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A Ningxia Natural Gas Company Was Fined Nearly CNY 1.2 Million for Abusing of Dominant Mar-

ket Position
AFEFUR: FAREEIE RGP TAATES 5Lk

Liaoning AMR: Further Promote the Implementation of Fair Competition Review in the Field of Gov-

ernment Procurement and Bidding
TR ERR: MhzEEAREERFNAFREFEERR

SAMR: Accelerate the Improvement of a Fair Competition Governance System Suitable for China’s

National Conditions
REZFETIEE R E KKK RM B BDS Fuels{Z 1E He Atk 2 W4T 4

UK Competition and Markets Authority Asks Liquified Petroleum Gas Supplier BDS Fuels to Stop
Exclusive Monopoly Acts

A8 5 Match Groupt A A B & 1+ 3% AL 348 s, A ERAERET RS

Google Reaches Agreement on Google Play Store Billing Rules, Allowing Match Group to Use Alter-
nate Payment System

mEAEFRERNG EEFFRFBHPNEL R HEFNRE

Canada Competition Bureau Decides to Close Investigations to Potentially Anticompetitive Drug Pa-

tent Litigation Settlement Agreements
CMAWE LR b7t 7= 8 R R Al & F R D 7 %

CMA'’s Investigation Shows the Property Search Services Merger Could Lessens Competition
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The National Development and Reform Commission Responds to the Conference on Promoting the
Sustainable and Healthy Development of the Digital Economy

L@ EREEGEXENNAGEREARHE

Shanghai Legislation Guarantees that Personal Information Collected for Epidemic Prevention shall not
be Leaked

wE A RERAA (kT i X sk a ik b 89 & L)

The Supreme People’s Court issued the Opinions on Strengthening Blockchain Application in the Judi-
cial Field

2EGRZAREUBAZR AN (FRALLEARELHRNF & A~ &RSRABPNER (E
KRR )

The National Information Security Standardization Technical Committee issues the Privacy Agreement
Requirements for Internet Platforms, Products and Services of Information Security Technology (Draft)

FEREOIARREARHE N ATB R RN

Hong Kong Prosecutes the First Case of Non-Consent Disclosure of Personal Data
SN &2 A B E R E R AR R

Guizhou Releases China’s First Data Transaction Rules System

A ERAHER AR AT ARENAE LB K207

A Real Estate Company’s Sales Office is Fined CNY 200,000 for Unauthorized Use of Facial Recogni-
tion Technology to Collect Personal Information

BKHZ R 2 A BB 7 A o F] A 3OME K ]
European Commission Publishes Q&A on Standard Contractual Clauses for Data Transfers

L ats E £ 5 S o 47 S0 88 it AT A B4 B R X B e B KRR

Zuckerberg Is Sued by Washington D.C. Attorney General for Participating in the Cambridge Analyti-
ca Data Breach
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Facial Recognition Company Clearview Al is Fined GBP 7.55 Million for Breaching of UK’s General
Data Protection Regulation

BERAFRFRERELAFTLRENE

German Federal Cartel Office Agrees to Establish Data Network for Automotive Industry
WA E YRR P BERAL AL ET

Twitter Will Pay USD 150 Million for Alleged Violation of User Data Privacy

#1iR F= 4 Intellectual Property

W E M T AR Bk P B IR AFAE A E

SPC: Identification of the Use Environmental Technical Features in Patent Claims
I RE R A K EEARE, & ETEEZTE A 10007

Guangdong High People's Court Award the Maximum Statutory Damages of RMB 10,000,000 in the
"Yongquan" Trademark Case

woE e HOA R Bl 2R E b SR B SO B A B AL A BT AT

SPC: Decorative Patterns on Similar Goods Shall Reasonably Evade Others' Trademarks
“BRMNETEDRT FETIRN

The Incident of "Audi's Seasonal Greetings Advertisement Plagiarism" Arouse Discussions
WARER: TF “HARFEZHBEEN TR XE", HRFLIRE

Shandong High People's Court: Dissemination of "Articles with Non-Objective Comment on Pending
Cases" Constitutes Commercial Defamation

Lex Machina& 720224 & F| R ) 3 &
Lex Machina Released 2022 Patent Litigation Report

4 4 HSolarBdgeis & & IR E A X, 4 R AEEE T EHE R

Huawei Reached a Global Patent License Agreement with Solaredge Technologies, Ending Their
Lawsuits Pending in Germany and China
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TE—RBANE E A W7 X B AR 1207

202245 A26H, BEXTIREEELR (“WHRERR” ) KATERKMRARA R
C“KRAE” D AT XMACETHATNAZS., w, TEERBERTHEEEE
FCFERTRRT) ZRENRRKMB A A ERETAFERTHERA ;LTI LA XRH
fr, BRAEELYEEEREETH, WAL RES. KAXEENEBI L KWERFH, H R
WAL, F KR B A ST R, R BT AR R T AR 1117 T KA E
—&WITAFTAEEL, BEREZHFENLBETGE, HEHBLLGL TR (EEES)
A Ningxia Natural Gas Company Was Fined Nearly CNY 1.2 Million for Abusing of
Dominant Market Position

On May 26, 2022, the State Administration for Market Regulation (“SAMR”) issued a decision on ad-
ministrative penalty for the abuse of dominant market position by Ningxia Changran Natural Gas Co.,
Ltd. (“Changran”). Previously, after investigation, the Administration for Market Regulation of Ning-
xia Hui Autonomous Region (“Ningxia AMR”) found that Changran had a dominant position in the
pipeline gas supply market in Hongsibao District, Wuzhong City, and carried out tying and bundling
without justifiable reasons. Changran required customers to purchase alarms and bellows as a prerequi-
site for the venting and ignition, which constitutes an abuse of dominant market position. Therefore,
Ningxia AMR made a penalty decision of fines and confiscation of illegal gains, totaling CNY 1.11 mil-
lion. A department head of Changran was fined CNY 50,000 individually for refusing and obstructing
the antitrust law enforcement authority investigating and collecting evidence. (More)

TT4ATRE: BRARHEBRXEHFFZAFTRAFRE FELHE

20225 A 23H, BHEAEKE, IFamEEEER (“ATFETRRE” ) BAESA E10A 7
RETUER G, ¥202248 ZBJF KM BEAET X 2PN R-FEFFERE, RAH®
ERFREGBRETAB N FEEFFELE, RAUTENEHHEF. RAZEES SR
ARMEAT A, BRFEEATERAHR. RExEF. (EEEZL)

Liaoning AMR: Further Promote the Implementation of Fair Competition Review
in the Field of Government Procurement and Bidding

On May 23, 2022, according to media report, the Liaoning Administration for Market Regulation
(“Liaoning AMR”) will carry out special “clean-up” activities from this May to October to include all
government procurement and bidding documents in 2022 in the scope of fair competition review, fur-
ther promote the implementation of fair competition review in the above-mentioned fields, pay close
attention to conducts that exclude or restrict operators’ participation in bidding and procurement with
unreasonable conditions and resolutely stop the abuse of administrative power which excludes and re-
stricts competition. (More)

THREER: MhZBELREEFNATESRERR

VH, PREPRECHFAT “FEI+E” FEL T2, TIEELRBFKEELETIE
ERRAATHEANTFEFTEARBNEN: N FEEFRENFILETE, TELEK R LA
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https://www.samr.gov.cn/fldys/tzgg/xzcf/202205/t20220526_347331.html
https://www.samr.gov.cn/fldys/tzgg/xzcf/202205/t20220526_347331.html
http://www.ln.chinanews.com.cn/news/2022/0524/323169.html
http://www.ln.chinanews.com.cn/news/2022/0524/323169.html
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SAMR: Accelerate the Improvement of a Fair Competition Governance System
Suitable for China’s National Conditions

b

Recently, the Publicity Department of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of China
(“CCCPC”) held a press conference on “China’s Ten Years”. Pu Chun, deputy director of SAMR, sum-
marized the achievements of SAMR in fair competition in the past ten years: the fair competition mech-
anism and the legislative system have been gradually completed and the law enforcement system has
been unified; the market competition ecology has continued to improve, and 277 cases of monopoly
agreements and abusing of dominant market position have been handled and 3822 merger filing cases
have been concluded; the construction of a unified market has been further advanced, and the fair com-
petition review system has achieved full coverage of the four levels of governments. In the future,
SAMR will continue to improve the fair competition system and strengthen competition advocacy and
corporate compliance construction. (More)

EERSETHEERERRASIPLEBDS Fuel sk Hr it ZUTAT A

2022F5H24H, RERFESTHEER ( “OMA” ) KA AER, £FERMKAA RN FBDS
Fuels#y & [Fl /5, CMAX ZLBDS Fuels® i B £ 6 FIR® 5P B s & F M B . CMASK, BDS
FuelstWE A EHEARALEE FHATER, #5F BRAMR 6 F, FXA3B0EEFE. IBDS
Fuel KiE MR RN BN FR, BME PR EREN B mE P RELER AR S F
W BUHY %8 Fl . & BDS Fuelssk &b BATATE, CMA® X Bt —F#EiTo. (EHEEZS)

UK Competition and Markets Authority Asks Liquified Petroleum Gas Supplier
BDS Fuels to Stop Exclusive Monopoly Acts

On May 24, 2022, the UK Competition and Markets Authority (“CMA”) issued an announcement stat-
ing that after scrutinizing contracts of the Liquified Petroleum Gas (“LPG”) Supplier BDS Fuels, CMA
found that BDS Fuels automatically renewed contracts to restrict customers’ free choice of suppliers.
CMA alleged the automatic renewal clauses were not expressly agreed by customers, and customers
were required to pay a GBP 350 fee if they wished to break the contracts. BDS Fuel has now agreed to
remove unlawful automatic renewal clauses, inform customers that they can switch supplier freely and
refund those customers who paid a fee to be released from their contract early. Should BDS Fuels fail to
do either of these, CMA could step in and launch further enforcement action. (More)

AH EMatch Groupst i A BB RANZ RN, AFEABREIRNRS

202245 A 22 F, EHAEME, 49 E STinder. HingefOkCupid ¥ /5B & i A2 F 2 B
Match Group3k s Prill, 1Z U DORF /o vF 25 20 B FF A8 Jr 72 4 SR & 78 48 ORL JF 77 /5 o o B B 48
BERMEIM R, HET, Match GroupX HH| R ARIF I, WEHLFEZMNABRFIS AT, &
Wl N T A A RS, R R30%m &, EAIEE Bkt A# G, Match
Group B4k Bl L3 A F iy lm B IR - k. (EEEZ)

5/20



http://www.ce.cn/xwzx/gnsz/gdxw/202205/20/t20220520_37601248.shtml
http://www.ce.cn/xwzx/gnsz/gdxw/202205/20/t20220520_37601248.shtml
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/cma-action-frees-hundreds-of-homes-from-unlawful-gas-contracts
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/cma-action-frees-hundreds-of-homes-from-unlawful-gas-contracts
https://www.competitionpolicyinternational.com/google-allows-match-to-use-alternate-payments-as-the-head-to-trial/
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oogle Reaches Agreement on Google Play Store Billing Rules, Allowing Match
Group to Use Alternate Payment System

On May 22, 2022, according to reports media, Google reached an agreement with Match Group, the
dating app provider behind Tinder, Hinge, and OkCupid, that will allow its apps to remain on the
Google Play Store while offering alternate payment systems. Previously, Match Group filed a com-
plaint against Google, alleging Google illegally monopolized the market for distributing apps by re-
quiring app developers to use Google’s billing system and then taking up to a 30 percent cut. Match
Group later withdrew its request for temporary restraining order against Google after Google made
those concessions. (More)

MEREEFRERAA BETARLAMERPNE TR HEFHREE

fH, mEAREFR (“CCB” ) KA xT £z kil & ke 24 An {7 i 25 ] 1& B 18] & A I 10 A0 A7 1
WY& B CCBAR, 17258 BY T 15 %I 25 o ik A, T o B8 25 ) & 7 ¥] Bk 2 1m0 {7 ) 24 &) 38 B SO AF
HRFFWAMES, URBZHANE. RIE (FFE) FT95FMEW. 15, wRMBEFNFHF
EHRERGH N2 A E AT E A, 30 08 2 61 B w5 25 6 B SO AME I
W&, MamAEARZEFTH. BRIEHERHA, EEEXFEAR VL ER (FF
%), CCBEMARSERAE. (EEESL)

Canada Competition Bureau Decides to Close Investigations to Potentially Anti-
competitive Drug Patent Litigation Settlement Agreements

Recently, Canada Competition Bureau (“CCB”) issued statement regarding its proactive monitoring of
patent litigation settlement agreements between branded and generic drug manufacturers. CCB alleged
that, while generic drugs help to control prescription drug costs, the branded drug manufactures may
pay to generic drug manufacturers to delay competition, in order to make more profit as a monopolist.
Under sections 79 and 90.1 of the Competition Act, agreements will be regarded as anti-competitive if
they contain clauses serving to delay the entry of the generic drug into the Canadian market, or pay-
ments as compensation from the brand manufacturer to the generic manufacturer. CCB recently decid-
ed to close the investigations as the evidence suggested that the agreements under review did not con-
travene the Competition Act. (More)

CMARE BR MR RRF DL 6HHRD TS

PH, CMA%TA 5 M7= 4 & R 448 B B Dye & DurhamiZ J§TM Group#y a8 % /A % — W BB & 4
Ro OMAIL A, Dye & Durham#uTM Groupfr%| 3 E & AW LR mH = R R &= 58, £ 465+
HHEEHANTES, 6HEHNERERARATI LEMRANS S, RBEARNES, X
ARSI EEHFTERRSNE LEKIRE RERR. £T I, CMAIN A 8 Jiz ] & i e — 77 i
#ZDye & Durham¥TM GroupHH B4 HM IR, (EFEEZL)

CMA’s Investigation Shows the Property Search Services Merger Could Lessens
Competition

Recently, CMA issues its in-depth Phase 2 investigation on the property search services merger acqui-
sition of TM Group by Dye & Durham, stating that Dye & Durham and TM Group are 2 of the largest
players in the supply of property search services in the UK and competed closely before the merger.
The combined business would be by far the largest player in the market and face only limited competi-
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https://www.competitionpolicyinternational.com/google-allows-match-to-use-alternate-payments-as-the-head-to-trial/
https://www.competitionbureau.gc.ca/eic/site/cb-bc.nsf/eng/04666.html
https://www.competitionbureau.gc.ca/eic/site/cb-bc.nsf/eng/04666.html
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/property-search-services-merger-could-mean-homebuyers-pay-more
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tion, which could result in higher prices for property search services or lower quality services. On this
basis, CMA set out its view that the only effective way to address the issues would be for Dye &
urham to sell TM Group to another buyer. (More)

W 4224 5 # A H Cybersecurity and Data Protection

ERXBRMAEZREBR “BIXAFEFCLRERERE” 2WFHEM

20225A24H, BXARMEREZR QR MHE, XTSATHLERRZRE “RAKTE
FHERRAR TANE 2 LEEWENGELE N, BUHEHREEMETE, FEIHRTER
KEEM, RECREFEZNE, BEXFEFLRZRE,; mHRBEFHER, B TERER
BREAR; RRTERRNE, RAFELFATCRELARE, (EEES)

The National Development and Reform Commission Responds to the Conference
on Promoting the Sustainable and Healthy Development of the Digital Economy

On 24 May 2022, the National Development and Reform Commission released an announcement to
respond to the suggestions put forward by members of the National Committee of the Chinese People’s
Political Consultative Conference at the special consultation meeting on Promoting the Sustainable and
Healthy Development of the Digital Economy on May 17. It will Deploy new infrastructure in advance
to consolidate the foundation for the development of the digital economy; dig deep into the value of
digital elements to expand the development space of the digital economy; accelerate digital transfor-
mation to promote high-quality development of the real economy; explore and improve the policy envi-
ronment to promote the standardized and healthy development of the platform economy. (More)

LT EREEEERENIAGRARRE

202265H24H, LBTTERAARTEZ2F N T REWNEFHRERT (LBETARKREASE S
ZReXxTH - FPRAEMRERTIEAT “—HAE” FRGFE) (“(RE) 7)) . (&
) A, EEAEERTXE. REMEEFHEFRN YEFMAGERIPEREE. EAW
M, REMMABERATERGEFR, EMELMMASREE, (EEES)
Shanghai Legislation Guarantees that Personal Information Collected for the Epi-
demic Prevention shall not be Leaked

On 24 May 2022, the 40th Meeting of the Standing Committee of the 15th Shanghai Municipal Peo-
ple’s Congress passed the Decision on Further Promoting and Guaranteeing the Construction of
“Unified Network, Unified Management” for Urban Operation (“Decision”). The Decision clarifies
that the collection and processing of personal information for verification in epidemic prevention and
control shall comply with the relevant laws and regulations on personal information protection. The col-
lected personal information is only used for epidemic prevention and control needs, and no organization
or individual may disclose it. (More)

BRARERZA (T i X ket = %A E L)
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https://www.gov.uk/government/news/property-search-services-merger-could-mean-homebuyers-pay-more
https://www.ndrc.gov.cn/fzggw/wld/lnx/lddt/202205/t20220524_1325249.html?code=&state=123
https://www.ndrc.gov.cn/fzggw/wld/lnx/lddt/202205/t20220524_1325249.html?code=&state=123
https://wap.peopleapp.com/article/6707200/6579667
https://wap.peopleapp.com/article/6707200/6579667
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The Supreme People’s Court issued the Opinions on Strengthening Blockchain Ap-
plication in the Judicial Field

On 25 May 2022, the Supreme People’s Court (“SPC”) issued the Opinions on Strengthening Block-
chain Application in the Judicial Field (“Opinions”), stating the overall requirements and specific re-
quirements on building the blockchain platforms of the people’s courts. The Opinions propose to make
the most of the data tamper-proof technology of blockchain to further enhance judicial credibility, to
give full play of the essential role of blockchain in optimizing business processes to constantly im-
prove judicial efficiency, to excavate the tremendous potential of blockchain connectivity to enhance
judicial collaboration and to leverage properties of the blockchain alliance of mutual recognition and
trustworthiness to facilitate economic and social governance. (More)

LEBRRENEUBEARZR2RA (FRZLBEALRNFE A BREFRA
WNER EXRELR )

2022%5F26H, 2EGAZEREUMRAZR AT (ERLZEH ALK T & X ” a4
FRAPNER TERBERLR) > C“ (RABPNER) 7)) o (RABNEXR) AZT LEKN
FeRFaRERBBNRARTF. BEAE, xAHK, HinRAHNTEE, ZHKE,
UBABRAB XN F WA ST TENEX, EATARMAGELERFE, RHRAL
WL, CEATEERESN]. FZ 7 FENEFSRARPNHATRE. EEMITMH,
(EEE %)

The National Information Security Standardization Technical Committee issues

the Privacy Agreement Requirements for Internet Platforms, Products and Ser-
vices of Information Security Technology (Draft)

On 26 May 2022, the National Information Security Standardization Technical Committee issued the
Privacy Agreement Requirements for Information Security Technology on Internet Platforms, Products
and Services (Draft) (“Requirements”). The Requirements stipulate the demands of the preparation
procedures, specific content and released form of the privacy agreements for Internet platforms, prod-
ucts and services, as well as the necessities of increasing the readability and transparency of the priva-
cy agreements and handling disputes related to the privacy agreements. The Requirements apply to
regulating the process of personal information processors formulating and publishing privacy agree-
ments, as well as the supervision, management and evaluation of privacy agreements by competent
regulatory authorities and third-party evaluation agencies. (More)

FEREARRARHEN AT ZARRAR

20224524 H, FHENMATHBRETRANE (“BRAE” ) XEfRKRTHENAFKL
KERZNF. HEFHER AT BRD £6) C° (BREHFD) 7 ) Fod GA) &
ARWRAT, EAREARENEATHESESL, FREETD, Pk, ERRBEZTEREMIARL
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http://frlde.court.gov.cn/3/2205/148.html
http://frlde.court.gov.cn/3/2205/148.html
https://www.tc260.org.cn/front/bzzqyjDetail.html?id=20220526191452&norm_id=20211108000015&recode_id=46980
https://www.tc260.org.cn/front/bzzqyjDetail.html?id=20220526191452&norm_id=20211108000015&recode_id=46980

=z LIFANG & PARTNERS 2022.06 NO.300

sz 5w F 5

fro XA EH (RRAHED T2021F107 £ UK, BRAZE THALAREZHENS AT A FE
HRFHNZE., (EEES)

Hong Kong Prosecutes the First Case of Non-Consent Disclosure of Personal Data

On 24 May 2022, the Hong Kong Office of the Privacy Commissioner for Personal Data (“PCPD”)
prosecuted the first case of non-consensual disclosure of personal data. The defendant is suspected of
breaching Section 64(3A) of the Personal Data (Privacy) Ordinance (“PDPO”) by disclosing personal
information such as name, mobile phone number, occupation, residential address and employer name
without consent. This is the first case in which the PCPD has prosecuted the crime of disclosing person-
al data without consent since PDPO came into effect in October 2021.

(More)
FMRAFEEEHELZZANER

202245 A27H, FMARERZ THREXZANK T EANEHEEAT, ZFTHEEFRER
AN B AT EE T BES R M TEET REX N ET SR KE
RApeflEdEwd. BERZZLTHER. REFEANREZTEERFHF A7 XH, A
ol PR EMR CHERAE” . “HERNET . “BERTE FEHE. (EEESL)

Guizhou Releases China’s First Data Transaction Rules System

On 27 May 2022, the Guiyang Big Data Exchange’s Release Event of Data Trading Rules was held in
Guiyang. On the event, a series of documents such as Data Element Circulation Trading Rules, Data
Product Cost Evaluation Guidelines, Data Product Transaction Price Evaluation Guidelines, Data As-
set Value Evaluation Guidelines, Data Transactions Compliance Review Guidelines, Data Transaction
Security Evaluation Guidelines, Data Provider Access and Operation Management Guidelines etc., to
explore and solve problems such as difficulty in confirming data rights, data pricing and data supervi-
sion. (More)

FREERAEHER AR RASIAKEAN ARG BB K207

20224 5H27H, AEEMNTHZREEEZR L AERNE, EHRAFTETEREHEENMAEER
WETF, EL—REFHFE AR RANERES., HEEHLEEEAARRANEAX
%5%%%‘/\/\%‘/%, it 7 A2 B &P AR R B9 @H&ﬁ%ﬁ#{%, aMTS HERA#., &
BB EARRAEMNESFER, KT (FPEAREFMEHFENGZRFE) =
t F-mHAE, AN e200T. (EEES)
A Real Estate Company’s Sales Office is Fined CNY 200,000 for Unauthorized Use
of Facial Recognition Technology to Collect Personal Information

On 27 May 2022, the Administration for Market Regulation of Yuzhou, Henan issued a notice stating
that in a law enforcement action against infringement of consumer’s personal information, a case of
above-mentioned area was investigated and handled. The sales office of a real estate company used fa-
cial recognition technology to collect personal information of consumers without their authorization,
stored a large number of face-captured pictures and videos of visiting customers to analyze the number
of visiting customers on the day and the specific visit time of customers, as well as to study the similari-
ty of their face recognition and other information. Those conducts violated the provisions of the first
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https://www.pcpd.org.hk/sc_chi/news_events/media_statements/press_20220520.html
https://www.pcpd.org.hk/sc_chi/news_events/media_statements/press_20220520.html
https://dsj.guizhou.gov.cn/ztzl/sbh/202205/t20220527_74288029.html
https://dsj.guizhou.gov.cn/ztzl/sbh/202205/t20220527_74288029.html
http://scjg.xuchang.gov.cn/gzdt/20220530/04612e69-1e37-4f15-acd5-58869ac2dc4b.html
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paragraph of Article 29 of the Consumer Protection Law of the People’s Republic of China and there-
fore the company was fined CNY 200,000. (More)

KHZ R & XA HEERATES R SR L

202245A25H, MAZREAA T AT (RARBALKERF FH) THELHTES LR
( “SCCs™) el & X . 2021F6A4H, % R 2 RIEGDPRA 7 T #7ESCCs, J T4 # 4 M
B/ 2 7 X Bk 52 GDPRZY R B 4% ) # sk A0 22 1% B BB /RO & 5 X DA Sh e %
GDPR R = Hl ZF A EEFWIE N 4 F12A27H, T EFREAE @ #5SCCsH 2 | BUR L
HHIIHRSCCs. [3] &S0 SCCsHy (L F - B 52 45 %, 5 W0 By Al 32 48 X & 1R 48 GDPR#: 4T & AL
IT. (EFEEZS)
European Commission Publishes Q&A on Standard Contractual Clauses for Data
Transfers

On 25 May 2022, the European Commission published a Q&A on Standard Contractual Clauses
(“SCCs”) for data transfers under the EU General Data Protection Regulation (“GDPR”). On 4 June
2021, the Commission issued new SCCs under the GDPR for data transfers from controllers or proces-
sors in the EU/EEA or otherwise subject to the GDPR to controllers or processors established outside
the EU/EEA and not subject to the GDPR. On 27 December, the new set of SCCs for international data
transfers will replace the existing SCCs. These Q&As provide practical guidance on the use of the
SCCs and assist stakeholders in their compliance efforts under the GDPR. (More)

ek E 5 5S4 oA &t M BAT A B R B PR K R Z KRR

20224523 H, xEXBEPFXERERMS LR « LR MAERRLIFIL, BELE2016F L%+
CEES S BIEE RSN a T A EXEERAMENFEALTRELRE 7 ZELERW
MAEAE, FFRAMATAAETE, ST EENRFETH T HXH, G R IAERA
WIETE . ZARFERIL T AR EZTAEANEERERNR, EMEmE = T XE K
Facebook. (EFE %)

Zuckerberg Is Sued by Washington D.C. Attorney General for Participating in the
Cambridge Analytica Data Breach

On 23 May 2022, the Washington D.C. attorney general has sued Mark Zuckerberg in an attempt to
hold the Facebook co-founder accountable for his actions in the 2016 election for allowing political
consulting firm Cambridge Analytica to collect the personal data of millions of Americans. The lawsuit
alleges that Zuckerberg was directly involved in a policy that allowed Cambridge Analytica to collect
personal data on U.S. voters without their knowledge. The indictment against Zuckerberg, based on
hundreds of thousands of documents, including testimony from employees and whistleblowers, said
Zuckerberg was aware of the data breach risks associated with the strategy and still opened Facebook to
third-party developers. (More)
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Facial Recognition Company Clearview Al is Fined GBP 7.55 Million for Breach-
ing of UK’s General Data Protection Regulation

On 23 May 2022, the U.K. Information Commissioner’s Office (“ICO”) announced a GBP 7.55 mil-
lion fine against facial recognition company Clearview Al over the use of U.K. citizens’ facial images
in its global database. ICO found that Clearview Al breached UK’s data protection laws by: failing to
use the information of people in the UK in a way that is fair and transparent; failing to have a lawful
reason for collecting people’s information; failing to have a process in place to stop the data being
retained indefinitely; failing to meet the higher data protection standards required for biometric data;
and asking for additional personal information, including photos, when asked by members of the pub-
lic if they are on their database. ICO has also issued an enforcement notice, ordering the company to
stop obtaining and using the personal data of UK residents that is publicly available on the internet,
and to delete the data of UK residents from its systems. (More)

REBRAFFRRERRILAFTLEENS

20225 A 248, BERAFRFRHZTNER, MHUUNE "Catena—X "&FHE £ K BR A
. GATA-XED (RN Zit XD BEARMEIZEEA 7 F 08K £ R, CatenaX&
I EEZZEWNNE —NEZAKRIT . ZeFEIEEENAFTLH & EQE—EEF
%, AT REORREREBRETIRNET L RS, AWAIZE—ARNEE LR R,
IrixEmFEEARAREFTNRB. (EEFES)

German Federal Cartel Office Agrees to Establish Data Network for Automotive
Industry

On 24 May 2022, German Federal Cartel Office issued an announcement that it has no objections to
the planned start of the Catena-X cooperation. Catena-X is a first major component of the GAIA-X
initiative to create a competitive data infrastructure in Europe. Catena-X aims to create a data network
for collaboration in the automotive industry, to establish a European data infrastructure by developing
interfaces and standards for connecting different cross-industry cloud services. This is intended to re-
duce dependence on American and Chinese IT providers. (More)
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Twitter Will Pay USD 150 Million for Alleged Violation of User Data Privacy

On 25 May 2022, Twitter has agreed to pay USD 150 million to solve its allegations of misuse of pri-
vate information such as phone numbers for advertising. Previously, DOJ and FTC alleged that alt-
hough Twitter told users that it collected their phone numbers and email addresses to ensure the secu-
rity of their accounts, but it did not disclose that it also used users’ contact information to help target-
ed advertisers reach their audiences. Twitter’s deception violates a 2011 FTC consent order that ex-
plicitly prohibited the company from misrepresenting its privacy and security practices. Under the
proposed order, Twitter must pay a $150 million penalty and is banned from profiting from its decep-
tively collected data. (More)
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SPC: Identification of the Use Environmental Technical Features in Patent Claims

Recently, The Supreme People's Court (SPC) made a second instance judgment on the dispute over
utility model patent infringement, ordering the defendant to stop the infringement and pay damages of
RMB 150,000.

In this case, SPC further clarified the identification of use environment technical features in the patent
claims. SPC held that the use environment features refers to technical features to describe the back-
ground or conditions of the invention, which are used to limit the patent technical solution by limiting
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technical content other than the patented technical solution itself, generally manifested as limiting the
use background, conditions, application objects, etc. The common use environment features include
imiting the installation, connection, use and other conditions and environment of the patented technical
solution, but are not limited to the structural features directly related to the installation position or con-
nection structure of the protected technical solution. For product claims, the technical features used to
illustrate the use of the protected technical solution, the object of application, the way of use, etc., also
belong to the use environmental features. The use environment features in the claims are necessary
technical features of the claims and have a limiting effect on the scope of protection of the claims, and
the degree of limitation is determined according to the circumstances of each case. Generally, if the in-
fringing technical solution can be applied to the use environment defined by the use environment fea-
tures, it is deemed to have the use environment features.

In this case, the court, based on the actual use of the infringing products and the understanding of ordi-
nary technicians in the field, held that the infringing technical solution could be applied to the use envi-
ronmental features in claim 1 of the patent, and shall be deemed to have the technical features. This
case clarifies the identification of the use environment features and whether it has the use environment
features, which is of guidance for similar cases.

Source: The Supreme People's Court
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Guangdong High People's Court Award the Maximum Statutory Damages of RMB
10,000,000 in the "Yongquan' Trademark Case for both Trademark Infringement
and Unfair-Competition

Guangdong High People's Court made a second instance judgment on the dispute over trademark in-
fringement and unfair competition for "Yongquan" between Guangdong Yongquan Valve Technology
Co., LTD. (Guangdong Yongquan) and Yongquan Valve Co., LTD. (Dongguan Yongquan), revoking
the first instance judgment, ordering the defendant to stop the infringement and pay damages of RMB
10,000,000.
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Regarding the amount of damages, this case focused on the following factors:
(1) The strength of judicial remedies is consistent with the reputation of Guangdong Yongquan,;

(2) More than ten Guangdong Yongquan trademarks been infringed, the circumstances were serious,
and the mark "Yongquan valve" constituted the use of a trademark identical to a registered trademark
on the same type of commodities, which may even violate the Criminal Law;

(3) Dongguan Yongquan simultaneously implemented a number of unfair competition acts such as en-
terprise name misleading, domain names misleading and false promotion;

(4) The infringing products are large in quantity, high in value and large in scale;

(5) The infringement lasted a long time, and the defendant continued to infringe even during the sec-
ond trial;

(6) Guangdong Yongquan spent a lot of time and money to defend its right;

(7) The serious infringement shall be severely punished.

In summary, the court awarded the maximum judicial damage in this case, i.e., RMB 5,000,000 for
trademark infringement and RMB 5,000,000 for unfair competition, totaling RMB 10,000,000.

Source: Guangdong High People's Court
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SPC: Decorative Patterns on Similar Goods Shall Reasonably Evade Others'
Trademarks
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SPC made a retrial judgment on the dispute over trademark infringement between Fila Sports Co.,
LTD. and Pengcheng Leather Shoes Shop, revoking the first instance judgment, ordering the defendant
to stop the infringement and pay damages of RMB 10,000.

The first and second instance judgments both held that the "EILA" pattern only played a decorative role
on the infringing products, which was different from the composition of the Fila’s trademark, and the
defendant also marked "Ritai Leather Shoes" and "Ritai" logo on the store sign and the shoe boxes, etc.,
which was not easy to mislead public, thus did not constitute trademark infringement.

SPC held that:

(1) The infringing product is black sports shoes with "EILA" pattern on the heel. This pattern is only
slightly different from the NO.163333 trademark in text composition, font, design style and overall ap-
pearance. Secondly, although the defendant marked "Ritai shoes" and "Ritai" logo in the store sign and
shoe boxes, etc., it does not affect the nature of its use of "EILA". For the infringing products, "EILA"
is not a descriptive feature with special meaning, and it is difficult to associate it with the goods charac-
teristics or the factual description for the public with general attention. The function of "EILA" is to
identify the source of goods rather than a simple decorative pattern.

(2) Both the manufacturers and the sellers shall reasonably avoid others' trademarks when use decora-
tive patterns.

Source: The Supreme People's Court
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The Incident of '""Audi's Seasonal Greetings Advertisement Plagiarism'" Arouse Dis-
cussions

On May 21, Audi and Andy Lau collaborated on an advertisement titled "Today is Lesser Fullness, Life
is good when it is less full", which was questioned after released. A blogger named "Peking University

Mange" (Mange) pointed out that the work of the video plagiarized his video work released last year,

and compared the two videos sentence by sentence, which showed that the work of the two was highly
similar.

On May 22, relevant parties successively issued statements: Audi admitted that “supervision is weak
and audit is not strict”, and Shangsi Advertising Company admitted that it directly used the copywriting
of Mange’s work without communicating with him, Andy Lau expressed his deep regret for the trouble
brought to Mange.

In the early morning of May 25, Mange responded again, saying that he accepted the face-to-face apol-
ogy from Audi and Shangsi. At present, the three parties have reached an agreement that Mange will
license his work for free, and he said that he did not request monetary compensation, commercial
claims were never his purpose.

Source: People's Daily
Lifang & Partners:
Does Andy Lau's use of the work to shoot the advertisement constitute copyright infringement?

There is a view that Andy Lau violated the "performance rights" of Mange’s writing works. However,
we believe that this "performance” is not the "performance" in the Copyright Law. Andy Lau's act of
shooting the advertising video is just a performance in the usual sense in life, but the performance in
life is not the same as the "performance right" in the Copyright Law.

According to the Copyright Law, the right of performance is "the right to publicly perform works and to
publicly broadcast the performance of works by various means". The "performance right " in Copyright
Law refers to live transmission, which only regulates live performance and mechanical performance. In
this incident, Andy Lau's act was not a live performance, and mechanical performance in China only
refers to the act that using machines to broadcast the performance to the public (such as playing music
in a shopping mall, which is a typical mechanical performance), excluding public screening of movies
and the performances of works transmitted by radio, cable and the Internet. Andy Lau's act obviously
did not fall within the scope of performance rights. Therefore, we believe that Andy Lau's participation
in the filming does not infringe on the copywriting of Mange.
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Does Andy Lau's advertisement belong to an advertising endorsement? Is there an endorsement re-
sponsibility?

We hold that it certainly belongs to commercial advertising endorsement. However, according to the
provisions of the current Advertising Law, an advertising spokesperson may only bear legal liability as
a spokesperson jointly and severally with the advertiser if he conducts false advertisements and causes
damage to consumers, therefore, we believe that Andy Lau is not legally liable as an advertising
spokesperson. We can't help but think of another recent incident of artists endorsement, that is, the re-
cent "Jing Tian advertising endorsement illegal punishment" incident. According to the report, it was
because the "fruit and vegetable" food products of the company involved in the endorsement were only
ordinary food products and there was no valid evidence to prove their effectiveness in "blocking the
absorption of fats and sugars”, resulting in corresponding penalties for endorsement artists involved in
false advertising.
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Shandong High People's Court: Dissemination of "Articles with Non-Objective

Comment on Pending Cases" Constitutes Commercial Defamation

Recently, Shandong Higher People's Court made a final judgement on the case of Sunshine Paper Co.,
LTD. (Sunshine Paper) v. Shanying International Co., LTD. (Shanying) and Zhejiang Shanying Paper
Co., LTD. (Zhejiang Shanying) over commercial defamation, rejecting the application for a retrial. Pre-
viously, the second instance judgment ordered the defendants to pay damages of RMB 1,000,000.

In this case, Shanying issued an article on its website: “The first instance judgment was revoked, paper
patent dispute lasted for 7 years and was sentenced to retrial in another place’. Although Shanying
was not the author or the initial publisher of the article, the court held that commercial defamation is
not limited to fabrication, but also includes dissemination.

The article was based on the litigation situation of Sunshine Paper v. Zhejiang Shanying over patent
infringement, and made comments on the pending case. The comments were not based on an objective
and neutral position, but used negative language without factual basis to comment on Sunshine Paper's
litigation behavior, which was sufficient to make the relevant public to misunderstand that Sunshine
Paper was maliciously suppressing its competitors by means of patent litigation, etc. It infringed on the
commercial reputation of Sunshine Paper and constituted commercial defamation.
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Source: Shandong High People's Court
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Lex Machina Released 2022 Patent Litigation Report

On May 19, 2022, Lex Machina released its annual Patent Litigation Report. The report examines pa-
tent litigation trends in federal district and appellate courts, as well as the Patent Trial and Appeal
Board (PTAB). This is the first report to showcase the newest federal appellate analytics and trends in
patent litigation in the federal courts of appeals.

Findings from the report include:
Highlights in District Court

Patent case filings, and federal appellate case filings originating from patent cases, have remained rela-
tively stable for the last three years, with the exception of ANDA filings that continue to decline.

Patent case filings are consolidating more into the top three courts, from 47% in 2019 to 57% in 2021.
Judge Albright was assigned to 23% of all patent cases filed in 2021.

For patent cases filed from 2019 to 2021, WSOU Investments LLC was the top plaintiff and Samsung
was the top defendant.

34% of federal patent appellate cases that terminated from 2019 to 2021 were ultimately reversed
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Highlights in PTAB

Federal PTAB appellate case filings fell 40% between 2020 and 2021.

23% of federal PTAB appellate cases that terminated from 2019 to 2021 were ultimately reversed.
Samsung was the most active petitioner in PTAB petitions filed from 2019 to 2021.

Source: Lex Machina
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Huawei Reached a Global Patent License Agreement with Solaredge Technolo-

gies, Ending Their Lawsuits Pending in Germany and China

On May 20, Huawei announced that it reached a global patent license agreement with Israeli smart en-
ergy solutions provider SolarEdge Technologies, allowing the two companies to use each other’s pa-
tented technologies based on the recognition of their innovation capabilities. The agreement includes a
cross license that covers patents relating to both companies’ products, and other rights arrangements. In
addition, the agreement will facilitate the settlement of patent litigation between the two parties, which
will end their lawsuits pending in Germany and China. The specific terms of the patent license agree-
ment are not revealed.

The Israel-based SolarEdge Technologies is a global leading photovoltaic inverter manufacturer found-
ed in 2006. In 2018, the company accused Huawei and German distributor Wattkraft of infringing three
of its patents involving solar inverter and optimizer technology. In October 2021, the Board of Appeal
of the European Patent Office rejected SolarEdge's appeal against the patent revocation procedure EP
29 30 839 B1, stating that the multilevel inverter patent is outdated.

Source: ithome.com
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This Newsletter has been prepared for clients and professional associates of Lifang & Partners. Whilst every effort
has been made to ensure accuracy, no responsibility can be accepted for errors and omissions, however caused.
The information contained in this publication should not be relied on as legal advice and should not be regarded as
a substitute for detailed advice in individual cases.
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