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• Japan’s economic slump in the 1990s
• Deteriorating international competitiveness
• Growing importance of technological 

innovation

1. Government Efforts toward 
IP-Based Nation

1. Government Efforts toward 
IP-Based Nation

Product and Intelligence based society
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Policy Statement 
by Prime Minister

KOIZUMI
(Feb. 2002)

IP Strategy Headquarters
(Mar. 2003)

IP Strategic Programs 2003, 2004, 2005

(i) 21 IP-related Laws enacted
(ii) IP High Court 
(iii) University IP Headquarters
(iv) Measures against Counterfeits & Pirated Copies 
(v) Increase of Patent Examiners
(vi) Media Contents Business

Major Achievements

Rapid Progress of IP Strategy

2002 2003 2005

Basic Law on IP
(Nov. 2002)
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Revision of Laws (2003-2005)Revision of Laws (2003Revision of Laws (2003--2005)2005)
ØPatent Law
• Revision of the structure of patent fees
• Outsourcing of prior art searches to private sector
• Introduction of regionally-based collective marks 

ØLaw to Establish the Intellectual Property High Court

ØCustoms Tariff Law
Expansion of the system for stopping the import of infringing goods to protect 

patents and designs

ØUnfair Competition Prohibition Law
Enhanced protection of trade secrets

ØCode of Civil Procedure
Patent-related lawsuits to be solely handled in Tokyo and Osaka court

ØCopyright Law
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Steps in Realizing a Global Patent System

1st step:  Commencement of the a next-generation Dossier Access 
System in 2005 (FY)

2nd Step: Establishment of the Patent Prosecution Highway System

3rd Step: Creation of a de facto mutual patent recognition system 

Final Goal: Achievement of a mutual patent recognition system in 
other IP Offices and the realization of a global patent system 

Efforts to Establish a Global Patent System
-IP Strategic Program 2005-

Efforts to Establish a Global Patent System
-IP Strategic Program 2005-
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2. JPO Efforts toward a
Global Patent System
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U.S. 
(2004•

• Requests for examination > Examination start-ups (1999-2004)

• Backlog : 610,000 (at the end of 2004)
• Examination waiting period: 26 months

• Requests for examination > Examination start-ups (1999-2004)

• Backlog : 610,000 (at the end of 2004)
• Examination waiting period: 26 months
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Outsourcing of prior-art searches to the private sector

Selective filing of an application and an examination request
-Improvement of the utility model system
- “ Rationalization of the examination fee” and “introduction of the refund system”

Employment of fixed-term examiners
- 500 fixed-term examiners hired over 5 year period from 2004 to 2008

Now: 26 months

2008: 29 months (maximum of waiting time)

2013: 11 months   >>>   final goal: 0 months

Comprehensive Measures

Expeditious Examination of Patent ApplicationsExpeditious Examination of Patent ApplicationsExpeditious Examination of Patent Applications
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Patent Applications in Trilateral OfficesPatentPatent Applications in Trilateral OfficesApplications in Trilateral Offices

l The JPO, USPTO and EPO (Trilateral Offices) account for about 80 
percent of global patent applications.
l Among those applications, 210,000 applications are duplicated. 
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Trilateral mutual full exploitation 
of  search/examination results

New framework for 
enhancing mutual 
exploitation

Development of 
Infrastructure to access 

dossier information

Promotion of 
harmonization

Dossier access system

•Reduction of the burden of applicants
•Reduction of the workload of IP offices

Harmonization of 
practices

JPO

EPO USPTOJ to E machine 
translation

Pilot projects
JPO

EPO USPTO

Global standard practice

Examiner exchange
SPLT

Trilateral Efforts for Mutual ExploitationTrilateral Efforts for Mutual Exploitation

•New Route Proposal

Sharing of results 
with other IP Offices

•Patent Prosecution 
Highway
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3.    New Route Proposal



12

U.S.

Japan

Data source:EPO annual report , USPTO annual report , JPO annual report, WIPO statistics

Number of applications among JP, US, EP (2003,PCT/ Paris)Number of applications among JP, US, EP (2003,PCT/ Paris)
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New Route ProposalNew Route Proposal (for non(for non--PCT applications)PCT applications)

Country A

Publication
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New Route Proposal  New Route Proposal  -- Comparison with two existing routesComparison with two existing routes
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Comparison of characteristics among 3 routesComparison of characteristics among 3 routes
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Thank you!


