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Intangible assets, including those
that are protected under intellectual
property (IP) laws, have significant
value in the economy since they are
crucial not only for companies but
also for public and private entities
whose activities are, to a certain
degree, founded on the exploitation
of IPRs.
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The intangible nature of IP assets makes particularly difficult to determine their
value when it comes to compensation for the damage caused in particular by
IP infringement.

This is mainly because intangible assets, such as trademarks, patents and
copyright-protected works have no intrinsic value; they derive their value from
the frequency and success with which they are exploited in the market.




A comprehensive and effective IPR
protection and enforcement cannot
be limited to developing mechanisms
that prevent or stop infringing
actions. Rather, they should include
inter alia mechanisms, which ensure
that right holders receive effective
reparations for injuries resulting from
acts that infringe their exclusive IPRs.




WORLD TRADE
ORGANIZATION

Article 45 - Damages
(TRIPS)

1. The judicial authorities shall have the authority
to order the infringer to pay the right holder
damages adequate to compensate for the injury
the right holder has suffered because of  an
infringement of that person’s intellectual propert
right bg an infringer who knowingly, or wit
re?SQQa le grounds to know, engaged in infringing
activity.

2. The judicial authorities shall also have the
authority 'to order the infringer to pay the right
holder expenses, which may include appropriate
attorney’s fees. In appropriate cases, Members
may authorize the judicial authorities to order
recoverK of profits and/or pa%/ment of pre-
established damages even where the infringer did
not knowmg}ry,. or with reasonable grounds to know,
engage 1n Iinfringing activity.



CIVIL LIABILITY IN THE
COLOMBIAN LEGAL SYSTEM -
CONCEPT

The concept of civil liability in the
Colombian Civil Code is derived from
the principle that each person shall
be liable to repair the harm he or she
causes to another person. In other
words, civil liability generally
presupposes the existence of a
relationship between two individuals,
namely one who causes the harm and
another who suffers it. The legal
consequence is an obligation on the
part of the perpetrator to repair the
harm caused.




? RNk Valoramos lo que tu valoras.
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Extra-contractual civil liability

Extra-contractual civil liability, which arises from the violation of a
subjective right where there is no contractual relationship and
which would typically apply to an IPR infringement, is established
by three cumulative elements under Colombian law, namely: }

\
|
v" An intentional act or negligence that causes a damage.

v The damage or the prejudice.

v' The existence of a causal link between the damage and the act in question.
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DAMAGE

The damage is defined as the violation or

impairment of a legally protected interest

or of a person’s subjective rights, such as
IPRs.

Traditionally the damage was defined as a

violation or impairment of the patrimony
or property of a person.




INTENTIONAL ACT OR
NEGLIGENCE

This concept refers to
the fact that the
damage must arise from
the infringer’s behavior
or action that s
reprehensible either
because it is intended to
cause harm or because
it falls short of the due
diligence, based on the
way an average person
would act (i.e., how a
person would normally
act with a certain
degree of prudence and
diligence).




There must be a causal link between the act and
the damage caused, namely the damage must
result from an act that constitutes the cause of
the violation or infringement of the victim’s
legitimate interest or subjective right.



7 The great difficulty in
intellectual property is to
prove the amount of the
damage resulting of an
infraction.




Special regulation related

to reparations for injuries

resulting from an infraction
of IPR.




SPECIAL CRITERIA
ESTABLISHED FOR
INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY
STANDARDS

Andean Community Decision No. 486 of 2000,
article 243:

“(a) the actual damage and the loss of revenue
suffered by the owner of the rights as the
result of the infringement;

(b) the amount of the profits earned by the
infringer as a result of the infringing acts;

(c) the price that the infringer would have
paid for a contractual license, due regard
being had to the market value of the infringed
rights and to contractual licenses that have
already been granted”.
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THE SYSTEM OF PRE-
ESTABLISHED DAMAGES IN
THE AREA OF TRADEMARKS

The Trade Promotion
Agreement between
Colombia and the United
States establishes that in
civil judicial proceedings,
each state party shall, “at
least with respect to
infringement concerning
copyright or related rights
and trademark
counterfeiting, establish
or maintain pre-
established damages,
which shall be available on
the election of the right
holder as an alternative to
actual damages”.




Law 1648 of 2013 and Decree No. 2264 of 2014.

The damages shall range from a “minimum of three (3) times up to a maximum of one hundred
(100) times the minimum statutory monthly wage at prevailing rates, for each trademark
infringement. This amount may increase to two hundred (200) times the minimum statutory
monthly wage at prevailing rates if the infringed trademark has been declared a well-known
trademark by the judge; the malicious intent of the infringer has been established; the life or

health of persons has been put at risk and/or it is established that the trademark infringement is a
repeat offence”.
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Features of the pre-established damages
system
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Industria y Comercio
SUPERINTENDENCIA

Valoramos lo que tu valoras.

IP Pre-established damage system data

participation
Decisions concerning 70 .
trademarks - Percental

Decisions using the
pre-established
damage system

From January 2015 to August 2018

Percentage

decisions
respect to
39 ’ infringement
concerning
trademarks
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Industria y Comercio
SUPERINTENDENCIA

Valoramos lo que tu valoras.

SPECIAL CRITERIA FOR COPYRIGHT

In the area of copyright, Andean Community
Decision No. 351 of 1993 does not establish
special criteria to guide the judge in
establishing the amount of damages arising
from the infringement of copyright or related

rights.

I
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Law No. 44 of 1993 provides that the following criteria shall be
taken into account when assessing the material damage resulting
from an infringing act:

“1. the market value of the copies produced or reproduced
without authorization;

2. the amount that the right holder would have charged if he had
authorized exploitation;

3. the period during which the unlawful exploitation took place”.

The Colombian

legal system




Lastly, it is worth mentioning
that recently was approved in
Colombia a copyright s bill that
set up a system of pre -
established damages (Law 1915
of 2018).

This Law must be regulated later
by the national government.
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Calculation of Damages in the Case of
Infringement of Intellectual Property

Prepared by Dr. Nehad Alhusban
Regular Courts Inspector / former Judge of Amman Appeal Court
Judge specializing in intellectual property cases
Master of Intellectual Property
Master of Comparative Law / Brigham Young University (BYU) / USA
Intellectual Property Trainer

This paper was submitted to the thirteenth session of the WIPO
Advisory Committee on Enforcement / Geneva, September 2018.
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Civil Liability
Civil Liability is generally defined as the obligation
to repair the damage caused to another person. It
can be divided into two types of liability: (a)
contractual liability, which results from a breach of
contract; and (b) tort liability. The situation differs
whether the infringer is bound by a contractual
obligation to the right holder of intellectual property
rights (IPRs) (in general), or to the right holder of a
copyright or trademark (specifically), or in the case
of committing an act which infringes upon such
rights without being bound by any contractual
obligations.
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Civil Liability
Whatever the case may be, liability is founded on (i)
an infringing act or a contract breach, (ii) actual
damage and (iii) the causation principle between (i)
and (ii). In other words, for the plaintiff to recover

damages, the damage must result from the act of
infringement or breach of contract.
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Basis for Calculating Damages

The TRIPS Agreement does not provide for
mechanisms or baselines to calculate damages.
Instead, Member States shall confer powers on their
judicial authorities for those subject-matters which
may give rise to damages claims, on the understanding
that damages awarded should be proportionate to the
damage suffered by the right holder and may include,
as appropriate, the payment of the plaintiff’s legal
expenses and attorney fees.
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Basis for Calculating Damages in
Accordance with National Legislation

The Jordanian IP laws do not specify eligibility
requirements to claim damages nor a basis for the
calculation thereof, except for the Jordanian Copyright
Protection Law, which specifies some factors to guide
the calculation of damages for infringement of
protected works. Consequently, reference should be
made to the provisions of the latter Law, as well as
those under the Jordanian Civil Code governing tort
liability.



//

The general rules governing tort liability are as follows:

“Every injurious act shall render the person who commits it
liable for damages even if he is a non-discerning person’, as
a general principle.

Under the Jordanian Civil Code, liability may arise by direct
action or causation. Direct action implies liability
regardless of whether the act was willful or not; whereas
recovery of damages which are caused indirectly requires
proof of willfulness.

Proportionate liability may be applied in cases involving
multiple tort-feasors if their respective “contributions” can
be established. Otherwise, courts may choose to apply
equal or joint.

Types of damage: material and moral.
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Material Damage

Material damage: damage resulting in an economic loss.
Article 266 of the Jordanian Civil Code provides that the
amount of compensation awarded thereon is determined
by the “actual losses” and the “loss of profits” suffered by
the plaintiff as a result of a wrongful act. In other words, it
aims to compensate the plaintiffg for their losses, which in
turn need to be established and evaluated.

Compensation, in any form, is calculated on the basis of
the direct damage caused by the infringing act, whether
this damage is material or moral, foreseeable or
unexpected, current or future provided they are imminent.
The assessment of direct damage implicates two essential
elements: (i) actual losses and (ii) loss of profits.
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Moral Damage

Moral Damage: damage resulting from the injury to an
individual’s social status. Article 267(1) of the
Jordanian Civil Code provides that a party is liable for
the damage caused for any damage to the liberty,
honor, reputation, or social or financial status of
another party.
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Basis for Calculating Damages for

the Proprietor of a Trademark

In principle, any damaﬁe suffered by a trademark
proprietor is a material damage. According to Article 266 of
the Jordanian Civil Code, material damage is defined as
“the actual losses and loss of profits” suffered by the
plaintiff. Therefore, in order E())r a court to award the
appropriate compensation, a trademark owner will have to
produce the necessary legal evidence of such damage and a
valuation thereof. In cases of industrial property right
infringements, there are no claims for moral damage, since
any prejudice to a trademark’s reputation will lead to a loss
in the market value of the trademark and a decrease in
sales. This will in turn lead to a loss of profits for the owner
of the trademark, which is considered as a material
damage.
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According to Article 266 of the Jordanian Civil Code,
the calculation of damages is based on:

The actual damage, i.e., the damage or loss effectively
sustained by the right holder of a trademark as a
result of an infringing act; and

The loss of profits resulting from the infringing act.
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In several decisions, the Jordanian courts have applied
the above-mentioned principles by determining the
actual damage and loss of profits sutfered by a plaintift
as a result of the infringing act, invoking the following
rationale:

e Proof of infringement does not imply proof of damage.

e For determining and evaluating the damages and
evidence produced, the Court considered in its
reasoning, the following elements:

11



The market value of the trademark;

Expert entities specialized in evaluating IP rights,
including trademarks, can be mandated to assess the
value of the damage suffered by the trademark owner
as well as the impact of the infringement on the
trademark’s value in the market.

12



Damage resulting from loss of profits;

The profits of the trademark owner can be assessed by
reference to the plaintiff’s audited financial statements
before and after the infringement act. This is used to

determine the damage resulting from the loss of
profits.

13
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Sales decrease;

The decrease must be established by the plaintiff by
showing (a) a likelihood of confusion between the

laintiff’s and defendant’s trademarks; and (b) that the
Eltter is using the trademark to mislead the public by
creating the belief that it is a branch or agent of the
plaintiff so as to divert sales from the plaintiff to the
defendant.

For example, the Court awarded JOD 25,474 in damages to
a plaintiff, as he was able to prove that the defendant had
infringed upon his well-known trademark “AL sultan
Charcoal”. The plaintiff was also able to establish the
subsequent decrease in sales in 2013-2014 during which
period the defendant’s counterfeit products had entered
the market.

14
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Expenses incurred for trademark protection, such as
attorney fees;

The Court did not award compensation for attorney
fees in a case where the plaintiff did not produce
evidence of the expenses incurred to prevent the
defendant from registering a similar trademark,
despite the plaintift’s having been successful in legal
proceedings before the Registrar and Administrative
Court where the plaintiff had filed an objection.

15



Advertising and publicity expenses incurred by the
plaintiff and the defendant’s unlawful free riding
thereon;

For example, the Court decided to award JOD 17,361 to
the plaintiftf as compensation for advertising expenses
related to products bearing the trademark
“KOSMODISK” in the press, medical journals and on
TV, as well as for the expenses incurred in publishing
flyers, brochures, leaflets, bags, promotional materials
and in participating in exhibitions.



Office and storage costs as well as employees’
remuneration;

The Court did not take into account these expenses for
the calculation of damages, as they are operational
costs incurred independently of any infringing act.

17
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Basis for Calculating Damages for the
Holder of a Copyright or Related Right

As defined under Articles 8 and g of the Jordanian
Copyright Protection Law, copyright and related rights are
economic and moral rights which may be subject to
infringement and may give rise to a claim for damages. This
implies the need to determine the nature of the infgin ed
right and the possible damage (material or moral) suffgered
by the right holder.

Although proceedings relating to damages claims are

governed Ey the Jordanian Civil Code, Article 49 of the

Copyright Protection Law additionally requires that

compensation must be fair and provides for additional

Erinciples when calculating damages suffered by the right
older, as follows:

18



The author’s cultural status;

The status of an author who has won awards for
scientific, cultural or literary achievement is taken into
account when assessing compensation for the material
damage, including the benefits that the infringer
unlawfully gained as a result of their infringement,
which also represents a loss of profits for the author.
The author’s status is also an important element that
experts take into account in assessing the moral
damage where an author’s moral rights are infringed.

19



The value of a literary, scientific or artistic work;

The value of an award-winning work, which is highly
rated, widely viewed or considered to be influential in
its domain, shall be taken into account when assessing
compensation for material and moral damage.

20



The market value of an original work;

In assessing the calculation of damages, this value
underpins the plaintift’s loss of profits as well as the
profits gained by the defendant. However, the full
work’s market value is not considered as a whole loss
of profits since it also includes production costs
incurred by both the plaintiff and defendant in
calculating, respectively, their loss of profits and
gained profits.



The extent to which the infringer benefited from the
exploitation of the work;

For this purpose, the plaintiff must establish the
following:

Quantity of works affected by copyright and related
rights infringement;

Market share lost by the plaintiff due to such
infringement; and

Loss of profits for the plaintiftf due to such loss of
market share.



For instance, the Jordanian Court of Cassation decided
in one case that the plaintiff had suffered a material
damage as a consequence of the defendant’s
exploitation of the plaintiff’s work — an audio
recording of the Quran - by way of unlawfully
distributing 55,000 copies of the CD while the plaintiff
was selling each copy for one Jordanian dinar with a
margin of profit of 35 piasters.
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Calculation of moral damages under Articles 8
and 23 of the Copyright Protection Law:

Every author enjoys moral rights in their work that are,
by nature, inalienable, perpetual and to which the
statute of limitations does not apply. Generally, works
are understood to be an extension of the author’s
personality rights and, thus, any adaptation,
modification or alteration to a work, without the
consent of its author, is considered an infringement of
the author’s moral rights, for which the author may,
consequently, claim damages. In Jordan, the amount of
moral damages awarded is generally left to the
discretion of the judiciary since setting an absolute
amount would be incompatible with the nature of such
damage.

24



Therefore, the expert will assess the reasonable
amount of damages to be awarded on a case-by-case
basis in light of the evidence produced by the plaintiff
and taking into account the principles established
under Article 49 of the Jordanian Copyright Protection
Law, as referred to above.



For instance, the Jordanian Court of Cassation
considered, in one case, that the addition of words
and phrases and their attribution to the plaintiff
without the plaintiff’s knowledge and prior
consent gave rise to a valid cause of action for
damages. In its reasoning, the Court considered
that moral rights were independent from the
author’s economic rights and that they were non-
transferable.

26



Therefore, although the plaintiff had concluded a
contract with the defendant to prepare a scientific
study in Jordan, such an agreement did not give the
defendant the right to reuse the material of the
plaintiff’s work without the latter’s authorization or to
prevent the plaintiff from objecting to any distortion,
mutilation or other modification of, or other
derogatory action in relation to his / her work, which
would be prejudicial to his / her honor or reputation.

27
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Whether it would be possible to calculate damages for

IPR infringement based on the values of the license
agreements

The value of a license agreement can be used as a basis for
the calculation of damages. The loss of future income from
a license agreement that has been terminated as a result of
the infringement could, subject to the judge’s discretion, be
treated as a measure of the plaintift’s loss of profits. Thus,
the present value of the license agreement would constitute
a base for calculating damages, provided it is registered
with regard to all industrial property rights, including
trademarks. A license agreement is enforceable against
third parties only from the date of its registration. As for
Copyright and Related Rights, such contracts must be set
out in writing.

28



A judge will not simply presume the existence of such
agreement, as under the Jordanian legal system the
plaintift has the burden of producing evidence of
damage and proving its amount. However, the value of
license agreements covering the same IP rights, offered
or negotiated prior to the infringement, may be used
as guidance for the calculation of damages.

29
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The compensation to which the plaintiff is entitled shall include
the following:

court fees incurred by the plaintiff;

expenses incurred by the plaintiff during the proceedinﬁs,
such as experts’ fees, witnesses’ expenses and costs for the
seizure of infringing goods;

attorney fees, which are estimated by the Court. They are in no
event less than five percent of the award and may reach the
maximum of one thousand Jordanian dinars at the trial stage
before the Court of First Instance. They do not exceed half the
attorney’s fees estimated at the first instance when the case is
before the Court of Appeal; and

legal interest rate of nine percent per annum on the total
award. This is regarded as pre-established damages, which is
calculated from the date of institution of proceedings until the
date of payment by the defendant.

30



//

Conclusion

The Jordanian legal system provides for compensation for both
material and moral damage. Material damage is determined by
the actual losses and loss of profits suffered by the plaintiff.
Under this system, courts may neither apply general rules of
equity and fairness when calculating damages nor award
punitive damages. Regarding moral damage, the plaintiff must
produce evidence of damage and an expert valuation thereof.
Furthermore, the amount of damages awarded neither depends
on the nature of the infringing act nor the willfulness of the
infringer’s actions but it is determined by the actual damage and
loss of profits suffered by the plaintiff, if such damage was a
natural consequence of the infringing act. Finally, courts may
award compensation equal to the value of a license agreement if
the plaintiff can prove the merits of the claim.

31
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QUANTIFICATION OF
DAMAGES IN THE UK

District Judge Alan Johns QC



QUANTIFICATION OF DAMAGES IN THE UK




QUANTIFICATION OF DAMAGES IN THE UK

Negotiating damages:

* Do not depend on showing guilty knowledge
* Do not depend on showing lost profits

* Are not an account of profits



QUANTIFICATION OF DAMAGES IN THE UK

Negotiating damages — some principles:

* That the parties would not in fact have reached an agreement is
irrelevant

* The hypothetical licence is for the period of the infringement

* The Court will have regard to the circumstances in which the
parties were placed

* The Court will take account of any non-infringing alternative
available to the infringer

* But the Court will not take into account the parties’ financial
circumstances or character traits



QUANTIFICATION OF DAMAGES IN THE UK
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AlIPPI

International Association for the Protection of
Intellectual Property

www.aippi.org
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Introduction to AIPPI Resolutions

Ari Laakkonen

Assistant Reporter General
AIPPI



AIPPI Resolutions _'-©-'
AlIPPI

* A Resolution is the formal position of AIPPI produced after
detailed study and debate

* A Resolution is adopted by a vote of the Executive
Committee (ExCo)

* A Resolution may be derived from a Study Question or
proposed by a Standing Committee



AIPP| Resolutions — Study Questions _:@ -
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e ExCo votes on topics proposed by the Reporter General’s Team (RGT)

e 4 Study Questions
* Patents
* Copyright
* Trademarks/Designs
* General

* National and Regional Groups file reports on the basis of detailed
Study Guidelines

* Present state of their law
* Possible improvements for their law
* Proposals for harmonization



AIPP| Resolutions — Study Questions _:@ -
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e Reporter General’s Team prepares a summary report of each Study
Question

* A Study Committee is appointed for each Study Question

e Each Study Committee prepares a draft Resolution for their Study
Question

* The Study Committee debates the Draft Resolution at the Congress

* The refined Draft Resolution is further debated in a dedicated Plenary
Session

* The Resolution is presented to the ExCo for final debate/adoption



AIPPI Resolutions — Standing Committees _'-©-'
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e Standing Committees have terms of reference referable to a particular
area of IP law or topic, e.g. patents, anti-counterfeiting

e Standing Committee proposed Resolutions are often prepared on the
basis of a questionnaire circulated to the AIPPI membership or a
study conducted with the Standing Committee

e Standing Committee prepares a summary report and draft Resolution

* The draft Resolution is debated at a dedicated Plenary Session at the
Congress

* The Resolution is presented to the ExCo for final debate/adoption
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Quantification of monetary relief in relation to the infringement of
intellectual property (IP) rights

 Methods of quantification of damages

* How should damages be calculated?
Does not address:

e Certain types of IP rights — trade secrets
* Criminal damages

* FRAND issues

* Accounts of profit



TRIPS — Trade Related Aspects of __-@ -.

Intellectual Property AIPPI

Article 45:
Damages

The judicial authorities shall have the authority to order the infringer to
pay the right holder damages adequate to compensate for the injury
the right holder has suffered because of an infringement of that
person’s intellectual property right by an infringer who knowingly, or
with reasonable grounds to know, engaged in infringing activity.

10



Why is this important?

* Problem
e ‘Same’ IP right is infringed in different countries
e But different countries award different remedies
* Why
 Methods of quantification vary
* Evidence upon which quantification is based varies

* Consequence

* Lack of consistency
* Enforcement of IP rights
 Amount of compensation

11



Resolution on quantification of monetary
relief

_—
AlIPPI
Key principles

1) Damages should compensate the right holder:

a) forits lost profits in respect of sales of products or services that

the right holder would have made but for the infringement;
and/or

b) forits lost profits in respect of price erosion; and/or

c) by areasonable royalty in respect of infringing sales that are not
proved to have been lost sales of the right holder,

save that the right holder cannot recover twice for the same loss.

12



Resolution on quantification of monetary _--£=-)-.

relief AIPPI

Damages — factors to be considered

3) Lost profits should be assessed taking into account relevant circumstances including, without limitation:

a)

b)
c)
d)
e)
f)
g)
h)
i)
j)

the similarities and differences between the parties’ competing products or services (e.g., design,
quality, price, sales channels);

the availability of other substitutable products or services in the market;
the capacity of the right holder to meet demand;

sales, service and warranty offerings of the parties;

geographic reach;

reputation of the parties in the market;

advertising spend;

price of the products or services;

the change in turnover of the right holder following the commencement of

infringing sales. 13



Resolution on quantification of monetary _--£=-)-.
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Damages — calculation

* Paragraph 2 —the role of the court
* Paragraph 4 —the role of evidence
* Paragraph 5 — basis of calculation

* Paragraph 6 — causally connected loss

14



Resolution on quantification of monetary _--£=-)-.
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Reasonable royalties — principles

10) In assessing a reasonable royalty, the parties should be considered
as if they were willing licensor and licensee respectively, with the
attributes of the actual right holder and infringer, but disregarding
the fact that one or both parties would not in practice have agreed
to license the IP right in suit.

11) A reasonable royalty should be assessed on the basis that the IP
right in suit is valid and infringed where validity and infringement
have been determined in the same proceeding or, otherwise, if
warranted in the circumstances.

15



Resolution on quantification of monetary _--£=-)-.
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Reasonable royalties — factors

9) In assessing a reasonable royalty, a court should have regard to factors including, without
limitation:
a) other licence agreements of the same IP right as the IP right in suit (but taking due account

of the circumstances in which any such other licence agreement was negotiated and, in particular,
but not limited to, whether infringement and/or validity of the IP right in suit had been

determined);

b) other licence agreements of similar IP rights to the IP right in suit;

c) the cost of non-infringing alternatives;

d) advantages of the IP right in suit when compared with alternatives (including any
applicable licence fees for alternatives);

e) profitability of the products or services encompassing the IP right in suit

f) development costs of the IP right in suit; and

g) the absence and/or circumstances of prior licensing discussions between the parties. 16



Resolution on quantification of monetary _--£=-)-.

relief AIPPI

Convoyed goods and larger assemblies

12) In assessing lost profits, compensation should be available in
respect of convoyed sales made by the infringer to the extent that
such sales are found to result from the lost sales of goods or
services that implement the IP right in suit.

13) Where the IP right in suit relates to a part of a multi-component
product or service sold by the infringer, the value to be attributed
to the IP right in suit (and the compensation available by way of lost
profits or reasonable royalty) should be assessed having regard to
the extent to which the infringing component provides the basis for
customer demand for that multi-component product or service.

17



Resolution on quantification of monetary _--£=-)-.
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Future losses

14) In assessing lost profits, regard should be had to the present value
of future losses that will be sustained by the right holder after the
date of the damages award. The mere fact that an injunction is also
granted in addition to damages does not mean that there will be no

future losses.

18
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Future reasonable royalties

16) In assessing a reasonable royalty where no injunction is granted,
the royalty should include a royalty in respect of future
infringements, if any.

19



_-

AlIPPI

International Association for the Protection of
Intellectual Property

www.aippi.org



	Colombia_13.9_1
	Jordan_13.9_2
	Morocco_13.9_3
	UK_13.9_4
	AIPPI_13.9_5

