EEBEE RSN EDCREI=

=EXEWEORE AR ICHAT /NEER

&4

ZE 9 SiERRIEEERWE L
— KEHEHER ) EDRRESEI(C -

20144F11H27H
EHFEH (RAKTF - Toimbh)



AHDOAS

0 (FUDHIC—TRETEXEWEN

o KEFREBF A A EDIRIR
n {ELE & BEABYRY 7R SE45)
n [IREHE|(CEDRVIKR

0 1 ERE [ 7 AU TIDFEER

n DD (C—HOH

E|DRREH

=
b

|



= RMENDER

n FFETHIE DR

o fFEFHRIE DR TIRNWED

Alice Corp. v. CLS Bank Int'l (2014)

nREDIRENE L WED
w FTEAEI D R0 1 D) _E
o fFEFLRE = NF (WBER1ES)
n BRBEDZERDIZEHA D] RIRY —)LIC
FF (CHOMNENDAERFFE U (CXT I DIHE




=EXRWEEHZH< D 3 DDRAF
s HAR(C(IRATR BB (TR0

= FITIRILETR EAR

o
=L

RN DDEIFHBEENENDNSTC
w EEERETRERDID
s (EEE OO BHRZEDE /£7_

w» THETEFEITDID

ANEIBES



SXRWEEGZH< D 3 DDRAE

J ZAUDICIUD K S73REHI
[BARCTZFERWN T DR

3 PAUDTE—REEDHEC =
[SHEEITH S DICIEPRTT

s EEEDIIOBERZE DR /£7_
w ZEZFEFEIT DO ELRE




[EREkADBE R (C KD EEEFL

n EEE BB O - #35R - FRHE
u %(L_%L\EJ'U@

n [BHEOR(CUFEDICIBED
o [ B (CEBSHERVIER

SHDOXEZEH ,32“75)?55 (1?)
-yﬂl-—d)774)b7iD L 3 3EH(1?)

iR g | EHNE
wif (K - 3 - BB (THEZEB|ILVTUND




AHDOAS

2 (FUDHIC—REEEWENEEN
n KEREE R A EDOIRAR
w i & BRI TR SE «
2 [{ZRENENCESDIRN IR
0 1 A [ 07 A D) DDZER]
n 13D D (C—DMEDFRE




KEZEICH T D EFRWE

-1$H7¥> O— (ME)

n [ —2EWEE (UTSA) |
-.%%J:OD RYIES
mEFE: B A/INAE (1996)

BiE=HI[y

n BB A/NATE WNEEARF) &
=2=EMEEGEE (FAE=EMEER) D

“ARIITC

.|I|n




P AU NDFEBRRINA K

s EEWZTFEL(theft of trade secrets)

1.

(18 USC §1832)
JHER - EIRERS| DIz B G - B — B RBHRD

2. BEMEE

3.

4
5.
6

- EL. EERTES L. R U RERR U

A

FEBLNMOBRCHImZEIE5IERZEED T

 RBBEZEID LMD DD

[E&E (C (knowingly) |

HEEIRCTERL BHULLE
BzFHDDODDEXITFZzLlcCcE X(&

TNSZERFUEUSEIHELZC &




1.

P AU NDFEBRRINA K

n FEEDFRE A/ A (economic espionage)
(18 USC §1831)

2. BEMEE

3: SAEIBRFSFCHIRZEIESIRRZED T

4.

5
6.

oE L.,

PN ER - EFRERS | DX R I D m - Y — E XBEHRD

REEZEIDCEZAND DD
. 8= (knowingly) ]

HEPR CHUS U I5E

HmERTERL BHUL(E

SJON=TAY

BZ= MO DODEXZITEHFEZLUIZCE X
TNSZ#ERFUEUSEIHELZC &



R AN EDIERWE ]

[ ARE(CHWNT:-- E2FEWE] E(E. INT
DIEANB IERROERE L it _E DBk
CdhDC. EﬂfC@%c‘: H2.TdhrdDEZ[MD
9. Flz--- WOVRDZRE CTEEERSALCTLYD
EzENd . UTOBRFZEHIZTEDZLD,

(A) EDRBENIXBIRZTWE IR SH
fY72F8E (reasonable measures)Z#> TU\
2L BKXO

(B) ZDIEERMIHI U TEFMIEZ B I B
&1 (18 USC § 1839 (3))




=RWETHIDER 1/2

United States v. Hsu (3d Cir. 1998)
s XSR: Hu O El" Taxol"OREIE 54

m YfI: BMS%t
E6 - \

1995¢%

19964F

SavAG:1 @%ﬁ RS
sH “BMSAHE

2=

s H “HEEEDF

EIRIERSE

Bt T

12> =) TEH
— 77— H &S 1At

. NS FEANE ZIKIE

BX(C DUV TR
FH (IR T D RIAF HKL Y

w[725(E, BlOYODATESEXCTIE]
(T DENNDIET”



=RWETHNDEG 2/2

19973H. YHLOFEINH (CX L
= AN ER R IBRN
=405 FILOHENZ FIER

1997F6H. =& (J«4 57T+ 7)

2

s BMSHOEEE B ZFE
BN RIETIEZ R I B EFE T IR
n 2025 < DER (CBYRE (CISXT

ST F B I W iEdrnAdr. YD
E =65 %Ki




MSE(CRDONIZEH 1/3

United States v. Hanjuan Jin, 833 F.
Supp. 2d 977 (N.D.Ill. 2012), affd, 733
F.3d 718 (7th Cir. Sep. 26, 2013)

s EEANFREENKEIC)FL

1998~ S E &UTE O—SHLETR

2006 2. EBEAIER(medical leave)ZzHUS
2007 2. 23, Fri. £ bO—=(C1EHE

2007 2. 26, Mon. EhFEEAMA

2007 2. 27, Tue. iD= EZxEA

2007 2. 28, Wed. SO0 - ANTFZEATHER

S\




MSE(CRDONIZSEH 2/3

s RS ADITA

)

2 2004FEN 5T FO—SDRRRI(CR U T

RIZEDBER

= 20054

| _szEﬁ@ %

u

BN HA R

T Lemko (CX
JEERTSun Kaisens 1 & &t

\

HI|E

m Sun Kaisens ft &S =3k
HNEE

alft (3 E

_ 15%31&@9&

s “IDEN"S X5 LIRE

N l_'b\fﬁk_cgéc_ c‘_’_7<'1__’.7.IT

217 U CENTS

(CIR1E

BDIEOBIES AT LAZFHFE
TREDE

R U



MSE(CRDONIZEH 3/3

n 7 F PO
s EEMEZROIFE . AR %484 8
n FEEDRF ) A(CDNTIZ,

s /2B (CSun Kaisens #HVHREE &8z 5
e EWVWDTZIFTIEED RN

m

]

=

AT HMN MR S 8hiDENFAfTZZAR U C L)

Jo EDHLZRUL,/ L UACDMAKDENTZ

(B dDiany) iz AEES

s K DENTEMOIRIBADREEDR A Ef]
1Bl EH D

w» SIBRVERBZ BN\




EHNILDEKS (-

Los Angeles Grand Jury Indicts Chinese National in
Computer Hacking Scheme Allegedly Involving Theft of
Trade Secrets

Toray Chemical Korea Resolves Attempted Theft of
Trade Secrets Investigation and Agrees to Pay More
Than $2 Million Penalty

U.S. Attorney’s Office Eastern District of Virginia
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Former Engineer at Two Global Medical Technology
Corporations Admits Theft of Trade Secrets

U.S. Charges Five Chinese Military Hackers with Cyber
Espionage Against U.S. Corporations and a Labor
Organization for Commercial Advantage

First Time Criminal Charges are Filed Against Known
State Actors for Hacking
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