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Handling of Trademarks that may Represent or be Confused with a State Qualification,
etc. (e.g. OO0 £ (Publicly-certified OOO) or OO0 &=+ (Professor OOO)

In principle, trademarks composed of “O00 = or “O00 &=L shall be refused in
the following cases, pursuant to Article 4(1)(vii) of the Trademark Act:

a. when the trademark represents a qualification authorized by a State, a local public entity or an
agency thereof or an enterprise working in the public’s interest (hereinafter referred to as “state
qualification, etc.”); or

b. when the trademark is hardly distinguishable from state qualification, etc. at first sight and is
liable to mislead the general public.

However, when the trademark is recognized by the general public to have no relation
to a state qualification, etc., or when the applicant of said trademark application is a qualifying
organization of a state qualification, etc. (i.e. organizations stipulated in relating laws and
effective qualifying organizations recognized by competent authorities), the trademark shall not
fall under the above Article.

[Explanation]

Due to their constituent characters, some trademarks composed of “O00 X" or
“O00 fEL” represent state qualifications, etc. or can be confused with state qualifications,
etc. at first sight. To register such trademarks and to use them on goods and/or services may
cause a loss of social credit for the systems of state qualifications, etc. and may also contravene
public order or morality. Therefore, such trademarks shall be refused pursuant to Article
4(1)(vii) of the Trademark Act

According to the above purport, when said trademark is not liable to mislead the
general public into recognizing it as an existing state qualification, etc., or when a qualifying
organization, etc. of said state qualification, etc. is the applicant of a trademark that represents
an existing state qualification, etc., the trademark shall not fall under Article 4(1)(vii) of the
Trademark Act.



<Examples which fall under the Article 4(1)(vii) of the Trademark Act>

T Related state Date of the
rademark e - Case number
qualification, etc. judgment

Patent manager Patent attorney lesglr;lk())gr %fo 1998 (Gyo Ke)

(FErEEL) (FET) 1009 289

Doctor of patent Doctor of engineering

science and (T=2tE L)
engineering Doctor of science and | Decision of August
(EFHFEITPEL) engineering, etc. 25, 1981 1980 (Gyo Ke) 95
EIHEL) Dismissal of the
appeal
Decision of April 1981 (Gyo Tsu)
13, 1981 192
Doctor of patent -
engineering Demszlgn 1cg‘éA1ugust 1980 (Gyo Ke) 99
(B IFiEL) '
Doctgr of patent Decision of August | 1980 (Gyo Ke)
philosophy 25,1981 119

FHFEFED) '

D-O 9tor of pater!t Decision of August | 1980 (Gyo Ke)
poll:ucal economics 31 1081 180
(FFBREFE L) '

Doctor of patent -
architectoniF():s, etc. Dems;cl)n fgéb\lugust

(HFrgEExEt%) ’ 1980 (Gyo Ke) 96
Dismissal of the
appeal
Decision of April | 1981 (Gyo Tsu)
13, 1982 193
Master of patent Master Decision of August | 1980 (Gyo Ke)
(FEFEL) (L) 25,1981 101
Dietitian manager Nutritionist manager Decision of 2003 (Gyo Ke)
(EEBEL) (EEXELT) October 29, 2003 248
Dietitian Nutritionist Decision of 2003 (Gyo Ke)
(B&T) (R&ED) October 29, 2003 250

<Examples which do not fall under the said Article>

Ofuro-no-biyoushi (HEEDERL), Gishi (FEL), Ume-hakase (#E1E=1), Omutsu-hakase

(BT D18 L) Teuchi-udon-hakase (FiT5 EAETL)

(Note) Click below to see the Examination Guidelines for Trademarks
Examination Guidelines for Trademarks:
Article 4(1)(vii) (Contravention of Public Order or Morality)



http://www.jpo.go.jp/tetuzuki_e/t_tokkyo_e/pdf/tt1303-061_24.pdf

