o - R%E &Iz 2L 397

2015/5/28
£ U3 e
AWM AR R LY RR R LR
IRE

— ‘73—'?;
- B flEEEnRD B %?'HE* BB T E AR BT A E)
- HPY AR 1A ST E AR B IA R 6 FRFERE LD
%}zg,ggf 2R PR R LA EHD le-“"-i‘ﬁiﬁf»@h_ mETARR 2
RELFRT R et flRE A R R R £ BEF L A LB

Y2075 0@ BRAA ¢ I R~ BURA - R A o A3 B
thif e s ‘f‘ﬂ-f'\*% PRSI R 2RI T

lb\)%l_‘éu\fé“ IF’}E’( FF 1l ?}‘7 —’L-‘j\ s AR TR D Ae #JL]"T s B 1E %fﬂ-;}z;ﬁr’ .
%‘rfﬁﬂ*w«*@\ | p "-§i~121 Mt i g2 €252 ﬁm,, W2
/\

LN RN L riw* LR TR o A R s S
i o
Z ~EERE
TR G2 A P BEP D B G E  ERES Y B
ﬁ«j_y NP AR SRS R fpﬁs Aﬁuﬂyﬁxi.ygi%%fﬁ}&\&@ o it 2
ﬂiﬁﬁ%%é&ﬁw’@?ﬁwﬁﬁi&i~%€ MR FRINFEMA
REFIRE 220 o A FEMAF R FRwR| FITHERIHAR L FRFEL
B R s 2 B R R B CE Bk s R e o
2 BB A AR A AT R A AT 2 #ET X OEE TR #F%’.Ji
)g,aﬁ\wﬂ} | 5 28 *rs
ﬁ""""“r%ﬁ'\» }'}7 W i .éuzafx] #E R R ﬁ%ﬁ]i’\?{ E R RN
& o ik E‘z! e % e l'"]F—r s TR 2 'N_w_ PR E E‘bﬁﬁa-\#ﬁ'? AP
4 FR s "Lr%—%?s‘iaﬂf AT HZ A TS TR PR T
EUEF A RAARFVRLFEY T > TG BRI A BIEZ R0 0 R Ap g
TR RS YA R B %%1%;&&9{ SR RN Bl B
%i‘% A2 PAARPIET R G AN B doiE S A AR RS 2 B
15?3“ TR A L a#ﬁiﬁ#\ﬂ% %;Vt”ﬁ"iA EIET 2R EJIFLA
i‘aﬁ«fl CEY SIPSIE &
Z SR FERIFAFE
TEM A o | 85 2T a3 & TP R A 2 B 2 L B
AT ERXNERT S 19 2 20 B B o s
1L ReB #BrgE P2 L3 @ BgEE T2 -
2. ﬁ@ﬁﬁ‘”ﬂﬂFiﬂ%’ﬁ%mﬁ&A%%—App£%°
3. ’ZP’°~§\'E%ﬁ]’E‘—E#‘%r§ ’ qulzf’b%%ﬁjﬁ‘ A BRI R F" » 7@
R G eLz %E*} wET 2 g uzrm;@,a AT 2 .
FAAERDEVEAZIFT 0 A a\é’%’“ 2 fﬂf“aﬁﬂ*?#ﬂéﬂ °
4. oA wwjar?éé%ﬁ;’}_ RB AL @ Ao 2 BURE o L aTpE R
AL fel 2 %Wﬁg}iwi\frd\%w D PRI E R A @Bxgz—a 2 A
2t ’#P?‘f"Tf‘*j‘ 2% fur*viﬁ’ |ra,zl‘m;.1:; N
FE R *%Miw&w&nﬁ Ll p’;ﬂﬂ*
WX EZFEH 2T PRIF TN T o

Lo WML AR e




S BBl B B

R —

2015/5/28

o~
Fherp o RFFIHLIEX S0 B AIF AR G2 s 0 TR AT
i ek R A W E RS 4 ,-,zug%‘rfﬁ;l*&«ﬁ@\wﬂw %
ﬂi%zﬁr%’ft&JWtféﬁtwﬁf “~w"*%ﬁakﬁaﬁﬁé%&£
TS YRR LY S RN iﬁﬁm4mwwa4é<fﬁi AL A 6
\}i‘ﬁ? #B&‘F" FLZ' %”;‘é!‘% /‘37“"%"3‘ GETRUE ST fﬁﬁ"’»#ﬁv:‘g "Ef§
M R_PE R Pk @Vw"ﬁ‘?p L ’Pijﬁﬁ‘pﬁ"’k 7%"‘#& 2 E%F‘—Z‘ MEAEE L
R TR s AR REFRE RIS EMER L E KA
fggy‘ fiSﬁpq- o
R b p R AL AL RN RS S AT R AL
ﬁ%i@ﬁ%&&ﬁfﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁk SR A B A e R B R T T
LR R AP EE R oA TS Rk s 2P R B e
wwﬁﬁﬁﬁf%’Eﬁ%ﬂwﬁmpﬁ~wi7\°ﬂ“§%4ﬂ%§%§”%
PRABEFRINERLPE A FY 2L fvk o &dod E LSRR IER
HoPMBEEREAY S TRAFEI2EE R BT 2 > HEMARIRL EAR
AR 5 WEIRLSF IR

¢ BEE 2 BT




o- F'2E A2 EF AT

e BEEAL

AN s

2015/5/28

CELE SRR R, A RED Salt a8 Sk g ) 1A

u*liv‘?l“‘*'ﬁ- m T Aol E ”Lrw;‘ (’?ﬂ9%§%ﬁ£k$> e
1 &o7rit @ 3L 3] (Swiss- Type) FIE AL LN e [ ¥R
2¥ Gy i r”*&'@ilﬁ’—?—*«f’” ﬂkad FaoomH B R FLA A

7 1985 # ¥ sush L Al R 2 G 5/83 -2 & 4 % 2010 # e £ EPC 2000

R ']'?‘1"? 62/08 ek ’ﬁ*ﬁ%i“‘] FRI o RBEL 2 H
e H ci\" e £ 2 R %MHE- AW é%#”L" RN A T
2 wrwﬁ% Bt oL Aot 2 Mo »F L 11350
RN PR

LI AN - E Y 3 (Supreme Court of Canada) ** Tennessee Eastman v.
Canada % ([1974] SCR 111) g * 4 £ + & ¢ Bl ﬁn#”f el T E o 4 £ =
i =R ;x 1w (Federal Court) i # 3% Janssenv Mylan (2010 FC 1123) i*
ﬁ’*ﬁg}f—,—,‘ FE o F]pL s e £ 4 g? - F S rﬁg%«f&w B2UFEE s Ao it ﬁe[g]
2R - A e a3 B Y GriRehz BAL e T”LL » T o
Merck v. Pharmascience % (2010 FC 510) #7it "ﬁti BRI FETHL
A RAZER ¥ G A FLRTH WA S 2 UELARRETL T A B
RN n g T E e

be £ A BRI E T A RIT 2 JER S N 4 £ X B B E R eh2)
PoAERAETED BRFFEFRG S LR FY o 4o Allergan & (79
CPR (4th) 161) » # k& & ¥ ik h B 3 ’ﬁ R A B Y 2 Pl o 33
A - & kpjﬂ 411&.*%@@ M o b £ RIS R g (Patent
Appeal Board) 35 3% 4543 £ xag‘%l}‘]m % {&L%%ﬁ ;ém%ﬁ:},%: 752+
A F R WAr2 dp il A SR L— TR T A B2 R

ey —->3m > %fﬁl‘%é*%% 75 enig T o Faé%?%/%“% B2 FEP ”’3%
A& ] o 4o @ Merck v. Apotex % (2005 FC 755) D NEAE S S ILR
TR G AR R e d RV H - FAME o R ﬂ—j 3
FERF A AP F sl 2 dpr o m T i & ,1\%5 ﬁ‘@i%\i*% v RE = HE
(=% 70 "‘Fe) = %55%1’\3\:'?’ M A glf’?f'J%FWu‘I?ﬁ"}?ﬁ}‘Lg#@% °

% 2 > 3% Merck v. Apotex % - £ % iff Merck v. Pharmascience % 2 ,Z‘s
LEAY 3 %ﬂm’ FAL G LM E - AT Ry AFIT ﬁi%iﬁﬁ 3
oo B E_A Merck v. Pharmascience % 7 > 4c £ % B 202 fuoron A fE > ;,1;;
—“HEIEHTEORE L FRr o BRI 8- B X ks FHApM2Z
BN iR (TR ALY B 2 ) B U FER 2 B LB g e 5 A R
RIZEIE 30 F = i o

% Axcan v. Pharmascience % (2006 FC 527) *© » 4c £ * B 202 [ i #a‘wj
B - FEEHYE T AT B E RO E R - R %“3:.*%
BB 2 RE - ;}zéx;w—,‘ & o g,,;k;myﬁg%’\ ﬁ |j:_E5.‘?, 7 F?"-’f'”’ sl pgyﬂ}
¢ FF’I“?’F’W’ ‘l'é'?]zﬂ A %5}%"4 ﬁ lﬁﬁ-gxii}inh 21 k| Yt '?’?av,r.}%f EREN S ,1%1
Y iR

& & @it Allergan % -~ Merck v. Apotex % -~ Merck v. Pharmascience % -
Axcan v. Pharmascience % » 027 5 31§ ¥ & JlHRihg (R H - E%ﬁﬂ;‘ﬂ]{ii%ﬁ
FR oS ooRDIARILZET B2 B RA ARiTYH 2 AbbVie

e

ER e AV S RLT



o- F'2E A2 EF AT

2015/5/28

Biotechnology v. Canada % (2014 FC 1251) z_ 2|/4-¢ » 4c £ < B2RE L { fw
e P L gt B )Y FRe LT R RFp AR LY FRIERY
72 & £ - & AbbVie Biotechnology v. Canada % # » d 3t H #1 g 2
MR E - AL (5% 40 T ) R F FHAAE B ER LR
70 TP 2 BE A A Bl ’ﬂ—ﬂ.mo

ik g gE g F b oot RIS af Janssen v. Mylan & 5 de £ & FERE R A
R AT BB R E DR f 48 *’Jﬁ-f%“ Ao B o )%
ZFRE o TR R AL RIUGE LT S 2 Es*} R
ApF e F R AR /5?11 A & P 2 *"‘H‘%‘ﬁ WEFEFLN L
IR FEFUSFEF LT LMBER RTIREF H2 m)%‘ﬁ:”a ° st
P s Ar £ K BRIRGE i - #H dp v FHF R ?E)gsg ¥ o) dr2 & 148 -
PIZ RIS R F P R * 55 Bk A2 - BEFE RS R LG

T o

b

gt T AT Bt £ 5 B IR AREGF N AR E Y iR N B iR
LFHFFF2LFREL - i £ 2201 952 e (Federal Court of Appeal)
ITHp T Novartls v. Cobalt % (2014 FCA17) 2z X|i-¢ » a7 4o £ < B0 fo
e 0712 H)4 (2013 _FC_985) ¢ fk4r £ A Bi2R2 s A% 4 7 2 LfE 0 %
e E A B R AEA T RHET RN R 22 B Y &ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%’
PR Eg A Lm‘rt""%‘rp FORMALER AN VELLF R AR EY o b
i A B RE e {51 R 374 e (English Court of Appeal) 242 % > 4y
nm&ﬁﬁiﬁfﬁ¢%i*ﬁ¢ﬁay&’*1ﬂm%ﬁ@ﬁﬂ%?mﬁa
@Fﬁg"f\/r)%‘“/‘z7 e AR o
£ X T2 ARAT KR a2 ?—s‘f i = A &Fg@’“iﬁ%ii‘l;ﬁ-
FA G o s d R FER LA R E&l’i\zﬂ%ﬂ BRI AT A R 24P
Boofkde £ X PE & uu”LrL*7§-$‘f F i - REEREZH LG RAS
tlﬂ”\oa;}ﬂra A2 AR ;;,_;Jgjv FHEMFATHE *f;p@é, %
Eﬁ%@%‘% ¥ R B 1 lét'iiva#i’ﬁ:mﬁ FHELTT N2 ’“f% A
E’ ‘#L”?‘T*“%Egraé_ L ig 2 F‘»%f & it gl
ek S BEEG LAa T 2 Bl W’wﬁiﬁiip‘ﬁ;%§éxﬁﬁ
(pARFLERE2F? iﬁzmﬂz~w“ﬁ 2013 & 2 7 18 P 4483 o7
FRAFRFLID DA FEF S EHOEL R FED S 25% (Fe £+ 1 F30
2015 # 1 % 19 p 7 F#[3 ,; ’?“9«-;%?&;— é%*?,\,’,i_ﬁ’?,»i,‘f
B3 42 E41¢ ¢Aﬁ: TeBAn § B E M w;sw%wﬁ, L& I 33
Hipp 28R &Y 5 ?'Uii,%;iii&@o“fbéci’ HEAIF A28
=zl 1
i

2
;
&’ﬂ” EEALEAE R S hmﬁmﬁﬁ’T%W%xPi
2

=1 : JPMA News Letter No. 154 (2013/03) p.8, In 6-7.
3L 2t https://lwww.ic.gc.ca/eic/site/Isg-pdsv.nsf/eng/h_hn01703.html

- WLl B e




- FER A EF A

2015/5/28

FEREABADHR2FH
24 iE FRFZ

- \ip';

fﬁlﬁrf‘?ﬁﬁ % 3= SPAFuture Thinking # % & & % 2@ R £ WA * &

% Fﬂo~ﬂ§9mnulh¢W*iW% w%&ﬁ¢i g &
(e g AR RRD IR FS LR &gf({j}t,.gﬁﬁp 1k chpE
éuﬁﬁ 1280 Aok 1o e £ RESL IS 4 7

(E‘- 3* 14- o

24
A4
i
f

Z BEHE
AAAHE ok 20 BEHEREERE 25 RBELE B2
Ep AN 2 2 R IR

Z - RAEES
(C)HFTEMARESF
BREERIQ)ELEFTEMAR SR E > 2 25 2 #%%ﬁﬂﬁ%%%
ﬁ%m’W%“mgmigﬁﬁﬁl§b@?ﬁiﬁ”ﬁi WMo (2)H L
ﬁ%%é%mﬁu&ﬁwﬁéﬁ%ﬁurﬁﬁ%?uﬁbimﬁ@%@%i
%”@ﬁ PFP BT L ERE X P BS AT Tkl 4 F kf
BOEEE o F N E P O B R R c (DFRRFEfIZEFD
oo B F E E e Rl e ﬁﬁw FYFEL
?ﬁﬂ'%}ﬁﬁwn‘? T‘,F fe % F] EY F /},%'ﬁ’i 2 9 rﬂ"" T A gﬂi‘ ;‘Ef'%?%)gr ’}Ef FH’- ’
A% 2 K 2 PO A NP R P o R £ Wméwwﬁ? B %1‘4«%
MgEmT iRATE o AH/TAFE LY FEIw R o

(: )}’{‘%&{_@i&%lﬂ.ﬁ ﬂPij/Z‘ :
(1) "REERE SR L HRRAY 2 RF R o
(2 *HEXEFEMARIMZET R T ANLAFETRADH AR
R gl o
B) #RAEE Ao e 3taiFp w4 }i’ﬂ!?f,])\lﬁ.ﬁﬁp#}f{ g
A 3F o
(4) FRAFEM AR EF a0 <3
C)BREEHTERY FRLREAY PR3
1) »FBALER:E L2 RMY FLLRERY LT 2engiliz 5 o
Q) PRTFPRIFPAZAOSBRET B FRIBET N Gafgi-
EoAd AWERTBPRADPBF KL FSD FEF o FRTEM A
Ww%iﬁWaT‘“ﬁi%mﬂgf SR N R T A R
o E W?,{ﬁ%ﬁ.a-r—{;iﬁ&%ﬂ SR A FI TR i«&—rmﬁ*,i—"
A Rl e B ARG ERBREEAT HECET
e AR Y
Q) BAHI I EHWELDF KB PES -

A FSBAD IR

LR
AR AR F 0 W T R (DE RS RER R

r- REE 2 EERT




Ly qul?l"{'g?'f 2 EE Frer

R —

2015/5/28

30 Tgﬁé%ﬁpﬁ;]f; g E S GRS RE R BAD YR BE R
PaEZE2AE AR ¥ (FFR) ®E - b4 & 929 (European Patent
Convention, EPC) Fl4av L 3k B AM DB T § 40 % Bte 2 > > - L 2B i
oIS EPC #1nv » MR OB OP FERZAKRERD > RET 2k
SR G ARY 3 EPC & {IRFRT i F17 R AT LG Q05 (QF MY E Rag e
W G 4B v*xﬁémg@a:’ﬂ“m@ﬁ%%#ﬂﬁiﬁﬁﬂ
Wpffwxg FRAPHAR > LRALFAfr (AFRE IRy &S 126

2 EAYFIR  O)ERE EROFEMARAME RTINS RE S @
BRADFIR > LEPFETIAFHERY o

fd o g
1. Patent Harmonisation: US & UK study on grace periods. SPA Future
Thinking, 2015/3.
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