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The Panel
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Rien Broekstra Amandine Métier Ralph Nack
(Brinkhof) (Hoyng Rokh Monégier) (Reporter General of AIPPI)



o)

» All views and arguments expressed during this panel
session dre expressed for discussion purposes only.

- They may not reflect at all the professional opinion of the
panellists, their respective law firms, and clients.



@) Topic 1: The Long Arm Jurisdiction

- Discussion: After BSH/Electrolux, the UPC is no longer
needed



@) Topic 2: The UPC “Keyhole"-Saisie

e Discussion: UPC evidence seizures must be limited to
evidence physically present



@) Topic 3: Good riddance or missed opportunity on inventive step

 Discussion: The Court of Appeal missed an opportunity
to set the Problem-Solution-Approach as the standard
for inventive step



@) Topic 4: Finding the right balance

« Discussion: Is the UPC too patentee-friendly?
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