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2011 revisions - relief regulations in cases of deadline expiration
2011 EE E R IE — HiREE A D RUERE

Due to the revisions to the patent law, etc. new relief regulations have been established and plans have been

made to ease requirements for existing relief regulations in cases of deadline expiration.

(1) Newly established regulations
(a) When the deadline for submitting the Japanese translation of a foreign-language application is not met
(b) When the deadline for submitting the Japanese translation of a PCT document entering the national phase in

Japan is not met

(2) Regulations with plans to ease requirements

(a) When the deadline for late payment of patent fees/utility model fees/design fees (except registration fee) is
not met

(b) When the deadline for applying for registration of trademark renewal or registration of reclassification is not
met

(c) When the deadline for applying for registration of renewal of duration of right based on defensive mark

registration is not met
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Requirements
(A) There must be 'reasonable grounds' for failing to carry out the necessary procedures within the deadline.

(B) Relief procedures must be carried out within a proscribed period.

About 'reasonable grounds':

According to the JPO guidelines, as foundation for 'reasonable grounds,' it must be found that in spite of the
applicant(s) taking the due care required by the circumstances, there were reasons why the deadline was not
met.

For example, if the deadline was not met because of an inability to carry out online procedures due to a
scheduled blackout, it would be possible to know in advance of the scheduled blackout and thus take
appropriate measures. Therefore in this case the requirements for relief would not be met by principle. On the
other hand, in the case of an unpredictable event, whether or not the applicant(s) took appropriate measures to
avoid said event in advance and appropriate measures to avoid missing the deadline after said event had
occurred would be considered.

In cases where there is a representative, as a rule there is will be the additional consideration of whether the
representative took due care, and on the part of the applicant, whether appointing the representative was
appropriate or not, and also whether the correspondence and handling on the part of the applicant was

appropriate.
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JPO: Japanese-language Searches of Chinese Utility Models Now
Possible
HEFT. FEOEAHEZ A RS THRERHEIC

On March 14, 2012, the JPO announced that it would be offering a service via the Industrial Property Digital
Library that enables Japanese-language searches of Chinese Utility Models. The aim of this service is to make
it easier for foreign enterprises making inroads into China to avoid unknowingly infringing the registered utility

models of Chinese enterprises.

This service was made available from March 19, 2012, with the abstracts of around 50,000 Utility Model cases
searchable at the outset. During 2012, this figure will grow to 1,000,000 searchable cases from the last 10 years.

In future, there are plans to make Japanese-language searches of Chinese patents available as well.
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First Compulsory License of Generic Drugs Effected in India
AR, ZRRERERZTYDEGEREEZFHEN

On March 12, 2012, the Indian Patent Office effected the country's first compulsory license of generic drugs.
As a result of this, Natco Pharma Ltd, an Indian manufacturer of generic drugs is now able to produce drugs
made of tosylic acid sorafenib for kidney and liver treatment. A condition of manufacturing these generic drugs
is that Natco Pharma Ltd must pay German pharmaceutical company Bayer Corporation, the owner of the

patent until 2020, a 6% licensing fee for the remaining eight years that Bayer Corporation holds the patent.

This move is expected to lead to a large reduction in the cost of medicines.
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Intellectual Property Promotion Plan 2012
*N A B EE HEEE ETEI 2012

On March 13, 2012, the government's Intellectual Property Strategy HQ Content Strengthening Specialist

Board of Investigation put together the framework of its "Intellectual Property Promotion Plan 2012."

The main measures of the plan are as follows. Regarding the basic development of digital network society,
there are proposals for "developing an environment for copyright" and "advancing the full-scale distribution of
electronic books." Regarding the promotion of "Cool Japan," there are proposals for "creating successful

examples of overseas exhibitions" and "promoting visits to Japan."

The "Intellectual Property Promotion Plan 2012" will undergo examination by the Intellectual Property HQ and
is scheduled to be finalized in May or June 2012.
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WIPO: 2011 Had Most Patent Applications on Record
2011 FEDFFRFHBEHHITAERE . HAMMFAEERKE (WIPO) N

On March 5, 2012. the World Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) announced that 2011 saw a 10%
increase in international patent applications over the previous year, to around 181,900 cases. 2011 therefore had

the highest number of international patent applications of any year on record.

In terms of patent applications per country, the U.S. was in first place with 48,596 patents, an 8% increase over
2010. Japan was in second place with 38,888 patents, an increase of 21%. China meanwhile stood out with a

33.4% increase in patents.
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For individual enterprises, the Chinese communications device manufacturer ZTE took first place with 2,826
patents, ousting 2010's top company Panasonic, which registered 2,463. In third position with 1,831 patents was

another Chinese communications device manufacturer, Huawei.

WIPO's analysis of the results stated that "the earthquake in Japan had no effect on patent applications. Japan is
changing its main approach from internal patent registration to international registration" and that "work on

technological innovations has shifted from the Europe and U.S. to Asia."
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Introduction to Our Firm' s Service LFRDY —E Z BN

Researeh/Analysis/Patent Map
AT » ST » INFPY YT

We offer high-quality service, combining research know-how cultivated NqKd S IITRCIM LI
in long years of experience and analyzes competence unique to

international patent firms.
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Please contact us if you have any comments or require any information.

Please acknowledge that the purpose of our column is to provide general information on the field of
intellectual property, and that the description here does not represent our legal opinion on a specific theme.
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