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INTRODUCTION TO WIPO: 

DEVELOPMENT OF THE INTERNATIONAL LEGAL 

FRAMEWORK  

MAJOR INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY ECONOMIC 

STUDIES 

 



WIPO MISSION: To lead the development of a 

balanced and effective international 

intellectual property (IP) system that 

enables innovation and creativity for the 

benefit of all. 

 

MEMBER STATES: 189  

OBSERVERS: more than 390 

(NGOs, IGOs, industry groups, etc.) 

STAFF: more than 1. 300  

ADMINISTERED TREATIES: 26  

MAIN BODIES: General Assembly, 

WIPO Coordination Committee, WIPO 

Conference 
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WIPO IS SERVICE AND DEVELOPMENT 

ORIENTED 

Economic Development  

Norm 

Setting 

Services to 

Industry 

Global 

Infrastructure 



NORM SETTING  

MAJOR LEGAL DEVELOPMENTS  

RECENT DEVELOPMENTS  

Geneva Act of the Lisbon Agreement on Appellations of Origin and Geographical 

Indications (adopted on May 20, 2015) 

Marrakesh Treaty to Facilitate Access to Published Works for Persons Who are 

Blind, Visually Impaired or Otherwise Print Disabled (adopted on June 27, 2014 and 

in force since September 30, 2016)  

Beijing Treaty on Audiovisual Performances (adopted on June 24, 2012)  

 
ONGOING PROCESSES  

Development of a Design Law Treaty  

Development of a WIPO Treaty on the Protection of Broadcasting Organisations 

Ongoing work in the Intergovernmental Committee on Genetics Resources and 

Traditional Knowledge and Traditional Culture expressions  



MARRAKESH TREATY  

WIPO Director General  

Dr. Francis Gurry  & Mr. Stevie 

Wonder  

Marrakesh 
Treaty 

• Its main goal is to create a set of 
mandatory limitations for the 
benefit of the blind, visually 
impaired, and otherwise print 
disabled, and to permit 
exchange of these works across 
borders by organizations that 
serve those beneficiaries. 



Norm Setting 

International IP laws 



NORM SETTING PROCESSES  

PATENTS 

 

COPYRIGHT & RELATED RIGHTS 

 

TRADEMARKS, DESIGNS & GEOGRAPHICAL INDICATIONS 

 

AIM :  

• Build consensus on topical issues 

• Take into account interests of all stakeholders for a   balanced, 

reliable, efficient, user-friendly, cost-effective system. 

 

 

N.B.  Enforcement issues are discussed within the Advisory Committee on 

Enforcement (ACE) 

 

 

 

 



Patent Law 

Standing Committee (SCP): 

• Patent quality 

• Exceptions & Limitations  

• Patents & health 

• Client-patent attorney privilege 

• Technology transfer 

 

Working Group on PCT: 

• PCT Reforms 



Laws for Trademarks, Designs, 

Geographical Indications  

Standing Committee (SCT): 

•Design Law Treaty 

•Protection of country names 

•Domain names 

•Geographical indications 

 

WG Group on Madrid System: 

•Madrid Reforms 
WG Group on Hague System: 

•HagueReforms 



• Revision of the Lisbon Agreement  

(adoption of the Geneva Act (May 2015) 

• WG on the Lisbon System 

Laws for Appellations of Origin and 

Geographical Indications  



Standing Committee (SCCR): 

• Protection of broadcasting 

organizations 

• Limitations and exceptions 

for: 

• Libraries, archives 

• Educational and research 

institutions  

Copyright  

Law 



WIPO’S PRESENCE AROUND THE WORLD  

Geneva HQ 
Japan China 

Singapore 

Brazil 

USA 

Russia 

WIPO Offices 



WIPO 
Arbitration 

and 
Mediation 

Center 

Hague 
System 

(Industrial 
Designs) 

Madrid 
System 

(Trademarks) 

Patent 
Cooperation 

Treaty 
(Patents) 

WIPO: PROVIDER OF PREMIER GLOBAL IP 

SERVICES 



WIPO’S BUDGET 2016 - 2017:  

756,3 Million CHF  

 

 
5% 

77% 

17% 

1% 0% 

BUDGET BY INCOME 

Contributions from
Member States

PCT

Madrid System

Hague System

Other



Repositories 
of Information 

• Databases e.g. Patentscope and 
Global Brand Database 

Platforms 

• Common platform for e-data 
exchange among IPOs: IPAS, DAS 

• Other platforms: WIPO GREEN and 
WIPO Re:Search 

Treatment of 
Information 

• International Classification Systems 
(Organize into indexed, manageable 
structures for easy retrieval) 

• Standards for IP Offices (Help 
streamline data processing) 

Global IP 

Infrastructure 



MAJOR ECONOMIC STUDIES ON IP 

WIPO Unit  – THE ECONOMICS AND STATISTICS DIVISION – 
Reflects the Growing Consensus on the importance of the Economic 

Dimension of IP.  

 

The Division applies statistic and economic 
analysis to the use of WIPO services. 

This  structure also improves WIPO 
economic insight on IP Development.  



 

The PCT Yearly Review provides an overview of 

the performance and development of the PCT 

system: http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/statistics/pct/ 

 

Madrid Yearly Review:  http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en 

 

Hague Yearly Review:  http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/ 

 

The WIPO IP Facts and Figures provides an 

overview of IP activity based on the latest available 

year of statistics. It serves as a quick reference 

guide for statistics:  http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/ 

 

World Intellectual Property Indicators (WIPI) 

provides an overview of latest trends in IP filings 

and registrations covering more than 100 offices: 
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/wipi/index.html 

 

WIPO IP Statistics Data Center 
http://ipstatsdb.wipo.org/ipstatv2/ipstats/patentsSearch 

 

Estonia Country Profile 
http://www.wipo.int/directory/en/details.jsp?country_code=E  
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World Intellectual Property Report (2015): 

Breakthrough Innovation and Economic Growth 

WIPO’s latest report explores the role of IP at 

the nexus of innovation and economic growth, 

focusing on the impact of breakthrough 

innovations 

 

World IP report 2015 focuses  on breakthrough 

innovation, and how to translate them into 

economic growth, with a specific focus on the 

role of IP in this regard. The report has several 

case studies on 6 different technologies, 3 of 

them traditional: airplanes, antibiotics, and 

semi-conductors, and 3 of them more current 

like 3D printing, nanotechnology, and robotics.  

 

It considers the future outlook for innovation-

driven growth  



THE GLOBAL INNOVATION INDEX 2016  

Annual publication that provides the latest trends in 

innovation activities across the world. 

 

Recognition of the key role of innovation as a driver of 

economic growth and well-being  

 

Multi stakeholder effort  co-published by INSEAD, 

Cornell Univ. and WIPO 

 

Its results are useful:  

 

To study countries profiles over time  

 

Identify countries strengths and weaknesses 

 

It is a tool for action for decision makers with the goal of 

improving countries’ innovation performances.  

 

 



THE GLOBAL INNOVATION INDEX 





GII 2016 RANKINGS, GLOBAL CONTEXT 

Switzerland 1 

Sweden 2 

United Kingdom 3 

USA 4 

Finland 5 

Singapore 6 

Denmark 8 

Germany  10 

Estonia 24 

China 25 

Czech Republic 27 

Slovenia 32  

Hungary 33 

Latvia 34 

Lithuania 36 

Turkey 42 

Russian Federation 43 

Chile  44 

Croatia  47 

Romania  48 

South Africa 54 

Ukraine 56 

Mexico 61 

Georgia 64 

Brazil 69 

Morocco  72 

Kazakhstan 75 



GII 2016 RANKINGS, EUROPEAN CONTEXT 

Switzerland 1 Slovakia 37 

Sweden 2 Bulgaria 38 

United Kingdom 3 Poland 39 

Finland 5 Greece 40 

Netherlands 9 Turkey 42 

Germany 10 Rep. of Moldova 46 

France 18 Croatia 47 

Estonia 24 Romania 48 

Czech Republic 27 TFYR Macedonia 58 

Spain 28 Armenia 60 

Italy 29 Georgia 64 

Slovenia 32 Serbia 65 

Hungary 33 Belarus 79 

Latvia 34 Bosnia and Herzegovina 87 

Lithuania 36 Albania 92 



ESTONIA’S STRENGTHS   

THE GLOBAL INNOVATION INDEX 2016 

Estonia is ranked in the top 10 countries for the innovation efficiency ratio  

 

RANK 6  

 

The Innovation Efficiency Ration is the ratio of the Output Sub-Index over 

the Input Sub-Index  

 

It is an important indicator of Estonia’s high position as it assesses the 

effectiveness of innovation systems and policies     

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



ESTONIA’S STRENGTHS   

THE GLOBAL INNOVATION INDEX 2016 

 

INFRASTRUCTURE 14TH  

 
Infrastructure: e.g. ICT use, Government online service  

 

Ecological sustainability: e.g. Environmental performance, ISO 14001 environmental certificates/bn 

PPP$ GDP  

 

 

KNOWLEDGE AND TECHNOLOGY OUTPUTS  18TH  

 
Knowledge Creation: e.g. Scientific & Technical articles/bn PPP and PCT patents applications/bn 

PPP$ GDP  

 

Knowledge impact : New Business/th pop. 25-64 and ISO 9001 quality certificates/bn PPP$ GDP  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



THE GLOBAL INNOVATION INDEX 2016 

SOME DEFINITIONS  

Knowledge impact 1st  

 

 Growth rate of GDP per person engaged  

 

 New business density – Number of new firms, defined as firms registered in 

the current year of reporting, per thousand population aged 15-64 years old.  

 

 Total computer software spending  

 

 ISO 9001 quality certificates – It sets out the criteria for a quality 

management system and is the only standard in the family that can be 

certified to  

 

 High-tech and medium high-tech output 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



THE GLOBAL INNOVATION INDEX 2016 

ROOM FOR IMPROVEMENT  

MARKET SOPHISTICATION  

 
Investment: e.g. Market capitalization, % GDP, Ease of protecting minority investors  

Trade, competition & market scale: Total value of stocks traded, % GDP  

 

 

BUSINESS SOPHISTICATION  

 
Knowledge absorption : e.g. Intellectual Property payments, % total trade  

 

 

 

KNOWLEDGE & TECHNOLOGY OUTPUTS  

 
Knowledge diffusion : e.g. Intellectual Property receipts, % total trade  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



INTERNATIONAL APPLICATIONS VIA WIPO 

ADMINISTERED TREATIES  

2011 2012 2013 2014

PCT 35 34 21 33

MADRID 62 79 82 82

HAGUE 1 0 1 5
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* The data with regard to the IP filing in 2015 will be available in Dec. 2016  



PATENT APPLICATION BY TOP FIELDS OF 

TECHNOLOGY  

49% 

4% 

4% 
5% 

5% 

5% 

5% 

5% 

5% 

6% 
7% 

Others

Electrical machinery, apparatus,
energy
Digital communication

Civil engineering

Chemical engineering

Pharmaceuticals

Basic materials chemistry

Computer technology

Measurement

Medical technology

Biotechnology



PUBLISHED PCT APPLICATIONS BY ESTONIAN 
UNIVERSITIES* 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
* University and PRO patents are not automatically identified in patent data – that keyword searches need to be applied, with potential institutions missed 

 



FOLLOW US 

 

 

Twitter @ wipo 

 

WIPO Magazine  

 www.wipo.int/wipo_magazine/en/ 

 

WIPO WIRE  

 www.wipo.int/newsletters/en 

 

PRESS RELEASES  

 www.wipo.int/pressroom/en/  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Thank you for your attention 
 

Ms. Virag Halgand  

 
 

virag.halgand@wipo.int 

 

 

 

 



OVERVIEW OF THE MADRID SYSTEM  

AND THE HAGUE SYSTEM  
 

Speaker:  Mr. Diego Carrasco Pradas, Deputy Director, 

Legal Division, Madrid Registry, Brands and 

Design Sector, WIPO  

    

E-mail:    Diego.Carrasco@wipo.int  

Tallinn, Estonia 

November 2, 2016 

mailto:Diego.Carrasco@wipo.int


TRADEMARKS, PATENTS AND DESIGNS 

A patent protects a practical solution to a technical problem.  A patent can 

only be granted for an invention 

 

 

A design applies to the shape and outward appearance of an article or part 

of a product, for example the shape of a toothbrush, car, ship, telephone or 

piece of furniture 

 

 

 A trademark is a sign used by the owner on his products to distinguish 

these from the products of other enterprises 

 

 



3 IP RIGHTS  - ONE PRODUCT 

Patent – the technical solution 

 

 

 

 

Design – the shape 

 

 

 

Trademark – the name of the product 

“IPAD” 

 



WHAT IS A TRADEMARK? 

A trademark is a symbol distinguishing your goods or services from those of 

others  

 

 

A trademark can consist of all kinds of symbols  

 

Graphic representation of the mark 

 

 
A trademark can consist of words and combinations of words (for instance, 

slogans), names, logos, figures and images, letters, numbers, sounds and 

moving images, or a combination of these 

 

 



IT BEGINS WITH A TRADEMARK AND A 

PLAN TO EXPORT… 



PROTECTION OPTIONS 

…Then a choice must be made regarding the best way to protect your 

trademark/s abroad: 

 

 

 

The national route - file trademark application/s with the IP Office of each country in 

which you want protection 

 

The regional route - apply through a regional trademark registration system with effect in 

all member states (ARIPO, Benelux Office for IP, OHIM and OAPI) 

 

The international route - file through the Madrid System 

 

 



WHAT IS THE MADRID SYSTEM? 

A system for international registration of trademarks 

 

A centralized filing and management procedure 

 

It is convenient: 

 

A one-stop shop for trademark holders to obtain and maintain trademark protection in 

export markets 

File one application, in one language and pay one set of fees for protection in multiple 

markets 

 

It is cost-effective:  

 

One international application is equivalent to a bundle of national applications, effectively 

saving time and money 

 

Avoid paying for translations into multiple languages or working through the 

administrative procedures of multiple IP Offices 

 



THE MADRID SYSTEM OFFERS BROAD 

COVERAGE 

Protect your trademark/s simultaneously in the 113 countries covered by the 97 

members of the System 

 

Recent accessions: 

 

 2012: Colombia, Mexico, New Zealand and Philippines 

 2013: India, Rwanda and Tunisia 

 2014:  OAPI and Zimbabwe 

 2015: Cambodia: Algeria, The Gambia, Lao PDR 

 

Future accessions: 

 

ASEAN countries 

Latin America and Caribbean countries 

African countries 

Arabic region 

 



THE MADRID SYSTEM  CONVENIENT 

 

 

 

Access a centralized filing and management procedure 

 

File one application, in one language and pay one set of fees for protection 

in multiple markets 

 

Expand protection to new markets as your business strategy evolves 

 



THE MADRID SYSTEM  COST-EFFECTIVE 

 

 

 

 

File an international application, which is the equivalent of a bundle of national 

applications, effectively saving time and money 

 

Avoid paying for translations into multiple languages or working through the 

administrative procedures of multiple IP Offices 



 

42 Protocol only (including EU and OAPI) 

55 Agreement and Protocol 

97 Members covering 113 countries 

MEMBERS OF THE MADRID SYSTEM 



… MORE THAN 1.25 MILLION 

INTERNATIONAL REGISTRATIONS 

■ This LONGINES mark is the oldest 

trademark still in effect  

 

■ Originally registered in Switzerland in 

1889, then internationally in 1893 

■ MICROMAX is international trademark 

registration 1.25 million 

 

■ Originally registered in India in 2011, then 

internationally in 2014 



KEY FEATURES OF THE MADRID SYSTEM 

One registration covering multiple territories  

Fixed time limit for refusal – 12 or 18 months 

WIPO examines only for formalities 

Expand protection to new export markets (subsequent designations) 

Tailor the list of goods and services for the different markets 

Centralized management of portfolio 

Dependency and transformation 

 

 

 

 



HOW THE MADRID SYSTEM WORKS 

The International Trademark Registration Process 

 



STAGE 1 

Application through your National or Regional IP Office (Office of origin) 

 

To be entitled to use the Madrid System, you must: 

 

Have a real and effective industrial or commercial establishment in, or 

Be domiciled in, or 

Be a national of a member of the Madrid System 

 

Before filing an international application, you need to have registered or filed 

an application (basic mark) in your Office of origin 

 

Submit an international application through this same IP Office, which will 

certify and forward it to WIPO 

 

 



STAGE 2 

Formal examination by WIPO 

 

WIPO conducts a formalities examination of your international application 

 

Once approved, the mark is recorded in the International Register  

 

WIPO sends a certificate of international registration and notifies the IP 

Offices, of the designated Contracting Parties, in which protection is sought 

 

The scope of protection is not known at this stage. It is only determined after 

substantive examination and decision by the IP Offices, as outlined in Stage 

3 



STAGE 3 

Substantive examination by IP Offices (Office of the designated 

Contracting Party) 

 

IP Offices make a decision within 12 or 18 months in accordance with their 

legislation. WIPO records the decisions and notifies you 

 

If an IP Office refuses to protect your mark, it will not affect the decisions of 

other offices. You can contest a refusal decision before the IP Office concerned 

 

If an IP Office accepts to protect your mark, it will issue statement of grant of 

protection 

 

The international registration is valid for 10 years. Renew directly with WIPO 

with effect in the designated Contracting Parties 

 



COSTS 

Fees are payable to WIPO in Swiss francs 

 
Basic fee*, which includes 3 classes of goods/services 

 
653 Swiss francs - b/w reproduction of mark 

903 Swiss francs - color reproduction of mark 

 

Fees for designating Contracting Parties (dCP) 

 
Standard fees - complementary (100 Swiss francs per dCP and supplementary (100 
Swiss francs per class beyond 3) 

   OR 

Individual fees where this is declared  
 

* Applicants from Least Developed Countries 

   benefit from a 90% reduction in the basic fee 

http://www.unohrlls.org/about-ldcs/


TIMELINE  

The International Trademark Registration Process 

Basic 

application 

or 

registration 

Maintenance:

Renewal 

every 10 

years 

Date of 

International 

Registration 

Substantive 

examination 

IRN 

Certificate 

Recorded at 

WIPO and 

communicated 

Office of 

Origin 

WIPO Designated 

Office 

Decision of 

designated 

Office: Grant or 

Refusal 

Time limit for 

provisional 

refusal 

12 or 18 months 2 months 2 – 3 months 

10 years 



51,938 International Registrations 

Average Number of Designations 6,75 

Average Number of Classes 2,49 

Average Fee 3,102 CHF 

All Fees 70% < 3,000 CHF 

GENERAL PROFILE 2015 



SEARCH 
 

ROMARIN – database of international 

registrations 
 

Member Procedures  
 

Global Brand Database – search marks by 

text and image from national/international 

sources, including trademarks, appellations of 

origin and official emblems (over 24,000,000 

records) 

FILE 
 

Forms and E-Forms 
 

Madrid Goods & Services Manager – correct 

good & service specifications and translation  
 

International Application Simulator  
 

Fee Calculator 
 

E-Payment – online payment system by credit 

card/WIPO current account 

MONITOR 
 

Madrid Real-Time Status of international 

applications and progress of requests being 

processed by WIPO 
 

Madrid Electronic Alert monitor changes to 

international registrations (third party tool) 

MANAGE 
 

Madrid Portfolio Manager access  registration 

documents, uploading of requests for recording, 

payments  
 

Forms and E-Forms – E-Subsequent 

Designation and E-Renewal 
 

 

Extracts from the International Register 

WIPO RESOURCES AND E-SERVICES  

http://www.wipo.int/romarin/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/members/ipoffices_info.html
http://www.wipo.int/branddb/en/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/forms/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/forms/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/forms/
http://www.wipo.int/mgs/index.jsp?lang=en
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/madrid_simulator
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/fees/calculator.jsp
https://webaccess.wipo.int/epayment
https://webaccess.wipo.int/epayment
https://webaccess.wipo.int/epayment
http://www.wipo.int/about-wipo/en/finance/account.html
http://www.wipo.int/mrs/IndexController?lang=EN
http://www.wipo.int/mrs/IndexController?lang=EN
http://www.wipo.int/mrs/IndexController?lang=EN
https://www3.wipo.int/mea
https://www3.wipo.int/mpm
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/forms/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/forms/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/forms/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/forms/
https://www3.wipo.int/osd/?lang=en
https://www3.wipo.int/osd/?lang=en
https://www3.wipo.int/osd/?lang=en
https://www3.wipo.int/osd/?lang=en
https://webaccess.wipo.int/trademarks_ren/?lang=EN
https://webaccess.wipo.int/trademarks_ren/?lang=EN
https://webaccess.wipo.int/trademarks_ren/?lang=EN
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/extracts/


WIPO RESOURCES AND E-SERVICES 

CONSULT 
 

E-Services overview and tutorials 
 

Legal texts – Agreement/Protocol, 

Regulations, Administrative Instructions 
 

Declarations made under the Madrid 

Agreement and the Madrid Protocol 
 

Guide to the International Registration of 

Marks 
 

 
 

WIPO Gazette of International Marks 
 

Office practices on replacement 
 

Statistics 
 

Making the Most of the Madrid System  
– Web publication 
 

Warning – misleading invoices 
 

UPDATES 
 

Information Notices 
 

Madrid Highlights – quarterly newsletter for 

Madrid System users 

 
 

Subscribe to receive news and updates on the 

Madrid System by e-mail 

http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/services/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/services/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/services/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/legal_texts/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/madridgazette/remarks/declarations.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/madridgazette/remarks/declarations.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/guide/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/guide/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/madridgazette/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/madridgazette/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/madridgazette/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/members/replacement.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/statistics/
http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/madrid/en/forms/docs/making_the_most_of_the_madrid_system_mm_forms.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/madrid/en/forms/docs/making_the_most_of_the_madrid_system_mm_forms.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/madrid/en/forms/docs/making_the_most_of_the_madrid_system_mm_forms.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/fees/warning.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/fees/warning.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/fees/warning.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/fees/warning.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/fees/warning.html
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/notices/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/highlights/
http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/#regular_users


INTERNATIONAL APPLICATIONS 



TOP OFFICES OF ORIGIN (OO) 

    

Contracting Parties 2013 2014 2015 

United States of America 5,893 5,414 8,486 

European Union 6,814 6,996 8,131 

Germany 4,357 3,883 4,603 

France 3,514 3,377 3,718 

Switzerland 2,885 2,994 3,128 

Japan 1,855 1,729 2,407 

China 2,455 1,738 2,231 

Australia 1,195 1,246 2,229 

Italy 2,118 2,070 2,165 

United Kingdom 1,580 1,560 2,068 



TOP DESIGNATED CONTRACTING PARTIES 

   

Contracting Parties 2013 2014 2015 

China 20,275 20,309 24,849 

United States of America 17,322 17,268 21,996 

European Union 17,598 17,270 21,721 

Russian Federation 18,239 16,573 17,436 

Japan 13,179 12,814 15,776 

Switzerland 13,215 12,759 14,584 

Australia 11,675 11,533 14,292 

Republic of Korea 10,967 10,402 12,997 

India 1,916 8,138 11,391 

Mexico 5,095 8,533 10,569 



SHORT-TERM FUTURE OF THE SYSTEM  

Enlarging Membership  

 

ASEAN countries -  Brunei Darussalam, Indonesia, Malaysia and Thailand 

Canada 

Caribbean countries – Trinidad and Tobago, and Jamaica 

African countries – Malawi and South Africa 

Latin American countries 

Arab Countries  

 

Broad-based review of E-Services and development of an online 

Customer Resources Center 

 

 



KEEP UPDATED ON THE MADRID SYSTEM 

Visit the Madrid Website www.wipon.int/madrid/en 

    

Subscribe to 

     Madrid Notices,  

     our regular legal  

     and news updates 

 

Sign up for 

     Madrid Highlights,   

     our quarterly newsletter  

http://www.wipon.int/madrid/en
https://www.wipo.int/newsletters/en/
https://www.wipo.int/newsletters/en/


INDUSTRIAL DESIGNS 

DM/074502                                                  DM/083330                                                               DM/081900 



INDEPENDENT FILINGS VS. HAGUE ROUTE 

Direct/Paris Route 

The Hague System 
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HAGUE UNION 

50 Geneva Act (1999) (including EU and OAPI)  

15 Hague Act (1960) 
 

65 Contracting Parties 



HAGUE UNION MEMBERS 

ACCORDING TO THE MOST RECENT APPLICABLE 

ACT 

•African Intellectual Property Organization, Albania, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bosnia 
and Herzegovina, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Croatia, Denmark, 
Egypt, Estonia, European Union, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Ghana, 
Hungary, Iceland, Japan, Kyrgyzstan, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Monaco, 
Mongolia, Montenegro, Namibia, Norway, Oman, Poland, Republic of Korea, 
Republic of Moldova, Romania, Rwanda, Sao Tome and Principe, Serbia, 
Singapore, Slovenia, Spain, Syrian Arab Republic, Switzerland, Tajikistan, the 
former Y.R. of Macedonia, Tunisia, Turkey, Turkmenistan, Ukraine and the 
United States of America  

Geneva Act 
(1999) 

•Belgium, Belize, Benin, Côte d’Ivoire, D.P.R. of Korea, Gabon, Greece, Italy, 
Luxembourg, Mali, Morocco, Netherlands, Niger, Senegal and Suriname  

Hague Act 
(1960) 



GENEVA ACT (1999) 

Recent Accessions Potential accessions 

Turkmenistan 

(as from March 16, 2016) 

United States of America 

(May, 2015) 

Japan 

(May, 2015) 

Republic of Korea 

(July 2014)  

China 

Russian Federation 

Morocco 

ASEAN countries 

Israel 

Belize  

Mexico 

Madagascar 



 

 

THANK YOU  

FOR YOUR ATTENTION 

 



Speaker:  Thomas Henninger, Legal Information Officer, PCT 

Knowledge Management Section, PCT Legal Division, 

WIPO  

    

E-mail:     thomas.henninger@wipo.int 

 

THE PATENT COOPERATION TREATY (PCT)  

INTRODUCTION AND FUTURE DEVELOPMENTS  

 

Tallinn, Estonia 

November 2, 2016 

mailto:thomas.henninger@wipo.int


SEEKING PATENTS MULTI-NATIONALLY: 

TRADITIONAL PATENT SYSTEM 

VS. PCT SYSTEM 
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PARIS ROUTE VS. PCT NATIONAL PHASE 

* 

Share of non-resident PCT National phase entries in total non-resident applications (%)
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TRADITIONAL PATENT SYSTEM: “PARIS ROUTE” 

 

Local patent application followed within 12 months by multiple foreign 

applications claiming priority under Paris Convention: 

 

 multiple formality requirements 

 multiple searches 

 multiple publications 

 multiple examinations and prosecutions of applications 

 translations and national fees required at 12 months 

 

Some rationalization because of regional arrangements: 

ARIPO, EAPO, EPO, OAPI 

0 12 

File application 

locally 

(months) File applications 

abroad 

 

1 country = 1 filing 



THE PCT SYSTEM 

 

(months) 

File PCT 

application 

12 0 30 

International  

search report 

& written 

opinion 

16 18 

International 

publication 

(optional) 

File 

 demand for 

International 

       preliminary 

      examination 

 

File local 

application 

 

Enter 

national 

phase 

22 28 

(optional) 

International  

preliminary 

report on 

patentability 

Typically a national 

patent application in 

the home country of 

the applicant 

Typically filed in same 

national patent office--one 

set of fees, one language, 

one set of formality 

requirements--and legal 

effect in all PCT States 

Report on state of 

the art (prior art 

documents and their 

relevance) + initial 

patentability opinion 

Disclosing to world 

content of application 

in standardized way 

Request an additional 

patentability analysis on  

basis of amended application 

Additional patentability 

analysis, designed to assist 

in national phase decision-

making 

Express intention 

and take steps to 

pursue to grant in 

various states 



1. postpones the major costs associated with internationalizing a patent application 

2. provides a strong basis for patenting decisions 

3. harmonizes formal requirements 

4. protects applicant from certain inadvertent errors 

5. evolves to meet user needs 

6. is used by the world’s major corporations, universities and research institutions 

when they seek multinational patent protection 

7. can result (if PCT reports are positive) in accelerated national phase processing 

in a number of countries   

The PCT, as the cornerstone of the international patent system, provides a worldwide 

system for simplified filing and processing of patent applications, which— 

 

 ADVANTAGES FOR PCT USERS  



Documents relevant to 

whether or not your 

invention may be 

patentable 

Symbols indicating 

which aspect of 

patentability  

the document cited is 

 relevant to (for example, 

novelty, inventive step, 

etc.) 

The claim numbers 

in your application to 

which the document is 

relevant 

PCT INTERNATIONAL SEARCH REPORT (PCT/ISA/210) 

http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/pct/en/forms/isa/isa210.pdf


PCT WRITTEN OPINION (PCT/ISA/237) 

Patentability 

assessment 

 of claims 

Reasoning 

supporting the 

assessment 

http://www.wipo.int/export/sites/www/pct/en/forms/isa/isa237.pdf


HARMONIZATION OF FORMAL REQUIREMENTS 

PCT Applicant’s Guide, paragraph 4.011: “There is a prescribed form for 

the international application. This form must be accepted by all designated 

Offices for the purposes of the national phase, so that there is no need to 

comply with a great variety of widely differing formal requirements in the 

many countries in which protection may be sought.” 

 

PCT Article 27(1): “No national law shall require compliance with 

requirements relating to the form or contents of the international application 

different from or additional to those which are provided for in this Treaty and 

Regulations.” 

 



PROTECTION FROM INADVERTENT ERRORS 

 invited corrections of defects & fee payments 

 non-competent receiving Office 

 double formality review 

 restoration of the right of priority 

 missing parts/incorporation by reference 

 rectification of obvious mistakes 

 excuse of national phase entry delay 

 



Nokero (produces solar-powered lights which replace kerosene lamps and candles 

used in developing and least -developed countries--it has so far distributed over 1.4 

million lights in 120 countries and is the only solar company to win the United States 

Patent and Trademark Office's Patents (USPTO) for Humanity Award) 

Source: WIPO Magazine, February 2016 

 PCT Testimonial: Start-up 

“When it comes to patenting, because we operate in so many different markets, 

we use WIPO’s Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT). Every start-up has limited 

funds and the PCT is a great mechanism for delaying patent filing costs, 

allowing time to test the market and overcome any unforeseen technical 

problems. Without the PCT, protecting an invention in international markets 

would be a high-risk strategy with huge upfront costs.” 

 



PCT TESTIMONIAL: INVENTOR 

Professor Shuji Nakamura—co-winner of the 2014 

Nobel Prize for Physics for his work on blue LED 

technology—is quoted in a December 2014 WIPO 

Magazine article:  

“… The PCT is critical for these early stage  technologies because it gives 

us the opportunity to protect our patents globally while allowing the 

market and the technology to mature further before determining which 

countries might be most valuable to commercial partners.” 

 



PCT TESTIMONIAL: LARGE COMPANY 

Qualcomm: 

 

 Started in 1985 with 7 people 

 Today more than 170 offices in more than 40 countries, 

and 33,000 employees 

 $25.3 billion in revenue in FY 2015 

 #2 user of PCT in 2015: 2442 PCT applications 

published 

 

 

“Over the past 25 years, Qualcomm has been one of the largest users of the PCT system. 

To date we have filed more than 9,000 patent applications. International patent 

applications are important to the protection of innovations around the globe. The PCT 

helps put innovation into practice by providing a simple and cost-effective way to file 

international patent applications. The PCT is critical for Qualcomm because we are, above 

all, an innovation company.…[PCT] has been a vital partner in the success of our 

company and the growth of the wireless industry.” CEO Paul Jacobs, 2011 



PCT COVERAGE TODAY  



=PCT 

Albania   

Algeria   

Angola 

Antigua and Barbuda  

Armenia   

Australia   

Austria   

Azerbaijan   

Bahrain  

Barbados   

Belarus   

Belgium   

Belize   

Benin   

Bosnia and Herzegovina  

Botswana  

Brazil   

Brunei Darussalam 

Bulgaria   

Burkina Faso   

Cambodia (8 Dec. ‘16) 

Cameroon   

Canada   

Central African Republic  

Chad 

Chile 

China  

Colombia  

Comoros  

Congo 

   

Costa Rica   

Côte d'Ivoire   

Croatia   

Cuba   

Cyprus   

Czech Republic   

Democratic People's  

   Republic of Korea  

Denmark   

Djibouti (23 Sept. ‘16) 

Dominica 

Dominican Republic  

Ecuador 

Egypt 

El Salvador 

Equatorial Guinea  

Estonia   

Finland   

France,   

Gabon 

Gambia 

Georgia  

Germany 

Ghana  

Greece  

Grenada  

Guatemala 

Guinea  

 

 

 

Guinea-Bissau   

Honduras 

Hungary  

Iceland  

India   

Indonesia  

Iran (Islamic Republic of) 

Ireland   

Israel   

Italy   

Japan   

Kazakhstan  

Kenya 

Kuwait (9 Sept. ‘16) 

Kyrgyzstan 

Lao People’s Dem Rep. 

Latvia   

Lesotho  

Liberia  

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 

Liechtenstein  

Lithuania  

Luxembourg  

Madagascar 

 

 

  

Malawi  

Malaysia 

Mali   

Malta 

Mauritania   

Mexico   

Monaco   

Mongolia   

Montenegro 

Morocco   

Mozambique   

Namibia  

Netherlands   

New Zealand 

Nicaragua 

Niger 

Nigeria 

Norway 

Oman 

Panama 

Papua New Guinea 

Peru 

Philippines  

  

   

 

Poland 

Portugal 

Qatar 

Republic of Korea  

Republic of Moldova  

Romania   

Rwanda 

Russian Federation  

Saint Lucia   

Saint Vincent and 

      the Grenadines  

San Marino 

Sao Tomé e Principe 

Saudi Arabia 

Senegal   

Serbia 

Seychelles 

Sierra Leone   

Singapore   

Slovakia   

Slovenia   

South Africa   

Spain   

Sri Lanka   

Sudan   

Swaziland 

St. Kitts and Nevis 

Sweden 

Switzerland 

Syrian Arab Republic 

Tajikistan  

Thailand 

The former Yugoslav   

     Republic of Macedonia  

Togo   

Trinidad and Tobago  

Tunisia 

Turkey   

Turkmenistan   

Uganda   

Ukraine   

United Arab Emirates 

United Kingdom   

United Republic of Tanzania  

United States of America  

Uzbekistan   

Viet Nam   

Zambia 

Zimbabwe 

151 PCT STATES 
Recent accessions: 

Kuwait 

Djibouti 

Cambodia 



UN MEMBER STATES NOT YET IN PCT 

Afghanistan 

Andorra* 

Argentina** 

Bahamas 

Bangladesh 

Bhutan 

Bolivia 

Burundi 

Cape Verde 

Democratic Republic of 

Congo 

Eritrea 

Ethiopia 

Fiji 

Guyana 

Haiti 

Iraq 

Jamaica 

 

Jordan* 

Kiribati 

Lebanon 

Maldives 

Marshall Islands 

Mauritius 

Micronesia 

Myanmar 

Nauru 

Nepal 

Pakistan 

Palau 

Paraguay** 

Samoa 

Solomon Islands 

Somalia 

South Sudan 

Suriname* 

 

Timor-Leste 

Tonga 

Tuvalu 

Uruguay** 

Vanuatu 

Venezuela 

Yemen 

 

(42) 

*preparing to accede **PCT discussions ongoing 
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PCT APPLICATIONS 

2015: 218,000 (+1.7%) 

WIPO Chief Economist predicting +3.3% in 2016 
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INTERNATIONAL APPLICATIONS RECEIVED IN 
2015 BY COUNTRY OF ORIGIN  

• 26+% originating in US 

• 75% from top 5 countries; 92+% of filings from top 15 countries 

• PCT applications filed by applicants from 132 countries 

• Very close to having 80% of UN member countries in the PCT 

US: -6.7% 

JP: +4.4% 

CN: +16.8% 

DE: +0.5% 

KR: + 11.5% 

FR: + 2.6% 

GB: + 0.8% 

NL: + 3.6% 

CH: +4.4% 

SE: -1.4% 

IT: +0.8% 

CA: -7.2% 

AU: + 1.7% 

IL: + 7.4% 

FI: -12.1% 
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PCT USE BY EE APPLICANTS 

 PCT effective 1994, (2004 EPC); 36 applications in 2015 

 2015: RO/EP: 14, RO/EE: 7, RO/RU: 8, RU/IB: 5 and RU/FI: 2 

 Publication langauge: 90% English; 10 % Russian 



EE applications by technology 

2015 
• 2015 data 

• Computer technology, Digital Communication, IT Methods for 

management: roughly 33% 



Top PCT Applicants 2015* 

1. Huawei Technologies—CN (3,898)**     +450 

2. Qualcomm—US (2,442) 

3. ZTE—CN (2,155) 

4. Samsung—KR (1,683)                          +300, up from #11 

5. Mitsubishi Electric—JP (1,593) 

6. Ericsson—SE (1,481) 

7. LG Electronics—KR (1,457)                 +320, up from #16 

8. Sony—JP (1,381)                                 +400, up from #21 

9. Philips—NL (1,378) 

10. Hewlett-Packard—US (1,310)              +485, up from #25 

11. Siemens—DE (1,292)  

12. Intel—US (1,250) 

13. Bosch—DE (1,247) 

14. Boe Technology—CN (1,227) 

15. Toyota—JP (1,214) 

16. Panasonic—JP (1,185) 

17. Hitachi—JP (1,165) 

18. Halliburton—US (1,121) 

19. Sharp—JP (1,073) 

20. Tencent Technology—CN (981) 

() of published 

PCT applications 

**more than 15 

per WIPO working 

day 

*48,539 total PCT 

applicants in 2015  

2015: 

 85% businesses 

 8% individuals 

 5% universities 

 2% government and 

research institutions 

20% of PCT 

applicants were 

responsible for more 

than 80% of the 

published applications 



Top University PCT Applicants 2015 

1. University of California (US) 

2. MIT (US) 

3. Johns Hopkins (US) 

4. University of Texas (US) 

5. Harvard University (US) 

6. University of Michigan (US) 

7. University of Florida (US) 

8. Tsinghua University (CN) 

9. University of Tokyo (JP) 

10. Stanford University (US) 

11. Seoul National University (KR) 

12. Peking University (CN) 

13. Columbia University (US) 

14. Isis Innovation Limited (GB) 

15. Cornell University (US) 

16. University of Pennsylvania (US) 

17. Kyoto University (JP) 

18. Korea University (KR) 

19. CalTech (US) 

20. Danemarks Tekniske Universitet (DK) 



The appointed ISAs are the following 21 
offices:  

Australia 

Austria 

Brazil 

Canada 

Chile  

China 

Egypt 

European Patent Office* 

Finland 

India 

Israel 

Japan 

Nordic Patent Institute 

Republic of Korea 

Russian Federation 

Singapore 

Spain 

Sweden 

Ukraine 

United States of America 

Visegrad Patent Institute (1 July 2016) 

 

 PCT International Searching Authorities 

Additional offices  

appointed as ISAs (not yet 

operational):   
 

Turkish Patent Institute 

 

*available to EE applicants 



NEW/RECENT DEVELOPMENTS 

 



JULY 1, 2016 PCT RULE AMENDMENTS (1) 

legal basis and procedure for removing/withholding certain “sensitive information” 

from public access on applicant’s request (Rules 9, 48 & 94) 

 

 
upon reasoned request by the applicant to the IB 

 

Information will be omitted from publication/public file access, if 

 
1) it does not obviously serve the purpose of informing the public   about the international 

application, 

2) publication of or public access to such information would clearly prejudice the personal or 

economic interests of any person, and 

3) if there is no prevailing public interest to have access to that information 

 

effective as from 1 July 2016 for applications filed on or after that date 

 

 

 

language of communication with IB via ePCT opened to all publication 

languages (Rule 92) 

 



JULY 1, 2016 PCT RULE AMENDMENTS (2) 

required transmittal by RO to IB of documents submitted in support of requests for 

restoration of priority right (Rules 26bis & 48) 

 
Exception: if “sensitive information” standard (Rule 48(l)) met 

 

“general unavailability of electronic communications services” as grounds for excuse 

of delay in meeting certain time limits (Rule 82quater) 

 
Extension of force majeure provisions to time limits missed due to “general failures of 

electronic communication services” 

 
PCT Assembly: “covers outages that affect widespread geographical areas or many individuals, 

as distinct from localized problems associated with a particular building or single user” 

 

Amended paragraph 30 of RO Guidelines: 

 
Element of “unforeseeable” must be present and no reasonable alternative filing 

means available 

 

Effective as from 1 July 2016 for applications filed on or after that date, and for 

applications filed before that date where the “event” occurred on or after that 

date 



JULY 1, 2017 PCT RULE AMENDMENTS (1) 

transmittal by RO of earlier search and/or classification results to ISA, where 

national law permits (Rules 12bis, 23bis & 41)  

 
General Rule: ROs forward the search/classification results from applications of which 

priority is claimed without the applicant’s express permission, where permitted by 

national law 

 

Exception: 

 

ROs which have notified the IB (before April 14, 2016) of incompatibility of such 

forwarding with applicable national law are not required to do so 
 

11 ROs made this notification 

 
Even in cases in which ROs in principle apply the procedure, when filing the PCT 

application applicants may request to not have the earlier search results forwarded 

to the ISA (3 ROs have notified the IB in this way) 

 
Effective as from 1 July 2017 for applications filed on or after that date 



JULY 1, 2017 PCT RULE AMENDMENTS (2) 

designated Offices required to provide IB with timely national phase entry and 

related data (Rules 86 & 95) 

 
Objective: visibility of the status of PCT application during the national phase on 

PATENTSCOPE under the “National phase” tab 

 

Obligation for designated Offices to timely send national phase entry and related data to 

the IB (within 2 months from expiry of national phase deadline or asap thereafter) 

 

Data required to be transmitted: 

 
Date national phase entered 

National application number 

Number and date of any national publication  

Number and date of grant 

 
Effective as from 1 July 2017 for applications in respect of which the acts referred to in 

Article 22 or Article 39 are performed on or after that date 

 

 



PCT ASSEMBLY 2016 

 

Outcomes  

 

 

 

 

 

Appointment of Turkish Patent Institute as PCT ISA/IPEA (#22) 

 

Amendments to the PCT Regulations (entry into force:  1 July 2017) 

 

Modifying time limit to request Supplementary International Search (from 19 to 22 

months) 

Further small change to Rule 23bis 

Removal of unnecessary incompatibility provisions 



PCT WORKING GROUP 2016 (1) 

Outcomes:  

 
Report provided on upcoming 3rd pilot of IP5 collaborative search and examination 

 
Planned that all IP5 offices will participate, will be applicant driven (to assess business interest), 

will involve at least 100 PCT applications per office and last up to 3 years, so as to fully assess 

impact 

 

 IB will consult with Offices and user groups on: 

 
proposed pilot for ePCT national phase entry functionality 

technical/legal/administrative issues related to color drawings 

translation difficulties relating to the number of words in abstracts and drawings 

inclusion of CPC/other national classification symbols on front page of published international 

applications 

 

Examiner training 

 

IB will:  

 
compile info on examiner training provided by offices 

invite offices to provide training to examiners from other offices 

develop concept for improved coordination of examiner training 

invite sharing of training materials 

 



PCT WORKING GROUP 2016 (2) 
 

 

Outcomes (cont.):  

 

 

No agreement on proposals concerning: 

 

 

same day priority claims 

missing parts/erroneously filed procedure 

fee reductions proposed by Brazil for universities and public research 

organizations—for further discussion next year 

proposed amendments to Schedule of Fees and Rule 92bis to assist IB in 

responding to potentially abusive use of PCT fee reductions 

 

 

 



OTHER PRACTICE CHANGES 

 

 

Payment by check to the IB no longer accepted 

 

 

 

 

Following the introduction of further restrictions with regard to the processing 

of checks by the International Bureau’s banking partners, the International 

Bureau will no longer accept payment by cheque with effect from 

January 1, 2017.  

 

Any check received on or after this date will be systematically returned to the 

issuer 

 



THE PCT—1978 TO 2016 (1) 

 As filing tool:  PCT has been extremely successful 

 

 preferred route for international patenting (≈218,000 applications in 2015, > 

55% “market share”) 

 

 harmonization of formal and procedural requirements, beyond PCT 

 national laws; Patent Law Treaty (PLT) 

 



THE PCT—1978 TO 2016 (2) 

 As worksharing tool: (which it was intended by its founders to be), PCT has not 

been as effective in practice  

 

 had it been successful up to now in this sense, it would have been of more 

assistance in addressing national quality of examination and (for some Offices) 

backlogs in processing 

 expectation by founders was: “flying start” for offices, which would complete, further 

check, and criticize … 

 reality: many Offices start “from scratch”, perhaps not in complete isolation, but to a 

great degree … 

 

 What is needed:  build more trust between patent offices, so that duplicative 

international phase and national phase processing can be reduced 



CONTINUED AREAS OF PCT FOCUS (1) 

 

 Quality: 

 Improve the quality and consistency of PCT international phase 

reports 

 Develop quality metrics for measuring usefulness of international phase reports 

 Develop quality feedback system for offices (e.g., DO to ISA) 

 Explore collaborative search and examination 

 Improve timeliness of PCT work 

 

 Help designated Offices to better understand reports  

 Search strategies, standardized clauses, explanations of relevance of cited documents, etc. 

 

 Improve timeliness of actions in international phase 
 ISAs/IPEAs, ROs (eSearchCopy) 

 

 Improve access to national search and examination reports 

 PATENTSCOPE, WIPO-CASE, Global Dossier 

 

 Make progress against misleading invitations sent to PCT users 

 









CONTINUED AREAS OF PCT FOCUS (2) 

 Helping developing countries benefit from the PCT 

 

 top 15 countries responsible for 92% of IAs filed in 2015 

 improve training for patent examiners (especially in developing and least developed 

countries), and better coordinate training already provided 

 

 

 Making PCT accessible to applicants of all types from all Contracting 

States 

 

 Fee reductions (SMEs, universities, research institutes, individual applicants) 



CONTINUED AREAS OF PCT FOCUS (3) 

ePCT:  electronic interface to entire PCT international phase process 

 

real time access to IB files and bibliographic data 

 

notifications of significant events and approaching deadlines 

 
 Online electronic preparation and filing with real-time validations (currently with 43 receiving 

offices, including IB, Algeria, Austria, Australia, Azerbaijan, Brazil, Brunei, Bulgaria, Canada, 

Chile, Colombia, Cuba, Czech Republic, Denmark, EAPO, Estonia, EPO, Finland, Hungary, 

Iceland, India, Indonesia, Israel, Iran, Latvia, Malaysia, Mexico, New Zealand, Norway, 

Oman, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Republic of Korea, Russian Federation, Saudi 

Arabia, Slovakia, Sweden, Singapore, Turkey, South Africa, and the United States of 

America) soon: Panama and Dominican Republic 

 

 Multilingual (10 language) interface available 

 

 Working on centralized fee payment mechanisms 

 

 Consulting on how ePCT could be used for national phase entry  

 



THE PCT OF THE FUTURE 
 Should include: (in the view of the IB) 

 Renewed emphasis of the “Cooperation” element in PCT: 

 Offices and Authorities performing their roles in a timely way and to the level of quality 

necessary to allow other Offices and the public at large to trust in the work performed 

by them 

 Increase the capacity to measure that quality 

 Full faith and credit should be given to an Office’s own ISA workproduct 

 Further consider allowing the market/competition (e.g., greater ISA choice for applicants) to 

exert an effect    

 Make use of DO feedback, as particularly interested consumers of PCT reports 

 

 Development of IT systems and standards to support sharing information with other 

Offices more effectively 

 Centralized fee payment mechanism?  

 

 Establishment of appropriate applicant incentives so that they play a more effective part 

in the cooperation 

 

 Provision of training and assistance to Offices from all Contracting States so that they 

are able to perform their roles effectively 

 

 



PCT INFORMATION AND TRAINING 

29 video segments on WIPO’s Youtube channel and WIPO’s PCT page about individual PCT 
topics 

 

PCT Distance learning course content available in the 10 PCT publication languages, and a 
2nd detailed PCT DL course under preparation 

 

PCT Webinars  

 

free updates on developments in PCT procedures, and PCT strategies—previous webinars are 
archived and freely available 

upon request also for companies or law firms, for example, for focused training on how to use ePCT  

 

Videoconference and audio possibilities also available 

 

 In-person PCT Seminars and training sessions: see PCT seminar calendar 
(http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/seminar/seminar.pdf)  

 

Monthly Newsletter (http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/newslett/) 

 

Extensive information resources on PCT website (http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/) 

http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/seminar/seminar.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/seminar/seminar.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/newslett/
http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/newslett/
http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/
http://www.wipo.int/pct/en/


For general questions about the PCT, contact the PCT 

Information Service at: 

 
Telephone: (+41-22) 338 83 38  

Facsimile: (+41-22) 338 83 39  

E-mail: pct.infoline@wipo.int  

 

  thomas.henninger@wipo.int 

 

  

PCT RESOURCES/INFORMATION 

mailto:thomas.henninger@wipo.int
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IP: PLATFORMS & TOOLS FOR THE 

CONNECTED KNOWLEDGE 

ECONOMY 

Speaker: Ms. Sandrine Ammann, Marketing and Communications Officer, Office 

of the Assistant Director General, Global Infrastructure Sector, WIPO  

 

Email:      Sandrine.Ammann@wipo.int   
Tallinn, Estonia 
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UNIVERSITIES 

 

 

 

 

FIND TECHNOLOGIES NOWHERE ELSE AVAILABLE 

 

FIND OUT IF AN INVENTION ALREADY EXISTS ON A SPECIFIC IDEA 

 

FOLLOW TECHNOLOGY, SCIENCE TRENDS 

 



COMPANIES 

Follow competitors 

 

 

Check if an invention has already been patented to avoid R&D/patent 

application costs 

 

 

Find technologies for which protection has expired to exploit them 

 

 

Study trends for technologies and territories 

 



PATENT OFFICES 

 

 

 

 

Perform complex prior art search 

 

Access all non confidential documents related to patents 



PATENTSCOPE 

https://patentscope.wipo.int  

https://patentscope.wipo.int/
https://patentscope.wipo.int/


HOW TO USE IT? 



Search 



SIMPLE INTERFACE: COMPANY SEARCH 









ANALYSIS 





INTERFACE : FIELD COMBINATION - 

STRUCTURED 

Additional search fields can be selected 



INTERFACE : ADVANCED 

Full flexibilities are enabled 



EXAMPLE: NATIONAL PHASE ENTRY 

All applications that entered national phase in China in 

2012 



EXAMPLE: WIND TURBINE TECHNOLOGIES 



COVERAGE: WHAT IS INCLUDED? 

PCT published applications 

National/regional patent collections 



Coverage : Details of collections 



NATIONAL/REGIONAL COLLECTIONS 



NATIONAL/REGIONAL COLLECTIONS VS 

NATIONAL PHASE 

https://patentscope.wipo.int/search/en/nationalphase.jsf 



USEFUL TOOLS: CLIR & WIPO TRANSLATE 



AVAILABLE IN THE SEARCH MENU 



CLIR: THE INTERFACE 



CLIR: AN EXAMPLE 



CLIR: AN EXAMPLE 



TRANSLATE 



32 TECHNICAL DOMAINS FROM THE 

IPC 

[ADMN] Admin, Business, Management & Soc Sci 

[AERO] Aeronautics & Aerospace Engineering 

[AGRI] Agriculture, Fisheries & Forestry  

[AUDV] Audio, Audiovisual, Image & Video Tech 

[AUTO] Automotive & Road Vehicle Engineering 

[BLDG] Civil Engineering & Building Construction 

[CHEM] Chemical & Materials Technology 

[DATA] Computer Sci, Telecom & Broadcasting 

[ELEC] Electrical Engineering & Electronics 

[ENGY] Energy, Fuels & Heat Transfer Eng 

[ENVR] Environmental & Safety Engineering 

[FOOD] Foods & Food Technology 

[GENR] Generalities, Language, Media & Info Sci 

[HOME] Home Contents & Household Maintenance 

[HORO] Precision Mechanics, Jewelry & Horology 

[MANU] Manufacturing & Materials Handling Tech 

[MARI]  Marine Engineering  

[MEAS]  Standards, Units, Metrology & Testing 

[MECH]  Mechanical Engineering 

[MEDI]  Medical Technology  

[METL]  Metallurgy 

[MILI]  Military Technology 

[MINE]  Mining, Oil & Gas Extraction & Minerals 

[NANO]  Nano Technology 

[PACK]  Packaging & Distribution of Goods 

[PRNT]  Printing & Paper 

[RAIL]  Railway Engineering 

[SCIE]  Optical Engineering 

[SPRT]  Sports, Leisure, Tourism & Hospitality 

[TEXT]  Textile & Clothing Industries 

[TRAN]  Transportation 



WIPO TRANSLATE: HOW DOES IT WORK? 







BROWSE 







MOST ACTIVE 



MOST ACTIVE LAST 5 GAZETTES 



MOST ADVANCED 



BREAKOUTS 





IPC GREEN INVENTORY 



PATENT REGISTER PORTAL 





LANGUAGES OF THE INTERFACE 



PATENTSCOPE ACCOUNT 



HTTPS PROTOCOL 



PATENTSCOPE WHAT’S NEW? 

 

Addition of chemical compound search: 

 

 
Recognize chemical compounds in patent texts and from embedded 

drawings included in patent texts; 

Standardize all the different representations of chemical structures into 

Inchikeys; 

Implement search functions for Inchikeys that can be used by non 

chemists 

 

 

 



CHEMICAL SEARCH FUNCTION 

 







EXAMPLE: VIAGRA 

 

 

 

 

Chemical names: Sildenafil; 139755-83-2; Revatio; VIAGRA; Sildenafil 

[INN:BAN]; CHEMBL192  

 

Molecular formula: C22H30N6O4S 

https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/search/#collection=compounds&query_type=mf&query=C22H30N6O4S&sort=mw&sort_dir=asc


CHEMICAL COMPOUND SEARCH  





ADVANCED SEARCH 





EXAMPLE: RITONAVIR 





PATENT LANDSCAPE REPORT ON 

RITONAVIR- OCTOBER 2011  

 
http://www.wipo.int/edocs/pubdocs/en/patents/946/wipo_pub_946.pdf 

Ritonavir is an antiretroviral drug from the protease inhibitor class used to 

treat HIV infection and AIDS. Ritonavir is included in the WHO Model List of 

Essential Medicines (EML)1.  

 

 

 

The originator company is Abbott Laboratories, which markets Ritonavir 

under the brand name Norvir, or in combination with the protease inhibitor 

Lopinavir, as Kaletra or Aluvia. The U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA) 

approved the drug in March 1996 for oral solution and in June 1999 for 

capsules.  



FUTURE PLANS   

 

 

 

Make the chemical search feature available for other collections and 

languages 



MONTHLY WEBINAR 

http://www.wipo.int/patentscope/en/webinar/  

http://www.wipo.int/patentscope/en/webinar/
http://www.wipo.int/patentscope/en/webinar/


GLOBAL DATABASES, TOOLS, AND 

PLATFORMS FOR IP BUSINESS (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO Pearl 

WIPO Re:Search 

WIPO Green 

 



Global Brand Database 

The Global Brand database allows free of charge, 

simultaneous, brand-related searches across multiple 

collections. 

 

http://www.wipo.int/branddb/en/index.jsp  

http://www.wipo.int/branddb/en/index.jsp
http://www.wipo.int/branddb/en/index.jsp


GLOBAL BRAND DATABASE  

Over 25 million records  

 

Goal: include all brand-related information from all sources 

 

Currently searches across multiple collections, including: 

 
 Trademarks registered under Madrid System 

 Appellations of Origin registered under Lisbon System 

 Emblems protected under the Paris Convention 6ter  

 Algeria, Australia, Brunei, Canada, Cambodia, Denmark, Egypt, 

Estonia, Indonesia, Israel, Japan, Laos, Mexico, Morocco, New 

Zealand, Oman, Papua New Guines, Philippines, Singapore, 

Switzerland, Tonga,  UAE, US – with many more coming soon 

 



THE INTERFACE 



GLOBAL BRAND DATABASE – FEATURES 

Single intuitive interface to search 30 data collections 

Image Search by example 

Interactive & dynamic search with immediate feedback 

Fuzzy, phonetic and word-stem matches 

Automatic term suggestion 

Easy search of US or Vienna image class  

Full Boolean, proximity and range options 

Unlimited, customizable results browsing 

Saved searches and record sets 

 

 



IMAGE SEARCH 

 

 

 

 

World’s first public trademark database to provide search by image 

 

Sort your results by their visual similarity to an image you provide 

 

Choose the search strategy best suited to your particular mark 

 

 

 



IMAGE SEARCH 

Your search 

The results  



EXAMPLE: NOKNOK 



RESULTS: GRID VIEW 











GRAPHICAL ANALYSIS BY NICE CLASS. 



GLOBAL DATABASES, TOOLS, AND 

PLATFORMS FOR IP BUSINESS (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO Pearl 

WIPO Re:Search 

WIPO Green 

 

 



GLOBAL DESIGN DATABASE  

 
Free of charge simultaneous design-related searches across multiple 

collections, including: 

 
 designs registered under the Hague System 

 national design collections of CA, ES, JP, NZ, US 

 other national collections, including DE, KR and EM coming soon 

 

   http://www.wipo.int/designdb  

 

 

http://www.wipo.int/designdb
http://www.wipo.int/designdb


EXAMPLE: TOWEL ROBE 





NATIONAL CLASSIFICATION AND 

LOCARNO SEARCHES 



GLOBAL DATABASES, TOOLS AND 

PLATFORMS FOR IP BUSINESS (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO Pearl 

WIPO Re:Search 

WIPO Green 

 

 



WIPO Lex 

 
1 stop search facility for: 

 
IP National laws and treaties of WIPO, WTO and UN members 

Related information about those laws and treaties 

 
http://www.wipo.int/wipolex/en/  

 

http://www.wipo.int/wipolex/en/


THE INTERFACE 





EXAMPLE: ESTONIA – PLANT VARIETY 

PROTECTION 



Global databases, tools and platforms for IP 

business (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO Pearl 

WIPO Re:Search 

WIPO Green 

 

 



WIPO PEARL 

http://www.wipo.int/wipopearl/search/home.html  

 

http://www.wipo.int/wipopearl/search/home.html
http://www.wipo.int/wipopearl/search/home.html


WIPO PEARL 

WIPO’s online terminology database 

 

 

 

17’000 concepts, 115’000 terms 

 

 

10 languages 

 

 

Contents validated by WIPO language experts and terminologists 

 



EXAMPLE: BICYCLE FORK 





GLOBAL DATABASES, TOOLS AND 

PLATFORMS FOR IP BUSINESS (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO Pearl 

WIPO Re:Search 

WIPO Green 

 

 



WIPO RE: SEARCH  

A Global Database and Platform to bridge partners to use IP (including 

know-how and data) to facilitate R&D  on neglected tropical diseases, 

tuberculosis, and malaria 

 

Royalty-free for R&D, manufacture and sale in LDCs 

 

Over 90 partners (pharmaceutical industry, research institutes such as NIH, 

Universities) 

 

As of June 2015, 89 collaborations 

 



 
Sharing Innovation in the Fight Against Neglected Tropical Diseases 

Get involved: 

As a user 

As a provider 

As a supporter 

 

Contact email: re_search@wipo.int  

… 

mailto:re_search@wipo.int


Global databases, tools and platforms for IP 

business (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO Pearl 

WIPO Re:Search 

WIPO Green 

 

 







7 DATABASE CATEGORIES 



THE SEARCH RESULT 



GET INVOLVED 

Become a Partner and shape the further development of WIPO GREEN 

 

 

 

 

 

Register to:  

 

communicate your green innovation and technology needs 

advertise your inventions, technologies, products and services 

connect with the innovation and business communities globally 

 

 

 

 

 





WIPO ARBITRATION AND MEDIATION 

CENTER 

 

 Speaker: Mr. Victor Vázquez López, Head, Section for Coordination 

  of Developed Countries, Department for Transition and 

  Developed Countries (TDC), WIPO  

    

E-mail:    victor.vazquez-lopez@wipo.int 

Tallinn, Estonia 

November 2, 2016 



TOP TEN PRIORITIES IN CHOICE OF DISPUTE 

RESOLUTION CLAUSE (WIPO SURVEY) 

WIPO Center Report on International Survey of Dispute Resolution in Technology 

Transactions  



WIPO ARBITRATION AND MEDIATION CENTER 

■ Facilitates the resolution of commercial disputes between private parties involving 

IP and technology, through procedures other than court litigation (alternative 

dispute resolution: ADR) 

■ Offices in Geneva and Singapore   

 

■ ADR of IP disputes benefits from a specialized ADR provider 

■ WIPO mediators, arbitrators and experts experienced in IP and technology - able to 
deliver informed results efficiently 

 

■ Competitive WIPO fees 

■ International neutrality 

■ Services include mediation, (expedited) arbitration, expert determination, and 
domain name dispute resolution 

 

 



WIPO ADR 

MEDIATION, ARBITRATION, EXPERT 

DETERMINATION 

 

Mediation: informal consensual process in which a neutral intermediary, the mediator, 
assists the parties in reaching a settlement of their dispute, based on the parties’ 
respective interests. The mediator cannot impose a decision. The settlement agreement 
has force of contract. Mediation leaves open available court or agreed arbitration 
options. 

Arbitration: consensual procedure in which the parties submit their dispute to one or 
more chosen arbitrators, for a binding and final decision (award) based on the parties’ 
rights and obligations and enforceable internationally.  Arbitration normally forecloses 
court options. 

Expert Determination: consensual procedure in which the parties submit a specific 
matter (e.g., technical question) to one or more experts who make a determination on 
the matter, which can be binding unless the parties have agreed otherwise. 



WHY CONSIDER IP ADR? 

Cost of IP court litigation 

Calls for expedient solutions 

Internationalization of creation/use of IP 

Calls for cross-border solutions; consolidate in one procedure 

Technical and specialized nature of IP 

Calls for specific expertise of the neutra 

Short product and market cycles in IP 

Calls for time-efficient procedures 

Confidential nature of IP 

Calls for private procedures 

Collaborative nature of IP creation and commercialization 

Calls for mechanisms that preserve relations 

 

 



ROUTES TO WIPO ADR 

ADR contract clause electing WIPO Rules 

 

WIPO Mediation, and/or 

WIPO Arbitration / Expedited Arbitration, and/or 

WIPO Expert Determination 

Model clauses: www.wipo.int/amc/en/clauses/index.html  

Parties can shape the process via the clause (e.g., location, language, law) 

 

ADR submission agreement electing WIPO Rules, e.g., in existing 

non-contractual disputes 

 

Unilateral request for WIPO Mediation by one party 

 

Court referrals 

http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/clauses/index.html


WIPO ADR OPTIONS 

Expedited 

Arbitration 

Arbitration 

 

WIPO Contract 

Clause/ Submission 

Agreement 

Expert 

Determination 

Determination 

(Negotiation) 

Mediation 

Award Settlement 

Party 

Agreement 

Outcome 

Procedure 

First Step 



WIPO Model Clause Example:  
Mediation FOLLOWED by Expedited Arbitration 

"Any dispute, controversy or claim arising under, out of or relating to this contract and 

any subsequent amendments of this contract, including, without limitation, its 

formation, validity, binding effect, interpretation, performance, breach or termination, as 

well as non-contractual claims, shall be submitted to mediation in accordance with 

the WIPO Mediation Rules. The place of mediation shall be [specify place]. The 

language to be used in the mediation shall be [specify language]” 

If, and to the extent that, any such dispute, controversy or claim has not been 
settled pursuant to the mediation within [60][90] days of the commencement of 
the mediation, it shall, upon the filing of a Request for Arbitration by either party, 
be referred to and finally determined by arbitration in accordance with the WIPO 
Expedited Arbitration Rules. Alternatively, if, before the expiration of the said period 
of [60][90] days, either party fails to participate or to continue to participate in the 
mediation, the dispute, controversy or claim shall, upon the filing of a Request for 
Arbitration by the other party, be referred to and finally determined by arbitration in 
accordance with the WIPO Expedited Arbitration Rules. The place of arbitration shall 
be [specify place]. The language to be used in the arbitral proceedings shall be 
[specify language]. The dispute, controversy or claim referred to arbitration shall be 
decided in accordance with [specify jurisdiction] law." 

www.wipo.int/amc/en/clauses/index.html 





 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



WIPO CENTER CASE ROLE 

 

■ Administering cases 

 

■Under WIPO Rules, or under special procedures 

 

■ Active management:  containing time and costs 

 

■ WIPO ECAF (optional online case management) 

 

 

■ Facilitating selection and appointment of mediators, arbitrators, experts 

 

■ WIPO list of 1,500+ neutrals  

 

■ From numerous countries in all regions 

■  Specialized in different areas of IP and IT 

 

 



WIPO ELECTRONIC CASE FACILITY (ECAF) 
■ Simple; secure; instant; location-independent; optional  

 

 



• One exchange of pleadings 
• Shorter time limits 
• Sole arbitrator 
• Shorter hearings  
• Fixed fees 

WIPO Expedited Arbitration 

Request for Arbitration  

and Statement of Claim 

Answer to Request for Arbitration and 

Statement of Defense 

Appointment of Arbitrator(s) 

Hearing 

Closure of Proceedings 

Final Award 

WIPO Arbitration 

Request for Arbitration 

Answer to Request for Arbitration 

Appointment of Arbitrator(s) 

Statement of Claim 

Statement of Defense 

Hearings 

Closure of Proceedings 

Final Award 

Further Written Statements and Witness 

Statements 



WIPO MEDIATION, ARBITRATION AND 

EXPERT DETERMINATION CASES 

IP/IT disputes and commercial disputes 

Contractual:  patent licenses, software/ICT, R&D and technology transfer agreements, 

patent pools, distribution agreements, joint ventures, copyright collecting societies, 

trademark coexistence agreements, settlement agreements 

Non-contractual:  infringement of IP rights 

 

Domestic and international disputes  (25/75%) 

 

Amounts in dispute from USD 50,000 to USD 1 billion 

 



DISPUTE AREAS IN WIPO MEDIATION AND 

ARBITRATION CASES 



HOW ARE TECHNOLOGY DISPUTES 

RESOLVED? 

WIPO Center Report on International Survey of Dispute Resolution                                                        

in Technology Transactions  

 



RELATIVE TIME AND COST OF 

TECHNOLOGY DISPUTE RESOLUTION 

WIPO Center Report on International Survey of Dispute Resolution                                                        

in Technology Transactions  

 



RECENT DEVELOPMENTS 

 

■ Unilateral Request for WIPO Mediation 

 

■ In the absence of a mediation agreement, a party that wishes to propose submitting a 

dispute to mediation may submit a Request for Mediation to the Center 

■ Art. 4 WIPO Mediation Rules (effective January 1, 2016) 

 

 

■ WIPO Clause Generator 

 

■ Allows parties to develop tailored WIPO clauses and submission agreements on the 

basis of the WIPO models  

■ Select ADR procedure(s) and core elements, such as place and language of 

proceedings and applicable law, and, if desired, additional elements, including 

qualifications of neutral   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



RECENT DEVELOPMENTS 2 

■ WIPO Guide on Alternative Dispute Resolution Options for Intellectual 

Property Offices and Courts  

■ Based on WIPO Center advisory and case experience, offers practical guidance to IP 

Offices and courts that wish to institutionalize ADR options for proceedings pending 

before them 

 

■ USPTO included the WIPO Center among listed ADR providers 

■ Available at the option of parties to administer disputes before the Trademark Trial and 

Appeal Board (TTAB) and the Patent Trial and Appeal Board (PTAB) 

 

■ WIPO ADR for FRAND Disputes 

■ Tailored model submission agreements that parties may use to refer a dispute 

concerning FRAND terms  

■ Special list of mediators, arbitrators and experts for patents in standards  



UNIFORM DOMAIN NAME DISPUTE  
RESOLUTION POLICY (UDRP) 

1999:  WIPO-created international administrative ADR procedure 

 

Allows trademark owners to resolve “clear cut” cases of abusive domain 

name registration and use (“cybersquatting”) 

 

Operates outside the courts, but preserves party court option 

 

Uniform:  applicable to all gTLDs “old” (.com, .net, .org, etc.) and “new” 

(.bike, .fail, .nyc, etc.) 

 

Applicable via mandatory “contract web” between ICANN, registrars, and 

registrants 



UDRP:  PRINCIPAL ADVANTAGES 

Significantly quicker and cheaper than court litigation 

Two-month average;  fixed fees (USD 1,500) 

Predictable criteria and results 

Decision (transfer) implemented directly by registrar 

Prevents consumer confusion/brand abuse 

 



THE UDRP TEST – THREE ELEMENTS 

  
 

 

 

Trademark must be identical or confusingly similar to the domain name;  

and 

 

The registrant of the domain name must have no rights or legitimate 

interests in the domain name;  and 

 

The domain name must have been registered and used in bad faith. 

 



DOMAIN NAME DISPUTE FILING WITH WIPO 

16 years’ experience as the global leader in domain name dispute resolution 

33,000+ cases covering 60,000+ domain names 

 2015 total:  2,754 cases 

 

Involving parties based in 113 countries 

Multilingual case administration (21 languages to date) 

Paperless filing:  WIPO-initiated eUDRP 

US first-ranked for WIPO case parties and panelists 

 

 

 

 

 



WIPO UDRP COMPLAINANT AREAS OF ACTIVITY 



KEY WIPO UDRP RESOURCES 

WIPO Guide to the UDRP 

www.wipo.int/amc/en/domains/guide  

 

 

Model pleadings (complaint and response) 

www.wipo.int/amc/en/domains/complainant  

 

 
Legal Index of UDRP Decisions 

www.wipo.int/amc/en/domains/search/index.html 

 

 
WIPO Jurisprudential Overview of Selected UDRP Questions 

www.wipo.int/amc/en/domains/search/overview/index.html 

 

 

 

http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/domains/guide
http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/domains/complainant
http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/domains/search/index.html
http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/domains/search/overview/index.html




FURTHER INFORMATION 

 
WIPO Arbitration and Mediation Center Offices 

 
Geneva, Switzerland 

Singapore, Singapore 

 

 

 
WIPO External Offices 

 
Rio de Janeiro, Brazil 

Beijing, China 

Tokyo, Japan 

Moscow, Russia 

Singapore, Singapore 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 



FURTHER INFORMATION 

 

Queries and case filing:  

arbiter.mail@wipo.int 

 

 

 

Model clauses:  

www.wipo.int/amc/en/clauses/ 

 

 

 

Info on procedures, neutrals and  

case examples:  

www.wipo.int/amc/ 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:arbiter.mail@wipo.int
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