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Government/JPO-related information

® A Cabinet Decision was made on the Bill for the Act of Partial Revision
of the Patent Act and Other Acts, including allowing a video
conference system to be used for oral proceedings for a trial or appeal.
(JPO, May 21, 2021)
® Graphic images, building designs and interior designs additionally
subject to protection under the revised Design Law that came into
effect on April 1, 2020 were registered for the first time in November
2020. Graphic images for displaying vehicular information, designs for
commercial buildings and station buildings, and interior designs for
bookstores and conveyor belt sushi restaurants have been registered.
As of April 1,2021, 188 graphic images, 102 building designs, and 24
interior designs have been registered.
(November 2 and 9, 2020, Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry)
® For the purpose of preventing spread of infection of the new
coronavirus, a Ministerial Ordinance for Partial Revision of the
METI-related Ordinances for Reviewing Procedures Requesting Seals
has been published and came into force, and accordingly, the JPO has
announced that seals are no longer required for approximately 800
types of application procedures excluding 33 types thereof that suffer
significant damage due to counterfeiting.
(JPO, December 28, 2020)
® For Al and loT-related technologies attracting considerable social
attention, the JPO has released the world's first cartooned version of
their patent examination guidelines "Examination Guidelines in
Manga: Al/loT Edition" and published it on their website. The manga
illustrates the basic concepts for the patent examination guidelines
relevant to such technologies.
(JPO, April 5,2021)

Cases and Others

® For the period from March 19 to 25, the Japan Patent Attorneys
Association had opened a patent office pavilion in KidZania Tokyo, a
facility for children's occupational and social experiences, allowing
them to experience patent application procedures. This provided the
first opportunity for children to experience the work of a patent
attorney in KidZania.
(Japan Patent Attorneys Association, March 10, 2021)
® |n response to the IP High Court having partially approved a claim filed
by a music school regarding whether the Japanese Society for Rights
of Authors, Composers and Publishers (JASRAC) is allowed to collect
copyright royalties for the music played in the music school, both
JASRAC and the music school have appealed to the Supreme Court.
(April 1,2021, the Nikkei Shimbun)

Corporate information

® |n a lawsuit filed by Gree Inc. with the US Federal Court, claiming that a
game maker Supercell Oy infringes six patent rights of Gree Inc., the
jury decided that Supercell Oy had intentionally infringed the patent
rights, and ordered the game maker to pay $ 92.1 million in damages.

(May 10, 2021, ITmedia Business Online)

02 Fukami Patent Office, P.C. News Letter

® kWY R | Topics July 2021 _vol.20



Contents

Fukami Patent Office,

NEWS .
LETTER

BEEBEA ARWBFEHH Z2—-AL&—

H X

w. 20

July 2021

COVER PHOTO

FRTEBEN BRI EHA
RRZETIRTA/NLET—-J T
Osaka Head Office Building
Nakanoshima Festival Tower West

02 HMEVMEIEICET 515k

Intellectual Property Rights

04 EGEEEDREANDELDHF
SOERILEM T 1 E2RHLT —
BER #HE +E E
Mounting Expectations for Protection of Graphic Image Designs

—— One Year after Enforcement of Revised Design Act —
Divisional Manager, Design Division / Akira NAKANISHI

— DZIiﬂf%ranfi:\ %’Hﬂ%%{iﬂalu,wlﬂi k@bhﬁx%, ¢ —
BHE1E LFE-BES LFENHRE
Main Amendments to the Patent Law of China and its Impact on Practice

—— Comparison with the Patent Act, the Utility Model Act and the Design Act of Japan —
Senior Associate, 1st Mechanical Division & Design Division / Akihiro ODA

12 FvvFI7L—XEEDNS
— EFOHFERMZECT —
PAIRAERER Wl A%
Current Situation of Catchphrase Trademarks

—— Through Examples of Recent Appeal Decisions —
Trademark / Law Division /" Sae SEGAWA

18 BADEBLF13E

BIRERIIV—T RRATAR) /A %

Stay Home
Clerk, Foreign Cases ./ Nami YABUMOTO

19 aO0FEENTILOERNE

ERHEEHMIR B BA

Chinese drama Eiraku
1st Mechanical Division / Hirotada KURIYAMA

20 Effective Business Letter Writing

Barrister & Solicitor /* Gerald Thomas

21 FiRAIELT—8

Patent Attorney Profiles




E S ﬁﬁ%ﬁ Opinion

EREEDRENDELSH

F

— SUERICIE T8 1 el LT —
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Introduction

Over a year has passed since the enforcement of the revised
Design Act of April 1, 2020 which incorporates the protection
of graphic image designs, and building and interior designs.
According to "Trend of Application of Design Registration for
New Subject of Protection based on Revised Design Act,"" the
number of applications of design registration for new subjects
of protection was 1,156 for "graphic images", 419 for "buildings",
and 278 for "interiors" as of June 1, 2021, which shows the
particularly keen interest in "graphic images" by users.

Graphic image designs

The revision of the Design Act expanded the scope of
protection of designs relating to graphic images. After the
revision, a graphic image is protected as a "graphic image
design," and a design can be registered by preparing only one
graphic image view. Hitherto, an applicant needed to consider
the arrangement, position, and size of a display on which a
graphic image is displayed with respect to a device or prepare
a six-sided view of the device including the display. The
revision is beneficial for applicants by reducing such burdens,
by allowing submission of only a graphic image view.

Decorative graphic images such as wallpaper
images and media contents such as graphic
images of movies and games

After the revision of the Design Act, decorative graphic
images such as graphic images of wallpaper and media
contents such as graphic images of movies and games are
still exempted from the scope of protection. The section
"revision of design system which contributes to enhancement
of industrial competitiveness"® states as follows: "Decorative
graphic images such as wallpaper and media contents such
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as graphic images of movies and games are not relevant to
the functions of the equipment or the like for graphic images,
and accordingly, do not directly enhance added values of
the equipment or the like. Such graphic images seem to
have little necessity in being protected under the approval of
exclusive rights based on the Design Act, and hence, should
not be added to the subject of protection."

In recent years, large low-profile displays such as digital
signages can be seen frequently across the city. The time has
arrived where we can appreciate spatial designs by displaying
or periodically changing decorative graphic images on displays
on walls which are installed at stations and hotels and in
living rooms. When designs of the same pattern are created,
a design registration can be granted as a wallpaper design,
but not as a graphic image design. From the perspective
of protection of designs adapted to the paperless era, the
requirements for associating the functions of equipment or the
like for graphic images® should be re-evaluated. Additionally,
a review should be conducted to add decorative graphic
images to the scope of protection by the Design Act from the
perspective of genuinely protecting designs.

The media contents industry including movies and games
has recently developed into a large industry, in which a lot of
capital is invested. Graphic images included in media contents
are protected in a limited manner, although graphic images
belonging to the field of art can be protected by the Copyright
Act. In order to thoroughly protect media contents such as
graphic images, which are now the foundation of the media
contents industry supporting the Japanese economy, the
requirements for associating with the functions of equipment
relating to graphic images should be reviewed in addition
to decorative graphic images. Also, a review needs to be
conducted on whether to add graphic images included in
media contents as a subject of protection under the Design Act.

Conclusion

The revised Design Act now covers areas that were
not protected by the original Design Act, dramatically
increasing the utility of this act. Appropriate and proactive
use of the revised Design Act will promote the ensuring
of implementation by one's company, discouraging other
companies from infringement, and help branding, which will
be advantageous to the development of one's business.

The Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry expects that
the fourth industrial revolution brought forth by Al and loT
will lead to the arrival of a high value-added economy and
society with creative business activity®. The Design Act is
expected to evolve further so that it can appropriately support
the growth of the media contents industry.
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1. Introduction

The 4th revision” to the Patent Law of China came into
force on June 1, 2021. According to the 4th revision, the
Patent Law of China was further introduced with various
rules such as rules concerning partial design, application of
design based on domestic priority, compensation for duration
of patent rights due to unreasonable delay in examination,
extension of duration of new drug-related patents, punitive
compensation for damages, open-licensed patent right, and
patent linkage. In addition, according to the 4th revision,
the Patent Law of China was further introduced with rules
concerning exception to the loss of novelty and expansion
of requesting party for a technical evaluation report of utility
model and design. In this paper, we will explain the main
amendments of particular interest to Japanese companies by
comparing those amendments with the Patent Act, the Utility
Model Act and the Design Act of Japan. Since the revision to
the Implementation Regulations of the Patent Law of China
(hereinafter referred to as "Implementation Regulations'
revision drafts") is still pending at the time when this paper
was written, the description will be carried out based on the
revision drafts published on November 27, 2020.

2. Design

(1) Partial design

According to the 4th revision, it is defined that "design
means any new design of the shape of the whole or a part of
a product, the pattern thereof, or a combination of the shape
and the pattern, or a combination of the color with the shape or
pattern, which creates an aesthetic feeling and is fit for industrial
application”, which makes it possible to claim the shape of a
part of a product as the subject of protection of a design. In
the Implementation Regulations' revision drafts, it is defined
that "when a partial design is filed, the drawings of the entire

July 2021 _vol.20



(2) REQERE T HFEHIE
FEICBVLWCIFECBRHED GDCh. STEOREZH
FELTcR. STROREICHALT DREDODERZHE LS
A, BROREF. KEORECK > THEIgRCFRmNES
NHBENEUDEREMED DD X UTc. FRSNICERNEL
HREHIEZMAL. BREOERERICDOVWCERNBRETR
ZITD LT, SRDER(ICERLUTDRBADERICDLTH
FRDRISEEZHHCEDEEZASNE T,
HECSWTCEFEEOEABRELEHEFDD T BN
AEREHEZNAT S EICKDERODFRZEERT DT
ENTEFTRT, RKTITRI KD, FREICBVTIF, 5ERED
BEOHEEED S 6 BLURICENEITHEZIT O MEND
DET, BRICBEVNTIE. BEREEDOHEANS 10FURN
[CRABERFEDHEZI D ENTERT,
BEEOCERNELEIS. PECRYICHEUCENER—0
FEICODVWCBEEZZEREITHENTEDHIETH DI
&, BHEIFHEDHBEANMATHHETT, LHUEHS.
HAGREFCTHO>TCH., FECRYICEELRZTIHEIC
(F. REOENBLHEREZAIFITSIENTEXT,

[&1] Table1

BEDERELFIE i3 ]
EERERE E=) i3
#ZOEIEDHFERHEEARE 10 6 A

3LHRFICDOWT

(1) BEDEEL /2568 OFHAR O MIERIE
FASHOLHBED SEE L Cii45F&. D DOREEER
KA SEEU Tl 3FRICEAZINMISSNEE. B
BEEATEEFS. EREFOEFMST7O0EACHITD
AEEPELE(C DOV CEFEDFHRIEDOREZS A&
[CIEDF UTe. BAMEDFRHRABOMES. FEFEEDEK
[CIMUTHAONET . EH. HEANTERT A GERE
R C DWW TIFHESNE B A

HREAICER T 2 ANSELELEDEAAE. KiEfflciit
HICRESNTVET, Tc&X I [TBESNICHRAICE
BREEMITHEFID S NfOBRICEZE UED o feiza |
PETEEEZRFUCHBEIEECDNTE. BRERAICER
FTAOPNEGEFELEE SN TVET,

HAICBWTIE, FeHEDREDZIRN. FFHBEOEN
SEE LU CSF=RBUICANXFHEERDFE KD D 228

@@t | Article = PESFHIADRIEBRERBNOXE — BAFIIE RRFRESLUEEEEDLRER —

product shall be submitted, and any portion which is claimed
for protection shall be illustrated by solid lines in combination
with broken lines or by the other ways". Thus, the drawing of a
partial design is substantially similar to that in Japan.

(2) Application of design based on domestic priority

Self-conflict is defined in the Patent Law of China, and
thereby, if the application of a later design similar to an earlier
design is filed after the application of the earlier design, the later
design will be rejected or invalidated by the earlier design. Such
problem may be avoided by utilizing the newly established rule
concerning the application of design based on domestic priority
to claim a domestic priority for the later design.

There is no such rule concerning the application of design
based on domestic priority in Japan, however, the same
benefit may be achieved by utilizing the rule concerning
related design. As listed in Table 1, in China, it is required to
file an application based on domestic priority within 6 months
from the filing date of an earlier design; while in Japan, a
related design could be filed within 10 years from the filing
date of the basic design.

The domestic priority of design allows the applicants to
enjoy the priority on the same subject of a patent firstly filed
in China, and thereby it is commonly utilized by Chinese
applicants. The same domestic priority of design may be
utilized by Japanese companies when the application of a
design is firstly filed in China by Japanese companies.

3. Patents

(1) Compensation for duration of patent rights due to
unreasonable delay in examination

According to the 4th revision, it is defined that "where the
patent right was granted for an invention after four years
from the date of filing the application of the invention and
after three years from the date of requesting the substantive
examination of the invention, the patentee may request a
compensation period for the effective duration of the patent
right for the unreasonable delay during the granting process
of the invention patent, except when the unreasonable delay
was caused by the applicant”.

As specific examples in the Implementation Regulations'
revision drafts, it is defined that unreasonable delays
caused by the applicant include "(1) not responding to the
notifications issued by the patent administration department
under the State Council within the specified time limit; (2)
requesting to defer the examination" or the like.

In Japan, where a patent right has been registered after the
latest date (hereinafter referred to as the "reference date") of a
date after 5 years from the date of filing the patent application
or a date after 3 years from the date of requesting examination
of the patent application, the duration of the patent right
may be extended upon the filing of a written request. The
extendable period is calculated by subtracting "the duration
obtained by adding up the periods listed in each item of
Article 67, Paragraph 3 of the Patent Act" from "the duration
from the reference date to the date of registration of the
patent right". For example, the period due to a trial against a
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decision of refusal shall be deducted.
(2) Extension of duration of new drug-related patents

In order to compensate for the time occupied by marketing
review and approval of new drugs, for the invention patents
of new drugs which have obtained marketing authorization
in China, the patent administration department under the
State Council may, upon the request of the patentee, grant
a compensation period for the duration of patent right. The
compensation period shall not exceed five years, and the total
effective duration of the patent right after the marketing of
the new drug shall not exceed 14 years.

In Japan, where there is a period during which the patented
invention is unable to be worked because of approvals
prescribed by relevant Acts that are intended to ensure the
safely, etc. or any other disposition designated by Cabinet
Order as requiring considerable time for the proper execution
of the disposition in light of the purpose, procedures, etc,, if
obtaining such a disposition is necessary for the working of
the patented invention, the duration of the patent right may
be extended, upon the filing of a request for the registration
of extension of the duration, by a period not exceeding 5
years. In Japan, however, there is no such a rule to define that
the total duration of a patent right of a new drug after the
marketing of the new drug shall not exceed 14 years.

(3) Exception to the loss of novelty

According to the 4th revision, it is newly defined that "an
invention for which a patent is applied does not lose its
novelty if it was firstly disclosed for the purpose of public
interest when a national emergency or an extraordinary state
of affairs occurs". Nevertheless, the application of exception
to the loss of novelty is extremely restricted in China.

In Japan, it is possible to enjoy the exception to the loss of
novelty by performing a certain application procedure even
if a person who has the right to obtain a patent has disclosed
an invention or the like to the public through publication,
exhibition, or sales. In order to enjoy the exception to the loss
of novelty, a patent application may be filed within one year
from the date at which an invention or the like is disclosed,
while in China, the patent application must be filed within
six months from the date at which an invention or the like is
disclosed.

As mentioned above, even in a case where the exception to
the loss of novelty may be enjoyed in Japan, the exception to
the loss of novelty may not be enjoyed in China. Therefore,
when a patent application is scheduled to be filed in China, it
is necessary to carefully carry out the application procedure in
accordance with the rule concerning exception to the loss of
novelty in China but NOT in Japan.

4. Compensation for damages

(1) Introduction of rule concerning punitive compensation
for damages
According to the 4th revision, punitive compensation for
damages has been newly introduced. Specifically, it is defined
that "where the infringement of a patent right is intentional
and serious, the compensation amount of damages may
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be determined as from no less than one time and no more
than five times the amount determined according to the
aforementioned methods"?. One requirement to apply the
punitive compensation for damages is that "the infringement
of the patent right is intentional”. In the interpretation® on the
application of punitive compensation in the trial of civil cases
concerning the infringement of intellectual property rights by
the Supreme People's Court, in determining whether or not
the infringement of intellectual property rights is intentional,
the court must comprehensively consider factors such as the
subject type of the infringed intellectual property right, the
state of the intellectual property right and the notability of
related products, and the relationship between the defendant
and the plaintiff or an interested party. For example, it is
determined that the infringement of intellectual property
rights is intentional if "(1) the defendant continues the act of
infringement even after receiving a notification or a warning
from the plaintiff" or "(2) a business relationship is present or a
contract has been negotiated between the defendant and the
plaintiff or an interested party, and the defendant has engaged
in the infringed intellectual property right".

Another requirement to apply the punitive compensation
for damages is that "the infringement of the patent right
is serious". According to the interpretation as mentioned
above, in determining whether or not the infringement
of an intellectual property right is serious, the court must
comprehensively consider factors such as the means and
the number of times of the infringement, the duration, the
regional scope, the scale and the consequence of the act of
infringement, and the behavior of the infringer in litigation.
For example, it is determined that the infringement of an
intellectual property right is serious if "(1) the infringer carries
out the same or similar act of infringement again after being
subjected to administrative punishment or after being judged
responsible by the court for infringement”, or "(2) the infringer
takes the infringement of intellectual property rights as a
business", or "(3) the infringer forges, damages or conceals
evidence of infringement".

In Japan, it is normal that the compensation beyond actual
damages is not permitted. The Supreme Court expressed
such opinion in a judicial decision on July 11, 1997 (No.
1762 (0), 1993) that "the compensation for damages caused
by illegal actions is intended to monetarily evaluate actual
damages suffered by the victim and make the infringer to
compensate for the actual damages so as to compensate for
the lost profits suffered by the victim and restore the victim
to the state such that no such illegal action happened, ... it
is not intended to punish the infringer and is not intended
to deter similar actions in the future; in other words, it is not
intended for general prevention", which substantially denies
the application of the punitive compensation for damages®.
(2) Presumption of the compensation amount of damages

According to the 4th revision, it is defined that the
compensation amount of the damage caused by the
infringement of the patent right shall be presumed on the
basis of (a) the actual loss suffered by the patentee because
of the infringement, or (b) the profits that the infringer has
earned because of the infringement, or (c) where it is difficult
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to presume the loss that the patentee has suffered or the
profits that the infringer has earned, the amount may be
presumed as an appropriate multiple of the amount of the
exploitation fee of that patent under a contractual license.

In Japan, the compensation amount of damages is
calculated on the basis of the amount of lost profits.

Further, the amount of profits earned by the infringer
from the act of infringement shall be presumed to be the
amount of damage sustained by the patentee. Furthermore,
the amount that the patentee would have been entitled to
receive for the implementation of the patent right or exclusive
license shall be claimed as the amount of damage against the
infringer.

(3) Increase in amount of statutory damages

In China, where it is difficult to determine the losses suffered
by the patentee, the profits earned by the infringer and the
exploitation fee of that patent under a contractual license, the
People's Court may presume the amount of damages in light
of such factors as the type of the patent right, and the nature
and the circumstances of the infringement action. According
to the 4th revision, it is defined that the amount of damages
shall be not less than RMB 30,000 Yuan and not more than
RMB 5,000,000 Yuan. Before the 4th revision, the amount of
damages was defined to be RMB 10,000 Yuan or more and
RMB 1,000,000 Yuan or less, which means that the lower limit
and the upper limit of the amount of damages have been
significantly increased.

5. Expansion of requesting party for technical
evaluation report

According to the Implementation Regulations' revision
drafts, it is defined that "after the announcement of the
decision to grant a patent for utility model or a patent for
design, any entity or individual may request the patent
administration department under the State Council to
make a technical evaluation report of patent right". Prior
to the revision, only the patentee or an interested party
could request a technical evaluation report of patent right.
Accordingly, even after a utility model or a design of another
company was found in a clearance survey, it is practically
difficult to request a technical evaluation report of patent
right and verify its validity. According to the Implementation
Regulations' revision drafts, in the future, any individual shall
be able to request a technical evaluation report of a patent
right, whereby the accessibility of a technical evaluation report
of patent right is increased.

In Japan, only a technical evaluation report of utility model
right may be requested, and any individual may request a
technical evaluation report of a utility model right. In addition,
the patentee of a utility model right may not exercise the
utility model right against an infringer unless the patentee has
presented the technical evaluation report of utility model right
and a warning to the infringer. In such case, however, if the
utility model right is invalidated after the patentee exercised
the utility model right against the infringer, the patentee shall
be held liable to compensate the damages sustained by the
infringer unless the technical evaluation report of utility model
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right was positive or the utility model right was exercised with
reasonable care.

6. Open-license patent right

An open-license patent right (i.e., License of Right) was
introduced in China. Where a patentee states in writing to the
patent administration department under the State Council
that he/she is willing to license any entity or individual to
exploit his/her patent, and clearly indicates the payment
methods and standards of the license fee, the patent
administration department under the State Council shall
publish an announcement for open license. Any entity or
individual who is willing to exploit an open-licensed patent,
may obtain the license to exploit the patent by notifying the
patentee with a written notification and paying the license
fee in accordance with the payment methods and standards
of the license fee as announced. During the period of
exploitation of the open license, the annuity fee to be paid by
the patentee shall be reduced or exempted. The introduction
of such rule has been discussed in Japan, but at the present
time such rule has not been adopted®.

7. Conclusion

With the introduction of partial design and the application
of design based on domestic priority, the scope of protection
of design has been expanded. In addition, with the
introduction of punitive compensation for damages and the
increase in the amount of damages, there is a risk that a large
amount of damages would be approved at trial. The punitive
compensation for damages has already been adopted in
the Trademark Act and the Unfair Competition Prevention
Act. In a litigation case concerning the infringement of trade
secrets "(2019) Supreme People's Court No. 562", the Supreme
People's Court of China approved punitive compensation for
5 times damages, which is the upper limit.

In order to avoid such risk, it is very important to conduct
a clearance survey on intellectual property rights of other
companies. With the introduction of compensation for the
effective duration of patent right due to unreasonable delay
in examination, and the introduction of compensation for
the effective duration of new drug-related patents, attention
should be paid to the extended duration when conducting
a clearance survey. In addition, with the expansion of the
possible requesting party for technical evaluation reports, it
should be more convinient to verify the validity of a utility
model right and design right of other companies, which makes
it possible to conduct clearance surveys more accurately.
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1. Introduction

Through TV commercials and advertisements in public
spaces such as train stations, we can often find so-called
"catchphrases” conveying characteristics of goods and
services in impressive short words and "slogans" expressing
company images.

There are a large number of advertising expressions
reminding us of products and companies only through
eyes and ears, including catchphrases simply expressing the
characteristics of goods and services. Such a "catchphrase" or a
"slogan" functions as a message simply conveying a company's
concept to consumers and also functions as a mark for
distinguishing its own goods and services from those of others.

If similar words and phrases in one company's catchphrase
or slogan are used by a competing company, consumers
may confuse the source of the goods and the services of
one company with that of the competing company. Thus,
there has conventionally been a large demand to exclusively
protect, as a trademark, words and phrases functioning as a
distinctive mark.

The Examination Guidelines for Trademarks (hereinafter
referred to as the Guidelines) before revision (the 11th
edition), however, stated that item (vi) of Article 3(1) of
the Trademark Act was in principle applied to mottoes (for
example, catchphrases). Thus, such a trademark recognized as
a catchphrase was basically to be refused. On the other hand,
even among trademarks recognized as catchphrases during
examination and therefore refused, some trademarks were
registered after the appeal against the examiner's decision
made in consideration of the fact that these trademarks had
not been used by third parties or considering the actual
circumstances such as industry trends and social trends of
the designated goods and the designated services. Thus,
the predictability of trademark registration had not been
sufficiently ensured for applicants.

Five years ago however, specifically, on April 1, 2016, item
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(vi) of Article 3(1) in the Guidelines of the Trademark Act was
revised to amend the provisions about trademarks related to
catchphrases and slogans.

2. Revised Examination Guidelines for
Trademarks

The revised Guidelines (after 12th edition) do not include
words such as "mottoes” and "catchphrases"”, but state that item
(vi) of Article 3(1) of the Trademark Act is applied as grounds to
reject a trademark application when a trademark is recognized
only to indicate the following marks (i) and (i) in a commonly-
used manner:

(i) marks indicating advertisement of the designated goods or
designated services;

(i) marks indicating corporate philosophy or management
policy which have little connection with the designated
goods or designated services.

The revised Guidelines also state that this item (vi) is not
applicable if a filed trademark is recognizable also as a coined
word.

Further, regarding a basic criterion as to whether or not a
trademarks is recognized only to indicate advertisements,
corporate philosophy, and management policy in a commonly-
used manner, the Guidelines state that it "is judged by taking
a concept generated from the entire goods or services,
connection with the designated goods or designated services,
the actual state of its transaction, the trademark’s constitution
and mode, etc. into consideration".

The above revision was intended to stipulate the points
actually considered in the examinations and the appeal
examinations. Thus, it is considered that the operation of the
Guidelines in the examinations and the appeal examinations
was not significantly changed before and after the revision.
Further, due to the Guidelines stipulated as described above, it
is expected to increase the predictability of the registrability of
trademarks related to catchphrases and slogans.

Based on the results of the appeal decisions that have
accumulated for the five years since the revision of the
Guidelines, the present article describes:
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(i) how trademarks related to catchphrases and slogans are
treated in appeal decisions after the revision of Guidelines; and
(i) whether the predictability about registration of these
trademarks has been changed or not due to the revision of
the Guidelines.
The present article also focuses on:
(1) whether a trademark is regarded as a coined word or not,
which is mainly treated as a focal point in appeal decisions;
(2) whether a filed trademark is used or not by a third party, and
(3) the actual state of transaction of goods or services in their
industries.

3. Examples of Appeal Decisions

[1]1 Whether a Trademark is regarded as a Coined Word or Not

The revised Guidelines state that rejection under item (vi) of
Article 3(1) of the Trademark Act is not applied to a trademark
recognizable not only as an advertisement of goods and
services and corporate philosophy or management policy but
also as a coined word. It however, fails to define what kind
of word is determined as a coined word. The following is a
review about the degree of uniqueness required to determine
a trademark as a kind of coined word in the revised Guidelines.
(i) "Uncompromising Approach to Brewing Quality", Appeal

No. 2020-6813 (designated goods: Japanese sake, etc.).

According to the appeal decision of this case, even if all the
words constituting the trademark of the present application
may remind consumers of the meaning defined in the original
decision of final rejection (the idea that "a producer performed
a brewing process through an uncompromising approach to
quality": added by the writer), it is difficult to say that the dealers
and the consumers who see/hear this trademark immediately
recognize the words "Uncompromising Approach to Brewing
Quality" as directly and specifically indicating the characteristics,
the quality etc. of the specific goods. Rather, it is appropriate to
consider the entire configuration of the trademark as indicating
a kind of coined phrase.

Examples of phrases recognized as a kind of coined phrase
additionally include:

"Extraordinarily Exhilarating Feeling", Appeal No. 2020-3008
(designated goods: alcoholic beverages, except beer); and

"More Than Aesthetic Treatment but Less Than Medical
Treatment", Appeal No. 2018-8233 (designated goods:
cosmetics for aesthetic purposes, etc.).

According to the appeal decisions, these trademarks each
may remind consumers of a specific meaning, but actually have
been less frequently used by third parties.

This reveals that it is not so difficult to allow a coined phrase
to be recognized as a phrase indicating the characteristics and
the superiority of goods or services if no third party has actually
used the phrase.

Next, cases of corporate philosophy and management policy
will be described.

(ii) "Make Everyone Smile with Technology", Appeal No. 2019-
11279 (designated services: construction, etc.)

The applicant asserted that the trademark of the present

application was a kind of coined phrase using an elliptical
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expression. The appeal examination, however, reached the
following decision. Specifically, in consideration of the fact that
various fields of industries have been actually using the group
of words "make everyone smile with ***" as a part of the phrase
expressing corporate philosophy, management policy, etc, the
trademark of the present application should be regarded merely
as a descriptive combination of the word "technology" and the
group of words "make everyone smile" that are generally used
for expressing corporate philosophy, management policy, etc.

Thus, it is not appropriate to recognize the trademark of the

present application as a kind of a coined phrase. Or rather, it is

reasonable merely to understand and recognize this trademark
not as a mark for distinguishing the source of the service but as

a phrase expressing corporate philosophy, management policy,

etc. and descriptively indicating its corporate characteristics

and superiority so as to allow easy recognition of the meaning
of "make everyone smile with technology" by the entire words
constituting the trademark.

In this point, the phrase "Make, the World, Smile, with a
Cup of Tea" (Japanese Trademark Registration No. 6021561;
designated goods; tea etc.) having a structure similar to that of
the present application was registered without refusal during
examination. According to my research, the phrase "make
the world smile with ***" has also been used for expressing
corporate philosophy or management policy in various fields of
industry. However, it is also undeniable that, unlike the present
application, the manner of separating the words by commas
might be recognized as distinctiveness.

Such a registration example may be regarded as a boundary
between a trademark that is "merely understood and regarded
as a phrase indicating corporate philosophy, management
policy, etc." and a "coined phrase".

[2] Use of Trademark by Third Party and Actual States of
Transaction of Goods and Services in Respective Industries

According to the revised Guidelines, determining whether
or not a filed trademark is recognized only as advertisements
of goods or services, corporate philosophy, and management
policy, requires comprehensive consideration of the concept
generated from the entire trademark, the actual state of
the transaction, the entire configuration and mode of the
trademark, etc. In addition to the above examples, use of a filed
trademark by third parties is also taken into consideration.

In the following examples of appeal decisions, each of the
filed trademarks is written in a manner to intentionally lack a
preceding noun that is essentially supposed to exist. However,
these trademarks were differently decided depending on how
the actual states of transaction and use of the trademarks by
third parties were recognized during the appeal examinations.
(i) "Produced by Company of Green Juice Specialists", Appeal

No. 2017-4526 (designated goods: vegetable juices

[beverages], preparations for producing vegetable juices,

etc.)

In the appeal decision, the following (1) and (2) were
comprehensively taken into consideration, including:

(1) the actual state of transactions that there is a company
dealing with the specific goods in the field of the designated
goods, and the company produces and sells the goods; and

(2) the mode of use of the trademark by a third party, in which
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the explanatory note of goods generally includes the
trademark together with an indication of the goods.

As a result of comprehensive consideration, it was determined
that, when the trademark is shown in the explanatory note of
the goods, the explanatory note including an indication of the
goods entirely reminds consumers of the meaning suitable to
the explanatory note of the specific goods, and thus, even the
trademark of the present application that intentionally lacks an
indication of the goods could function as a distinctive mark that
distinguishes its goods from those of others.

(i) "Deteriorating with Age", Appeal No. 2019-5769 (designated
goods: pharmaceutical preparations, dietary supplements
for humans, etc.)

The appeal decision states as follows. Specifically, in the
field of the designated goods of the present application ..., it
was recognized that goods for giving supplemental help to
functions deteriorating with age have been produced and sold.
Also, the phrase "deteriorating with age" (for example, like "***
deteriorating with age" ("***" shows a kind of physical function,
etc.)) was actually used for the goods for giving supplemental
help to physical functions deteriorating with age. Accordingly,
traders and consumers who see/hear the trademark of the
present application could merely recognize the goods of this
trademark as a product for giving supplemental help to the kind
of physical functions deteriorating with age. Thus, the mark of
the present application was considered as a mark constituted of
words explaining the characteristics of the designated goods,
and therefore, determined as lacking distinctiveness.

It is apparent that the phrase "Produced by Company of
Green Juice Specialists" lacks indications of target products
which should be placed anterior to the phrase, such as green
juice, vegetable juice as beverages, etc. In contrast, the phrase
"deteriorating with age" cannot necessarily be considered as
lacking words and phrases related to the designated goods
such as pharmaceutical preparations, dietary supplements, etc.
Accordingly, it is unclear what specifically deteriorates with age,
and also unclear in what way the goods function. Thus, it is also
considered that the trademark cannot possibly be recognized
as indicating the characteristics and the superiority of the
designated goods.

In fact, however, the following points (1) to (3) were
comprehensively taken into consideration, including:

(1) it is known that "physical functions" deteriorate with age;

(2) dietary supplements etc. for "giving supplemental help to
physical functions" deteriorating with age are produced and
sold in the field of the designated goods; and

(3) the words "*** deteriorating with age" are used for such
goods.

The above-mentioned comprehensive consideration
presumably resulted in the determination that the trademark
of the present application was regarded as a phrase explaining
the goods as "giving supplemental help to physical functions"
deteriorating with age.

The above-mentioned two trademarks similarly lacking
a preceding noun were differently decided depending
the consideration of the actual state of transaction of the
designated goods and the designated services, and the fact
that the words including the filed trademark were actually used.
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[3] Others
The revised Guidelines explicitly state that any trademark will

be refused that includes commonly used words and phrases

for describing corporate philosophy and management policy.

Accordingly, a trademark written as a sentence or a phrase

is to be examined in consideration of whether each of the

words constituting the trademark is commonly used or not for
expressing corporate philosophy and management policy.

() "Hope to Protect Lives in the World with Technology",
Appeal No. 2017-7863 (designated goods: industrial robots,
etc.)

The words "lives", "technology", and "protect” constituting
the trademark of the present application are actually employed
typically for indicating corporate philosophy, management
policy, etc. Thus, it was determined that consumers seeing/
hearing the trademark do not recognize it as a distinctive
mark which distinguishes its goods or services from those of
others, but would recognize and understand it as one type
representing corporate philosophy, management policy, etc.
and having the above-mentioned meaning.

For the same reason, registration was refused for each of
the trademarks filed around the same time, such as "Hope to
Protect Our Planet with Technology" (Appeal No. 2017-7864,
designated goods: industrial robots, etc.); and "Hope to Bring
Bright Future to the Next Generation" (Appeal No. 2017-7865,
designated goods: industrial robots, etc.). There are some
trademarks written as a sentence for expressing a thought and
an idea that the company wants to present to its consumers.
In many cases, however, such trademarks readily remind the
consumers of the meaning represented thereby, and therefore,
are often determined as corporate philosophy, management
policy, etc. Thus, in my opinion, registration of such trademarks
requires considerable efforts regarding choice of words, word
order, wording, etc.

4, Conclusion

Mainly based on the examples of the appeal decisions in and
after 2017, the present article explained the operation of the
Examination Guidelines for Trademarks as to how catchphrase
trademarks are treated, mainly centering on whether a phrase
used in a trademark is regarded as a coined phrase or not,
whether each trademark is used or not by third parties, and the
actual state of transactions.

Since the Guidelines have been clearly stipulated, as
compared with before the revision, | believe that the
predictability about the registrability of a filed trademark has
been ensured to some extent. On the other hand, there are
no clear guidelines about what kind of word is determined
as a coined word, or in what proportion consideration should
be made between the use of a trademark by third parties and
the actual state of transactions, etc. There are also some cases
where even trademarks seemingly having similar configurations
were differently decided depending on the judgements of the
Examiners and the Appeal Examiners. | believe it important to
pay attention to the trend of the results of the examinations
and the appeal examinations that will accumulate in the future.
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Stay Home

Nami YABUMOTO

Clerk, Foreign Cases

ast year (and even now), people all over the world
L were requested not to go out or to refrain from going
out, and spent more time at home because of COVID-19. |
thought about what | should do during this unexpectedly
given "stay home" period, and was firmly determined to
learn Spanish, which | did not try over the last two years in
spite of my New Year's resolution. | listened to the Spanish
lesson podcasts and watched the Spanish lessons on TV,
but I could not continue it for long. | am always confused
and stop learning when male/female nouns and adjectives
appear. At that time, | always feel it is good that English is
a universal language.

Next, | was determined to do exercise at home. |
brought Wiifit from my parents' house and played it after a
long interval. However, when the rainy season and the
summer came, | stopped playing it because it was hot.

Around that time, | decided to trade the credit card
points that | saved up for a bread maker. When I was in
university, | had a part-time job at a bakery, where | helped
bread molding and the like and was interested in it. | also
have the "Pancierge" qualification because | love bread.
After the bread maker arrived, | first baked basic white
bread. It was baked well and delicious. The recipe book
describing different types of bread that can be baked also
arrived together with the bread maker. Thus, | next baked
whole wheat bread, corn bread and the like. In hot
summer, temperature adjustment of the water added into
the ingredients is difficult. If the water temperature is only
slightly too high, fermentation becomes insufficient and
the bread does not rise. When | fail, I do my best for next
success. | like hard bread, such as baguettes, better than
soft and sweet bread, such as luxury white bread, which is
popular now. Therefore, in order to get closer to the kind
of baguettes at my favorite neighborhood bakery, | enjoy
making improvements, such as changing the flour type,
day after day. | know that since | enjoy it, | can keep doing
it. lalso want to keep trying my best with Spanish and
exercise.
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Chinese drama Eiraku

Hirotada KURIYAMA

1st Mechanical Division

ince the start of this pandemic, people around the world have

been spending more time at home. | have long been
interested in Chinese history, so | took this as an opportunity to
watch TV drama series about Chinese history.

Typically, a Chinese drama series contains as many as thirty
episodes or more, unlike Japanese dramas, and | don't watch dramas
very often. So, at first, | was not sure if | could finish an entire series.

As it turned out, they are aired every weekday and some dramas
have really good stories, so | gradually became captivated by them.
Among these, "Eiraku" (70 episodes) gave me a special impression,
which is a story of an actual concubine who lived during the era of
the Qianlong Emperor of the Qing dynasty (18th century).

Do you remember "Baigaeshi dal," the signature phrase of a
popular TV drama "Hanzawa Naoki"? Eiraku has this same
conviction — If someone attacks me, I'll attack them back twice as
much. With this conviction, she thrived in the harem, and through
various twists and turns, elevated herself from a minor court lady to
an acting empress (she posthumously became Empress). Her
conviction became noticeable as soon as she entered the harem in
Episode 1, and how it played out amazed me a lot.

Although her life in the Forbidden City was very challenging, the
story was humorously told and kept me engaged. Also, the story
was full of smart stratagems, and the maneuvering between her and
an opponent was intriguing to watch. Especially after she became a
minor court lady for Empress Fucha, her struggle to protect the
Empress was fierce and | felt as if | was actually experiencing it.

Another point worth watching is how the characters' attitudes
and behaviors changed over time along with the changes in their
circumstances and positions.

The luxurious palace and gorgeous costumes are a vivid contrast
to the fierce battles beneath the surface, which may be another
magnet for viewers.

Watching this and several other Chinese history dramas in the
past year allowed me to peek into China's long history, but dramas
are dramas, even though featuring some historical facts. So, it would
be even more interesting to view Chinese history from other
perspectives, such as by learning from books. This may be a bit
challenging, but by following Eiraku's example, I'd like to take on this
venture for the months to come.
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E Effective Business Letter Writing

Gerald Thomas MCIArb
Director of Foreign Affairs - Fukami Patent Office, p.c.

Barrister & Solicitor (1993 - British Columbia, Canada)

Business letter writing is a skill developed by learning the theory of professional style and having frequent practice.
In this volume | would like to discuss way that non-Japanese writers can improve their communication when writing to
professional colleagues in Japan.

Letter writing to Japanese colleagues

While all my newsletter articles to date have focused on how to write more effective English letters to non-Japanese
people, in this issue of the Newsletter | would like to discuss the subject of non-Japanese writers writing English letters to
Japanese colleagues, and how to be more effective.

Understand the use of formality

Japanese people are generally usually understood to have a more formal manner of communicating than their North
American and European counterparts. This is largely due to the Japanese language itself, which has various honorific
forms that are used depending on the speaker and recipient's relative social position. Two examples of such relationships
are senpai-kohai (senior-junior) and kokyaku to kydkyu gyosha (customer and supplier). In these two cases the junior person
is expected to show deference to the senior person, and the supplier is expected to show deference to the customer. A
key way to show such deference is to maintain a degree of formality in writing and speaking.

Whereas in my home country of Canada, as well as in the US, we quickly deal with other people on a first name basis, in
Japan such show of informality is generally reserved for school colleagues or members who joined a company at the same
time. In other cases, where there is a clear age difference, or difference of position, the older or senior person may refer to
ajunior or lower colleague by his/her first name, but the junior/lower level person will refer upwards using the person's
last name. In many other situations however, referring to someone by their first name may be considered by the other
person as excessively informal, and therefore disrespectful.

In business, where most people | meet are my "customers", | have found it very useful to show such deference to
demonstrate respect. Fortunately, for non-Japanese people like myself, | have found a clear rule for using names in
English writing that has been useful for me in almost all situations over the past thirty years working in Japan. In all
English writing when | am addressing a Japanese person, | use either Mr. or Ms. followed by the last name, or use the
person's last name followed by "-san". If the recipient is a lawyer, doctor or teacher, "-san" can be replaced with "-sensei".
Please see my examples below:

Dear Mr. Tanaka  or Dear Tanaka-san or (if a lawyer) Dear Tanaka-sensei
Dear Ms. Ito or Dear Ito-san or (if a lawyer) Dear Ito-sensei

In English conversations with Japanese people as well, referring to people by their last names followed by "-san" or
"-sensei" is always considered polite and respectful.

I recommend any non-Japanese people doing business with Japanese counterparts be careful to avoid trying to
demonstrate excessive familiarity. Using such titles and maintaining polite formality ensures that you will never be
considered impolite by acting too casual with your Japanese business partners.

Professional Background ]

Gerald Thomas has worked in both Canadian and Japanese law offices, and has had a relationship with Fukami Patent Office for over
20 years. As the Director of Foreign Affairs he supervises the quality of English communications between Fukami Patent Office and its
many foreign clients and associates.

Gerald has worked with both the national and various local government organizations. In 2003-2004 Gerald was commissioned to
work with the Japan Patent Office to provide complete translations of the Japan Patent Act and the Japan Trademark Act.
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22 =P Yoshitake KIHARA

ARJEFE L Joshicake &
FRETERES (2015) / KBRAFIIAZ T 2EES TR
ZXZ(1980) /45551, @VHINEI IR DY N VBT
E. WIXEREERHEYY—ERE. BHEE.

ﬁ %_‘ Kenichi TANI

FELHREGHE (2016)  BAAZTHMEF THAREX
(2008) /U I——W7'I 5 )L—~RRRFFRERT (2017-)

B A

FaANEESS Kana HASHIMOTO

FETHBRAK (2017)  MERFEZE(008) /2L
OwoA—~REEFF R (2012-)

BE—~RRAETEFR (2015-)
Nobuo ARAKAWA

}+‘I__E, [ I {EF Vice-president e

FELHERER (1997) /FESHAZ TZMEM T 2RI
2(1991), AARFRIELRIRET (1993) /F2a3F)UiE
TEXWANMES N TETRANHMES~RREHTE
# (2002-)

PR = vuzo suzuki

FELHRER (2013) /LRXZ T ZBIEZEY TEH
2 (1999) /NIVYH—~RRILUISO VW~ BB
—~REFETEEM (2017-)

Masato SASAKI
e 2 RE N Moo shs BIFE
FBTHEEHE (2002) /#HEKZ T PEBEERN TZR
ZRE (1990) /MERIEFHEBH—~EEIFHEHE (1991-).
KIRKZXZFTAZMRRIRER (2010-)

NI Hisao FUKAMI k4

R R CHR Hiso! )
FETHBRE (1960) / KBRAFIIAZ T ZEES TER
222 (1956) / v— TSRS~ R BN F BT (1969-)

EXIERS 2 &8

2nd Electrical / Information Division

= i I

SRR Ml ws
FETHEBRERE 2007) / REAP T ARMIER THREX
(1990). EAFRELTRIZET (1992), BA—F4TKX
FREARZRIET (1997) / NINW—-TOAb - b=V
VYT« I~ RRAFEFEERR (2001-)

EBXUEHRSE 3 &

3rd Electrical / Information Division

‘= S —  Kenji TOMINAGA

B TS L Kenit TOMINS B
FEBTHERETE (2006) / REAZ T 2EEB L ZRIFRE
(1990). BARZFIELZFERIET (1993) /)IIF&EH GR

JFE ZF—)UR) —~RRHFEFEESPT (2008-)
Masaaki [WAI

Ly 157 _
H#Hﬂ‘ Deputy Divisional Manager B S8

FETHROE (2001) /HEILKXAERPEYIRLRIRE
(1993). BARZBRIELRIZET (1995) /KT~
UyTRZ - BENA - T RTUA VAT L XHMP B~
EHH—~RERFFREAT (2011-)

1st Electrical / Information Division

vk H hi KURAKAKE
B W Hiroshi KURAX BE
FETHEBAE (2005) / RBAZTEBYB T ZRIZRE
(1992). EBAZFHUELRZET (1994) /) IE5 kM (R
JFE RF—)UR) —~ R BAFHF BT (2001-). KRTHEKZ
AR EF IR ERREEE (2014-)

& Koji NAKATA -
EPEH$ M=} Dgglln) Divisional Manager B BB
FETHREH (2003) /REAPTHBBEBI LA
(1996), EIARFFELFIZET (1998) /EREBI MW
—REFFEREA (2004-)

Masahiko NAKATA
HP RS Masehiko NAE 0

FELHRAOHE (1999) / BIRAY TFHBEBEFIHAREE
(1989) /L[ VAN th)— R RAFFFEHA (1994-)

4= Yoshiyuki MASUDA
BAHH 1y Lot R
FETHBEE (1999) / HEAZTFRPETLEZRFE
(1988). EAZHAELZRIZET (1990) / FrEAZE M —~
RENFFEBAT (1998-)

%~ Noriyuki OHNISHI
j(@ﬁ{j‘ Sc:irolsllt\lss:)ciarc £
RELHRGHE 2002)  RRAFTFE GBI EFRIZE
% (1986) /M NEBT THRMW—~FUKEIEW—~=ZBHMH—~
RRFSFFRA (1997-)

-
J: BB R] i NoUE R
FEBTHEBEEHE (2005) / REAZ T PPE T LERIFE
(1987). BAZELFIZE T (1989) /MERZ 7=
TR~ R RS EERT (2007-)

N — Yuji MATSUMOTO

*-,L\ Zgﬁﬁ — SeLx‘lli:)r Associate J:f%
FETHBRAH (2005) / KBRAFIIAZ THEMETFH
ZX% (1995) / HIFEAER—~RRIFFFREA (2005-)

Ny Takafumi KAJT -
Du{ﬁ Bﬁi L)qepfu;vlgli:risionll Manager  BUEBR
(BliEA 74 AXER)

FETHEREE (2002) /#EKZTFE MR T 2R
(2003) /T EBPT—~REAFFTEBA (2004-)

o Sachiko SUGIMOTO
*;j: g ‘E ?‘ S:xfloi A(isociate tE
RELHROE 2011) / FHESRZTEMBERLARIE
%(1985) /=ZEHKIVPO—ILYIRDIT7 W—~REH
SFERESPT (1988-)

oA Makiko UMEZAKI
mmﬁjg¥a Seliiio: Afzsociale LE
REBLHBROHE 2009)  RELZFAFEAMLAR
(1993). EARFRELRZE T (1995)  REFFEHR
(1995-)

'= 4 Nobuyuki NISHIKAWA
@“”l:l {T Seglo:lxtlsoénte J:ﬁ
FETHBREHE (2000) / KRAFERTFEEY TS
RIZRE (1988). AAFRIETRIIET (1990) /==&
HEE— BT AT RIS BT~ R RSB
P (2002-)

M4 S5 Toki SHINDO
%flﬁ "/I'-_Ig" Senior Associate &
(HHA74 2)

FEBLHEBRAME (2002) / KRRAFIIAF THEBHR TS

KACHIHE Kazuaki DAIDAT

FELTHEEREM (2008) /BESHAZ T T R
%(1999) /WA TR - ho— - DU-KHFEBF~RE
KSFFEFAT (20125

a Keiko YAMAGUCHI
[J-l E”:l: 3 Senior Associate tE
FETHEBREH (2010) / KRAZER TFBYEYET
FRIEEZE (1992) /BABRH—~RERFHSEHPT (2002-)

Rlz&2£ (1998) /REAFFFEFEFT (2000-)
= Yoshihisa MASUI
BAHFEA Loshibisa M. L

FETHBREH 2002)  RBAFEIZEIZHEE
(1995). EXRFRRIELZRIZE T (1997) / WATHEAERT—
R BB —~RRAETEHA (2016-)

i% %3 Akira KISHI

FETHEREM (2013) /BESHAZ T AME TR
%(2004) /I EBH—~ETBT VW RBIT~RRE
FFERT (2011-)

I

ZHTEFF Yoshihide YASUDA

#f?i‘t%ﬁ‘&*ﬁ (2009) / KBRAZ T EMntEs TR
ZE%(1998). EARZRELTZERRIET (2000) /WY EH—~

RERFEFEFEAT (2002-)

WA Kazunari KATSUMOTO
FETHESE 2011) / RBAZIEFHBIBFLER
222 (2003). BEIAFBRELFRET (2005) /v—TH)
—RRNFFERAT (2011-)

PeEE D 2 Mariko SATOH

FELHRGH 2015 RHEAXAETZMOHLER
3 (2010). EAFRELRREET (2012) /LILY—
AW~ BB~ R R R (2015-)

HI R Ko TANAKA

FETHBRERE Q013) / REAFEAHLE IR EE
(2003). BAZRIRILF—RERARELREET
(2005) /v —Jln—~REASFFEHEM (2011-)

JIE % Takeshi KAWAKAMI

REBELHBRORE (2012)  RRAFBEZEBEREAREE
(2002) . BRZBELRIZET (2004) /WITUIA >~
F—IVRYITEITPH-WIRAU— T4 ——EFIRE
R~ EBE ~REATERE (2014-)

RS8R Ryota NAKAMURA
FETHRAEME 2017) /BEKZREERHLFEEBTHY
AT LTFERIZEZE (2013) / BARER~RREF BB
(2018-)

qzﬂjﬂﬁfﬁ Masaaki HIRADE

FELHRAH (2015) / REAF TFELPZTHREE
a 995) BIAZEELERIZET (1998) / =ZEBRE—~E
RIEE~WEBH—~RRFFEHM (2015-)

Wﬁ' %ﬁi Satoshi ITAYA

REBELHREGH 2009) /FESHATE TFBABMITFRIZE
% (2005), RREGBHAEMAZRALERLP2HIEE
(2007) / WEILBIEF—~TA AV W—~RBEHFEHR
(2018-)
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1st Mechanical Division

7N Hirofumi YAMADA
LIRS Hircfumi yaM. 0E
FETHEBEE (2002) / BRAZIEFBRFHIERZE
2£(1990). EIARZBRAELFRIET (1992) /B ESHPT
—RENFFERAT (1997-)

= Yoshiki WADA
FTH SR Doshikd WAL I
FEBETHERETE (1999) /EREAZ T FHIEZHM T 2R
ZZE (1991). BEARZEELERRIET (1993) /s
Pi—RESFFEHAT (1998-)

WEITIEAS MamgbuMIZOCUCHT e
FRERBER 2012) /ABRAZ TEHBHAEY TR
Z2 (1994) / ZJ0OW—~Hr TR EE M- RRETSE
PR (2008-)

NP e KON I
FEITHEBEE (2001) / REBIFEAZ T ZMER TS
RIZRZE (1995) / BFRAE I B ERT —~ R RSP (2001-)

d\% ﬁ Satoru KOTERA

RELHBRGHE 2001) / KRAZ TEEIDAEPRIZRE
(1982). EAFFHEELRIEET (1984) /SFILTER
—~RERSFFEHA (2002-)

/N Kazuyuki TSUCHIYA g
iﬁ* I]Z Deput) Divisional Manager BB
RELEBRGOH (2005) /RIEKZ TEERELRIZE
#*(1991) /REFSFEHI (1991-)

-
RHp  JE Jun MURANO R
FETHEBEE (2007) / REAZTZEBYIBTFHIRE
(1996). BAZRIRILF—RZHERELERET
(1998) /=ZE T M —~RENFFEHAT (2006-)

AT Akiko 1SHIKAWA

FELHBRGH 2007)  RRIFAPEMETFHBED
BEREFE(1999) /Wh—AV-~EXERTER-~BF>
T-UVIR—~RRFSFFREAT (2008-)

=2 i 'ATA T
MAS B [lgime WATAMOTO - g
FETHBAE (Q004) /e ERFERPL AR ZZE
(1997) /v —TWHN T EERT~FE BT EHE
(2008-)

i £ Atsushi

A HHES G AsuhiMAEDA L
HEBTHBRAE (2007) / KBRAFILAZ T2 H T 2R
X (1997). BXZFRIETRINRRET (1999) /MiEA
FIA - RREHFEEF (2008-)

%E%*ﬁ Tatsuyuki KUWAHARA

FELHREGH Q011) / REAZ TR TREFHEE
(2001) /=3¥ i () —~ R RAFFFEREAT (2012-)

“& Alkihiro ODA
ZINHH S Akibiro OD t®
FETHBEE (2010) / KBRAIZLAZIEZ LY ER 2R
2% (1998). BERFEIELRIZET (2000) / TDK #—
RENFFEHAT (2011-)

H *fﬁjjﬁ Mitsuhiro AOKI
RELRBAR 2010) /KA T8 AE TSR
5 (2004). FAZBELTIET (2006) /ST —
RENFEEISAT (2012-)

H *El‘ *E H_jt Takuya TAMURA

FELHROH (2008) / RECFER K PELABLFATI R
(1999), RKIRAFAZREFRMAMENZELELR
BET 2001) /WREHEH A BB ~RRRNHS
#57 (2015-)

==X Takashi HINATSU
HE s Db R
FREBTEREE 2014) / ERAZTZHYB T AR FE
(1992). EBXRZFRIELFIRET (1994) /5T LEE
BE—FRIFTSERHAT (2014-)

o=
AN L Genji KOHARA
FETHBAE (2013) / RRAZ T EBEBEM TFR
2222 (1995) / FBAIREHE W15 BB~ =5 B
H—~RRRFETEHPT (2008-)

EP%%%%? Naoko NAKAO

FETEKIUS (2016) / REZFRFELAEMEARIZE
(1999). REAZARZEIELERIEET (2001) FEFEH
>R ERHEH T~ REFFEH (2016)

N= S ==

K] Hicoshi sHIMIZU
HFETHBREE (2014) / RREAXNZEIZESHEYES
BIZRZE (2003). AAZFRELFIZET (2005) / HHUER
R~ RERFHFEHAT (2011-)

— oy

L FEER Voshiaki KITA

FREBTHBREE 2017) / REAZ L HYEBE T PRI ZFZE
(2009). EAZRIELZRET 2011) /BWXRFYZD
LT/ OY—X S EB—~R BN ERT (2018-)

PR Takuma saGAwA

FETHRAH 2016) RFEEHAFPEZE 1 SEFRZE
2 (1999). BARFEBEEIRZET (2005). BHBELEUS
(2005) / BIEEAM PR Y5 ——RRER AP LT
FHRAR BB~ R RSB (20179

EJ “F.ﬁj%ﬂl Tatsuya OKAZAKI

REBLHBRGHE 2017) / KRAFTZEINAEARZER
%3 (1999). EAZRELTRZET 2001) / RESHW—~
REFFFEHAT (2007-)

FRHFEWH Hideaki ARATA

RELHBREE (2010) / ABRAILAZ THEBHEIATH T
FRIEZE (2003). EAFRELREET (2005) T
T EBE—~RERFFEHA (2018-)

)[—_ﬁ' l[% li: Tadasu AMASAKI
FETHBRAR (2013) / RELTHEAZ BN TR
%(1997). BARFIRELTZRIET (1999) /ARENRIGH—~
BB~ RRAETRBA (2017-)

% [J—I Hi Fg\ Hirotada KURIYAMA

FELTHBREHE (2004) /EXFEZHYEAFIEE
(1984). EARHRELTRZET (1986) / =ZBHH )
IWRYRT /09 BRIVRTATILIOZI AW ~H55F
R~ RRRTRB (2019-)

M 2 5

2nd Mechanical Division

o Nobuo ARAKAWA
IR B i B
FRTHBREH (1997) /BT AP TF R TFH 2
%1991, BAFRELRIZET (1993) /F3F)UE
EEXWAMESR L TETWNNMES~RRHHE
7 (2002-)

165 \1 Z&B

Chemical / Biotechnology Division

Atsushi NAGANO
EE} % Divstonsl Manager BE
FIBTHBREHE (2005) /KBRAFEBFETFBARILFR
% (1997), BAFRELZRET (1999) /HELZT
W~ RRIFHEHPT (2005-)

ﬁﬁﬁ?‘ Mitsuko FUKUHARA

FETHBRER (2019) / RBMAFPPEEEZE (2012). B
REBRETHREE T (2014), BALRBGLRAREET
(2017) /RRHFETEHRT (2017-)

—EEe —=

YRS Akinobu KUSAKA
FETHBEE (2019) / REERAZERZ IR RE
(2009). RARZFELTHRRIET 2011) / YZvoMH—A
BB~ R RSB (2020-)

Izumi UCHIYAMA =
Ij\] [J—l 7 Deputy Divisional Manager BlER &
FELHREE Q001) / KIRAF BB ZR
(1996) /FssTEFAT—~REIFSFEBA (2009-)

=n N Te hiro TAKAHASHI —

G Tomohiro TAKAHIASHI 2yonge
FETHBEE (2004) / TEFAZ T 2B AT R
2% (1998). EXZEFAELTERZET (2000) /BHILE/MED

__+ Ryuichi HOSHIKAWA
SR FE— RyuichiHO R
FETHEHBEE (2002) / KBRAILAZTEEHHEZE
222 (1987) /WisH R {L 2 TEMEM BT E 2R
R (2002-)

—REREFEHAT (2002-)
Akira NAKANISHI

I:I:l )
ﬁi Principal Associate £

FELHROHE (2009) /ESHAS TEBERE T 2RI
£ (1986) / IITwOM—~RRKFFFEER (1990-). BT
BRERREFRIE

EP* ;‘I‘ T sl;lﬁiskis}l]nAfAMURA LE
FIEELTHREH (2004) / ABRAFFEAE (AR 2%
(1996). EIXFBEEFEELAMIAEHELRIZET (1998)
/SRR~ RBAFETESAT (2003-)

Design Division

) Akira NAKANISHI
HppE O Al NARAN! e
N Kazuyuki TSUCHIYA  _
T2 Kol DUGHNA - gygpg
M i SAITO
e R e I

FAS B [yime WATAMOTO o
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i == Awsushi MAEDA
Eu En» JBD Senior Associate i3

/J\HEI%‘:#' /q\k‘ihif\o O_DA e
BRI A jun FUTRAWA
T K] Hicoshi sSHIMIZU

—*= Yu YOSHINO

[ E} kﬁ Senior Awociate L&
FELTHBERE (2004) / FTERPERZWAFZR FE
(1998) /R EFH P~ REAFFTEHPT (2003-)

Megumi SAITO
%% Jﬁ&: Seni%r Associate tE
(H5A 74 AR IZ)

FELTHRER 2004)  MERZEPEERPHEER
(1996) / BAEMRRIEE R —~RERFFRHA (2005-)

Adviser

HH Yutaka HORII
Y B e FER

FETHERER (1988) / KIRAFER T ZEHEY T2F
Z£2 (1978) / FHRER —~RRRFF R (1983-)

BRA ST R AR

=1 Masato SASAKI
e REN Snillll! ws
FELHBRAHE (2002) /#PKF T FEBEERB TFH
223 (1990) /MER KSR —~RRFFF R (1991-),
RERAFARBLAFAFRREEHIE (2010-)

= =3 inari
RUEPFEtl Yo ONO s
FETHBEAHE (2000) / EAEZRAZRBEZPEFE
(1996) / FEFELMN—~HA NEBIREZEM AVC MBI EEL
U ——REEHFEBRT (2006-). AKBRIERFAZERA
WEAERRRIIFEEIEED (2011-)

His: A -
PP A o NOD B
FETHBREE (1989) / ERAZ T F MM TR FZE
(1976) / ¥\ T EBEREEH —~REIFFEHPT (1989-)

BRI ME jun FURAWA

FELHRER (2010)  MERXPRFZBRFANEE
(1996) /WELTIRTT IRWH FIFRIT) >V A1 —F 217
JVESRRA—~WI v/ N —F 1 VT~ RESF B
(2007-)

MBI Seiji SOGO _
‘f‘{ﬁ‘[nﬁz{ﬁ Dccg\l.qv Divisional Manager ~ BUBBER
FELTHREEQ004)  REBAZEZE W) L

(1992). EARFRELTIRZE T (1994) /AT BIEREZH)
—~REREFRISAT (2003-)

ﬁfﬁm%?‘ Fumiko INEYAMA

(HniA 74 2)
FETHREHE (2010)  MEAEXEBEZRZE
(1993) /" ZHNSE B HREH—~REIFFFERAT (2001-)

+iﬁ”%ﬁ Yosuke SOGO

FETHEGH (2003). EAHBEHE (2013) /KBRAZ
TEELAETERIERE (2003). BAZRIFHARE
ERZERIE T (2005) /I\FVZvoW, EEEBM. +
JIERSEREF. REATERMER (2015-)

Dy Haii OKA

[it] Iify Hlajime OKA R
FETHEBEEH (2000) / KRAZER TZEELZTEFR
ZXZE (1995). SEEAELEGARPRIZZE (2009) /FR
H5EFEHAT (1995-)

/J\E}_[EHH Masaaki ONO

FETHRAE (2007) RERZHBELEBHEZRE
%(2001) BB~ REHFFEER (2014-)

'= 4~ Nobuyuki AKAGI
ARG T bk L
FRETHBRAK 003) / MEAR THBHALER g
(1997) / AERUKEH—~RRAFFERAT (2001-)

E&ﬁﬁ\ Hirohisa MIYAZAWA

RETHREH (2014) / RERFFEAATIBIE
FHEZEX (2005). BRZRELREET (2008) /
BHBEB~RESFFEHR (2015-)

Wz vy Masaharu MATSUDA
PSHHRRG Maho M R
FETHBEAE (2008) /SRAZTEEHAY - #HEITS
BIZEZ(2002). BRZRIELFRZET (2004) /TIT7vY
208—IDEC @I ) b— TR EE B S~ R RS BT
(2009-)

FHRERER Kotaro 15HII

(FniA 74 2)

RETHBRAIE (2013) / BEBAZREZHREZH
Z%(2009) / WEBERHI IV — T At~ RRBHEHE
P (2016-)

KRITN A 72 A Minami OKOCHI

FETHREHE (2014) /RICKZEZEFEHIMIKYIE
FREFZ(2003). BAZERELREET (2006) /
=T~ REFFFERH (2015-)

WA AEDE sae sEGawa

FELTHBREH (2015) /KR IAPELBALRIZE
% (2000) BB~ RERFEHR (2017-)

*qu%¥ Ayako AIBA

FETHBRA (2018) / KERAFEZBIEFARFE
(2014) /RRBAER ~REFFHFBEER (2017-)

E %-EE‘ Tomonori HARA

FRELTHREREQ016)  PHEXRZEZHER
(2013) /HFEBAM—~RBRFEHHM (2017

Trademark / Law Division

‘= Miki TOMII

5] #%’ﬁ% Divisional Manager BE
FIETHBREE (2008) / KRAKZ X F BB FF 2R %
(1987) /' =/ L% #®—ORB Co,Ltd. & &) =T UT 1w
3 AV~ - TR - VA ~RBREFEHT
(2004-)

Nagoya office

R YE— Koichi TAMURA

(#iEA 74 AR)
FELTHBREHE (2007) / BERZ TRE MM T AR %E
(1982) /h35EEEW—~RERFTEHAT (2018-)

1t Yuka NAKAJIMA —
':P % EE B oy Divisior]ml Manager ~ BUEBER
FETHEBAM (2005) /BERAZRAZEZBILERIZRE
(1994) / II\HAEBER—~ R EAFETEH5AT (2008-)
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