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CNIPA/U.S. Bar Liaison Council
CNIPA / EERINREARIEES

Dialogue between CNIPA
and the U.S. intellectual
property legal community

(RiFFEEZRIRNES
EERHRF LR RIS IE
Patent and trademark practice
EF SRS

Established in 2011

o Council and CNIPA representatives, Beijing, 2023
PRIz TF20114F BHA SERMITAUSIE, 202361t

SPEAKER NOTES

Welcome to colleagues joining us from China and the United States. The CNIPA/U.S. Bar Liaison Council has supported
professional exchange since its establishment in 2011. It provides a forum for the U.S. intellectual property legal
community and China’s National Intellectual Property Administration to discuss patent and trademark practice and
better understand each other’s systems. The photograph shows Council and CNIPA representatives during the 2023
Beijing visit.

Sources, accessed October 27, 2026:
https://cnipa-usbar.org/
https://cnipa-usbar.org/zh-hans/
https://cnipa-usbar.org/history/

Photo: https://cnipa-usbar.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/06/20231212_154007000 _ios.jpg?w=1024
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Our work and this program
EENTIESRRRIN

Ongoing exchange 357 Program materials
AN\ 2Ry
Annual symposia alternate between KGR
China and the United States ) ) _ )
EEP%ﬁﬁE@}ﬁéd}fﬁfgﬁﬁﬁ% Chinese site Engllsh site

U.S. IP and bar associations may join at no cost
EERIRF RN RARIPIHRII AT R ZR AN

This program IR
Questions submitted by Chinese industry
Elseh EN FIRRAYEIRETT R

Patents, trademarks and Schedule A litigation
. BN EEMRRARA

SPEAKER NOTES

The Council’s work includes annual symposia alternating between China and the United States, professional visits and
online exchanges. U.S. intellectual property and bar associations may join without a membership fee. Today’s online
program continues that dialogue by addressing questions submitted by Chinese industry. Our discussion covers U.S.
patent filing and prosecution, PCT practice, design patents, trademark matters and Schedule A litigation. Thank you to
CNIPA and to all of our speakers and participants for joining the discussion.

Participants can scan the QR codes to access program materials through the Chinese or English event page. Chinese site:
https://cnipa-usbar.org/zh-hans/events/ . English site: https://cnipa-usbar.org/events/ .

Event: October 27, 2026, 8:00—10:00 p.m. U.S. Eastern Daylight Time, corresponding to October 28, 2026, 8:00-10:00
a.m. Beijing time.

Sources, accessed October 27, 2026:
https://cnipa-usbar.org/about-2/
https://cnipa-usbar.org/history/
https://cnipa-usbar.org/events/
https://cnipa-usbar.org/zh-hans/events/

Logo: https://i0.wp.com/cnipa-usbar.org/wp-content/uploads/2026/10/cnipa-usbar-council-logo-50-stars-13-stripes-v2.
png?resize=1254%2C1254&ssl=1
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Recent Developments
in Schedule A
Litigation

Schedule A 1712
BT RE

Online sellers, emergency orders
and frozen funds

MR, ZRBESEREIRE

2025-2026

SPEAKER NOTES

TIME / Bf{&): 0:30. Total English delivery: 10:00.
ENGLISH SPEAKER NOTES

Imagine opening your online seller account and discovering that the funds are unavailable because of a U.S. lawsuit you
have never heard of. That is a useful starting point for understanding Schedule A litigation. Today | will explain how these
cases work, then highlight recent developments affecting service, jurisdiction, emergency relief, default judgments, and
the eventual transfer of money.

RAFR3GHTE

RE—T: BERNSE iﬁlﬁ)ﬂ £D7if)ﬁ£$9:5£ﬁﬁﬁ FRRE—RENRITRSRIERERFL. XMEREET
Hf% Schedule ATFIA., SRAMBXKZHINEFLIN, BITICEA. ERIN. Z330%. REFIRIUNRRESR
EXESERIRITHE.

SOURCES / FH)KiR
https://cnipa-usbar.org/2026/10/25/schedule-a-litigation-and-the-new-defense-playbook-for-chinese-sellers/

Cover: original conceptual illustration generated with the built-in image generation tool. No actual event or court
proceeding is depicted.

Based on the article dated October 25, 2026. The Amazon discussion reports the contents of its motion and does not
represent a later judicial disposition.

#KiE20265F10H25HXE, WEEEPONBNYANE, FRnEREEEEEHER.
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Schedule A litigation: the basics
Schedule A IRIAERY

An IP owner brings a federal lawsuit

One lawsuit.

Many online sellers. FRF=AAFI A RIERFR ARSI

The defendant list is “Schedule A”
— =R WEZEPFERZSA "Schedule A" AIBF4
S MYLEIESR

Trademark, copyright or patent claims

WwhkEtR. SFNEERIEN
Ordinary court rules still apply
RS T8 H AU AR e A
02

SPEAKER NOTES

TIME / BJ&): 1:00. Total English delivery: 10:00.
ENGLISH SPEAKER NOTES

Schedule A litigation is a way of bringing intellectual property claims against many online sellers in a single federal
lawsuit. The plaintiff identifies the defendants in an attachment called Schedule A. That attachment gives the practice its
name. Claims may concern trademarks and counterfeiting, copyrighted photographs or text, or patents, including design
patents. Many defendants operate overseas, including in China. Rights holders face a real problem: identifying dispersed
sellers and locating assets can be expensive and difficult. But Schedule A is a litigation practice, not a separate set of legal
rules. Ordinary requirements for service, personal jurisdiction, joining defendants, and obtaining injunctions still apply.
That is where the recent decisions become significant.

RIFRXHE

Schedule A IFIRARR IS N BZF MRS KBER—REFBIFATRIEE. REERSIIERRS
Schedule A B9Bf#{4eR, RILLER. BRI RBFRRERR. ZEFURFIIERTINT, S8EINNRLT
ERERER. IFSHREUTEN, SFPE. NAABLHEIGREEE: BERSSEEREZERBN. SHE
7, EERARESEMEKR. R, Schedule AR—MFIRENE, FARBIR—BIRZAVEFAN. HE. YAERE
W, WEGHIUARESTEEERAER, EHFIGIRNEEMIERIT L,

SOURCES / &=#}3kiR
https://cnipa-usbar.org/2026/10/25/schedule-a-litigation-and-the-new-defense-playbook-for-chinese-sellers/

Based on the article dated October 25, 2026. The Amazon discussion reports the contents of its motion and does not
represent a later judicial disposition.
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#KiE20265F108 25 E, WEEMBDNMBINNAS, FRmEmEEEIEHER,
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How a typical case creates early pressure
R SNl B HAE

01 02 03 04

Complaint, often Emergency order Platform restricts Defend, settle

under seal without advance listings or funds or face default
notice

BiF, EREHRERE  EREATENmE FPARMEnT R, 7R
NESER<S BEEEA B EIEERFEFE

Funds can become unavailable before the seller is heard
SEXRPFRIAAR], AEMAUEEZIR

03

SPEAKER NOTES

TIME / BJ&): 1:15. Total English delivery: 10:00.
ENGLISH SPEAKER NOTES

A common sequence starts with a complaint filed under seal. The plaintiff asks for a temporary restraining order, usually
shortened to TRO, and may ask the court to act ex parte. Ex parte means without the opposing party participating. If the
court grants relief, a marketplace may restrict accused listings or freeze funds. The seller then faces a decision about
appearing, negotiating, and defending the case. Failure to respond can lead to default proceedings. The important
commercial point is timing: restrictions may affect the business before the seller presents its defense. Rights holders
argue that advance warning can allow an evasive seller to move assets or abandon a storefront. Sellers need a
meaningful opportunity to challenge the evidence and the scope of relief. Also remember that a platform may already
have imposed its own hold. We must identify the actual source of each restriction.

RAFR3GHTE

BIEFNEFHERERRR. RERBEIRIRTS, RXEFRTRO, HAEKAREHERESSER T
QNIR, tBFLRE ex parte T, ABUEFE, BREEURFIHIEEERINTIERFERE. EXMEHFERTE
WMAHHEE. HINRIAE. AEIN AR SEEER. Bl FREEAENE: EXREKRREHTA, S50
EiEm, SFRIANA, BenEAAsE bR AN SE R RS A AT, ERVFEGLMISREBIEER
KR, BAER, FETeIMERTRFEE, R/ IEREIRFINEIERIE.

SOURCES / &FH|KiR

https://cnipa-usbar.org/2026/10/25/schedule-a-litigation-and-the-new-defense-playbook-for-chinese-sellers/
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Based on the article dated October 25, 2026. The Amazon discussion reports the contents of its motion and does not
represent a later judicial disposition.

KIE20265F10H 25 AN E, WEHEAONBNMNANE, FAREREEEERER.

Slide 5 7/54



SLIDE 06 / 29 Slides and speaker notes

Email service in China
[ SR ER PR S THE R XA

Smart Study (2025) and Kangol (2026)
SEES K [E 55 CKE AR

These circuits bar email service when the Hague Convention applies
EXRENMKEIX, &R (BFEARL) RAELARFEMFEIA

Whether the physical address is known or ascertainable matters
SRR R EAE I EE, SRR

Kangol required further findings on whether the Convention applied
Kangol ZREFE, LIERLNERIER

04

SPEAKER NOTES

TIME / BJ&): 1:15. Total English delivery: 10:00.
ENGLISH SPEAKER NOTES

Service means formally delivering the lawsuit using legally permitted methods. For defendants in mainland China, the
Hague Service Convention can govern that process. In Smart Study, the Second Circuit rejected email service where the
Convention applied. The Seventh Circuit reached the same treaty conclusion in Kangol in May 2026. A court order
permitting email service does not by itself settle whether that method complies with the treaty. A critical qualification is
that the Convention does not apply when the address of the person to be served is unknown. Kangol required the district
court to determine whether the plaintiff had made reasonably diligent efforts to ascertain and verify the seller’s address.
It did not finally declare the judgment void or order the return of collected funds. The practical issue is evidence: what
address information existed, when was it available, and what efforts did the plaintiff make? Formal service and notice of
an injunction also remain distinct questions.

RIFRXHE

EARKRRERF IR AER PR, WTHERMRS, (8FIEAAL) AJREEM. Smart Study
EH, FKE DFERSE 7 ALERRIEFEMHEE. $EKE DFERE2026 55 BAY Kangol =415
HERFIREIMER, ERE PR TFHMEERR, AASRTRZIENEAY, KERHER: RIXEAMIARER
» RNERER. Kangol REKMX A ERREEEC AR S HFARELEFIMIL, FRREATEHIRTT
. BRTOREEENENRE, LFERETIHE: SHEEFAIIER, ANTRE, REMIBLESK
TR? EURASESBABNEAREEE,
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SOURCES / #JHIFKiR
https://law.justia.com/cases/federal/appellate-courts/ca2/24-313/24-313-2025-12-18.html

https://media.ca7.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/OpinionsWeb/processWeblnputExternal.pl?Path=Y2026%2FD05-29%2FC%3A25-
2205%3AJ%3AKirsch%3Aaut%3AT%3Afn0p%3AN%3A3549218%3AS%3A0&Submit=Display

https://cnipa-usbar.org/2026/10/25/schedule-a-litigation-and-the-new-defense-playbook-for-chinese-sellers/

Based on the article dated October 25, 2026. The Amazon discussion reports the contents of its motion and does not
represent a later judicial disposition.

K#E2026F 10525 E, WEEESNMBINNANS, FRmERLEEEHER,
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Checkout screenshots and personal jurisdiction
LENREE SXT A EIEN

Personal jurisdiction: the court’s authority over a defendant

MANEEN: I EGHFER S TREEFINAKTE

Checkout screenshot Completed shipment
AN TR EserA L

Liu: no proof of an NBA Properties: accused goods
lllinois purchase shipped to lllinois

Liu 22: ZRuERR NBA Properties & : #i=/m
RFEFMNR B EfRARLE EREFFIEFM

Other contacts and transaction details can matter

EAtER RN Z AT A eI ¥ I

05

SPEAKER NOTES

TIME / BJ&): 1:15. Total English delivery: 10:00.
ENGLISH SPEAKER NOTES

Personal jurisdiction concerns the court’s authority over this defendant in connection with this dispute. In Liu, the district
court relied on supposed lllinois sales. But the screenshots showed a checkout page, a Chicago address, and an estimated
total. They did not establish that purchases had actually occurred. Without those sales, an accessible online store and
available U.S. shipping were insufficient on that record, and the Seventh Circuit directed dismissal as to the appealing
defendants. Compare NBA Properties, where the seller actually fulfilled an investigator’s order by shipping the accused
product to lllinois. The court upheld jurisdiction. The lesson is not that every case requires a completed sale. Other
contacts and accepted or canceled orders can matter. The lesson is to distinguish what the evidence actually proves.
Preserve records of the product, destination, acceptance, cancellation, and shipment, and connect those facts to the
asserted infringement.

RIFRXHE

MABBENKERIR: MXREW, ZREEEENHEEHINZWEANER. LuER, WKEBRKSFMBRIFEF
EENEE, BEEENERENRRTE. ZIEHEURIMERER, FRIEPERRZ5 M. EREXEHENERT,
i EREHRTLAGIE). RUEEREFSIAELSHHZEIEREN, FEKE DFARZERRE DFAHRER
[EZf4. B2, 7 NBA Properties 2, SEFRELIREITTHEARRNTER, BHEEBRAERFERM, &
BOARTEREN. XTMUEMEREEBAEECTREE, EttERRLUN EEZEEGERNTRAIgEER, Xi#
RXDIHERTIEPRHA, FHRFEm. Bagth, 1THREZ. ERARICR, RIFESHIFMENIRER.
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SOURCES / #JHIFKiR
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/USCOURTS-ca7-25-02074/pdf/USCOURTS-ca7-25-02074-1.pdf

NBA Properties, Inc. v. HANWIJH, 46 F.4th 614 (7th Cir. 2022), discussed in
https://cnipa-usbar.org/2026/10/25/schedule-a-litigation-and-the-new-defense-playbook-for-chinese-sellers/

Based on the article dated October 25, 2026. The Amazon discussion reports the contents of its motion and does not
represent a later judicial disposition.

#KkiE2026F 10525 E, WEESEHNMBINNANS, FRmERLEEEHER,
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Emergency orders and asset freezes
RS TRTIRE

Eicher Motors (N.D. Ill. 2025)

RFIEFEMA XEXFR X AR

Why proceed without notice?

Specific facts SRER BRI

What supports freezing assets?
't‘_l DYt e N = [
B{REEsC AT EERETKERA A2

How much should remain restrained?
NERFHIZDEE?

A district-court ruling, not a nationwide prohibition
XEWKEEE, FIFEEMES

06

SPEAKER NOTES

TIME / BJ&): 1:15. Total English delivery: 10:00.
ENGLISH SPEAKER NOTES

Eicher Motors illustrates scrutiny of requests for emergency relief. Judge Kness rejected generalized assertions that
foreign sellers would evade enforcement if notified. Rule 65 requires specific facts supporting immediate and irreparable
injury before the other side can be heard, along with the required explanation for dispensing with notice. The court also
qguestioned the relationship between an equitable accounting theory and ultimately seeking statutory damages. For an
asset restraint, separate three questions: what authority permits the freeze, what evidence supports interim relief, and
how broad the restraint should be. Genuine equitable relief can support an asset freeze in appropriate circumstances, so
it would be wrong to say that all freezes are prohibited. Eicher is a district-court decision, not a nationwide ban. Covered
trademark claims also benefit from a rebuttable presumption of irreparable harm upon the required finding, but that
does not eliminate the additional requirements for proceeding without notice.

RIFRXHE

Eicher Motors ZEAHL T AR ERRFTEKAVEE. Kness iABRIEZ INEEFIREFILTSMERIE FRHE
MR, B RRSIFAMINEE 65 RERIARIMASEOIA, EXAEISRAZAIaRERRBITERMURE,
AERRPATENAEER, AR LG T ERNEZENRBRIERE, REMEREZEREEE,
PEMETE. DR IRER, NOBIERRSIGEENR. IRRTRETANERE, LUNRESEE. mESERT
. BIFMEFERFERMIRSHFET RS, B ABEANREREIIREELL, Eicher BHBXiERRFIR, FES
EMES. FEFMIBREREERFHOBEANER, TEEUIRBNAATTMNIERERE, EBXASHRAE
AR FFRYBIINE K,
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SOURCES / #JHIFKiR
https://law.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/illinois/ilndce/1%3A2025cv02937/475165/22/
https://cnipa-usbar.org/2026/10/25/schedule-a-litigation-and-the-new-defense-playbook-for-chinese-sellers/

Based on the article dated October 25, 2026. The Amazon discussion reports the contents of its motion and does not
represent a later judicial disposition.

KIE2026FF10H25ANE, WEBEAONBNNAE, FAR~EREEEEEER,
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Time limits for challenging default judgments
RIS R TR # R HIHARR

Coney Island Auto Parts v. Burton (2026)
ZEERSAR, 20265185208

Failure to respond can lead

A reasonable to a default judgment

time RERDRIATT A SEREHIR

Even a claim of voidness
éﬂ,ﬁﬁ BE requires timely action

BIfEESKFURTERY,
(USRSl 2h

Negotiations do not themselves pause court deadlines

MRS AP IE R ERIEAIR

SPEAKER NOTES

TIME / B 1:00. Total English delivery: 10:00.
ENGLISH SPEAKER NOTES

A seller that does not respond can face a default judgment. Challenging that judgment later is a different task from
responding before judgment. In Coney Island Auto Parts, the Supreme Court held that the reasonable-time requirement
in Rule 60(c)(1) applies even to a motion under Rule 60(b)(4) alleging that the judgment is void. That matters when a
seller believes defective service or a lack of jurisdiction invalidates the judgment. A potentially strong objection does not
justify indefinite delay. The reasonable-time inquiry depends on the circumstances, including the enforcement timeline.
It is not the fixed one-year outer limit that applies to certain other grounds for relief. And settlement discussions do not
themselves suspend court deadlines. Counsel should coordinate any requested extensions with the defense and
negotiation strategy.

RAFR3GHTE

SERRERRA, TTASEIGRELE. FIREEEERE, SHRMRIELR, ERFIERIS, 7E Coney

island Auto Parts 227, EEREARIAE, MMISE60(C)()ENAEIRER, thEMTRIELE60(b)(4)15EKS
RIS, ERAEAEBRR AR SENE, X—aHES, BESNTEN, BRERRE
HEAE, SEITRRESEAERAN, SENTHE, TR TR R SR — R KR, Ak
HIRSRETRILKIRR, RITIISTERERE. FRRHRERHE.

SOURCES / Z=HIKiR
https://www.supremecourt.gov/opinions/25pdf/24-808 lkgn.pdf

https://cnipa-usbar.org/2026/10/25/schedule-a-litigation-and-the-new-defense-playbook-for-chinese-sellers/
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Based on the article dated October 25, 2026. The Amazon discussion reports the contents of its motion and does not
represent a later judicial disposition.

KIE20265F10H 25 AN E, WEHEAONBNMNANE, FAREREEEERER.
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Amazon questions settlement transfers
T S R EER RN 5

NextClimb (2026): Amazon’s motion
NextClimb 2 (20265F) : IWEEMEIAIEMY

$711,529.44 100

Funds Amazon reported holding Seller accounts
TEMgEHENEE (355T) =M

Amazon reported prior platform holds and questioned settlements

T SEFRFERRITEaRE], FXIFRHREE

Amazon sought continued custody pending review
T oEskEFEHESERERS

Allegations in a motion, not judicial findings

N PBIFRAEIREBTAE 08

SPEAKER NOTES

TIME / BJ&): 1:30. Total English delivery: 10:00.
ENGLISH SPEAKER NOTES

The NextClimb motion adds a different issue: what happens to the money after reported settlements. Amazon said it had
debited 711,529 dollars and 44 cents from 100 seller accounts, but still held the entire amount in an Amazon-controlled
account. It had not transferred that amount to the plaintiff’s counsel. Amazon reported that many accounts appeared to
have been restricted before the litigation for independent enforcement reasons. It also raised questions about
settlement amounts matching account balances, apparent mismatches between the asserted infringement and account
activity, and authority surrounding collective representations and settlements. These are Amazon’s representations, not
judicial findings of wrongdoing. Matching balances or using common counsel may have legitimate explanations. The key
distinction is among a platform’s independent hold, a court-ordered litigation freeze, and a later direction to pay funds to
someone else. Settling one lawsuit may leave another restriction unresolved. Amazon asked for continued custody and
documentation while the court examined the transfers. That request would preserve the funds, not automatically return
them to sellers.

RIFRXHE

NextClimb ZIIEIN T — M REEE: EFRERAEE, FEMNAELE? TE#HRR, BEM1001MZRIKFH
14711,529.44365T, BEEPRSNETDEMEHIRIKFA, BEARERREET. WK, TFERPUFER
IAZ R ERIRSZAIF N EREZZRG . SERFEMBSMEKPRIEHE . RFERNESKFEEE]
BBEART, URERREMFIFRNEER. XERTDHFMRE, FIFEREETHRNAE. SETEEE
FEERREINAS A EEER. XBETXOFEBTEINARE. IRAFRERAES, DREREEA
IR E <. FBR—FFN, NOERB—TIRG). TIEMSKEEGEELENRESRERS, FEXE
HHERMIRL. XRERE, MIFEMRIALER.
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SOURCES / FH} KR
https://storage.courtlistener.com/recap/gov.uscourts.ilnd.500640/gov.uscourts.ilnd.500640.59.1.pdf

Amazon motion: dated August 26, 2026; docketed copy bears October 6, 2026 filing stamp. Pages 3—10 and requested
relief at page 11.

Based on the article dated October 25, 2026. The Amazon discussion reports the contents of its motion and does not
represent a later judicial disposition.

#KkiE2026F 10525 E, WEESEHNMBINNANS, FRmERLEEEHER,
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Practical implications

SR

Rights holders Support relief with evidence tied to each seller
A IS SRR S BR

Sellers Act promptly and preserve the relevant records
=5 RENTH, RIHEXES

Settling parties Verify authority, restrictions and payment recipients
FMRRETS

TSLiRIN. VBBRHIAUMTRA

Evidence about each seller matters at every stage
B RS X BIRSERAVIER

09

SPEAKER NOTES

TIME / BJ&): 1:00. Total English delivery: 10:00.
ENGLISH SPEAKER NOTES

For rights holders, these developments emphasize evidence tied to the particular seller and to the relief requested. For
sellers, the response begins with the operative court orders and deadlines, followed by address records, transaction
records, and a chronology of every hold or transfer. Counsel should preserve available objections while assessing the
infringement claims themselves. For anyone handling a settlement, verify who authorized it, what restrictions it
addresses, who will receive the money, and whether other holds remain. Recent decisions strengthen particular
procedural defenses, but the result still depends on governing law, evidence, and the precise order. A procedural victory
does not necessarily resolve infringement liability or restore access to funds. Evidence about each seller matters from
the initial service attempt through the final disposition of money.

RAFR3GHTE

SITFAFIA, XEHEER: IHEN AN ERERNAMERAIRT. WTER, F—LEGEIRIERH L.
HAHEIR, BEEIHER, RPICREBXRSIRGERIEAIRTEL. RITNEHSENTNERRIRER, &
B RREFRIN. SEMBRIARRAZEENA. GEERIRRE. A, URESNERMREIFE. i
HRFIGINNGE T REGE R, BERMEURTERER. IHENMEKS<. B HIRIERUERENEE, Bk
PIREREER. NEIEXFIRERTNE, SMREEEIIEIAERAIIEE.

SOURCES / ZFHIKR

https://cnipa-usbar.org/2026/10/25/schedule-a-litigation-and-the-new-defense-playbook-for-chinese-sellers/
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https://media.ca7.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/OpinionsWeb/processWeblnputExternal.pl?Path=Y2026%2FD05-29%2FC%3A25-
2205%3AJ%3AKirsch%3Aaut%3AT%3Afn0Op%3AN%3A3549218%3AS%3A0&Submit=Display

https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/USCOURTS-ca7-25-02074/pdf/USCOURTS-ca7-25-02074-1.pdf
https://storage.courtlistener.com/recap/gov.uscourts.ilnd.500640/gov.uscourts.ilnd.500640.59.1.pdf

Based on the article dated October 25, 2026. The Amazon discussion reports the contents of its motion and does not
represent a later judicial disposition.

#KkiE2026F 10525 E, WEESEHNMBINNANS, FRmERLEEEHER,
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U.S.—China Trademark
Dispute Timelines

PR INIEF
A EIELER

Opposition, cancellation
and business planning

SN, IEREEE SR AR

October 2026 / 20265E10H

SPEAKER NOTES

TIME / Bf{&): 0:30. Total English delivery: 10:00.
ENGLISH SPEAKER NOTES

We have just discussed the immediate pressure that Schedule A litigation can place on an online business. This second
part concerns a different question: who may obtain or keep a trademark registration? | will explain the basic procedures,
compare their timelines in the United States and China, and show why the distinction matters when planning a product
launch. The central idea is that the deadline to challenge a mark and the time to resolve that challenge are separate
clocks.

RFR3GHTR

RIZF A TTIET Schedule A IFIRRI B ERTREIEMAYEPRIES. B _EBDITIeR—NaE: ERTLBYSEIRE
FItRER? BAISNEEAER, WRPEMERIRELRHE, FiRBBXEXFERE~mn tmikl. ZOERRE
L IRHEREIEAIR, SHRRIZFNATEIRE, RN AEEETEE.

SOURCES / Z¥IEKiR
Cover: original conceptual illustration generated with the built-in image generation tool.
https://cnipa-usbar.org/2026/10/26/us-china-trademark-opposition-and-cancellation-timelines/

Legal framework and data checked October 27, 2026. The Chinese 2026 revised Trademark Law takes effect January 1,
2027. The BPI timeline is its original institution schedule, not a forecast of actual disposition.

EERIEEZYIEEL: 20265F10827H. 2026 F{EiTRIRE (FEiriZ) 8202781 818#EHETT. BPIRIEIFRDIL
EMRIGTHE, AARECIFERFTM,
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Opposition and cancellation
SIS AR

Before registration After registration

iEARZAD 5 3iPad =1

Opposition Cancellation

Y I AHEEE R

Challenge a pending application Challenge an existing U.S. registration
X EASREEMAV RIS R E kA X EERIEERREMR L

TTAB: federal registration rights. No infringement rulings or damages.

TTABRURERFS AR EMIAR, ARRENEFSIREREE.

02

SPEAKER NOTES

TIME / BJ&): 1:00. Total English delivery: 10:00.
ENGLISH SPEAKER NOTES

An opposition asks the authority to prevent a pending trademark application from becoming a registration. A
cancellation challenges a registration that already exists. In the United States, the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board, or
TTAB, handles these contested registration proceedings within the USPTO. Its judges decide entitlement to federal
registration. They do not decide infringement or award damages. The labels require care when comparing countries.
China has invalidation procedures, including challenges based on prior rights or defects in registrability, and cancellation
procedures, including three years of unjustified nonuse. These do not map perfectly onto the broad U.S. term
cancellation. For today, focus on the shared business question: can another party obtain or keep the registration? A
successful challenge does not, by itself, order that party to stop selling goods.

RAFR3GHTE

FINEREENRE L —TFFRHBERE L. iTMEEEFUINELFEREM. T8, EEFEIRE
RETEIREFIS DRERS, B TTAB, MEXEWSTSSRIEMFN. HEESRIUSEREHRIPEmEM
RUEEHS, FHUREN, BAAISCIRERE. WRPEHERNIEMAEES: FEBETENFISEMGREERY
TRESIEF, AR IESEHEE=FMERAERRIRIEER. XEHIESEE XAT cancellation FF
STEXN, SAHEBXINEWAREE: WSEEBISEREEM? hAIIES, AAFTHINSEILLHEE
P A

SOURCES / i&¥I3FiE

https://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/laws/trademark-trial-and-appeal-board
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https://www.cnipa.gov.cn/art/2019/7/30/art_95 28179.html
https://cnipa-usbar.org/2026/10/26/us-china-trademark-opposition-and-cancellation-timelines/

Legal framework and data checked October 27, 2026. The Chinese 2026 revised Trademark Law takes effect January 1,
2027. The BPI timeline is its original institution schedule, not a forecast of actual disposition.

EEREIEZITEEL: 20265F10827H. 20261 THIRE (FEtFiZE) 820278118 RHETT. sPIRIBEIFEREIL
EMNFEIRTHE, ARG,
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Three different clocks
=ARERIRT S

Application review Time to file a challenge Time to resolve it
BRISHE IR HBEERRIHARR R RSN HIRTE)
Opposition filing window Period
SR EHAR HAPR
United States 30 days initially, extensions available
ESEd #09a30K, AJERIEHERS
China, current law 3 months
FE, WTHE 31MH
China, from January 1, 2027 2 months under the revised law
hE, B2027F1818% EATIEE 2B

Filing windows after publication / A EEHRIRHERR
03
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There are three different clocks. First is examination of the application. Second is the time allowed to file an opposition
after publication. Third is the duration of the contested proceeding itself. In the United States, the initial opposition
window is thirty days, with extensions available under specified conditions. China currently allows three months. The
revised Chinese Trademark Law, enacted in June 2026 and effective on January first, 2027, shortens that window to two
months. That is a change in the time to file, not a promise of a decision in two months. We also need to distinguish the
first administrative decision from the final outcome after any further review or appeal. Faster routine examination does
not remove the stages of a contested dispute.

RIFRXHE

NMEXD=1EEES. F—E2HREHEMENE, F_EASERHRHESFNAER, S=EFEFASH
FEAE, EEWIIRFINERA30R, HEMNERMIIETLIBEER, PERTEIER3 1A, 202606 BiEIY.
20271 B1HERE TRIETT (BinE) BzHRGEEE2N . XERERINERAIE, RE2EERTHRME
HRE. B, BXTHRESZIREEFNFAGHRERER, BLAKS., BRBEEHFEREMR, AFraE
PRFNEMRELEHNERFM .

SOURCES / FHIKiR
https://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/laws/trademark-trial-and-appeal-board

https://www.cnipa.gov.cn/art/2019/7/30/art_95_ 28179.html (Article 33)
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https://www.cnipa.gov.cn/art/2026/6/26/art_95 206942.html (Articles 36 and 87)
https://cnipa-usbar.org/2026/10/26/us-china-trademark-opposition-and-cancellation-timelines/

Legal framework and data checked October 27, 2026. The Chinese 2026 revised Trademark Law takes effect January 1,
2027. The BPI timeline is its original institution schedule, not a forecast of actual disposition.

EEREIEZITEEL: 20265F10827H. 20261 THIRE (FEtFiZE) 820278118 RHETT. sPIRIBEIFEREIL
EMNFEIRTHE, ARG,
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China: statutory decision periods
hE: AEHEAR

Proceeding Ordinary period Approved extension
E2F B R EHEERTFELR

gﬁ)position 12 months / 1H 6 months / 1H
FN

Invalidation based on prior rights A A
S T ISl a R F i S
Third-party invalidation, absolute grounds 9 months / B 5 eG4

B=HETENEHBERTHES

Nonuse cancellation 9 months / 5 o) airing f AE

=T AR

Periods for an administrative stage. Further proceedings can add time.
EIAREABRET X TBREFFRIRFEMER., [REAEF A sEB AT,
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China provides express statutory decision periods for several administrative proceedings. Opposition normally has a
twelve-month period, with an approved extension of up to six months. Invalidation based on prior rights also has twelve
months plus a possible six-month extension. A third party’s invalidation request on absolute grounds generally has nine
months plus a possible three-month extension. Nonuse cancellation has the same nine-plus-three structure. There are
two qualifications. First, the starting point differs. The opposition decision clock begins when the publication period
expires. The other listed clocks generally begin when the authority receives the request. Second, these are periods for a
particular administrative stage. Certain intervals can be excluded, and review or court proceedings can extend the
dispute. If opposition results in registration, the opponent generally pursues invalidation. A refused applicant may seek
review. So a nine- or twelve-month period does not guarantee a final, unappealable outcome within that time. The
revised law keeps the ordinary opposition decision period at twelve months with a possible six-month extension.

[ a ]

PENE T TEIEFAE 7 IRMAERIEIR,. SIVEENLRNE, SWETERESZ6 M. BETENAIRIT

BESHWRMA, AITEEReNE. F=HETENERRHTHESER, —&AMA, HasEER

B. EE=FAMERBEEFERA BINAESER3MANGENE. XEEWMRE. $— BELAR: B8
REFRMN A SEHITIRTE, RPEAHRESENEEIBER Bt H., 52, XEHRRIITETENER.
REETURTN, EFHEREFESERSN. IRFNENDETEH, SNABEFTERTERTHIE
&, WIEEEMAIRBARILISKER, B, 9MNA12NBAETZERA—ERE A TBFNNREER.
EATEBSEBERWRERREN12ME, FAEReTNA.
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SOURCES / Z=HKiR

https://www.cnipa.gov.cn/art/2019/7/30/art_95_28179.html (Articles 35, 44, 45, 49, 54)
https://www.cnipa.gov.cn/art/2014/4/29/art_525_145963.html (Articles 11, 27, 58-60)
https://www.cnipa.gov.cn/art/2026/6/26/art_95 206942.html (Article 38)
https://cnipa-usbar.org/2026/10/26/us-china-trademark-opposition-and-cancellation-timelines/

Legal framework and data checked October 27, 2026. The Chinese 2026 revised Trademark Law takes effect January 1,
2027. The BPI timeline is its original institution schedule, not a forecast of actual disposition.

EEREIEZITEEA: 20265F10827H. 2026FETHIRE (FHiEZE) B20278F1 818 HE T, sPIBYEIFERIDZ
ERNRIAEHE, MRS,
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The U.S. contested proceeding
EENHGSSEER

01 02 03 04 05

Pleadings Discovery Trial evidence Briefs Decision
Uizt UHEH CEiNE BHEICH R

60 days to answer 180 days for discovery
YIIaEHFHA/960K UHEFREBEE 180K

The 60-day initial answer period applies to cases instituted from September 4, 2025.

60 KA EHHRIERTE202559 54 HicBarIZRM
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U.S. opposition and cancellation proceedings resemble civil litigation. They begin with pleadings, then move through
discovery, trial evidence, written briefs, and a decision. Discovery is the formal exchange of information. It may involve
documents, written questions, admissions, and witness depositions. For proceedings instituted on or after September
fourth, 2025, the TTAB initially sets sixty days to answer, increased from the prior customary forty days. Discovery
ordinarily lasts one hundred eighty days. These periods serve different purposes and should not be confused with the
thirty-day window to file an opposition. After discovery, the parties still have separate periods to put testimony and
other evidence into the trial record. Discovery material does not automatically become trial evidence. TTAB trials usually
proceed through a submitted record rather than continuous courtroom hearings. These stages help explain why a
contested case may continue long after the initial complaint and answer.

RIFRXHE

EERNRNSEMHEEEFRURSRL: NFFT R, ZBREDIEEF =, FIEIHERR. BEICHHIEIR,

IHEARRENRIEERER, JaEEN . PEITR. FLRAMBEARE. ¥F2025F9848RLAIRERY
2R, TTABHIIRIRE60REAE, RILEHEFEAJ40RERATEN. IHEAEIEE H180K, XEHREEAEF
A, ARSREFNABoRDGENRS. IHEFRERE, WA EEINER, SIS KEMMILENNEE
iCR. FARMEASEMMAHEEILEE, TABBBKIERERIIPENRIISICRETHEIE, MARESLERET

. XEMEREMTHERATARFMEMERRAG, SRR,
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SOURCES / ZFHIKR

https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2025/09/04/2025-16930/change-in-time-initially-set-to-file-an-answer-in-
a-trial-proceeding-before-the-trademark-trial-and

https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-37/section-2.120
https://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/laws/trademark-trial-and-appeal-board
https://ttabvue.uspto.gov/ttabvue/ttabvue-91308940-OPP-2.pdf
https://cnipa-usbar.org/2026/10/26/us-china-trademark-opposition-and-cancellation-timelines/

Legal framework and data checked October 27, 2026. The Chinese 2026 revised Trademark Law takes effect January 1,
2027. The BPI timeline is its original institution schedule, not a forecast of actual disposition.

EEREIEZYHEL: 20265E10827H. 2026FE(EiTHIRE (FEtniE) 8202781 818#RHE T, srPIRYEIFERAIL
ERNRATHE, AMCRIERESRTRN.
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An illustrative TTAB schedule
TTABHY IR~

BPI Ventures Global-FZCO v. Qin, Opposition No. 91308940

July 18, 2026 April 14, 2027 October 26, 2027 February 8, 2028
2026FE7H18H 2027F4814H 2027%F10826H 2028%2H8H

[ [ o o
Institution Discovery closes Rebuttal closes Final reply brief
EFE IHEFREER REBXESIELER =={=IEII=RE/N

About 19 months to complete briefing
SR BEIEATZIF 191 A

Decision follows. This original schedule is illustrative, not a forecast.

WRHREEEFER, [RIBRTRZRRA], AMURSERREST.
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This institution order gives a concrete example. The proceeding began on July eighteenth, 2026. Discovery was
scheduled to close on April fourteenth, 2027. After the parties’ testimony periods, the plaintiff’s rebuttal period was
scheduled to end on October twenty-sixth, 2027. The final reply brief was due on February eighth, 2028. That is
approximately nineteen months from institution just to finish briefing, before the Board decides the merits. Notice how
much of the schedule comes after discovery closes: testimony, rebuttal and briefs still need time. This is the original
schedule in one case. It is neither a statutory minimum nor a prediction that this case will actually run to those dates.
Settlement, default, or another early disposition can end a proceeding sooner. Motions, extensions, settlement
suspensions, or related litigation may instead extend it. The practical lesson is to budget for the whole process.

RAFR3GHTE

XS BRURE T —NEAGIF, BT 20265F78 188850, IHEFRTLITE20275F4514B%5HR. WH5
BEBEEEHE, REMNREKESERRITHITF20275F10826H4E R, RERSEFIRAIEIEREIRE20285:2H8H.
MEFEEIERPECH, 95191, WETTAMBEIELEAER. BFE, IHEAREREEEHEEEK
F—ERATIE): IES. REESEURPEHICAHITENE. XREBE—=EMUIENNRIGSHE, BEAREEREH
IR, BAESTRNRG—ERFEE XL HE], FIfE. SUESEAERIRMET GERrErRs,; smd. ZERR. AF0EmP
b, SHEXIFIANATEEEKTER. LBE~E, NATEEFREHIE.

SOURCES / i&¥I3FiE

https://ttabvue.uspto.gov/ttabvue/ttabvue-91308940-OPP-2.pdf (page 3)
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https://cnipa-usbar.org/2026/10/26/us-china-trademark-opposition-and-cancellation-timelines/

Legal framework and data checked October 27, 2026. The Chinese 2026 revised Trademark Law takes effect January 1,
2027. The BPI timeline is its original institution schedule, not a forecast of actual disposition.

EEREIEZIEE: 20268F108270. 2026FEITRIRE (FStrix) B2027F1A1HEEMT. sPIRIEERAIZ
EMRREIRTHE, FARSEPRESTT.
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TTAB timing in FY2026
TTAB#E202614 FFRYERIERT(A]

=35 =31 15.6

months / ™8 months / B weeks / &

Average total Median total Ready for decision
trial-case pendency trial-case pendency to mailing, average

EEEEI L RRSEEai) FRIR SR SRR TPy BREIRFMGERHFR
HISESRTIE]

Reported trial-case cohorts. Early settlements may finish sooner.
SIS ERERERA. REMBRINRMATREERE
Source: USPTO FY2026 / KiR: EEEFIEIRE2026[15HRE
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The USPTO'’s fiscal year 2026 report gives a useful reality check. Average total trial-case pendency was 152.7 weeks,
roughly thirty-five months. The median was 135.6 weeks, roughly thirty-one months. The average interval from ready for
decision to mailing the decision was fifteen point six weeks. These measures show that waiting for the final decision is
only one part of the overall process. They do not establish that the rest of the time is all caused by the parties, since
motions and other procedural steps also take time. The figures concern defined reporting groups and exclude certain
precedential or unusual cases. They are not the expected duration of every opposition filed today. Early settlements,
withdrawals, or defaults can end cases much sooner. Finally, do not directly compare China’s statutory nine- or
twelve-month administrative periods with this U.S. observed total average. The endpoints and case groups differ.

RAFR3GHTE

SSEENRERE2026 M AR SIRM T LMEUESE, FERMFIRRER152.7/, 293510 H; PREY
13568, L4311 A, NEHESHRFHEKHER, FIN15.6F. XiRBEGREFRRAZTEEFH—E
7. BREEIANERIESEPHEIENER, EASMREMERFA ORI, XL ERT
BHR, AR T RESHIMSRERG. BIATMESKBEHNERRINATHIK, Za0E. BEEEE
REATRELLRMERER, &5, FAIEHEINAE12TRRAETEHIR, BESXEAIERIR IS
FHRAREL, BEAMERE RN AEHATR.

SOURCES / Z¥IEKiR
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https://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/ttab/ttab-incoming-filings-and-performance (FY2026 report, updated October 13,
2026)

https://cnipa-usbar.org/2026/10/26/us-china-trademark-opposition-and-cancellation-timelines/

Legal framework and data checked October 27, 2026. The Chinese 2026 revised Trademark Law takes effect January 1,
2027. The BPI timeline is its original institution schedule, not a forecast of actual disposition.

EEREIEZITEEA: 20265F10827H. 2026FETHIRE (FHiEZE) B20278F1 818 HE T, sPIBYEIFERIDZ
ERNRIATHE, FMERLERESETRN.
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Business decisions during a dispute
SIERERTRLIREE

Hypothetical: a Chinese manufacturer prepares a U.S. launch

BRig: —RPEHEEEEEEEREL M

Packaging and brand decisions

The launch

: BESRIRRE
cannot always wait

Distributor commitments and cost

&AM EE ZETHES A
i:.:;f_g%?% Registration relief does not itself
stop marketplace use

I ABH AL TIAER
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Consider a hypothetical Chinese manufacturer preparing a U.S. launch. It is choosing packaging, negotiating with
distributors, and deciding how much to invest in the brand. A conflicting registration remains unresolved. The business
cannot always postpone every decision until the legal process ends. Delay can create inventory costs, rebranding risk,
and uncertainty for commercial partners. The company should identify which evidence matters early, including dated
records of use, sales, and the mark that customers actually saw. Translation and coordinating overseas witnesses can add
practical work even though the TTAB schedule is the same. This brings us back to the first segment. Challenging a
registration and stopping alleged infringement are different objectives. A TTAB decision can affect registration rights, but
the TTAB does not issue an injunction stopping marketplace conduct or award infringement damages. The chosen
procedure must match the actual business need.

RIFRXHE

RIE—x P EIEEESERE L m, [EEERek. S8EERY, AREmErAEZ gE, B—
IPRFERRYEM AR EARAER. EWEFEREFRFEEFENEREAFHEBIUAR, ERABEFEFFNA.
BRI bR, LA K EHRIAERE. B NRRRHBPLIHEERE, AIINEREERICR. HE
iER, MUNEBRELREIIENT. SEERINEABSIEINES T(E, RETTABERRIREZHHE
[, XHEZIFE—ED: PiEMSHIEHREEERITA, RFRRENBR. TTABRER ARG EMNE], B
TTABRERHEITIZTANES, IASHISCENIRERZ. FMSEF/mSsEhnm I FEa0TE.
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SOURCES / #JHIFKiR
https://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/laws/trademark-trial-and-appeal-board
https://cnipa-usbar.org/2026/10/26/us-china-trademark-opposition-and-cancellation-timelines/

Legal framework and data checked October 27, 2026. The Chinese 2026 revised Trademark Law takes effect January 1,
2027. The BPI timeline is its original institution schedule, not a forecast of actual disposition.

EEREIEZYHEL: 20265E10827H. 2026 (EiTHIRE (FEiFiE) 8202781 818#RHE T, srPIRYEIFRBIL
ERNRATHE, FMCRIERESERTRN.
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Practical takeaways

LB
01 Compare the same stages and endpoints

EERARRIRVAE R ERANEE

02 Prepare evidence and business contingencies early

TERERIHER A NS5

03 Match the procedure to the business objective

RiEE BRI EER

The remedy, the evidence and the realistic timetable belong in one plan.

o35 Bn. IHESHSERRIRAANE—IT . 09
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| would leave you with three practical points. First, compare the same stages and endpoints. A filing deadline, the first
administrative decision, and a final resolution are different measures. Second, prepare evidence and business
contingencies early. The legal calendar should inform launch, packaging, and budget decisions rather than surprise the
business later. Third, match the procedure to the objective. Depending on the dispute, that may involve a registration
challenge, enforcement, a negotiated settlement, or an appropriate streamlined procedure such as the TTAB's
accelerated case resolution options. These choices require case-specific judgment. Across both parts of this
presentation, the practical question is the same: what relief does the business need, what evidence supports it, and
when can that relief realistically arrive?

RAFR3GHTE

RERE=REEET. F—, WREENEFNRIIZR. REEKOMR, ERITEREUNRERR, 2
ARRYEENE. $, RENESIHENRINIISE, AENELH NSRBI Eh. fRIMERR, M
AREFELBWEFAR., $=, RIEEFEFEER. NFNER, TEREIMkE. FNHUE. MR,

ISZJ‘E%E’J%’PC&F BIANTTABRYNMERSHARERIETN, XEIEREFE -.:..:.EW*##U% BFSKEEBORERY

SEFAREE: BWFEBRMAKST, BMLIERESSF, LIRS0 SERRsRIG R ?

SOURCES / &FHIFKiR
https://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/ttab/ttab-acr-options

https://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/laws/trademark-trial-and-appeal-board
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https://cnipa-usbar.org/2026/10/26/us-china-trademark-opposition-and-cancellation-timelines/

Legal framework and data checked October 27, 2026. The Chinese 2026 revised Trademark Law takes effect January 1,
2027. The BPI timeline is its original institution schedule, not a forecast of actual disposition.

EEREIEZIEE: 20268F108270. 2026FEITRIRE (FStrix) B2027F1A1HEEMT. sPIRIEERAIZ
EMRREIRTHE, FARSEPRESTT.
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Reducing U.S. trademark application costs
S E R R B SR BRI A

ERNEXETHErEMEEIRUA HAYH
He

An Office Action is the USPTQ’s written HE]
notice of application problems. EER

An ordinary response has no separate RRXEBESEASLERHEEE, B{hA8er=
USPTO response fee. Attorney work and SRR EAhZRA.
other fees may remain.

Accurate information and the right EREEEREINESER, BUT R ATk
response procedure can reduce avoidable RHIBA.
costs.

37 C.FR. § 2.6(a)(1), (28) (2026)
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LI—MIESHEE, Z—ESHIE. SERRMURRNGER, RAANTHITIHE.

TIME / B318): 0:30 (0:00-0:30)

ENGLISH SPEAKER NOTES

Our final topic is reducing avoidable U.S. trademark application costs. An Office Action is the USPTQO’s written notice
identifying problems with an application. An ordinary response has no separate response fee, but legal work and other
fees may still arise. The aim is to identify the actual defect, use the right procedure, and avoid paying to correct the same
problem twice.

RFR3GHTE

BE— ERRALTRMOEERRENAS, FEElesECAREITDIRLFEIENBEE. B
BEEASSERBNEES, BT EEPERERE, XRRRAIEENRE, ERENER, B
HE— ARSI,

REFERENCE ONLY / &&i&¥E (LEZXINHAR)
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English: This talk addresses three common issues for Chinese enterprises: domicile addresses, specimens of use, and
goods/services identifications. An ordinary Office Action response has no separate USPTO fee merely for filing the
response. Specific relief or deficiencies can still require fees. Match the amount of legal work to the actual defect.

BRI RREFHTICPERIEIAI=KRRE: (EAmbit,. BinERER, URBRSRSImBERE. 232
EEFERNESEABLTHERIRHNES S, (B EEFaRiairIser-£2A. NRERKEHEE L EE
B TAE,

Authority: 37 C.F.R. § 2.6(a)(1), (28) (2026). U.S. Patent & Trademark Office, Trademark Rules of Practice (July 15, 2026),
https://www.uspto.gov/sites/default/files/documents/tmlaw.pdf. Source article: Reducing US Trademark Prosecution
Costs for Chinese Applicants (Oct. 27, 2026).

Verified sources / &334} (20265E10827H)

https://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/maintain/responding-office-actions
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Filing and use in China and the U.S.
pEFEPRERE SR

China: registration is central to exclusive
trademark rights. Earlier filing usually
matters.

United States: use can create rights.
Federal filing and registration add statutory
benefits.

A Chinese registration does not
automatically create U.S. rights. Check

FE: IEMENEHRTRNAIZL, HEEST
BEEAEEREX.

E: ERRTERMY, ERFRRIENIEMSR
BINEEN =,

PEIEMAS BT EEENF. ixE
5 N7 RISCRRAER.

filings and marketplace use.

China Trademark Law arts. 3, 31 (2019) 15 U.S.C. § 1057(b)—(c)

SPEAKER NOTES
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The starting point is the different role of filing and use. China makes registration central to exclusive trademark rights,
and earlier filing usually matters, subject to prior rights and other exceptions. In the United States, qualifying use can
create rights even without federal registration. Federal filing and registration add important statutory benefits. That does
not mean that the first sale always wins. A valid intent-to-use application can establish application-date priority if it
ultimately reaches the Principal Register, subject to superior earlier rights. For a Chinese enterprise, the practical
consequence is that a Chinese registration does not automatically create U.S. rights. Clearance should consider relevant
U.S. filings and marketplace use. Early planning needs to cover the correct owner, the intended business, and a legally
supported filing route.

RAFR3GHTE

BAEERHESERERENARER. FELLEMENREEIRERNI%Z0, BEENHIEES, BXE
TESAAIEHIINRNIBRSE]. SEEREEFERTL=ENF], RIEEREBUSEFBEM. BRFBEHIEAEMURAZRI
EEMNT. XTAERERTHEE —EMT: BRNSEERRBEREREEEIME, TEEERM TS
IBEEASEA, (DEERESTFRS. MPEEWMS, FEIEMASEMNEEENF, RENREEE
FISNIEXTHIAER, RRAMEREMAR. LRl SHIEHKIERNRISEE,

REFERENCE ONLY / 2¥i&H (EEZINHR)

English: The comparison concerns mainland China and U.S. federal trademark practice as of October 2026. China makes
registration central to exclusive trademark rights. In the United States, qualifying use can establish unregistered rights,
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ordinarily limited by geographic reach and other priority principles. Federal registration adds statutory presumptions and
application-based constructive-use priority, subject to the statutory conditions. This is a difference in legal foundations,
not an absolute rule that China ignores use or the United States ignores filing. The 2026 Chinese revision was adopted
June 26, 2026 and takes effect January 1, 2027. It continues existing registrations; it should not be described as already
governing this October 2026 comparison.

BRI AREEERLL2026F 10 BRI ERMSEESEAE. FELIEMABIEERERNEZO. EENG
WERFEREMEY, EERBEZ SIS UTRNRE, EFSEMURMHEINEEF =, 88
BESBUNTEREFEER. EETEAEHRB. TER2026521TiAT2027F18185ET, EBEEMAEE
8

Authorities: Zhonghua Renmin Gongheguo Shangbiao Fa [Trademark Law of the People's Republic of China] arts. 3,
30-31 (amended Apr. 23, 2019) (P.R.C.); 15 U.S.C. § 1057(b)—(c); Trademark Law of the People's Republic of China (2026
Revision) art. 87. https://www.cnipa.gov.cn/art/2019/7/30/art_95_28179.html ;
https://uscode.house.gov/us/usc/119-124/t15/s1057/ ;
https://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/basics/why-register-your-trademark ;
https://www.cnipa.gov.cn/art/2026/6/26/art_95_206942.html

English: Chinese first-to-file priority has exceptions for prior rights, certain prior use with influence, well-known marks,
and specified agent or business relationships. A valid foreign-priority claim can also change the relevant priority date.
The U.S. example assumes conflicting marks for relevant goods/services, a valid intent-to-use application that ultimately
reaches the Principal Register, and no superior earlier rights. Constructive-use priority is contingent on registration. A
pending application does not immediately confer all registrant remedies. B's earlier first sale does not necessarily defeat
A's earlier application.

ERP: PERIBRBERRNZERNF. BEA—EMMAELER. RmEinR IR0l S KRESMNIPRE.
HMNERIAR AT RER AR BH. EERPIRIREFMIEMIRSFEEXRTR, ANBREENEREBIEESE
i, FHEBMAESF, MUFERAIEMLGEMAFRG, FHEEH AT EMARIZEBRIT.

Authorities: 2019 Trademark Law arts. 13, 15, 25, 30—32, 59(3); 15 U.S.C. §§ 1051(b), 1057(c).
https://www.cnipa.gov.cn/art/2019/7/30/art_95 28179.html ; https://uscode.house.gov/us/usc/119-124/t15/s1057/

Verified sources / #Z34%&4#} (20265E10827H)
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Filing routes and use evidence
SR SR

Route / ERIFE&R Use evidence / {EFEIFE

China: ordinary application Generally no use evidence at filing

FE: —ARERIE ERISATE R TR IE R IR

U.S. § 1(a): actual use Qualifying use and a specimen at filing

EEE1(a)5%: XhrERA ERISRYAE SIS (ERFHEREREA

U.S. § 1(b): intent-to-use Genuine intent at filing. Use before registration on this basis
XE$1(b)%: BEEM FRISE/E ESLERRE, LULHEEMRIER

U.S. § 44(e) / § 66(a) No pre-registration specimen. Genuine intent still required
=E: SNEEMEBDEEREREZR IEMRIRREA, e ESEEREE
CNIPA, Bad-Faith Filing Guidance, Q. 4 (2022) 15 U.S.C. §§ 1051, 1126(e), 1141f(a) 03

SPEAKER NOTES

TIME / BJ[E): 1:15 (1:30-2:45)
ENGLISH SPEAKER NOTES

This table explains why the filing route affects evidence and cost. An ordinary Chinese application generally does not
require use evidence at filing. In the United States, a Section 1(a) application requires qualifying use and a specimen,
which is evidence showing the mark in actual commercial use. Section 1(b) permits filing before launch with a genuine
intention to use, but registration on that basis requires use evidence later. Qualifying foreign-registration and Madrid
routes can reach registration without a pre-registration specimen. Genuine intent and later use-related maintenance
obligations still apply. Madrid coordinates international filing; each designated office still examines under its own law.
The company should keep objective commercial records supporting its plans. The filing route should fit the facts.
Selecting a route merely because it appears to need fewer documents today can create more work later.

RAFR3GHTE

XIKFR G EHIB IR AEINERES A, FEN—ARHEREEAERERIEIHERERILE. EEH1(a)5RH
IFERCEGKRER, FHIREBRIRLIREERIER. F1(b)FAITFEARLERSERIEE EHEIH
15, (BLALCKIEEMBIAURS (ERERE. FFE&HIMNEEMBERDEERE, JLMDEMEIAER, B
BEFARESREEREFNSIARER. SRERRNMEERSHS, SEERNKAEEEFERE. tlNER
ExdFmllit pEMIcR, FIRIBSSOEREE, (NERRIFRIROMIEREE—IKE, JeEENE%ET(E.

REFERENCE ONLY / 2¥i&H (EEZINHR)

English: CNIPA explains that Chinese applications generally require neither use evidence nor an explanation of intent.
That does not authorize bad-faith no-use filings. In U.S. Section 1(a), qualifying use must exist by filing and a specimen is
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required. Section 1(b) allows prelaunch filing with bona fide intent, but registration solely through that route requires an
acceptable allegation of use. Section 44(e) depends on a qualifying country-of-origin registration; Section 66(a) is a
Madrid extension of protection. Both can register without pre-registration U.S. use evidence, but bona fide intent and
later maintenance obligations remain. Section 44(d) priority alone is not a registration basis.

BRI PERESERELHERERIHERRPERASE, EBTSRAEERBENHENREL. EEHL()F
KRB A ARERFARIER. FLb)FAIF LHRIRE, EXLOZIRZIEMAT NG ERRR. 5544(e)
F5566()F DR THEFMNREE MR DEEEHRIFIRER, MR RERIER, HMES
B AREF R TR T 5.

Authorities: CNIPA, Questions and Answers on the Trademark Examination and Adjudication Guidelines—Bad-Faith
Applications Not Intended for Use, Q. 4 (Feb. 8, 2022); 15 U.S.C. §§ 1051(a)—(d), 1126(e), 1141f(a), 1141h(a)(3), 1058,
1141k; 37 C.F.R. § 2.34(a) (2026). https://www.cnipa.gov.cn/art/2022/2/8/art_66_173092.html ;
https://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/apply/basis ; https://www.uspto.gov/sites/default/files/documents/tmlaw.pdf

English: China recognizes limited defensive filings and proportionate advance filings for realistically anticipated business.
The absence of routine filing-stage use evidence does not authorize excessive filings for speculative resale. U.S. Section
1(b), Section 44(e), and Madrid filings require bona fide intent to use; do not automatically transplant the Chinese
defensive-filing exception. M.Z. Berger requires objective evidence under the totality of the circumstances, although the
burden is not high. Later evidence may corroborate intent that existed at filing; an intention first formed after filing
cannot repair its original absence. Keep records tied to the particular mark and goods/services.

BAP: PEATF—E BRI SEL RSN EULTEERRRITRE, AT AT ARIEEMTEH
5. XELHRIRENEELERAEE, FEERERTERDEMEEREL. ENHENERRRERERSEm
IRSS. ZERRHIMRETLMEERBINEENER, (BB T ErEEAEER NRIATRE.

Authorities: 2019 Trademark Law art. 4; CNIPA, Bad-Faith Filing Guidance, Q. 4 (Feb. 8, 2022); 15 U.S.C. §§ 1051(b),
1126(e), 1141f(a); M.Z. Berger & Co. v. Swatch AG, 787 F.3d 1368, 1375-78 (Fed. Cir. 2015); Société des Produits Nestlé
S.A.v. Taboada, Opp. No. 91232597, slip op. at 30-31, 34 n.65 (T.T.A.B. Aug. 5, 2020).
https://www.cnipa.gov.cn/art/2022/2/8/art_66_173092.html ;
https://www.cafc.uscourts.gov/opinions-orders/14-1219.opinion.6-2-2015.1.pdf

ENGLISH — SPEAKER NOTES

Madrid offers a coordinated international filing route, while each designated jurisdiction retains its substantive
trademark law. An eligible applicant needs a basic application or registration at its office of origin. WIPO examines
formalities; designated offices decide protection. International registration does not automatically confer protection in
every designated jurisdiction. See World Intell. Prop. Org., Madrid System: Filing International Trademark Applications,
https://www.wipo.int/en/web/madrid-system/how_to/file/index (last visited Oct. 27, 2026); World Intell. Prop. Org.,
Filing International Trademark Applications: The Process,
https://www.wipo.int/en/web/madrid-system/how_to/file/basics (last visited Oct. 27, 2026).

For Chinese enterprises, this can provide a route to request U.S. protection. A U.S. designation is examined as a § 66(a)
application. A bona fide intention to use in U.S. commerce is required, although no pre-registration specimen is required.
See 15 U.S.C. §§ 1141f(a), 1141h(a)(1), (3); U.S. Patent & Trademark Off., Trademark Manual of Examining Procedure §
904 (current ed.), https://mpep.uspto.gov/RDMS/TMEP/print?href=TMEP-900d1e1.html|&version=current.

Later U.S. maintenance requires a § 71 declaration establishing use or excusable nonuse. Local refusals, counsel
requirements, and related costs may remain. See 15 U.S.C. § 1141k; U.S. Patent & Trademark Off., Inbound Madrid

Slide 23 42 /54



SLIDE 23 /29 - NOTES CONTINUED Slides and speaker notes

Protocol Post Registration (Sept. 15, 2023),
https://www.uspto.gov/ip-policy/international-protection/madrid-protocol/inbound-post-registration; U.S. Patent &
Trademark Off., Inbound Madrid Protocol Applicants (Sept. 15, 2023),
https://www.uspto.gov/ip-policy/international-protection/madrid-protocol/inbound-applicants.

BFR — FHEST

SREFREMMANERHBERER, SEEERNERSENTENE. FEaRENEBEANERERRS
Eiiesa R, HFRMRANALH T AEE, SEERRERGETHRF. BSEREIMARSRE
EBMEEEEREMEAERP. 21 EAIHFRIIRAER (EirmEirRis) & (EREmRiEme) .

chE AT FI LB R BRIEEEFRP. IEEEERIPE A% S66(a) FXHRIEHE. HIBAMBEEXER
WA ESLFRERIIEE, (EEMaiTEREREAR., 2015 U.S.C. §§ 1141f(a), 1141h(a)(1), (3); (EERIR
EHEERFM) 50475,

Z RS EE MR 71KIRA A0, WERBE A SR AME ., ik E], AR R ABXE BRI e
7. W15 u.s.C. § 1141k K EFIEEEF ESinEIERs.

1% BBERETLEHER, (BRI EEEE S IR,
Verified sources / #Z343%&4#} (20265E£10827H)

https://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/apply/basis
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Domicile address corrections

{EFRItEUEAYEETE
Use the actual headquarters address. A FRHRSCFRE SR, RILAMTFHE. JRIMERTHEH
Chinese headquarters is acceptable. U.S. BAREIEEERED,

counsel is required.

Correct the address through a formal BEHERES, FHIEEERT=hE b,
response in the designated domicile field.

The designated domicile field is hidden. IEEEAT=ARARET, HREFHEI=R
Mailing fields and attachments may be SNEISCIEE/A S

public.

37 C.FR. §§ 2.11, 2.189 (2026) TMEP § 601.01(c), (€) (May 2026) 04

SPEAKER NOTES

TIME / BJ[E): 1:00 (2:45-3:45)
ENGLISH SPEAKER NOTES

A common correction concerns domicile. For a company, this generally means the headquarters where senior officers
actually direct and control the business. A headquarters in China is acceptable. A U.S. mailbox or registered-agent
address is not a substitute for the real headquarters. Foreign-domiciled applicants must use qualified U.S. counsel. When
the examiner requires a correction, provide it through a formal response in the designated domicile field, with
supporting documents if requested. This is not a correction the examiner can enter by examiner’s amendment. The
designated domicile field is hidden from public view, but an address repeated in a public attachment or mailing field may
remain visible. Accurate information at the start can reduce repeated requests and unnecessary corrective work.

RIFRXHE

FRRRENANEETN, NASMS, [FMEEEEREEARLIMEE T FSEER. FEENANESELA
FEEXR, EZEIFBYSFAEEMMCIE AUIARGEBRESLEED. [FTEERIMIBEBARNEITAIEEEE
I, HERENKERN, NMBTIERNEE, HIEEFMZES, FHHEREKRREMIERNXE. F BT EERIENIE
AR, IEEIEFMEANTF, (BEATHHEs RSB S ESHII AT NTF. BiEZ VIR AL R
=1, LUV ESEEREAVELIFMETE.

REFERENCE ONLY / BE&E (THEZINHAR)

REFERENCE ONLY / S&i&FEl (LEZFINiHER)

English: Corporate domicile is the headquarters where senior officers ordinarily direct and control the business. A
Chinese headquarters may satisfy the requirement. A U.S. mailing address, registered agent, virtual office or post-office
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box is not a substitute for the actual domicile. The designated domicile field is masked from public view, but addresses
repeated in attachments or in the mailing field may be public. Supply supporting documentation if requested. An
examiner’s amendment cannot supply the domicile address, even with consent to public disclosure. TMEP § 819.02(a)
distinguishes an inadvertent error, including a PO-box or care-of address, from missing required information.

BRI AEREMESESREERARIIMEEIERI AT SHSERE. FERRAISERRFEEK.
SSEEPEFIIL, IEMAIEALBIE, MDA EEERESAERRER LR IR, BEAR=RERAEARET,
{EFHAEHPE =P A E— UL RTRE AT, NIREKIESTIEAN . BMERIBARBAT, BAEEIHEER
IESREFFAN TR ERTIEIE, TRIESHEIREERUFERER, Mo BIAE.

Authorities: 37 C.F.R. §§ 2.2(0)—(p), 2.11(a)—(b), 2.189 (2026); U.S. Patent & Trademark Office, Trademark Manual of
Examining Procedure [TMEP] §§ 601.01(c)(i), (e), 819.02(a) (May 2026).
https://tmep.uspto.gov/RDMS/TMEP/print?href=TMEP-600d1e21.html&version=current ;
https://tmep.uspto.gov/RDMS/TMEP/print?href=TMEP-800d1el.html&version=current

ADDITIONAL REFERENCE / ¥PF53EF}

English: Domicile means the headquarters where senior executives ordinarily direct and control the company's activities.
A registered-agent address, mailbox or virtual office ordinarily is not sufficient. Supply documents in response to the
particular request rather than assuming all corporate documents are always necessary. An entity genuinely lacking a
fixed physical principal place of business may supply the full name, title, and acceptable domicile address of a person
legally authorized to bind the entity. A petition to waive domicile requirements addresses extraordinary circumstances,
adds expense, and does not itself answer the Office Action.

BRI (ERTEEREERARLIMEEIHESIEACEFNRSERIE . IEMMCERANLE, BRBSREEREIDN
FEEABUHEER, NETTERERIEIENAE, BARELATESWSZARIE, TRAESRIEIFSH
FRURNARER. RENEGKREELL. SRRRBEHKEY, SIBMER, BregfNFaERlEE.

Authorities: 37 C.F.R. §§ 2.2(0)—(p), 2.11(b), 2.146(a)(5), (g), 2.148, 2.189 (2026); TMEP § 601.01(c)(i), (iv)(A), (e) (May
2026). https://tmep.uspto.gov/RDMS/TMEP/print?href=TMEP-600d1e21.html&version=current ;
https://www.uspto.gov/sites/default/files/documents/tmlaw.pdf

Verified sources / &334} (20265E10827H)

https://tmep.uspto.gov/RDMS/TMEP/print?href=TMEP-600d1e21.html&version=current
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Specimen defects and actual use
{SE Pt ANERPE S SCRRsE

Fix missing details where possible. AJAMNEERMREE R, BERNREIRR,
Substitute specimens need formal FHIFrEE A= EA.

submission and verification.

For an original § 1(a) filing, the substitute ERHIIREE 1 (a) R FRIBAT, BUFEAJUIERAFRIERT
must show use by filing. Later-starting use ~ E8ER. ZEFTFRERREHNL.
cannot cure this.

An eligible change to § 1(b) requires FaFMATRIEUNSE1(b)%, (BRIEH KX BRIY
genuine intent at filing and now. Use proof ~ MBELEARE, ZEIHURAERIERHT
and fees come later. %,

37 C.FR. §§ 2.34-2.35, 2.56, 2.59 (2026) TMEP §§ 806.03, 904.05 (May 2026) 05

SPEAKER NOTES

TIME / BJE): 1:30 (3:45-5:15)
ENGLISH SPEAKER NOTES

With specimens, distinguish a problem with the evidence from a problem with the underlying use. A missing web address
or access date may be a correctable detail. A substitute specimen, however, requires a formal submission and the
necessary verification. For an original Section 1(a) application, that verification must establish use of the substitute
specimen at least as early as the filing date. A seller cannot cure the absence of use on that date simply by starting sales
after the examiner raises the issue. If the applicant qualifies, an amendment to an intent-to-use basis may provide a
route forward. Genuine intent must have existed at filing and must still exist. That route postpones use evidence rather
than eliminating it, and later filing fees remain. The cost-saving step is to identify the evidence and its date before
choosing the response. Ask what was actually in use, for which goods or services, and when. Detailed exceptions and
other filing routes can remain in the reference notes for questions.

RIFRXHE

SOEBEEREARRS, NXSIERRERIAR SSEMERASRIAM, &ROMuUELE E R s8R A4 NERYSEERE
 BENENRETRR A VRS, RYLEL1)FPIEN, FRUIRENEAZ M EHEHEZRTE
A, ERAFRENEWEIFESNEITREE, FNIRBIIRAERNEE, FEFRHEN, SEEERKED
RELLERIB4REE, (BERIBRTR BRI RLERATE. XRARERRERERIE, FiERkk, ZREHIEE
A, FERARRIXE, BOREIHEREY, BEREELN: AR ARTATIEEmREERS, MMIFE
5. BHERIGISNSEMIRZEBEESESEE, AHRERGER.

Slide 25 46 /54



SLIDE 25 / 29 - NOTES CONTINUED Slides and speaker notes

REFERENCE ONLY / SE&F# (LEZLHER)

REFERENCE ONLY / SE & (XH/ZEIRHF)

English: First identify whether the defect concerns the evidence or the underlying commercial use. A missing URL, access
date, verification, or legible copy may be correctable. A substitute specimen and the required declaration need a formal
submission, not an examiner’s amendment. For an original Section 1(a) application, the substitute specimen must have
been in use in commerce at least as early as filing. Later-created use cannot cure missing use at filing. Different dates
govern substitutes following an amendment to allege use or a statement of use.

An eligible Section 1(a) to 1(b) amendment requires verified bona fide intent both at the original filing date and now.
Additional procedures may apply after publication. A filed statement of use in a Section 1(b) application cannot simply be
withdrawn to return to intent-to-use. Later electronic use-filing fees are $150 per class, and statement-of-use extensions
cost $125 per class.

Section 44(e) requires a qualifying country-of-origin registration of the same mark, an English translation where
necessary, bona fide intent to use in U.S. commerce, and permissible goods/services coverage. Section 44(d) priority
alone is insufficient for registration. Foreign-registration and Madrid routes do not eliminate later use-maintenance
obligations.

BRI SeX AT IR, ERSLIRmElERAS. ROMLUL. HiRAHA. FRRE MR ARSI,
AJRERITHNERRR, BNERFEARAERBUMIEIUER, FEBTHEEREMIEFRAN. RIIRHL()FR
HAYERIS, WREHBERARZRIRIEILERER. EFERME, BB LU)FRMKIE, (BRFEARBITR BRI
FHEHEL. EEREAEE, FEEREERBRER. Ha44eFEERTFEFMNIFEE M. LERIZ
BN EMEER Y. ITMRIRER, FAARREEERYETNSS.

Authorities: 37 C.F.R. §§ 2.6(a)(2)(ii), (3)(ii), (4)(ii), 2.34(a), 2.35(b), 2.56(c), 2.59, 2.88(f), 2.161(a)(6)—(7), 7.37(a)(6)—(7)
(2026); TMEP §§ 707, 806.01(c)—(d), 806.03—-.04, 904.05 (May 2026).
https://www.uspto.gov/sites/default/files/documents/tmlaw.pdf ;
https://tmep.uspto.gov/RDMS/TMEP/print?href=TMEP-800d1el.html&version=current

Verified sources / #3354} (20265E10827H)

https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-37/section-2.59
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Goods and services amendments
BmSRSTIEEX

Counsel may agree on wording and BT SEERMARAR, FHENEER/ELHE
authorize an examiner’s amendment. %L

A separate response may be unnecessary REESRREARRVER, FAIRELHESIT
if the amendment resolves every RRIEREE.
outstanding issue.

Clarify or narrow coverage, never broaden BILABBEE/MRFSEE, AMET K. BRI

. . > 225
it. Deleted items generally cannot be HiEEARERE.

restored.

TMEP §§ 707-707.01, 1402.07 (May 2026) 37 C.F.R. § 2.71(a) (2026) 06

SPEAKER NOTES

TIME / BJE): 1:15 (5:15-6:30)
ENGLISH SPEAKER NOTES

Goods-and-services wording is an area where a short discussion with the examiner can reduce work. Counsel may agree
on accurate wording and authorize the examiner to enter an amendment. A separate response may be unnecessary only
when that amendment resolves every outstanding issue. A conversation alone does not amend the application. Confirm
that the examiner records the agreed change, and check whether any other refusal or requirement remains. Most
importantly, the description can be clarified or narrowed but cannot be broadened. Deletions generally cannot be
restored. The least expensive wording today is not necessarily useful if it leaves the company’s actual business outside
the application. For Madrid cases, additional limits apply, including the restriction of examiner’s amendments to second
and subsequent actions. Counsel should approve the commercial scope before authorizing a change and continue
tracking the response deadline.

RIFRXHE

AmSRSFRrEBEIEEIEHD TIFERN— s, FITTSHEERAERRE, FRINEICAER. R
BIEMBREEARRIENT, FUEATERTEE. SBABARIENHE, NHAFERCICALIEER,
HAZERGEAEMXEEANEK. REENE, BRREEFEGE/)\, MMET K, MERRIIIE—RATBERE.
MREEHRNRARBELRISS, HALFEEUFZ. DEERMEEEIINRE, FINHERIESINRTSS
RN R ERMER., FIPANERNEARIEE, FFEIRRESHR.

REFERENCE ONLY / &&&H (TEZFINHAR)
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REFERENCE ONLY / &EiFH (LEZFINiHER)

English: Examiner's amendments can reduce the cost of resolving identification objections when counsel and the
examiner agree on commercially accurate language. Counsel should check the business coverage before approving a
limitation. Informal discussion does not itself amend the application; the examiner records the authorized amendment.
There is no unlimited entitlement to an examiner's amendment. A priority action is different and requires a timely
response. Madrid examiner's amendments are available on second and subsequent actions only. Madrid classes assigned
by the International Bureau also constrain amendments: applicants ordinarily cannot add classes or transfer
goods/services between classes.

AP ERBFSUSEENMBERAAN—, IHEEERAE. RNGERR, MZEERHEE.
FIETHEABASIENFRIE, FERMBIENERIEA. MAHEERNEBNSHEREK AR, NANNES.
SEBEREAZEREIEEXRIARS, BEASIEINEEsSESE5aEBIE.

Authorities: TMEP §§ 707—708, 709.05, 1402.07, 1403.02 (May 2026); 37 C.F.R. §§ 2.71(a), 2.85(d), (f) (2026).

https://tmep.uspto.gov/RDMS/TMEP/print?href=TMEP-700d1el.html&version=current ;
https://tmep.uspto.gov/RDMS/TMEP/print?href=TMEP-1400d1e1.html|&version=current

Verified sources / #3354} (20265E10827H)

https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-37/section-2.71
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Planning for identification surcharges
SRS T E M INZRAIRLK]

Select accurate entries directly from the ERERYTERERERNE LB mS RSB
USPTO’s ID Manual in the application form. FHEE.
For § 1/44 applications, free-form wording F1RYFAZRBESEHNART, 1ZHRIEHY
adds $200 in every class in that application. B E511904200ET,
Free-form surcharge only: three classes, one custom XS ERSCAKIINZ:: =255, —28BENX
One three-class application — =25 EHiE $600
Custom class filed separately at outset  FEHIIGEE N KBRS $200
$400 gross saving, before added legal and TE400ETT, BN FISRITZER R EERA

administrative costs

37 C.FR. §§ 2.6(a)(1)(iii), (v)—(vi), 2.22(c)~(d) (2026) TMEP § 819.03 07

SPEAKER NOTES

TIME / BJE): 2:00 (6:30-8:30)
ENGLISH SPEAKER NOTES

Here is a concrete fee example. For Section 1 and Section 44 applications, selecting appropriate entries directly from the
official Identification Manual can avoid the free-form text surcharge. Under the current rules, including free-form
wording triggers two hundred dollars for every class in that application. Suppose the business needs three classes, but
only one requires a custom description. One combined three-class application incurs six hundred dollars in free-form
surcharges. If the custom class is filed separately at the outset, and the other two classes use properly selected manual
entries, the free-form surcharge is two hundred dollars. The gross difference is four hundred dollars. The base
application fees remain three times three hundred fifty dollars, or one thousand fifty dollars, under either arrangement.
The table therefore compares only the free-form surcharge, not all filing costs. Additional legal and administrative work
could reduce or eliminate the saving. A later division does not erase a surcharge already triggered. Also, custom wording
may be necessary to describe the real business accurately. Do not sacrifice important coverage merely to avoid a fee.
Review the wording and application structure before filing, and compare the complete cost rather than one fee in
isolation.

[ a ]

XEAE—NEARERATG. MTHIFRFMERE, ARETERCFERNESREFMER, JLERE
FASCAMIINZE, MRBYTAN, —EBRSHEBEHANA, ZEGHBRISMREIITIK2005ET. Rkt FE=
MRA, HPR—LFEEENFR. —HEFIN=RBIHESr4£6005ETEMEX AN, WMR—FiEHE
BEMERREMEPE, EtMMRERERGHIELFE, NIixmbIiNgE/s2003E5T, H2ZE4005E5T. MrPLHHY
BEARHIEEIYH=3F35055T, BI1,05057T, Ftt, FRERECRBEEMAMNEE, FAEEEBRIBAA. FHgEIm
TIEREEMAAREHEERETEM. FRDEEAEHREERIMINZE. BENFTAEH2EHES
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SETRHER, MBI EECE. RIFRRERERBIBENS, AUBSEBRA, MIFNERE—%
ZZH.

REFERENCE ONLY / S2E&H (TLEZFINiHER)
REFERENCE ONLY / &E&E (EE&ZINiHAR)

English: These fees apply to Section 1 and 44 applications. Custom wording remains permissible when definite and
accurate. Do not sacrifice commercially important scope only to avoid the surcharge. Any free-form entry triggers the
$200 fee in every class in the application, including subsequently added classes. The separate excess-character charge is
class-specific. Count spaces, punctuation, and ID Manual text in the same class. Classes containing only ID Manual entries
do not incur the character charge. A reasonable attempt to complete an ID Manual fill-in entry may later be clarified
without automatically incurring the free-form fee. Blank, inappropriate, or unrelated fill-in text can trigger it. A properly
triggered fee is not erased by later correction or deletion.

BRI _EARMIINZRER THRLIFRF44FEHE, RERAPRER, BEXMBIRARA, RAR{XI9EZEm
W EERIFEE. BRMAMINZERTEARIBISE, SREREIEMRIZEA. B HINZENEExREs!
8, T8, TRERERFPHELSFREXFRIAF T, GEBESIHAERBECEREER, BA—Er
EEHRXAMIINEG, EMRETENZER, FeeBERSEXEMIFRTTHERR.

Authorities: 37 C.F.R. §§ 2.6(a)(1)(v)—(vi), 2.22(c)~(d) (2026); TMEP §§ 819.03—.05 (May 2026).
https://tmep.uspto.gov/RDMS/TMEP/print?href=TMEP-800d1el.html&version=current

EXAMPLE ASSUMPTIONS / 7={GlIBIE

English: Three classes, only one needs custom wording. The other two use properly selected ID Manual entries and no
other surcharge applies. One three-class application incurs $S600 in free-form fees. Filing the custom class separately at
the outset incurs $200 in free-form fees. Base fees remain 3 x $350 = $1,050 either way. The $400 saving is before added
professional and administrative costs. Later division does not erase an already-triggered surcharge. The excess-character
fee is an additional $200 for each additional 1,000 characters or portion above 1,000 in a class containing free-form
wording.

P BRIR=DRBIPN—EFEBENFTR, ERMXEREEGHRNELSE, BXEMMNE, —H4=3x%
B EHIBRIE AT INZE /9600357T, EEHIERIREIBEEREN R, ZIMIINZE /920057, Wit HIIE R RIS
19791,050357T, 400t BEUHARIIBRFIERINENEENA. 2N EAEBMREENMINE, SEEX
ARISRBIEIT 1,000 FFFfE, BHEINL000NFAEABIZEATRRS, BUL2003ETT,

Authorities: 37 C.F.R. §§ 2.6(a)(2)(iii), (v)—(vi), 2.22(c)—(d) (2026); TMEP §§ 819.01, 819.03-.05 (May 2026).
https://www.uspto.gov/sites/default/files/documents/tmlaw.pdf

Verified sources / #3354} (20265E£10827H)
https://tmep.uspto.gov/RDMS/TMEP/print?href=TMEP-800d1el.html&version=current

https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-37/section-2.6
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Deadlines and complete responses

IR SR

Sections 1 and 44: generally 3 months, FB1ERFAAERIE: BER3NA, IR
plus one paid 3-month extension if timely T ERERE—IR3 B,

requested.

Madrid: generally 6 months, with no SREHIS: BEA6TH, FHEMERER,
corresponding extension. Check the actual ~ LAERERES NEBARIHAR /A,

Office Action.

Informal contact does not stop the clock. IFEVDBA SRR, SUERRRAMESED
Address every outstanding issue by the RIR{E),

deadline.

37 C.FR. §§ 2.6(a)(28)(ii), 2.62(a), 2.63(b)(3) (2026) 08

SPEAKER NOTES

TIME / BJ8): 1:30 (8:30-10:00)
ENGLISH SPEAKER NOTES

The final cost control is a complete response on time. Ordinary examination responses for Section 1 and Section 44
applications generally have three months. One additional three-month extension is available if requested and paid for
before the original deadline. The electronic response-extension fee is one hundred twenty-five dollars per application.
Madrid applications generally have six months without that corresponding extension option. Always follow the deadline
in the actual Office Action, because some notices have different periods. Informal discussion with an examiner does not
stop the clock, and a response must address every outstanding issue. A request for reconsideration of a final action also
does not itself extend an appeal deadline. To close, the business, its Chinese advisers and U.S. counsel should agree on
the owner, headquarters, filing basis, commercial coverage and available evidence before filing or responding. Clear
instructions and the right procedure can reduce repeated work while protecting the scope the business actually needs.

RIFRXHE

RE—THANEHR, BERNTEEE. BIFRFMFHENEEFERNEREG M AEEN, TLIERIR
JERRIEREFHIEER—R, BiE3 A, BFEESEfENEHRIB1sET. SRERBEREN6MA, k8
HENRERRIEIN, MIRRIABREES WEBEARIEIR v, RABLEAERAR. SHEERIFENTIEAaHIE
HARR, EEREEIARRTE, WEEFEENREEN, BASEMER CFHER, SRagEE, b, &+
EpRafIsEERIMNAAERIBESRI, MER. B8, BRiEKE. BSTEMIEIEREAN . BiffsrHiL
FRIEHER, AILUROES T, RIRPEVEIEREFSEE.
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REFERENCE ONLY / &EiFH (LEZFINiHER)
REFERENCE ONLY / &EiFH (LEZFINiHER)

English: Use a common intake process shared by the business, Chinese advisers, and U.S. counsel. Confirm ownership,
actual headquarters, commercial coverage, filing basis, existing use evidence, and required translations/transliterations.
Agree in advance on fees for straightforward corrections and for work requiring detailed evidence or substantive
analysis. Follow the actual deadline in the Office Action. Ordinary Section 1/44 examination responses generally have
three months, with one three-month extension requested and paid for before the initial deadline. The electronic
response extension fee is $125 per application, not per class. This is different from a statement-of-use extension, which
costs $125 per class. Madrid applications generally have six months without the corresponding extension. A final-action
reconsideration request does not itself extend the appeal or petition deadline.

B ek, PEREBASEERITNRAREENEERERE, FRcBilEBiNESSRIEE TR
FZLHE. MEAEESRWNERRERE. —IREIFENBMMZPBREENERIIREHRIRIEH(IE, BT
TR B RRIB12555TT, AEER1255TT. RIEFARTEAFRES, FEREE1255ETE. X
REHEENRHEN, AABEIRER DFEIEREIR.

Authorities: 37 C.F.R. §§ 2.6(a)(28)(ii), 2.22(a), 2.32—.34, 2.62(a), 2.63(b)(3) (2026); TMEP §§ 707—709.05 (May 2026).
https://www.uspto.gov/sites/default/files/documents/tmlaw.pdf ;
https://tmep.uspto.gov/RDMS/TMEP/print?href=TMEP-700d1el.html&version=current

Verified sources / #3354} (20265E£10827H)

https://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/maintain/responding-office-actions
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Questions?
RO ]

WeChat / #i{5

Brandon R. Theiss

Divergent Patent Law

Email / EBFHRFE

Website / ki

Scan to connect
FRERINGHS

SPEAKER NOTES

ENGLISH SPEAKER NOTES
Thank you. What questions do you have? You are welcome to contact me at btheiss@addyhart.com, visit

www.divergentpatentlaw.com, or scan the WeChat code on this slide.

RFRsGHTE

AR, WIPRE], WIRIPEILEEFHBFE btheiss@addyhart.com SFELZEK, /518 www.divergentpatentlaw.com
, B AT T ERSIRINGUS.
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