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The Unified Patent Court (UPC) represents a significant advancement in patent
litigation within Europe, particularly due to its expedited proceedings. Unlike German courts,
where bifurcation separates infringement and validity issues, the UPC allows both to be addressed
concurrently. This integrated approach speeds up the resolution process. The UPC aims to deliver
judgments within 12 months from the initiation of proceedings. In Germany, for example, an
infringement action before the District Court typically takes 12 to 15 months, with a written
procedure lasting 10 to 14 months and an oral procedure lasting half a day. In contrast, a nullity
action before the Federal Patent Court in Germany involves a written procedure of about 2 years,
with a preliminary opinion usually issued 6 months after the complaint. The oral procedure lasts
one day, and the entire process can take 29 to 62 months.

The UPC minimizes delays with strict deadlines. The procedural stages are as
follows : The written procedure lasts 6 to 9 months. The defendant has three months to file a
statement of defense in response to the statement of claim filed by the plaintiff, followed by a
two-month period for the plaintiff to reply. The defendant then has one to two months to respond
with a rejoinder. The interim procedure, lasting 3 months, focuses on preparing for the oral
hearing, especially regarding evidence. It is conducted within three months after the written
procedure and is led by the Judge-Rapporteur. An interim hearing is ordered if appropriate. The
oral procedure typically lasts one day.

The UPC is favorable for infringement plaintiffs, especially for European-wide
injunctions. Its centralized structure reduces the need for parallel litigation, accelerating the
resolution process.

In conclusion, the UPC offers an innovative court adapted to the modern, fast-paced
society with streamlined procedures, ensuring patent litigation cases are resolved quickly and
efficiently, meeting the demands of today’s rapidly evolving technological and business
environments.



