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I. INTRODUCTION

1. The Expert Group Meeting on the Organization and Administration of Industrial
Froperty Offices, organized jointly by UNIDO and BIRPI (United International Bureaux

for the Protection of Intellectual Property), was held at UNIDC headquarters in Vienna
from 6 to 10 October 1969,

2. The participants included:

(a) Experts from IIR (International Patent Office) and OAMPI (ifrican and
Malagasy Industrial Property Office) and from the following countries:

Austria, ronce, Hungary, India, Ireland, Switzerland, United Arab Republic,

United Kingdom and Venezueln,

(b) Ovservers from the following countries: Austria, Bulgaria, China, Federal
Republir of Germany, Ghana, the Holy See, Honduras, Italy, Ivery Coast,
Liberia, Poland, Portugal, Reputlic of Korca, Romania, Spain, Sweden,
Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United States

of America.

(c) Representatives of ''NIDO and BIRPI.
A list of the experts, observers and representatives who took part in the

meeting i given in annex 5 of this document.

3. The meeting opened with a speech of welcome by Mr. I.H. Abdel-Rahman, Executive
Director of UNIDO (sec annex 1).

4. N¥r. D. Ekari (OAMPI), Mr. S. Vedaraman (India) and Mr. P. Cuérin (France) were
unanimously elected Chairman, Vice-Chairman and Rapporteur, respectively, of the

meeting.

5e The meeting heard and discussed the reports prepared by expert consultants that

figured on its apenda. The work schedule of the meeting will be found in annex 3.

6. The meeting formulated cartain conclusions and prepared a series of recommenda—
tions (below). The conclusions and recommendatinns were adopted unanimously at the

close of the meoeting.

7. At tue invitation of the Chairman, participants paid a visit to the Austrian

Industrial Property Office.
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8.

I1. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The meeting adopted the following conclusions and recommendations:

Conclusions

(1)

(11)

(1i1)

(1v)

(v)

The protcction of industrial property, especially the system of inventor's
patents, is one of the most important factors in promoting industrial

development,

To enable this system to achicve its purposes more rapiu’v in the developing
countrics, o number of conditions must be fulfilled, of which the most impor-

tant is the transfer ~f technology, including know-how, to these countrics,

To ensurc the effcctive and fruitful operation of the system of industrial
property protection in develeping countries, intcrnational collaboration in

the form of groupings at thc rcgional level is desirable,

The structurcs and procedurcs of industrinl property offices in devcloping
countrics shiould be changed so us to develop a system of investigation which
would enable information on thc “statc of the art” and on the usefulness of

the inventions for industrialization purposcs to be obtained.

Co-operatlion bctween existing intcrnational agencies appears to be necessary,
in particular with a view to granting increascd assistance to developing

counirics,

Recommenditions

The Expert Group

(1)

(i1)

Recommends that UNIDO, BIRPI and IIB, as well as OAMPI and all international
organizations concerned, should co-operate with a view to ensuring the co~
ordination of their efforts so as to render their aid to developing countries

more cflectivo;

Recommends that the developing countrics should consider participating in the
drawing up of intcrnational conventions in the field of industrial property
and should study thc advisability of acceding to any such convention, more
particularly gencral conventions intended for universal application and con-
ventions of a tcchnical naturc, and to takc these into account when adapting
national legislation to their needs in the light of the model laws drafted
by BIRPI;
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(ii1) Recommends that UNIDO, in co-operation with IIB and BIRPI, should assist

(iv)

(v)

developing countries with a view to enabling them to assess the technical

value and cconomic uscfulness of inventions for which patent protection is

sought;

Recommends that UNIDO should:

(a)

(v)

(o)

(4)

Take, within thc framework of assistance granted to develdping

countriecs, all necessary mcasures:

- To organizc vocational training in the sphere of licensing;

- To preparc ~ guide-book on licensing agrecments;

- To prepare a guide-book on the organization and administration of
industrinal property offices adapted to the needs of developing
countries; '

- To increase the number of industrial property training courses;

- To organize the sending of experts to developing countries;

- To provide material technical assistancc in equipping industrial

property offices in devcloping countries.

Take all nccessary mcasures 1o assist cxisting or future regional

offices, for cxamplc OAIPT on nn cxperimental basis;

Continuc the studies alrcady begun on the cstablishment of a technology
bank;

Undertake an immediate survev on the cstablishment of technological
centres for the disscmination and transfer of technology, including

know~hcw, and establish such centres without dclay, if practicable.

Recommends that UNIDO, in preparing its future programmes, should takec into

consideration the list of recommendations made by the representative of

India which will be attached to the report of the Expert Group.

The report which follows deals with the main points discusscd during the meeting.
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111, BRICPF SURVEY OF THE ROLE OF INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY
IN INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
10. Although there are differences of opinion with regard to the legal basis of
the industrial pruperty right, which embr .ces such various 1ights as those in
respect of new inventions (patents) and those in respect of distinguishing marks
(trade marks), this right may be roughly defined as a monopoly granted by the State

under certain conditions and with certain restrictions decrced and sanctioned by law.,

11. In the main, the mecting devoted its attention to a scrutiny of the particular
aspect of irdustrial property that is representcd by patents. It 1s therefore this
category of industrinl property rights that will be dealt with here, although there
may be a few digrcssions on the subject of trade marks, which the meeting sometimes
took up in passing. 1t should also be rnoted that the meeting did not confine itself
to examining the itcms on its agenda, but considered that these should be broached

in the general context of the industrialization of the developing countries.

12. The essential fcatures of the patent system, as it is generally accepted by
countries with industrial property legislation (leaving aside arrangements arising
out of the economic system of some countries, especially thosc with a socialist

cconomy) are as follows:

- A monopoly is granted to the author of a new invention for the exploita-
tion of that invention. This monopoly is territorial and temporary (the
legal term of a patent is from 15 to 20 vears on the average), and may
exclude ccrtain categories (chrmical and pharmaceutical products, food).
The ovnzr of the moncpoly may dispose of it enilrcly, or only of the

right to exploit it (working liccnce exclusively).

- In return for the grant of a mononoly the invention must be disclosed
to the publiz in such a way that it can be worked once the monopoly
expires (invention that bas become common property) and must also be

worked in thec territory vhere the patert is granted.

- Non-fulfilment of these conditions is punishable by law: nullity,

revocation, compulsory licensing.
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13. From this it follows that the purpose of a patent, from the beginning, has been
not only to protect the inventor, but also to place his invention at the disposal of
the public. A patent, therefore, was ns much a reward for the disclosure of an inven-
tion and an incent’ve to fechnical progres as a recognition ~{ the inventor's property
right over his creation. Thi= concept, moreover, fitted in perfectly with a protec—

tionist policy for domestic industry, thanks to such devices asg the imported patent.

i1. lor these reegons, and although the evidence on this point - still a subject of
L

. i

speculation

- is only fragmentary, the patent system, 1n 1ts nodern, nineteenth-
century connotation, appears to have been conducive to industrial progress in the
western countries that adopted it, and there 1s no denying that industries were estab—
lished, and flourished, in the shelter of patents., It must not, however, be overlooked
thal two factors considerably favoured.thv contribution of patents to industrial
development in the nincteen h and teginning of the twentieth centuries. These were
iMe uniform level of technology across the national frontiers of the western countries,
:nd the relative simplicity of the state of the art. These two circumstances undoub=

! an impcrtant part in the transfer of technology from one country to
.rother, at a time vhen an innovation of foreign origin specified in a patent could

}« --~similated and applied immediately.

19, howedays, it must b2 noted, the situation is gquite different. Not only is there
~ wide tochnological and industrial gap between developing and developed countries,
1t also the technicues described in niotents (which are concerned, in the main, with
acvanced ‘zchnology) arc ncw 37 ~emplizatad thet they cannot be used in industry
vithout a technicai know-how and experiencu which are lacking in many developing

countries. as was pointed out on several occasions during the course of the meeting.

16. The meeting therefore endeavoured to ascertain to what extent industrial property
a3 at prosent organized can be made to function in such a way as to enable it to con=
tinue playing thie part it seems to have had originally (adjusting the role of indus-
trial property offices is only one aspect of the problem), and whether, even apart [rom
industrial property rights, there exist other solutions of an economic character that
migght be likely to encourage the transfer of technical know-how tc developing countries.

l/ See, in particular, F. MACHLUP: Die wirtscraftlichen Grundlagen des Patentrechts
(The Zconomic Basis of Patent Law), Weinheim Verlag Chemic 1962,
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IV. PRESENT ORGANIZATION OF INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY

A, International organization of industrial property

17. As early as the end of the nineteenth-century the requirements of international
trade and of growing industrializution, as also the dissemination of technical know-—
ledge, led Governments no longer to confine themselves to their national legislation
and to international private law, but to make arrangemerits at the international level
for the protection of industrial property. The Paris !Inion Convention of 1883, the
latest revision of which was made at Stockholm in 1967, lays down a number of prin-
ciples that must be observed hy the States parties to the Convention. Of these the
two most important nare the equal treatment of foreigners and nationals, and the right
of priority system. All the developed countries, and most developing countries with
industrial property legislatinn, are parties to the Paris Tni>n Convention, Within
the framework of the Convention specinl "agreements" signed by the countries con-
cerned have enabled procedure on bLoth the notional and internaticnal planes to be
simplified (international filing »f trade marks, designs und models; common filing
and single title under OAMP1; FBEuropean Convention on Fnrmalities), or have brought
about improvements in the organizaitinn of industrial property offices (international
classification of putents), or encourage the unification of patent laws. BIRPI
(nited International Rurensux for the Freotection ot International Property) admini-
sters the Paris 'Inion Convention and some of these ngreements, Moreover, the World
[Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) created at Stockholm in 1967, which will
begin to function very shortly, is cpe: to 211 countries desiring to take part in its
work, even if they are not members of the raris Union. Tt will be a forum for dis—

cussion and a body responsitle for technical assistanne to developing countries.

18, As a result ol the Union Convention common principles have been introduced into
national laws and it has teen pessible, through specinl agreements, fnor measures to

be taken for cimpiisving and unifying national regulationes with regard to patents,

It is obvious that the existence of uniform laws and of the various technical agree—
ments are a great help in increasing the number of patents filed in foreign countiries,
on account of the lessening or suppression of national demands and particularisms,

thus bringing about a wider dissemination of technology.
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: B. Organization ot the national level: examination and
registration systems

19, Nevertheless, there are still considerahle differences in systems for granting
patents gad these cifferences have tven be a growing more maiced in recent years as

a result of the attempte being made hy §6me~countrieskln seek golutions rther than
those provided by re-istration and preliminary examination systems previously in
fere . Mixed gy, tems have also heen get ap combining registirition and deferred exe-
smination. These various systems have heen described bty Mre. 1,1, Comte (Switzerland)

in his paper Novelty Examination of Inventions, (ID/W&.dQ/U) and there is nc need to

go over them again, OSuftice 1t tn point out that, although the registration system
nas on its side the merit of simplicity and of costing less, since the patent is
gra.2d cpeedily, without any cxamination for patentinbility apart frem an admini-
strative cxamin~tion that requires neither the possession ot technical documentation
nor a nigiuly specialized staff, the patent grantc 1 carries rno gunrantee of the
no - 1ty and usefulness of the itnventicn. Inversely, examination - preliminasy or
deferrced — brings cirtain guarantees on bthig head but, on the sther hand, requires of
the o%iir: practiging such examination oftern consideratle moterinal and human resour—
ces that nan be asmembied ouly at great expense, Hence various attempts at recours:
10 international co-operation in this sphere. These attempts will be described below

(prra. 25 ot scg).

0. TFrom the obove it follows that Lhe organizalion and administration of national
proarty offices, while having numerous common teatures, will depend very largely on
the -~ stan adopted “7r graniing patenis, his remixk aﬁplic; ~lso to trade marks,
which can te registered with or withont examination of prior rights or their compli-
snce with tre law), Two reports on these questions were submilted to the mecting

(1D/WG..2/7 and In/iG.42/3).

“l, ‘''he report smbmitted by Mr. “.J. Lennon (Ireland) on the Irish Patents Office

(ID/WG.A?/Y) describes the organization of a relatively small industrial preperty
office (to cive an idea of its size: this office received 1,995 patent applications
in 1967, whereas the patent offices of the United Statec, Netherlands ard Mgrocco
rocoived in the same year €43,164, 17,892 and 449 applications respectively, according

to BIRPI statistics), but which offers some interesting features. In the first place
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it carries out preliminary examination both of patents and of trade marks and, secondly,
it was created fairly recently (1927) after Ireland achieved independence - a situation
not unlike that in o number of developing countries. The report by Mr. G.,H. Thaler

(Austria) on NModern Systems in the Administration of Industrial Property Offices

(ID/WG.A?/}) wias haged, on the other hand, on the imaginary casc of an office working
on the system of rcristration for patents and examination of trade marks only for
compliance with the Jaw. It should be noted that the author of the report delib—
erately chose thesc systems becausc of the bearing they would hive on the situation
of a newly—created olfice in a developing ccuntry, and for thc nhvious reasons of
simplicity and cost mentioned in paragraph 19 (above), but he did not rulc out the
idea of adopting o more ambitious system at a later stagc. This problem of choosing
the system most likely to suit a developing country will be examinea later (chapter v,
para. 62), but it can be mentioned at this stage that the meeting decided definitely
in favour of a system of examination (sec Conclusions, point (iv)), although it did
not specify what it implied by such ~ systom,

22, Somc points in the reports of Mr. Lenncn and Mr. Thaler particularly occupied

the attention of the wuceting, Thus, under o system of examination (21though this
problem ¢xists likewise under o repistration system) the questinn arnse whether legis—
lation (and consequently office documentiation) should respect the criterion of absom
luteor univercal novelty as against relative or local novelty for the granting of a
patent (see nlso document ID/WG.A?/S piuse 3)e  Although some participants censidered
that thesc¢ two notiong tended to come to the same thing in practice, because of the
speed with which tochnical information is isseminated, it whs pointed out that this
was true of developed countries (the United Kingdom wias quoted as a case in point)

but much more doubtiul s regards developing countries, which indecd derive little or

no benefit from such dissemination.

23. Again, under o system of examinction, a :uggestion that outside examiners might
be employed to meke up for a temporary or permnnent shertage of office staff was put

forward but not uccepted by the participante, who considered that recourse to a

specialized international body such as the TIB was preferable (see para. 25).
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C. Intermational co-operation for the application
of nationzl systems

24. As already mentioned, procedurcs for the granting of patents, particularly those
calling for a systor or examination, requi ¢ ~frices equippec with considerable re—
sources:  a swaft ol aignly speclailzod tecnnicions and lawyers, and a documentation
constantly nugmented by the extraordinary prolifuraition of technical publication,
tlowever, not only are the rosourccs nf some patent offices lnadequate for carrying
ot their tasks in these clreumstancos, but alse pure common sense demands that
where no solution existe one should be scught 1n international co—operation for the
purpose of ensuring proper resources nt logs cost, Indeed, scveral solutions have
been found or contemplated, The first was to obtain the collaboration of a special—

ized body or, irn its absence, to crente one,

25« Thus, 1947 saw the Ceundation of the International Patent Office (1IB) the
organization and functions ol which arc described in the report of its Director—
Gieneral, Mr. Finriss (ID/WG.A?/A>. At prosent ITB is carrying out examinations as
Lo uwovelty in order to imploment the legislntion of various countries (Frnncc,
“etherlands, Switzerland and Turkey) ~ examinations which the patent offices of
those sountrics eould wct have undertoken without the emplovment of resources beyond
their individuel meins and which they could neot have obteined except at a cost much

hirmicr than thet of ‘heir financial participation in TIB,

Je Theny in 19€2, came the cstablishment of the African and Malagasy Industrial
Property 0ffice (CGAITI) by a cortain rnumber of f'rench-gpeaking African countries,
Although these couw: trics have chosern the r ozistration system, the creation of national
patent offices was still considered reletively too cxpensive for their individual ro—
sources, hence the establishment of a common office for all the member States, which
iscues a single title that ig valid in the territory of cach of them. Mr. Ekani,
Director of OAMPI; had deseribed in nis roporl the organization and administrative
structure of his Offjce (ID/WG.42/6), but it is worth dwelling on some of its original
Centures,

s

{« Wherocas IIB, tarough techniecal agrecments concluded with the offices of the Statos
bertics to the international agreement which set it up, "takes over" a more or less
important part, according to the particular casec, of those States! regulations in respect
2 otents, for the trolementation of which the national administrations rctaiz

© UDossibility, OAIPT gseumes full responsibility, on behalf of its member Stitos,
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for such implementation. For each member State it acts a8 a national office for the
application of legislation common to the States parties to the international agreement
(Libreville Agreement of 1962) which defined its aims and organization and of which
this legislation forms an integral part. Ioreover, whereas IIF is partly financed by
the subscriptions of its member States, OAMPI has an independent budget whose resources
are drawn entirely from taxes levied on the various formalities that have to be carried

out by the applicants for or the owners of industrial property rights.,

28, It should be noted that although the uniform legislation of OAMPI constitutes

the national legislation of its member States, the law nevertheless preserves the

legal and economic prerogatives of those States in regard 0 the exploitation of the ]
documents of title issued by the Office (infringement, non-working). Thus, should

an abuse of a monopcly take place in the territory of' a member State, the legal
authorities of that State are empowered to impose penalties (compulsory licensing);

having due regard to the national economic interest, which may differ from that of

other member States, even if the abuse exists likewise within the territorial juris—

diction of those States.

29, The agreements of 1947 and 1962 establishing IIB and OANMPI respcctively were
concluded as “special agreements" under the terms of the Paris Convention of 1833,
Some of their f{eatures, and one of their principal aims (to ensure the protection of
industrial propertv at l-ss cost to States and applicants for patents) reappear in
some projects at present under study, such as the project for a Buropean Patent and
the project for a Patent Co-operation Traaty (PCT) drawn up on the initiative of
BIKPI. Only the PCT project, which may be of interest to developing countries, was

mentioned in the course of the meeting.,

30. The PCT plan will also constitutc a "special arrangement" under the terms of
article 15 of the Paris Convention. It is designed to facilitate protection in
several countries, named ty the applicant, by means of a single patent application
in one country (international application). This application will be the subject of
an international examination as to novelty by the competent bodies (various patent

offices working on the system of examination, and I1B) on the basis of uniform stan—

dards of novelty and documentation. The international application and the report of
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the international examination wiil be publishod, a8 a rule, within c¢ightcen months
from the priority dnte of the application. These reports and the international
~pplications will be scnt to all the countriss nomed by the applicants, and the
n:tional procedures for the gront of patents will then follow their normal course.
The PCT plan mnkes provision for the Stotes partics to the treoty and the applicants
for patents to obtnin, in cddition, - preliminary report of the examinntion for
prtentability in respact of the invention for which nn international patent npplico-
tion has been filed, to be preparcd by certain patent offices using the examination
system, and IIB, The advantages of the PCT plon are subsiontinl: - single applica-
tion for protcction, o single cxaminction s to novelty, o singlc preliminary cxami-
nttion for patentebhility, ond o very cuick intoenationsl disclosure of thc subject
rotter of the invention. For developing courtrics the PQT plan offcers States and
applicants for patents the opportunity of bi:ing well briefed, nt luss cost, on the
uscfulness of patent opplications, and alsc the ndvantage of being able to limit the
erant of a monopoly to inventions that warront the issuc of o patent, without being

themsclves obliged to ‘set Up an expensive preliminary examination system.

V. THE PROTECTION OF INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY
IN DEVELOPING COUNTRIES

31. We have seen that the protection of industrinl property scems to have contri~
btuted to the industiri~lization of the developed ceuntrics, but it must also be noted
that industrial propcrty rights hove their origin in thint very industrinlization and
have developed nlongside it, 1In developing countries, however, or at least in rost
of them, the protcction of industricy property wns neccepted ns . responsibility re-
gordless of the level of industrinlization. Thereas the lawmaker is often led to
tranglate facts into low, industrial property legislaticn, on the contrary, was

iniroduced in thesc countries in the hope that it would play a helpful role in their

future industrinlizntion,

32. The participnnts mode it clear that, viewed from this angle, the role of indus-
trial property rights finally turned out to be, for the immedinte future, less impor—
tant than many peoplec thought, and that therefore, if the problem of industrial

levelepment was to bo solved, one must lool: beyond the nccessarily limited purview of

-
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such legislation, The Secretary-General of the United Nations came to the same con-

clusion in ~ report on The Rolec of Patents in the Transfer of Technology to Develop—

ing Countries, in which he said: "In the Minal analysis, the question of patents

must bc seen - and dealt with — in the broader contoxt of faciliteting the tranzfer
of patented and unpntented tcchnoleogy to the developing countrics, and cnhancing the
ability of the letter to adopt nnd usc such forcign technclogy in the implementation

of" their devclopment pxogrammes”.-l

33, With these rescrvations, the mecting had good grounds for considering that tho
protection of industrial property in developing countrics could Tirst help to crcate
n favourable climate for investments of forcign capital and technology, and then be
uscd, subject to cortnin limitations and conditions, ns ~ component of an industria-
lization policy, Minally, and apart from the question of industrial property rights,
the meeting recommended that steps should be taken to cncourage the transfer of the
technical know~hov contained in patents to the developing countries,

A, Thc protection of industrial propcriy ns o means
of encouraging investment

34, The effect thnt tic protcction of industrial property ir developing countries con
have on forcign investment, as regards both investments of capitas and tcchnological
investments, wns the subjeet of a report by Mrs. Rondén de Sansé (Vcnczuola) entitled

Industrial Propcrty Offices as an Llement in the Investment Climnte (ID/WG.AZ/ll).

m

his question wese nloo dealt with by "r. Rizk (Unitcd Arnb Republic) in his report on

the dorking ot Prot..ctcd [lnventions 15, the Couutry as an Instrument of Industrial

Developnent (]D/HG.4N/H), which dwelt particularly on the clim-te of confidence that
must be crected in order to attrict the privete capital which is the source of teche

nologic.l invcgtment (sce his report, pp. 5-9),

35« Exmaminatior of these rcports, to which we shall return Iater, cnabled the mect-—
ing to pick out a cortain number of fnctors capable of cxerting an influcnce on forcign
technological investments, which, it was assumed, would be preceded or accompanicd by
applications for pntents in the country concerncd, Tt should bc¢ noted in this con-
nexien that some participants considercd that the filing of trade marks could also be

of' 1uportancc in ihis “omain (sec document ID/WG.42/11, especially pp, 8 and 9).

1/ E/3861/Rev.1 - para, 311,
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36, The points taken up by the mecting werc of a varied character, but may be grouped
under thrcc main headings: substantive law of industrial property, proccdure (which
involves the orgnnization and administrntion of patent officos), and thc cost of

protecticn,

(1) Industrial property law

3. As regards ihc substantive law of industrial property, it was stated that 1egia~
lation tending to wecken the effect of a patent becausc of too many restrictions
placed on the monopclr in a country's cconomic interest (compu]sory licensing, rcvo-
cation, etc.) could only discournge t.chrnological investment, since the monopoly

would always be linble to withdrawnl. This opinion was not shared by other porticie—
pants, who considercd th i legal restrictions attached to patent 1aw had 1little or

no cffect on the number of foreign npplications for patents (sce the report on
Technical Assistance s a Means of Improving thc¢ Administration of Industrial Property

Offices, by Mr, Vedaraman (India), ID/WG./2/1", page 7).

38,  The general question arose of ascertaining whether the protcetion systoms cur—
rently in use in newly independent developing countries, most of which have becn
copied from the lcgislation of the former coloninl Power, arc in fact capable of
mc.ting the country's nceds. No rcally satisfactory answer could be given to that
question, probebly becnuse there has not Yt been cnough time to build up expericnce
on this point, as alsc regarding the application of thce "model laws" draftcd by BIRPI
for the developing countries (see Recommendations, peint (ii)). The most that can

be said is that, trom the psychological point of view, legislation not too far removed
from that of the Tormer colonial Power, wilu which potential applicants are alreody
familiar, give such applicants more confidence in the protcction afforded and moake
procedural matters casier for them; this is bound to rave a favourable effect on the

number of foreign applications.

39. Finally, the desirability of accession by developing countries to the Paris
Conventicn was the subject of one of the meeting's recommendations (Recommendations,
point (ii)). It secms likely that recognition of the principles of the Paris Union
particularly those of equal treatment for forcigners and nationals, and the right of
priority, will encourage foreign technclogical investment without placing obstacles
in the way of measures taken, outside the industrial property domain, to encourage

‘he transfer of technology,




Ip/1C.42/16
Fage 16

(2) Procedure

40. The meeting recognized that the satisfactory operation of the industrial property
office of a developing country is in itself a guarantee vis-3-vic foreisn techno-
logical investments (scc ID/WC.42/11, pp. 8-10), Satisfactory operation, however,
depends on the prescnce of a number of Tactors relating to the organization and
ndninistration of the Cfficc.  The meeting s not nble to cxamine ~11 these factors,
vhich are common to 11 such offices throughout the vorld and have heen detailed in
the above-mentioned reports on the organization of industrial property offices
(ID/”Gn42/7 and ID/ T,J?/%), but concentrated on some of these foactors that presented
special problems for developing countries. It nlso recommended that o guide—-book
should be prepared on the organization and odministration of industrial propoerty
offices adipted to the nceds of developing countries (Pocommendations, point (iv)

(n), third sub-parcsrach),

41. Apart from the cquestion of novelty exominntion of applications for patents,
vhich his already been mentioned (sce paras. 19-23) and 'ill he tnken up again later,
the following supplerentory problems were discussed: assembly and classification of

documentuation, recruitment and training of stai'f, equipment.
(2) Documentntion

42. The problem of documentation has scveral facets: its purpose, ciiaracter,
classification nnd cost. As regards its purpose, a distinction should be drawn
betueen documentation designed simply for the information of the public and that
intended to serve s o tool of the office: nethods of use differ in the two cases,
Thus, a cord index of trnde marks used for o preliminaty examination by the office,
or even simply for official publication purposcs, must be assembled ::ith an eye to
the demands to be made on it, vhich might not be the same as those mode on a card
index prepared only [or tlie use of the public. The chioracter of the documentation
i1l likewise depend on its purpose, and rlso apon the legislation in force. Thus,
whereas documentation for trade marks ould consist almost exclusively of trade marks
alrcady registered @ ith the otfice, document~iion in respect of patents would con-

sist, not only of patents granted within the territorial jurisdiction of the country

concerned, but also - cspecially under an examination system - of those issued
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abroad, and would have to call upon the vast international fund of scicntific and
technical periodicals (sec document ID/G.42/5), pp. 7 and 8). In assembling such
documentation, linguistic considerations must also be borne in mind (working language
of the office, language of the country concerncd, otc.), and a choice would have to
be made between scveral documentation sources of varying usctulness and employing

different languages.

43. Without even mentioning questions of classification and cost, it is clcar that
the assembling of documentation already raiscs difficult problems for - developing
country. In thet connexion one must be carcful to notice that some of the provisions
of industrial propcr’y legislation could have substantial implications that the
office might not be i o position to mect (kind and scop. of examination, languagos

uscd, etc.) without recoirse to outsidc assistance.

24+ The classifyiag of the documcntation, for whatuver usc it is intended, is of
prime importancc and requires much carc and labour, often at n high luvel of spcciale
ization. The merting's attertion was drawn to the existence of classification
systems that considerably i.ehten this kind of work. Thus, BIRPT has drawn up a plan
for the intermational classification of distinguishing marks. Th¢ international
classificnution of patents worked out by the Council of Europe and already adopted by
many countrics will shertly become a truly universal clessification, cstablished by
an agreement ccencluded under the terms of the Paris Union Convention. A diplomntic
conference will be convened for that purposc, probably in 1970, on the initiative of

BIRPI and the Council of Europc.,

45. As already mentioncd, the assembling of documentation, ¢specially in respect of
patents, raisce many problems. The cost is obviously substantial, despite cxchange
systems put into practice by patent offices, and can be prohibitive for a developing
country., To the cxtent that the office is not in a position tc procure such documcn—
tation, solutions such ns thos. suggestcd in the rcport in document ID/WG.42/10

(pp. 12-13), or rccourse to 4 epecialized body, such as IIB, or clse the creation of
rcgicnal intergovernmental centres, would secm to descrve study (scc paras. 67=69),
vome of thesc solutions, however, would mean that the country resorting to them would
thercby deprive itsclf of the possibilities that the existence of such documentation
in its own territory would open up. The problem must therefore be cxamined carce—
fully, as a whole, particularly as rcgards guarantecs cf utilization and continuity
offered by documentation institutions.
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(b) Staff

46. The recruitment and training of administrative staff for industrial property
offices was dealt with in some reports, especially those contained in documents
ID/WG.42/6 and ID/G.42/10. Trom thc discussions that took place at the meeting
it was aprarent that the training of expericnced staff is a heavy task for such
offices, which sometimes have very limitcd possibilities of recruitment, or must

take cthnic considerations into account (as ir the casc of OAMPI, o regional office).

47. In this domain, training courses carried out, as part of technical assgistance,
in the industrial property offices of the developed countriecs, notably courses run
under the auspices of BIRFI, Are cessential. The mecting included among its recom-
mended measurcs (Recomsendations, (iv) (a), fourth sub-puragraph) an increase in the
rumber of industrial propertv training coursecs, Worcover, although the subsequent
Job assignments of pcrsonnel who hive attended the courses obviously fall within
the exclusive province of their Govermments, it is desirablc that such personnel
should be assigned ic industrial propertv offices, or should not be later withdrawn
from them. Indecd, it would be a pity if the skills acquired through these training

courscs werc not put to full usc in the countries that could benefit from them.

48. Side by side with the organization of training cotrses, or if nccessary as a
replacement for them, the scnding of industrial property cxperts to developing
countries (Hccommend&tions, (iv) (a), fifth sub-paragraph) can help to improve the
training of the office staff or even enablc such training to be carried out on the
spot. If it is neccessary to make a choice betireen these two methods, say for
financial reasons, it ic vorth nouing thal on-the-spot training, undertaken by an
c¢xpert, may for the time being be more effective for the oftice, particularly if
such training is given when the office is sct upy, or at the beginning of its activi-
ties (sece document ID/JC.A2/6, p. 10). Knowledge acquircd by persons attending
ccurses in the industirial property offices of developed countrics sometimes needs to
be rec-cxamined when it is applied in the offices of developing countries, on account,

in particular, of legislative and procedural diffcrences.

49  The meeting discusscd the part played by agents representing applicamts for
patents at the patent office. If they are not actually members of the office staff,
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nlthough their conncxion with the office may come within the framework of government
regulnations (approved patent agents), it is ncvertheless advisable to sec that they
reccive a professional training. On this pvoint, thc particulars given in thce report
by Hr. Palos (Hungery) on the Administraticn and Organization of Industrial Property
Ottices in Centrally Planncd Fconomies (ID/WG.42/9, p. 8) very much interested the

meeting.

(¢) Equipment

50.  The meeting rccommended that material tcchnical assistance should bo given to
developing countrics in cquipping their industrial property offices (Recommendations,
(iv) (n), sixth sub-paragrapt). Tt would scew that assistance of this kind should
cover hoth the traditional office and filing cquipment rcquired for o service such as
an industrial properiy offiecr (sce document ID/JG048/6, PP. 9 and 10), and also help
of o technical kind in the most rationnl usc of modern cquipment, (microfilm, punched
cards, offset publicetions, etc.). The usc of automation (data processing machines
nnd computers, perhaps) can also be envisaged, as one of the participants suggcested,
Lut it necessarily involves, by its nature and cost, a full-timc utilization that
doos not appear feasible at present in industrial propcrty offices in developing
countries, taken individually; it could, however, be considered if groupings on the
regionnl level justify the use of such methods., In any casc, it seems that the

teehnical assistance of experts ia office management would be very useful in all

maticrs to do with cquipment.

(3) Cost of protcction

91, The cost of the protcction of industrial property in a given country appears to
be an important factor from the point of view of forcign enterprises when deciding
whether protection should be sought in that territory. This factor is taken into

consideration e¢specially by big industrial undertakings whosc policy leans towards

sccuring the widest possible territorial protcction.

D2 On this subject the report given in document ID/#G.42/11 contains interesting
information about Latin America, but the statistics supplied did not enablc the meet-
ing to arrive at any conclusion, uxcept that there scemed to be ‘'some connexion be-

twcen high costs and 2 restriction of the volume of applications” (sce the document
mentioned above, pp. 11-15),
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53. The discussions that took place on this point during the mceting showed that
the cost of protection must be reckoned not in absolute but in relative terms,
according to the economic strength of the ccuntry for which protection is requested.
Considcration of thc sizc of the territory conccrned also comcs into play, as may be
seen from studics on systems involving single filing for scvernl countrics, such as
the systems provided Jor in the Libreville Agrcement (OAMPI), the PCT plan and the

Furopean Putent project.

54. Morcover, factcrs othcr thtan thosc of official tax rates and patent agents!?
fees enter into the cnlculation of the recal cost of protection. Yo refer, in parti-
cular, to the intcrnzl expenscs of cnterprises vishing to tnke advantage of such
protection. These expenses arc in proportion te the impertance of the administra-
tive and tcchnicnl tasks (preparation of the application, translations, corrcspond-
ence with the patent office or the patent ngent) involved in the proccdures required
by the office. Thus, a rclatively simple and ropid registration system is much less
burdcnsome for n cnterprisc as regards its internal operation than is an examina-
tion systum. In the light of what issaid irn paragraph 53 1% may be useful for a
devcloping country to take this into account when introducing or amending industrial
property legislation.

B. Thc prctection of industrial property ns part of an
industrialization nolicy

55. The protection of industrinl proporty withir the framcwork of a developing
country's industriclizoticn policy prrticul rly occupicd the ttention of the meete

ing, from whose¢ aiscussion on this subjcct o rumber of points emergcd.

56. The mecting first notod that ~1though the number of applicstions for patents
veried considernbly irom cne country to anothor (Rrazil, 8,178; India, 5,190;

Venczucln, 1,883: United Areb Rcpublic, 724; OAMPI countries, 437; Kenya, 104;
Ghane, 76: cccording to BIRPI statistics, 1967), morc than 75 per cent of thesc,
and cven, in somc cesco, n11 of ther, were of foreign origin. Morcover, although

it is difficult to veriiy the accuracy of this, it sccmed thet the great majority of

these patents were not being workcd in the countries that had issucd them.
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5T. It was also suggested that thcse patents perhaps covered sectors of technology
that were of little or no importance for the industrialization of the countries
granting protection, or else that they might be in rsspect of inventions whose

novelty was open t . questior,

HE. Finally, it was roted that a patent could not be worked withcut possession of

the requisite “kmowu—how" - that is to say, in most cases, without the technological
»ssistance of the owner of the patent - and also that the negotiation of licenses

with the patentee for the working of his patent ran into many difficulties.

(1) Non-working - Remed ios

9. No really satisfictory reason was put forward to explain the contradiction
between the application for protoction and the non-working of the patent issued, The

United Nations report already quoted, on The Role of Patents in ihe Transfer of

s2chnology to Developing Countries (seo, in varticular, chapter V, "foreign patents

~vithout transfer of technology: Importation of patented produ-ts and proccsses®™)
dopted the hypothesis of protection being sought for impertation purposes only.
Indecd, it seems that we may have here the mair reason for the non-werking of a
patent in the territory of : developing country, although it is possible to envisage
oivher considerations: protection with a view to »poss’bile future use, acquired habits,
notendency to szek — even 1f there 1s no need -- the widest possible territorial pro-

tection when this is not tno expensive.

il However, that may be, and Lo the extent that one regards the working of a patent,
for instance within the fra .work c¢f an in ustrialization pli 1, as necessary, two

policies can be fclloweas

(1) The penalize non-working by giving cffect to the various statutory prcvigions
on the subject that arc to be found in all industrial property legislation:
revocation, cc. pulsery licensing. licence of right, confirmation patent.
These possibilities, which are aralysed in detail in the above—mentioned
United Nations report, arc ncverthelcss theoretical, since even if a coun-
try's industrial potential crabled a patent to be worked, its actual working

might still depend on the goodwill of the owner of thc patent in view of
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the neced to the '"know-how" without which the patented technology could not
be put to use (sce document ID/'G.42/10, p. 6 et seq). Moreover, it was
pointed out during the meeting that some of these mcasures, such as the
confirmation patent (see United Wations report, para. 281) had not pro-

duced thc results expected.

(2) To urge the patentee to work his patent, either himslef or by granting a
licence, This mcthod of approach to the problem may not lcad to its
direct solution but secems nevcrtheless to offcr some prospect of making a

solution easier,

61. 1In the light of these considerations the meeting put forward sevcral proposals
designed to cncourage the working of patents in developing countries, basing thesc,

in particular, on suggestions in documents ID/WG.42/7 (pp. 8 and 9) and ID/G.42/9

(p» Y). These steps would be taken with a view to following the progress of patents
thnt had been issucd, in order to ascertain whether they were being worked or not,

and to cncourage their exploitation when the patents were for inventions useful for
the country's cconomy, as, for cxample, thos. rclating to the procussing of raw
materials, This task could be entrusted to a specializod governmental ngency
(industrialization officc) in liaison with the patent office, or could cven be carried
cut by the patent office itself, to the extcnt that it 1s able to take on surh ccono-
mic functions, which lie outside the domain of industrial property. In this conncxion
the mecting noted with interest that BIRPI was conducting an inquiry on national afgen—
cies, governmental or privatc, concerncd wilh promoting the commercialization of in-
ventions., It is obvious, however. thot heforc such an agency can be set up many legal
and technical problems will have to be solved, especially the problem of examining
applications for patcnts from the standpoint of their usefulness for the national

economy.

(2) Examination of palcnts or applications for patents

62, The question of thc cxamination of applications for patents, which is the sub-
ject of document ID/WG.AZ/S, has alrcady bcen mentioned, It was agreed that, for
developing countrics, cxamination is desirablc, but difficult to carry out: diffi-

culties in assembling documentation and keeping it up to datc, problems of recruiting
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and training examiners, On this seacond point the United Nations report (para.303)
is also worth quoting: ~It would be ... wrong to devote some of thoe ... scarce
scientific resources to the building up of patent offices cxamining claims for

potents to the detriment of cthoer uscs for those resources’’,

£.:3. That 18 why it g suggestoed during the m:cting thet this vxanination, which
would be enrried ot with the ngsistance of I'lB, shculd be limited to selocted
~pplicatisns for patcnts intended to be worked in industrial scctors whose develop-
ment was to be encournged (see Jdoeumonts 1D/ C.42/9 and ID/WC.42/4 and the United

N~tions report, pers, ©9),  This cxaminition cculd be made os part of a broader

study of the state of *he art in thosc scotcrs.

4. The mecting did not discuss the proccdure for carrying out such examination at
the national levels Tt did, however, coneider n procedure that would be based on a
registration system ~nd the sclocticn of patents important for the cconomic develop-
ment of the country in question.  The scloecticon would be made by thc “industrializa-
tion office” with the nssistance of IIB. Exrmination of the patents for novelty

would be eompulsory before the negotintion of liccnees or boforce any lcugal procecd-
ings. On the international level there could be no question as tc¢ the usefulness of

system such as the PCT plan (sce para. 30), to which develnping countrics could

ndhoere.

(3) Liccnces and know=hoir

——

£5. Hhen 2 patent of forcign origin was capablc of becing worked, it scemed that

developing countries cxperienced difficulties, uspecially in regard t» dur~ntiocn and
fees, in obtaining thc licence ana know-how from the owner of the pntcnt.l/ One of
the participants reveoled, mori~ver, that the transfer -f know-how raiscd problems
with regard to the scerccy tc be obscerved by the rccipient, which was often of longer

duration than the pat nt licence agrocment,

i/ On this subjcet sce Report of the United Nations Conference on the Development of
Petrochemical Industries in Devoloping Countries, Teheran 1964 (ST/TAO/SER,C/83,

pp. 117 et seq).
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66. This question, several features of which are discussed in the United Nations

report (see, in particular, chapter IV: Production of Patented Products and Use of

Patented Processes within the Developing Conntrv) was not examined as a whole by the

meeting, but some suggestions were made, particularly with regard to the preparation
of a guide-book on licensing ojreements, and to the establishmernt of a technology
bank (Recommendations, (1v) (&), second sub-parcgraph, aud (1v) (¢))s The technology
bank project will be considered below (para. 70). The meeting also drew attention

to the extreme importance, for developing countries, of having access 1o know--how,

whether or not the technology in Jquestion was legally protected.

C. Technical assistance to developing countries wi.hin the framework
of regional or international co-oper-tion - establishment
of specinlized international agencles

67. The meeting agreed that the technical assistance that might be placed at the
disposal of developing countries for the purpose of promoting thelr industrialization
policies, especially in respect cf the matters discussed 1. paras. 95 to 66 (remedies
for the ron-working of patents of foreign origin, examination of patents and patent
applications, licences and know=-how), could not be really effective unless 1t was
carried out within the framework of regional and international co-operation, and
through the medium of specialized international agencies (Conclusions, points (iii)

and (v)).

6, Thus it was emphasized that, if the traditionzl tasks of a patent office could
be combined with new tasks of an cconomic Jhasacter designed to enable the patent
office to zct as an "industrinli~otion office®, 1t would be desirable for such an
agency to be established on a repionel basise. Although the problem nf establishing
regional offices wag differeat for countries already possessing an industrial
property office, those countries could nevertheless consider setting up a single
filing system for patent applications by the method of creating regional industrial
property centres. !Intil such centres could he created, 1t would be well to "take
all necessary measures to assist existing or future regional offices, for evample

OAMPI on an oxperimental basis'. (Recommendations, (iv) (b))




.t

ID/WG.42/16
Page 25

6C. The technical cssistance that IIB can offer to developing countrics, as regards
both novelty examination of patents and patent applications and cxamination of the
state of the art in particular industrial sccters, and alse with regard to the
training of c¢xaminers, would be mere ¢ffcective if it took the form of co-operation
with a numbor of countrics grouped in o regional erganization, or of cellaboraticn

with n specinlized internnticnnl ogency such ns 1 technnlogy bank.

70.  The mecting welcomed the UNIDO project to sct up, in co-operation with the
International Assccinticn for the Protcetion of Industrial Property (AIPPI), an
intcrnational agency that wonld facilitatce the usce of patented technology in develop-
ing countrics by toking respensibility for licence fees, subicet t¢ ~ nominal charge
to be paid by the licensce.  This agincy would also catnlogue patents not being
worked and n~t pretccted in developing countrics, so as to place the tuchnology they
contain at the disposal of these countrics b means of "guarantce certificates"
granted by thc internaticnal agency for the working of the patent in these ccuntries,

on the basis of confirmation or imprrtation patents,

71. The mecting supported the continuation of the study on the project for a teche
nology bank (Rccommendoti ns, (iv) (c)), which could also be responsitle for drawing
up licence agreements in developing countrics.  Some participants, however, had

rcescrvations about the propescd "guorantee certificates® system, which, by creating

2 new document of title, would give rise t- weighty legnl problems.

72. The meceting nlsc cxpress.d great intercst in the suggustions put forward by
some of the participonts rogarding the transfer of tuchnolégy to the developing
countries. These suggestions (sco annex 2 °f this report) should be studied in de-
tail in erder to ~scertain the very important implications they may have in various
domains, especially the lcgnl demain, as regards beth industrial propcrty law and the

compctent intcrnatiena)l organizations.

73, On several occesicns the mecting showed its full awarcness that these variocus
proposals and pessibilitics raiscd many problems, particularly in the arca of finance,
but it considercd th t the spirit of understanding which had permeated all the dis-

cussions gave grounds for hope that satisfactcry solutions would be found.
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ANNEX 1

OPENING ADDRESS
BY MR. I.H. ABDEL-RAHMAN, I'XIXUTIVE DIRECTOR OF UNIDO

It gives me great pleasure to welcome you tn this Meeting on the Organization

and Administration of Industrial Property Offices in developing countries.

The subject matter is well known to you, having had long years of valuable
experiences in this field of operation, as public officers, concerned directly with

patent offices.

The patent office is one of the ipnstruments which could contribute to industrial
development 1n the developing countries. This is why UNIDO is devoting special
attention to this subject and is trying with your help to define ways and means

through which its limited resources can be most effective towards this end.

There is enough evidence that patents systems have had a favourable effect on
industrial1zation by encouraging research or invention, and irducing inventors to
register their new solutions of technical problems thereby putting them in the stream

of active development.

The patents system is also considered to constitute an inducement to invest in
new productions and the protection of inventions is considered one of the elements to

establish a favourable investment climate.

In many developing countries the pater.s law and patent office structure have

been established relatively a long time age.

With the cconomi~ =nd social changes occuring in these countries there is a

definite need for modernizing the system and updating both patent law and office.

Some developing countries have devoted some attention to the organization of
patent offices, their staffing, training of personnel and supplying with adequate

resources. Others have still to make a start.
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This meeting will be devoted to discussing various organizations of patent
offices and recommending the most suitable of them to developing countries, together

with the requirements to ostablish and administer and appropriate patent system.

In the organization of this meeting NIDO is hap,.s to have the benefit of the

long standing erperience of BIRPI and its co-operation.

I should alsc like to thank the experts who prepared discussion papers and
are giving their time to collaborate with UNITDO in developing activities in this

field for the benefit of the developing countries.

UNIDO is at an early stage in the development of its programme in the field of
industrial legislation, patents and licensing. We are aware of the vastness of the
task. T hope that this is the beginning ~f a programme of fruitful co-operation
with yourselves and your organizations. May I again extend to all of you my best

wishes for success in your deliberations and an agreeable stay in Vienna.

- B 4
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ANNEX 2
FINAL RECOMMENDATIONS OF MR. S. VEDARAMAN
1, An immediate review by UNIDO of thc measurcs takoen on the part of developed

Te

9-

- countries to encourage and assist thc holders of patents and non-patcnted

technclogy to facilitate the transfer to develeping countrics of tcchnology

both patented ~nd ncn=-patented including ncw tcchneology at rcasnnable cost or

UNIDO shouid frcilitnte outright purchascs by devcloping countrics of aAppropri-
ate tcchnology (both patented and non—patcntcd),

UNIDO should immedintely sct up Regional Tcehnological transfer centres,

UNIDO to facilitnte exploitation of patcnts should draw up modcl agrcements for

transfer of tcchnology both patented and know-how or unpatcnted tcchnology .

UNIDO shruld ncquire the 1atest tcchnology in such critical arcas of social
and ¢conomic importoncce as feod and agriculture and transfer it to developing

countirics,

UNIDO sheuld develop the association of industrial property cxperts (scicn=-
tists and tcchnologists) ~f the developing countries from the carliest stages
in thc process of transfcr of technology so that thc technology is absarbed

within thc¢ indigenous rescarch and development of the country concerncd.

This meceting shculd form right now o permanent sub-committce of some cxperts
tc¢ finnlisc ~ppropricte instituticnal arrangements in connexion with these

agpcects of the tr~nsfer of tcchnelogys

The Secrctary-Ceneral >f the UN has reachcd the conclusion that none of the
oxisting budius is soxclusively goarcd™ to the particular issuc of the transfer
of opcrative techni legy te developing countrics nnd hence my suggestion to form

such a body undoi UNIDC immedintely.

UNIDO should pursunde the doveloped ccuntrics to cncourage the transfer of
knowlcdge nnd tcchnolegy to {eveloping ccuntrics by permitting the usc cf indus-
trial patents on the best possible terms which will enablc products manufactured
in dcveloping countrics to compete cffectively in world markcts.

-




10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

ID/WG.42/16
Page 29

UNIDO should also promote the climination of restricitive trade practices relat-—
ing to market distribution and price fixing which are imposed by enterprises in
developed countrics in granting licences for the use of patents and trade marks

in developing countrics.

UNIDO should provide guidance to industrial entrepreneurs in doveloped countries,
investment opportunities on the expert industrics of the developing countries
and femilicrize them with the necds of patented know-how of the particular

developing countrics.

UNIDO must have a scparate scction offering technical training in industrial
property mattcrs to persons in the industrial property officcs of developing

countrics.

UNIDO must have a scparate section dealing with the modernization of patent
offices by providing mochanical equipment, such as a computer, microfilming
machines, technical documentaticn te be collected and spread over the various

regions of the world.

UNIDO should survey the expired patents and make a 1igt of the most outstanding
ones and try to gct the know-how and publish a gazette informing thom of the

availability to all developing countries.

We are aware somc of the above recommendations arc well within the purview of
UNIDO. However, these may bc passed on to the concerned people as all the

delegates feel that all lle cbhuve itoms arc cssontial,
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ANNEX )} TR

PROCRAMME OF THE MEFTING

Monday, 6 October

10 a.m.

11 a.m,

2.30 p.m.

Tuesday, 1

Registration

Cponing address

Election of officers
Adoption of thc agenda

Menagcement of industrial
property offices

October

9-30 ol 1: 1Y

2-30 p.m.

Administration of industrial
property offices as an
elemcnt of the investment
climatc

Working of protccted inven-
tions in the country as an
ingtrument of industrial
development

‘Conferencc Room 709

Mr. I. H. Abdel-Rahman
Executive Director

Introduced by:

Mr. J. J. Lennon, Controller
of Patcnts, Designs and

Tradc Marks (ret.), Consultant
ard Hearing Officcr, Patcnis
Office, Dublin, Ircland,

Introduced by:
Mrs. H. Sansé,
Patent Office,
Venezucla,

Legal Adviser,
Caracas,

Introduced by:

Mr. M. A. Rizk, Director of the
Patents, Industrial Designs and
Modcls Registration Office,
Cairo, Unitcd Arab Republice




Hodnosday,

8 October

Modern office systoms in the
administration of industrial
property offices

Novelty cxamination of

UNIDO reception

Experiencc of the regicnal
industrial property office
at Yaoundé (OAMPI)

Administration ond organi-
zation of incustrial property
offices in centrally plannecd

Technical ossistance as a
moans of improving the ad-
ministration of industrial
_property ottices

9.30 a.m.
2.30 p.m.
inventions
6 PeBe
Tharaday, 9 October
9.30 a.m,
2.30 p.m.
economics
Friday, 10 October
9030 a.m.

Discussion of draft report
including conclusions and
recommendations
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Introduced by:

 Mr. G. H. Thaler, President,

Austrian Patent Office,
Vienna, Austria

Introduced by:

Mr. J. L. Comtc, Federal Office
of Industrial Property, Berne,
Switzcrland.

and

Mr. G. Finniss, Dircctor General,
International Patcent Institute,
Tre Hague, Netherlands,

Introducced by:
Mr. D. Ekani, Director of
OAMPI

Introduced by:

Mr. . PAloe, Legal Adviser,
National Office for Inventions,
Budapest, Hungary.

Introduced by:

Mr. S. Vedaraman, Controller—
General of Patents, Designs
and Trode Marks, Bombey, Indiae

e adegk 0 e
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ANNEX 4

LIST OF DOCUMENTS PRFPARED FOR THE MEETING

I. Information Papers

Plan of mecting ID/WG.42/1
Provisional agenda and work schodule ID/WG.42/2/Rov.1
Provisional 1list of participants ID/WG.42/12

List of documents ID/WG.42/13
Programme 1D/WG.42/14

II, 1Issuc Iapers

Modern systems in the administration

of industrial property offices 1D/WG.42/3
The Internaticnnl Patent Institute and

the developing cruntries ID/WG.42/4
Novelty examination of inventions . ID/WG.42/5

Exporicnce of & rcgicnal industrial
property offic. ID/WG.42/6

Management of industrizl property
offices: Irish Potents Office ~ ID/WG.42/7

Working of inventions in the country
as an instrumcnt of industrial

development ID/HG.AZ/B

Administration and crganization of
industrial property offices in centrally
planncd cconomics " o 1D/WG.42/9

Technical nssistonce ns o means of
improving the administration of
industrinl preperty offices ID/HG.42/10

Industrinl property officcs as an
element of the investment climate ' ID/WG.42/11
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LIST OF PARTICIPANTS
. .... .. ) j?...\ . i B f..:‘
Exports
Mr. Jean-Louis Comtc. . : C s e e

Chief cf Scetion I.,a and President of o Patents Section,
Federal Office of Industrial Property,
Bernec, Switzerland.

Mr. Denis "kani

Director ~f the African und Malogasy Industrial Property Offico,
Yaoundé, Camcroon.

Mr., Guillaumc M™Mnniss . e

Dirvector-Genernl, N
The Internationnl Patent Institute, b R
The Hague, Netherlands. ' o : T—

Mr., Philippe Cuérin co
Legal Advis.r, ~ttnched to the Diroctorate of the o
National Instiiutc of Industrial Property,

Paris, France,

Mr. John Joscph Lennon

Consultant ~nd Hcnring Officer, Patents Offioce, : .
Dublin, Ircleond. | e e

Mr, Goorge Pélos o
Legal Advi.cr, ot
Fatioual Ofiice tom inventions, o
Budapest, Hungonry.

Mr, Mohamed Abdclmonem Rizk s
Director of Registration Office (Patents, Industrial .

Designs and Modcls Controllate), e
Gizeh, United Arab Republic.

Mrs. Hildegard Rondén de Sansd
Legal Adviscr in the Patent Office, : -
Caracns, Veneusuela, - S EEa
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III.

lHr, Gottfricd Honne Thaler

President of the Lustrian - atent Offioce,

Vienna, Austri-

Mr, Subram~ni-n V-d~raman

Bombny, Indin

. s s e

International o:ponizations

Internation:] issocintion for the Protcction of Industrial Property (AIPPI):
Er. Pritz Schénherr, Txecutive Vice—President of the Austrian National
Group, Vicnne, lustria,

Intcrnationnl Itent Institute (IIB): Mr. Robert 'eber, Chief of Division,
The Hapgue, Nctherlands,

Obsorvegg

Austria:

Bulgaria:

China:

Federal Rebpublic

of Germany:

Ghana:

Holx Sce:

Honduras:

Italy:

Ivogg
Coast:

l'r, Kurt Springer, Austrian Patent (ffice, Vienna, Austiria,
Yr. Thomas Lorcnz, Austrian Patent Office, Vienna, Austria,

¥r, Dimo Kamburov, ‘'irst Secretary and alternate represen-
tative to UNIDC, Vienna.

Mr, Kuc-Chu Tch, Tcchniecal Counsellor for Rconomic Affairs,
Permanent Mission to the 'nited Nations at Geneva.
Mr. Ulrich C. Hallmann, Administrative Adviser in the

German Patent Office, Munich,

Mr. Hopefield Kofi Yomckpe, Consul-General of Ghana in
Switzerland, Geneva.

Mongignor Giovanni Moretti, Vatican City
Mr. Fwald Kloser, Consul of Honduras, Vienna.
Mr. Giorgio Ranzi, Director-General, Ministry of Industry,

Rome,

Yr. Amoakon~-Edjampan Thiémélé, Counsellor of the Permanent
Mission in Geneva.



Liberia:

Poland:

Portugal:
Republic_of

Korea:

Romania:

Sgain:

Sweden:

Thailands

Togo:
Tunisia:

Union of
Soviet Socialist

Republics:
——v—

United States
of Americas
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Mr. Henry B. PaaSewe, Archivist, Department of State,
Monrovia.

Mr. Bogdan Janicki, Chief of Section for Co-operation with
Foreign Countrics in the Polish Patent Office, Warsaw,

Mr, Tadeusz Jarno, Deputy President of the Polish Patent
Office, Warsaw,

Mr. Jorge Vanzeller Garin, Lisbon.

Mr. Dong Kyu Park, Third Secretary, Korean Embassy in

~Austrian

Mr. Constantin Virgil Negnita, Expert in the National
Council for Scientific Research, Bucharest.

Mr. Erncsto Rda Bonito, Chief of Section, Spanish Indus-
trial Property Office, Madrid.

Mr, Cla¥s Uggla, Chairman, Board of Appeals, Royal Patent
Office, Stockholm.

Mr. Sakdichai Bamrungphong, alternatc representative to
UNIDO, Royal Thai Tmbassy, Vienna,

Mr. Montri Jalichandra, Third Secretary, Royal Thai Embassy,
Vienna.

Mr. R. K. A. Claude Johnsorn, Chief of the Industrial Property
Division, Ministry of Industry, Lome.

Mr. Hassouna Ben Ali, Director of the Ministry of Industry
and Commerce, Tunis.

Mr. Ilyin, Dcputy Chief of Department, State Committee on
Inventions and DNiscoveries.

Mr. Martin Hartmann, Office of Intcrnational Patent and
Trademarks Affairs, U.S. Patent Office, Weshington.
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IV. Secretariat

Urited Nations Industrial Development Organization:

Mr. Azmi A. Afifi,

Acting Director, Industirial Services and Institutions Division

Mr. Vliadimir Dolezil,

Industrial Development Officer, Industrial Services and Institutions Division

United International Bureaux for the Protection of Intellectual Propertx:

Mr. Joseph Voyame,

Vice~Direcctor

Mr. Klaus Pfanner,
Head of the Industrial Property Division









