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Cabinet Decides Basic Principles of Intellectual Property Policy
FHIEFEBCRICEE T SE KA. BERE

On June 7, 2013, the Japanese government, considering policies for ten yearsin the future, reached a decision
in a cabinet meeting on the basic principles of Intellectual Property policy. This policy will be developed
around four main pillars: 1. the construction of aglobal 1P system to increase competitiveness; 2. support for
improving | P management for small and medium-sized enterprises and business ventures; 3. creating an
infrastructure to deal with a digitally networked society; and 4. increasing soft power with a focus on content.

One aspect that is being focused on is the incorporation of a new policy with regards to employee inventions.
The current employee inventions system, under which it is stipulated that rights to inventions revert to the
inventors (i.e. the employees), will undergo a drastic revision, whereby inventions will either revert to the
company, or ownership will be decided via a contract between the company and its employees. Parts of the
business world are calling for these kinds of measures to be taken due to ongoing cases where employees are
suing their companies over disputes regarding appropriate compensation for inventions, resulting in companies
having to pay large compensation sums.
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U.S. Supreme Court Rules Human Genes Unpatentable
KExEE. BELFIHFHFEDT

On June 13, 2013, the United States Supreme Court issued its decision in a case regarding the patentability of
human genes. The Court ruled that unmodified genes could not be subject to patents.

This decision was reached during a case brought against U.S. corporation Myriad Genetics by cancer patients,
doctors and researchers seeking invalidation of Myriad’s patent for genes that increase the risk of breast cancer
etc. They argued that as aresult Myriad held a monopoly on genes used in tests, leading to an increasein
medical costs. The Supreme Court decided that the genes Myriad isolated from the human body are naturally
occurring, and therefore do not constitute an invention.

Conversely, the Supreme Court mentioned that genes that are man-made will continue to be protected by
patents.

K m#iT201346 A 13 H | A OBAB T DFFFTFOX G E72 D E DGO IFRAICE W T, ADOFERIA 5
TWRWBAE FIERFRF O G L3 D7 N ED IR A SV ELTZ,

ZOEMNL, KT R DT 7 AAERBIF LTI A T2 E DIIEV ALY & F O DB AR 1 DRFFFICH L, B ICfl
ASNDBIE T2 RIS L TS 72D R E DN EFEIC /2> TDEL T, BABECERD, AFEH D2 3F 1
7eh O, IR TIE, VTR AEOS S BEL T8 R I B RO FEY Th- TR TII W SIS,

— 7. NEWIZE RSB FIZOWTEL, §IEEREF CRESND SR mBITE KL TS,

2 Intelle@ HARAKENZO



HERARE NS SIS

s=f5® HaArAKENZO

JAPAN

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW WORLD PATENT & TRADEMARK

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW FIRM

India and Rwanda join the Madrid Protocol
AR LT UE TR MR ERESZICNE

The governments of India and Rwanda have submitted applications to the Director General of the World
Intellectual Property Office (WIPO) to join the Madrid Protocol, which governs international trademark
registrations. The protocol will come into effect on July 8, 2013 in Indiaand August 17, 2013 in Rwanda.

Further, India’ s application contained the declarations that the time limit of one year to notify a provisional
refusal of protection isreplaced by 18 months, and that any protection resulting from the registration of a mark
under the Madrid protocol before the date of its effectuation in India cannot be extended into India.

In recent years, the number of new countries joining the Madrid Protocol has increased, and the memberships
of India and Rwanda bring the number of countries to have ratified the Protocol to 90, and the total number of
countries using the Madrid system to 91.
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PPH Between JPO and Russian Patent Office Expanded
BAREHEFT. OO 7HEFT OB TPPHXRILK

From June 1, 2013, the patent offices of Japan and Russia expanded the Patent Prosecution Highway between
the two offices.

Previously, only applications in the partner country that via national examination had been judged to have
patentability were subject to the PPH. With this new expansion, before a decision on patentability is reached via
national examination, PCT applications judged to have patentability by the JPO or Russian Patent Officein
their capacities as international search authority or international preliminary examination authority may be

accepted for inclusion in the PPH.

This expansion of the PPH is expected to result in even greater convenience for users.
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Results of User Survey on Quality of Patent Examinations Etc. Reported
BIrBEFOEITOVWTDA—F—Tor— MREE

The JPO has conducted a survey of 675 users (holding atotal of 2,765 patent applications) with the aims of
determining the quality of patent examinations and clarifying areas where said examinations can be improved.

Regarding the overall quality of patent examinations, approximately 90% of those responding to the survey
rated the examinations either ‘fully satisfactory,” ‘quite satisfactory’ or ‘normal.” On the other hand, the report
details that in order to improve the quality of examinations, areas that should be focused on include decreasing
inconsistencies in examination judgments and improving decisions regarding inventive step, written description
requirements and unity of invention.

Regarding the overall quality of international search reports etc., again approximated 90% of those responding
to the survey rated the reports either ‘fully satisfactory,” ‘ quite satisfactory’ or ‘normal.” However, areasto be
investigated for potential improvement are searches of foreign literature and non-patent literature and the
elimination of discrepancies in examination judgments between the international and national phases.

The primary demands from users were for appropriate decisions regarding novelty and inventive step and more
substantial written explanations of said decisions; for reduction of inconsistencies in examination judgments;
and for more substantial searches of foreign literature and non-patent literature.
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Our Hiroshima Office's Facebook page provides useful services for
Hiroshima prefecture and the rest of the Chugoku and Shikoku regions,

with constant IP information updates. Please find us on Facebook.
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[ HARAKENZO WORLD PATENT & TRADEMARK HIROSHIMA OFFICE More mformatlon
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Introduction to Our Firm's Service UFRDY—EREN
Semiconduetor Ciicuit layout(Mask Wank) Suppoert Station)
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| We offer high-quality service, combining know-how cultivated in a

long years of experience and analyzes competence unique to Click here for.details

international patent firms.
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Please contact usif 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.

OSAKA HEAD OFFICE

ADDRESS:

DAIWA MINAMIMORIMACHI BLDG.,
2-6, 2-CHOME-KITA, TENJINBASHI,
KITA-KU, OSAKA 530-0041, JAPAN

E-MAIL:

iplaw-osk@harakenzo.com

WEBSITE: —
http://www.harakenzo.com w 3

http://www.intellelution.com
http://ip-kenzo.com

TELEPHONE:
+81-6-6351-4384 (Main Number)

OSAKA 2nd OFFICE

ADDRESS:

MITSUI SUMITOMO BANK
MINAMIMORIMACHI BLDG., 1-29,
2-CHOME, MINAMIMORIMACHI,
KITA-KU, OSAKA 530-0054, JAPAN

E-MAIL:
iplaw-osk@harakenzo.com

WEBSITE:
http://www.harakenzo.com
http://www.intellelution.com
http://ip-kenzo.com

TELEPHONE:
+81-6-6351-4384 (Main Number)

WORLD TRADE CENTER BLDG. 21F
2-4-1, HAMAMATSU-CHO,
MINATO-KU, TOKYO 105-6121,
JAPAN

E-MAIL:
iplaw-tky@harakenzo.com

WEBSITE:
http://www.harakenzo.com
http://www.intellelution.com
http://ip-kenzo.com

TELEPHONE:
+81-3-3433-5810 (Main Number)

FACSIMILE:
+81-3-3433-5281 (Main Number)

FACSIMILE: FACSIMILE: ,‘.
+81-6-6351-5664 (Main Number) | +81-6-6351-5664 (Main Number) +of

TOKY O HEAD OFFICE HIROSHIMA OFFIC
ADDRESS ADDRESS

NOMURA REAL ESTATE
HIROSHIMA BLDG. 4F

2-23, TATEMACHI, NAKA-KU,
HIROSHIMA 730-0032, JAPAN

E-MAIL:
iplaw-hsm@harakenzo.com
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