAIPEEE v 4 — (LLM) 5T Division)

2019 4F  IEBEIEHRAWIRITERRG 1 5%%E 2016 LL.M., Munich Intellectual Property Law Center
2019  Professor, Government Attorney, International
Cooperation Department, Research and Training
Institute, Ministry of Justice



#5327/ National Police Agency

#FH B Tsamu Hagiwara

ARANE

Assistant Section Chief

BRI 60 4E 4 H
SRk 20 4E 9 A
TRk 21 424 H

SRR 28 454 A
SRk 24 4E 2 A

Tk 28 4F 2 11
TR 30 4F 2 1]
Tk 314 2 11

THRIERE A
TR GERB AR L ERE
WEFIRIE  BORWRTE

G RBOREY)
THIVESAR DA A R R e
T YR GRACH A I 22 A R

AT LSRRI R A

T IR RS RE A L 2R R
TR AR RE TR SR T E

AT TR R R AT

April 1985

September 2008

April 2009

April 2011

February 2012

February 2016

February 2018

February 2019

Appointed to policeman of Chiba
Prefecture

Chief of Community Safety Section of
Togane Police Department of Chiba
Prefecture

Dispatched to the Cabinet Office and
assigned to the Director-General for
Policy Planning (for Policies on
Cohesive Society)

Assistant Chief of Welfare Crimes
Investigation Section in Youth
Division of the Police Headquarters
of Chiba Prefecture

Assistant Chief of Crime Prevention
Policy Section in the Community
Safety General Affairs Division of the
Police Headquarters of Chiba
Prefecture

Chief of Community Safety Section of
Narashino Police Department of
Chiba Prefecture

Director of Telecommunication
Dispatching Section of the Police
Headquarters of Chiba Prefecture
Sent to the National Police Agency on
loan and assigned to the Director for
Economic Crimes Investigation



B35 T/ Patent Office

¥ BH/Akira Matsunaga
RITRE

Commissioner-Japan Patent Office

1986 4 3 A HRUR BB

1986 4F 4 A WREPFEER NG

2001 4 6 H HUNMEEIT REE B BORT IR BOR
A E

2002 4 8 f R FAR G i Bz

2004 4E 8 A P ECR R A AR R

2005 4 7 A TR PEEEUR R AR R

200747 A G PEE SR A B AR

2009 4 7 A PR PE S BOR SR PE SRR

2010 4£ 7 A N EENES ST

2011 4E 4 A S 7 SR SRAHR R 1 S 563
EIEZET— A3 HEE (IHE)

2012 4 6 A REEERH#HE

2013 4F 6 A HUMEZE TR BRI R

2014 4E 7 A REEEBRDKEEBHEEE @&
EEBOR )

2015 4 6 f WHE FERE B NEERE

2017 4£ 7 A TR PE A IR A PE R T
KEEERLERAEE L —7 R (HD

201947 A BPTRE

PRI - 7 S5 RA A
T F SRR AT (DFE)

Education:

B.A. Law, Tokyo University
LL.M. Harvard Law School

Professional Experience:

2017 - 2019

2015 - 2016

2014 - 2015

2013 - 2014

2012 - 2013

2010 - 2012

2009 - 2010

2007 - 2009

2005 - 2007

2004 - 2005

2002 - 2004

2001 - 2002

1995 - 1998

Director-General for Regional
Economic and Industrial Policy with
Special Mission for Decomissioning
and Contaminated Water
Management, Ministry of Economy,
Trade and Industry (METI)
Councillor, Cabinet Secretariat Office
of the Assistant Chief Cabinet
Secretary

Deputy Director-General, Economic
and Industrial Policy Bureau
Ministry of Economy, Trade and
Industry, METI

Director-General, Business
Environment Department, Small and
Medium Enterprise Agency, METI
Director, Budget and Account Division,
Minister’s Secretariat, METI
Counsellor, Cabinet Secretariat Office
of the Assistant Chief Cabinet
Secretary

Director, Industrial Structure Policy
Division, Economic and Industrial
Policy Bureau, METIT

Director, Automobile Division,
Manufacturing Industries Bureau,
METI

Director, Macro Economic Affairs
Division, Economic and Industrial
Policy Bureau, METI

Director, Policy Planning and
Research Division Trade Policy
Bureau, METI

Professor, Faculty of Economics,
Nagasaki University

Special Assistant to the Commissioner,
Small and Medium Enterprise Agency,
METI

First Secretariat, Embassy of Japan
in Myanmar



iy

£ /Takashi Yamashita

REEFIT SRHR R
Director-General, Trial and Appeal Department, Japan Patent Office

19884
19914
19924
199341
19944
199541
19974

19984
20004

200 341
200 54
200 64
200 84

200841

20104
201 34
20154
201 74
20194

4 H
4 A
9H
0H
9H
1H
7H

7H
6 H

0H
4 H
4
7H

1H

7H
7H
7H
7H
7H

FFFTT GRS S ES)
FELIMFEET RHREF)
HBSAR LT A M S E SR =
EFER

KED S b rRE

EHESE  REAME

ANESAE R I E B BE 25 — R
AR A

FBEE T A R

TEY 20— 7 EFHE R B ARBURF
K —SELE
FHEAEE (55 8 M)

LU e TR NN b

[E B L E M BOR = R
BRI T A 2 M
EHE

OF) EIBERR PCT il B S i i =5
i

WIPO PCT HEEWH IR

FHIR

April 1988

April 1991

September 1992

October 1993
September 1994
November 1995

July 1997

July 1998

June 2000

October 2003

April 2005
April 2006

July 2008

November 2008

July 2010

July 2013

July 2015
July 2017

July 2019

Joined the Japan Patent Office
(Applied Optics Division, the Second
Examination Department)
Examiner, Applied Optics Division, the
Second Examination Department
Industrial Property System Revision
and Deliberation Office, General
Coordination Division

International Affairs Division
University of Washington, USA
Deputy Director, International Affairs
Division

Deputy Director, First International
Organization Division, Economic
Affairs Bureau, Ministry of Foreign
Affairs of Japan

Optical Devices Division, the Second
Examination Department

First Secretary, the Permanent
Mission of Japan to the International
Organizations in Geneva
Administrative Judge, the 8th Board
of Trial and Appeal, Trial and Appeal
Department

Applied Optics Division, the First
Patent Examination Department
Director, Multilateral Policy Office,
International Affairs Division
Director, Optical Control Sub-Division,
Optical Devices Division, the First
Patent Examination Department
Concurrently appointed as Director,
PCT System Reform Review and
Preparation Office, International
Affairs Division

Director, the Patent Cooperation
Treaty

(PCT) International Cooperation
Division, Innovation and Technology
Sector, World Intellectual Property
Organization (WIPO)

Senior Director, Applied Optics
Division, Patent and Design
Examination Department (Physics,
Optics, Social Infrastructure and
Design)

Director, Trial and Appeal Division,
Trial and Appeal Department
Director-General, Patent Examination
Department (Electronic Technology)
Director-General, Trial and Appeal
Department



foBE  #—,Yuji Wada
BT EREAEER
Executive Chief Administrative Judge, Trial and Appeal Department, Japan Patent Office

1986 4
1990 4=

41
4

1998 4= 10 A

1999 4=
2004 4

2006 4
2008 4F

2010 4

2012 4¢
2015 4
2017 4¢
2019 4
2019 4¢

41
41

7H
7H

7H

4 A
4 A
7H
1H
7H

REEFITAT  (EALSE = 5Eh Bs)
RERFITHRAE HRAT (B
RERFIT RS (5 8 M)
RERFITHREARR R (B 1 248M)
R IT R A I AT A
(B T3HAR)
FFEFIT AR B EE (1 1)
FERFTRRP RS R EAR (k- v
— B AR
FEFIT RS CMEAR (ki
37)
HORHT B TR A
FRTEHEEME G811 1HM)
PRI B ERITR (B 1 1)
JrARHE AR (81 9HM)
FEEFTHRH AR (58 6 EM)

April 1986

April 1990

October 1998

April 1999

April 2004

July 2006

July 2008

July 2010

April 2012

April 2015

July 2017

January 2019

July 2019

Joined the Japan Patent Office (Motive
Machinery Division, the Third
Examination Department)

Examiner, Motive Machinery Division,
the Third Examination Department
Administrative Judge, the 8th Board of
Trial and Appeal, Trial and Appeal
Department

Administrative Judge, the 12th Board of
Trial and Appeal, Trial and Appeal
Department

Associate Managing Examiner, Motive
Machinery Division, the Second Patent
Examination Department

Associate Principal Administrative
Judge, the 11th Board of Trial and
Appeal, Trial and Appeal Department
Director, Nursing, Medical Treatment
and Service Apparatus Division, the
Second Patent Examination Department
Director, Logistics and Assembling
Division, the Second Patent
Examination Department

Judicial Research Official, Tokyo
District Court

Director of the Board of Trial and
Appeal, the 11th Board of Trial and
Appeal, Trial and Appeal Department
Senior Director of the Board of Trial and
Appeal, the 11th Board of Trial and
Appeal, Trial and Appeal Department
Executive Chief Administrative Judge,
the 19th Board of Trial and Appeal, Trial
and Appeal Department

Executive Chief Administrative Judge,
the 6th Board of Trial and Appeal, Trial
and Appeal Department
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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 is the
Second Vice-President of AIPPI and Chairman of Nippon
Intellectual Property Translation Association. He
graduated from Waseda University, Tokyo, Japan, with a
bachelor's degree in electrical engineering with emphasis
on electronics, from Iowa 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
from 2013 to 2017.

Patent Attorney, Partner, Abe, Ikubo and Katayama
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Ms. Kato is a partner of Abe, Ikubo and Katayama (Patent
attorney). She received a Bachelor of Engineering Degree
from Waseda University in 1988. She had a working
experience in the Japan Patent Office as a patent examiner
and a member of board of Appeal in the field of metal
processing and polymer processing (1988-2006). She won a
scholarship by the National Personnel Authority to
European Patent Office and German Patent Office (1998).
She seconded to the Tokyo District Court as a Judicial
Research Official (2002-2005). In the IP division at the
Tokyo District Court, she provided expert advices on
technicality of patent properties to judges when they make
judicial decisions of patent infringement cases in the
chemical field and of other intellectual property cases. In
2006, she registered as patent attorney and joined Abe
Tkubo, and Katayama. She has been mainly involved in
patent infringement cases and invalidation trials. She
learned German patent litigation practice under Judge
Thomas Kithnen in the Higher Regional Court of
Diisseldorf (2013). Since April 2018, she teaches at Waseda
Univers