o- F'2E A2 EF AT

A

2018/6/21

£ 124
[p %]
PAFIR BRI E LA B EIFAAN

PABJZ2r RRAYPRT(F L£FE 2018 %6 " 7 p 72 % 194 & -
BELPR ) #F0 AR F B BAY FuE L 12 B o ¥
B Gk ARG BAY > BV P30 2 p P AR
AYE R mp 2o

ANEERTZ R FERARS EFAAHRLIB L RIEY P NIRAY
L 12 B o FARhE > B s AAEF 2018267 90 (F)
2 MY o 22017 127 9p (7)) 2o aBehkiE o

AL KR
1. *“Revision of Examination Guidelines related to Exceptions to Loss of
Novelty,” JPO. 2018 # 6 * 6 P

<http://www.jpo.go.jp/tetuzuki_e/t_tokkyo e/h3006_kaitei_e.htm>
2. “Procedures for Seeking the Application of Exceptions to Loss of Novelty
of Invention, corresponding to the Patent Act Article 30,” JPO. 2018 # 6

512 p o <http://www.jpo.go.jp/tetuzuki_e/t_tokkyo e/e_pae paa30.htm>

[% ]
¥R EMAREREATR
% 38/NA &M AHEE 5 F EEATOT BTS2 a0 iR
VRN LIS XA TN A e T S BITRE
£
& W RBEBRAERE TEHFP L ;ﬁ-ﬁ’;;mﬂ} 2L OB %=
OB PAZO0 AP FE B -
O BRAR/TREINEFEL > RJENAHPAL OB PA60 X P oo
PR AT RFRAFRTIG . » 2 ATEAFEBEY (the International
Union for the Protection of New Varieties of Plants, UPOV) » 37en37 £ b4 & 18 /=
5L EA2A UPQV h& i o
& ¥l
57 & UPOV 7k 22 2k 2> fuf
giETHEE
& EAtEp
BAEIRDEFLZ p g Y Ry ppAl2B? » 2 RAEPARZZEY
Fe? Gp o
® :up
A% % 4 kd #3438 (Ministry of Science and Technology) # 7 > i i 3F
TogEY FEENF AR p OB PAT60 X > B @HEES AT
SefEz P F AR e
® {5t fEiE
P A R Rk ST Y R E R It L) 22825~ 2)
Lar 3 NEELLIEN4) pERAHEEMN ) Iie v6) 2T ~T7) &

B BEE B n HE LR -

St

TERAB & AT B -

v - RER AL E2F AR

L T ———


http://www.taie.com.tw/big5/20180607c.pdf
http://www.taie.com.tw/big5/20180607c.pdf

o- F'2E A2 EF AT

L —

2018/6/21

7 %k - “Latest Changes in Intellectual Property Law in Laos,” PATON. 2018
#6711 p o

[£ R]
4 R IR RALS| R L S p
CAFC *t Berkheimer V. HP Inc.- % ¢ Eﬁi;‘.& » g 2 U e (claim
limitation) £ % 5 "% P sp s ¢ £ 5 1 § @ ﬂ Foorgiae N KB E - AL
fo 20 B ¥ fﬁ,%:‘i“? PR (P 2B 2018 # 3" 1p 72 % 1873 & - ¥
B FARE) o FRE AR A - A 02 A A% % L4 T Changes in
Examination Procedure Pertaining to Subject Matter Eligibility, Recent Subject
Matter Eligibility Decision (Berkheimer v. HP, Inc.) ; (12 ™ # Berkheimer # <.
) o Er g A A R EFE R B2 ¥ I B3t 2018 £ 8 7 20
Pt iER LwAR o
Berkheimer f% A TR R U R T XU 5 A AR 2
"L %ﬂ({@ & %‘ ii//{ﬁ:’é'ﬁ'_f)“é £ 4 kT '#7’“" ij"Lr_i’LTr'g Ii%mj f13~ — SF 7
it J N s e | %%E%—% Berkhelmer V. HP Inc. % 22 w0 » gt — 2814 5
T2 oM ALY B 5 A (widely prevalent) 242 # i * (in common
use) ; Berkheimer # L 4&-R|iE - R T F ¥R P SE T P 22 (factual
determination) » * £ 8 F R 5 A R B H s * 2 N ¥ Lk E RS 2
35 U.S.C. 8112(a) #r:nd & % 4& 5 T % o (well-known) @ & Jf fip 2 ¢
BBAAMmE o F 0 FRE % A AE (MPEP) ¢ §2106.07(@) "% £ & 4
WP B Ed o §2106.07(0) TiFR Y A w R4 B ApR 2 R
1. §2106.07(a) "% & & g #i22 P55 d | 1 R8P €
ﬁﬁé{ﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁé&jﬁ#%@ﬁ%%%fwiwﬁa_&ﬁﬁJ,
W E Y g (1) il R UG A A - e A
& (2) 51? MPEP § 2106.05(d)(Il) # B "3 $38 2 "Ll pcl & o0 - 12
a2l & (3) 1% BT HRIT 2 LIRS B 0 - IR S & (4)
Fhi Ei E‘ fri;?rfdﬁ’ “7# Tl &y - et e
2. §2106.07(b) TR A v R, CFFEL R G AT UL
- o a? GAPRFALAZL L  F AL RLATEF
FARLAA RS RA UG B F - BT Iy Rfpw it (4
ﬁ’m@%AWF&%ﬁiﬁ&i FLLA vz (1) 2 (3) B
EmpPEFAFEILAL -

78 &R “Request for Comments on Determining Whether a Claim Element
Is Well-Understood, Routine, Conventional for Purpose of Subject Matter
Eligibility,” USPTO, Federal Reqister Vol. 83, No. 77. 2018 # 4 * 20 p -

<https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2018-04-20/pdf/2018-08428.pdf>

e - RRE I EF AT



http://www.taie.com.tw/big5/20180301f.pdf
http://www.taie.com.tw/big5/20180301f.pdf

	專利法規
	日本因應優惠期延長而修正專利審查基準
	寮國智慧財產權法規最新變動
	美國專利標的適格性判斷標準更加明確化


