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T am an agent of a major company. I have experienced interesting and troubling about
the IP system in each country. The systems are divided into the followings : American system,
European system, fusion system and system following to foreign country. And there is the country
with judicial leadership and with administrative leadership. Of course, congress plays an
important role in every country.

In various scenes on IP, a top priority is often the stage of exercise of rights. I always
think that it is boring to make a goal of securing the rights in many cases.

On the previous article, I wrote about the need to proof by a patentee to a judicial
office relating to the enforcement of the punitive damages and the Patent Act Article 132 which is
similar to the JPO patent Act Article 105. Then I also mentioned my plan of a suit on a patent of a
method of manufacturing.

I shall report the result in this article. Before the suit, I contacted the other party two
times and set an interview. After the interview, I did not receive any contact from them a while. At
the time just before a suit, they were issued the warning letter and contacted me immediately. We
negotiated an amount. And I received tens of millions of yen. With this experience, I decided to
focus more on the protection and exercise of IP rights.

In this case, I remark that they feared the Patent Act Article 132 and the punitive
damages. Besides, I think that these systems have not only an aspect which threatens the other
party but also strengthen IP rights.

Finally, the system needs administration, persuasion a member of congress, and

positive judicial decision. Therefore, I think that harmony is essential for the system.

(Translated by TNIIP)



