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INTRODUCTION

1. TheStandingCommitteeon the Law of Patents (“the Commitee” or “the SCP’) heldits
eleventhsessibnin Genevaon Junel and2, 2005.

2.  Thefollowing Stateanembersf WIPO andbr the Pars Union wererepresenteétthe
meeing: Albania,Algeria, AntiguaandBarbuda, Argenting, Austrdia, Austria, Bangladesh,
Belarus, Belgium, Benin, Brazil, Bulgaria Camboda, CanadaChile, China,Colombia,
Cost Rica,Coted’Ivoire, Croatia,CzechRepublic, Democraic Repubic of Congo,
Denmark,Dominican Republic,Ecuado, Egypt, Ethiopia, Finland,Frane, Georda,
Gemany, GreeceHungary India, Indonesiajran (Islamic Republc of), Ireland, Italy, Japan,
Kenya,Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan Latvia, LibyanArab Jamahiiya, Lithuana, Luxemboug,
Malaysa, Malta, Mexico, Morocco,Myanmar, Netherlands New Zealand, Nigelia, Norway,
Oman, PakistanPeru,Philippines Poland,Portuugal, Repubic of Korea,Republic of
Moldova,Romana, RussianFederationSaudiArabia, Senegh Serbiaand Montenego,
Singapore SouthAfrica, Spain,Sudan Sweden,Switzerland, Thaland, TheformerYugoslav
Republicof Macedonia, Tunisia, Turkey, Ukraine, United Kingdom,United Statesof
America, Uruguay,VenezuelaYiet NamandZamba (85).
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3. Representatesof theWorld Trade Organizaion (WTO), the African Intellectual
PropertyOrganizaton (OAPI), the African Regionalintellectual Propery Organization
(ARIPO), the EurasiarPatentOffice (EAPO),the EuropearCommission(EC), the European
Patent Office (EPO)andthe South Centre(SC)took pat in themeeting in anobsever
capaity (7).

4. Representatesof thefollowing nongovernmatal organizationstook part in the
meetingin anobservercapacity AsianPaentAttorneys Assogation (APAA), Biotechnology
Industry Organizaton (BIO), Brazilian Associaton of Intellectual Propety Agents(ABAPI),
Centerfor Internaional Environmentalaw (CIEL), Centrefor Internatonal Industral
PropertyStudie(CEIPI), Civil SocietyCoaltion (CSC),ExchangeandCooperationCentre
for Latin America(ECCLA), Confederabn of IndianIndustry (Cll), ConsumeProjecton
Tednology(CPTech) EuropearGenericsMedicine Assocation (EGA), Fridtjof Nansen
Institute(FNI), Geretic ReurcesAction Internatonal (GRAIN), German Associationfor
Industrial PropertyandCopyright Law (GRUR), Institute of ProfessionaRepreserdtives
before the EuropearPatentOffice (EPI), International Assogation for the Protection of
Industrial Property(AlIPPI), InternationalChamter of Commece (ICC), International
Feder#éion of IndustrialPropertyAttorneys(FICPI), Internatonal Feceration of
Phamaceuical Manufacturerdssociation(IFPMA), Jgan Intellectual Propery Association
(JIPA), JamnPaentAttorneysAssociation (JPAA), Max-Plan&-Institute for Intellectual
Property,Competition andTax Law (MP1), Medicins sans fontieres (MSF) andUnion of
EuropeanPracttionersin Indudrial Property(UNION) (23).

5.  Thelist of participantds containedn the Annexto thisreport.

6. Thefollowing documentpreparedby the Internatonal Bureauhadbeensubmittecto
the SCP prior to thesessin: “RevisedDraft Agenda”’ (SCP/11/1Rev.), “Accredtation of
Non-Governmerdl Organizations{SCP/11/2); Addendunto Accreditation of
Non-Governmerdl OrganizationgSCP/11/2Add.), “Future Work Programfor the Standing
Committeeon the Law of Patent§ (SCP/113) and“Statement Receved from Brazil”
(SCP/11/4).

7.  TheSecetariatnotedtheinterventonsmadeand recordedhemontape. Thisreport
summarizeghediscussionseflectingall the obsevationsmade.

GENERAL DISCUSSION

Agendaltem 1: Openingof the Session

8. Theeleventhsessn of the SCPwas opened,on behatf of the Director General,by
Mr. FrancisGurry, DeputyDirector Geneal, who welcomedthe participans. Mr. Philippe
Baechtold WIPO) actedasSecretay.

Agendaltem 2: Electionof aChairandTwo Vice-Chairs

9. TheStandingCommitteeunanimouslyelecied Mr. Boris Simonov(RussiarFedeation)
as Char andMr. Yin Xintian (China)andMr. UsmanSarki(Nigeria)as Vice-Chairs.
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Agendaltem 3: Adoptionof the Agenda

10. TheDelegaton of Argentina,speaking on behalf of the“Friendsof Development;
expressedts readnessto contributeto a posiive outcomeof the meding, its expectatiorthat
the Commitieewould work on the basisof the principle of consensusasit was thetradition in
WIPO, aswell asits hopethatall delegationsvould be properlyheardandtheir viewsbe
fully reflectedin thefinal outcome. The Delegaion had no doubttha therulesof procedure
would beabidedby atall times It saidtha, ashadbeen donefor the previousmeeting of
the SCP, afinal reportshouldbe preparedor this eleventhsesson of the SCPfor future
adoption. Forthatpurpo®, in its view, it wasimportantthatthe Summnary by the Chairunder
item7 of theagendabeagreedoy all.

11. TheChar confirmedthatthe Committeewould strictly obseve therules of procedure
and that discussbnswould be completelyclearandundestandable In the absenceof other
reactiondo theintenentionof the Delegaion of Argentina he considerd thattherehadbeen
aunanimasdecsionthatthe Summaryby the Char shout bediscusse@ndageedby
consenss.

12. Thereviseddraftagendavasadoptedss proposedn documentSCPA1/1Rev.

Agendaltem 4: Accreditationof Intergovernmatal and/orNon-Govanmengl Organizations

13. TheSCPapprovedthe accreditatiorof the Centrefor the Managenentof
IntellectualPropery in HealthResarchandDevdopment (MIHR), the Consumer
Projecton Technology(CPTech) Consunersinternatonal (Cl), the Fridtjof Nansen
Institute (FNI), the GenericPharmaceuticaAssocidgion (GPhA)andthe Mexican
NationalAssociaton of PharmaceuticaManufacturas (ANAFAM) asad hoc obsrvers
(documents SCP/11/2and2 Add.).

Agendaltem 5: Adoptionof the Draft Report of the TenthSession

14. TheDelegaton of Chinapropodcorrectonsof thefourth and fifth senencesn
paragraph24 of thedraftreportof thetenh sessiondoaumentSCP/1011 Prov.2)asfollows:
“In thisregardthe Delegatiomnotedthatareantreportby the Fedeal Trade Commissiorof
the United States of Americapublishedin October2003did notagreewith the opinionthat
the patentappicant, ratherthanthe generabpublic, shouldberegardedas the customes of
the United States Patentand TrademarkOffice andpointed out thatthis opinion wastoo
narrow andinadequate In this connectionjt wasnecesaryto takeaccountof the objective
unde Article 7 of ...."

15. Thelnternational Bureaunotedthatit hadrecaved arequesfrom the Repesentativef
the EPO with respectto a correctionin paragraphl25regardinghis interventon.

16. TheCommiteeadoptedhedraftreport of its tenth sesson (document
SCP/10/11Prov.2)asproposedsubjectto the correctionsreferredto in paragrphs14
and 15, above.
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Agendaltem 6: Work programfor the StandingConmmitteeon the Law of Patats

17. TheSecetariatintroduceddocumentSCP/11/3.1t recalled thatthe General Assenbly
had, atits lastmeetngin SeptembeOctober2004,haddifficulty in reaching a decisionasto
thefuturework programof the SCP and,in fact, had not beenable to do so. The Secreariat
furthernotedthatthe GeneralAssemblyhadalsodecdedthatthe datesof the nextsessiorof
the SCP shouldbe determineddy the Director Gened foll owing informal consultationghat
he mightundertake. The Director Generahadduly convenedinformal consulationswhich
had beenhdd in Casablancan the Kingdomof Moroccoin February2005. Those
consultationshadledto a seriesof recommendaons by thosepresentwhich were listedin
the Annex to thatdocumentto the Director Geneal as to howthework program of the
Committeemight behandledn thefuture The Director Generawasnow transmittingthose
recommenmdationsto the StandingCommitteefor its considerion, asstaedin document
SCP/11/3. Therecommendationgndthevariousdelggaionswho hadparicipatedin the
informd consutationsin Casblancaaswell as the position of oneof thosedelegationsijn
particular,in relaion to therecommendabns,hadall beenrecordedin theabowe-mentioned
Annex.

18. TheDelegaton of Argentina,also speaking on behaf of the Delegationsof Bolivia,
Brazil, Cuba,the DominicanRepublic,EcuadorEgypt, Iran (Islamic Repubic of), Kenya,
Peru SierraLeone,South Africa, United Repubic of Tanzana andVenezueh, introducedthe
contentsof docunmentSCP/11/4andexpressedtheimportanceit atadedto thework of the
SCPandits concernwith thedirectiontha discussionfiadbeentakinglately, particularlyin
the context of the negotiationon thedraft SubsaéintivePaentLaw Treay (SPLT). It noted
thatpaent law wasavery senstive areaof intellecual propety law which had significant
crosscuttingimplicationsfor mary differentareasof public policy. New norms seekingto
establishmorestringentinternationaktandardsf patent protection, as somewould like to see
inthe SPLT, might have a seriousmpactin fieldsasdiverseas public hedth, the
environmert andnutrition. The Delegaion saidtha the public healh implications of patent
law, in particular,hadbeenbroughtto theattenion of theinternaiond community through
theadoptionof the DohaDeclarationon the Agreenenton TradeRelated Aspectsof
Intellectual Propery Rights(TRIPS Agreement) andPublic Health atthefourth Ministenal
Conferenceof the World TradeOrganiation (WTO) andtha thatcrucial declaration
acknowledge thattheinternationahormson patent protection shoutl not standin theway of
the pursuit of public healthgoalsby devdoping countriesandleastdewelopedcounties
(LDCs). TheDohaDeclaratiorthereforehadenmuragedll countiesto makeuseto thefull
of theflexibility of the TRIPS Agreemein The Delegaton notedthat, morerecently,
developingcountriesandcivil societyhadmadean urgentcdl for theestdlishmentof a
Developmenigendafor WIPO. In thelight of thatcall, all WIPO subsdiary bodies,
particularly thoseengagedn norm-settirg, would have to propely takeinto accountthe
developmentdimensionin the pursuitof their work. It sad that in thatregardthe central
concernof the DevelopmentAgendavasthe needto ensurghatnorm-seting activities in
WIPO wererespedul of, anddid not run counterto, the policy spaceof devebpingcountries
and LDCs. Thismeantthatnormsettingshouldsafegued the public interestfl exibilities that
existedin currentinternationatreatiesfor the pursuit of crucial public policy goals. The
Delegatiomotedthat, in thefield of patentaw, this meantthatboth pre-grantandpostgrant
flexibilities shouldbe safeguardedll of which might have seriouspublicinterest
implicatiors. One of the key concernof the DevebpmentAgendaproposalwasthusfully in
line with the spirit andcontentsof the DohaDeclaation onthe TRIPS AgreementandPublic
Hedth. The Delegatiorrecalledthatnegotidionsonthe SPLT hadbeentakingplacein
WIPO sincethe secondsemesteof 2000andthatsomehadsuggesté thatthe SPLT should
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be anewtreaty onthe upwardharmonizéion of paentlaw. Thesecountieshadproposedhe
SPLT asaninstumenton bestpracticesn the pakentfield tha would addnewinternational
obligationsto thosealreadyexistingunderthe WTO TRIPSAgreement. The Delegation
obsevedthatsuchanapproactto negotiatonsenmbodiedavision of intellectual propety
accading to which norm-settingin WIPO shoutl alwayslead to the adopton of increasngly
stringent standard®f protectionbeyondthe TRIPS Agreementin all counties,irrespetive of
theirlevelsof devebpment. It notedthatthe consisteng of sud anapproab with the
developmentdimensionwashighly debatbleandthatthatwas thereasorfor the concenin
respecbf the mannelin which theinformal consutationsrequestedby the GeneralAssenbly
had beenconduced. TheDelegatiomoted thatthe groupof participantsin Casablancavas
not bdancedandrepresented limited rangeof postionsonthesubgctaddressed Moreover,
while participationof MemberStatesknownto havesignificant views andpositionson those
issteshadnot beensoughtby the WIPO Secrefarid, organiationsthatdid not enjoyfull
WIPO membersip hadbeenincludedandindividualsnot officially representing Member
Stateshadbeeninvitedto expreswiewsin ther own persona capacty. Thatsituationhad
ledseveal MemberStatesto clarify thatthey did notassocige themselve with the outcome
of thoseconsutations. The Delegationsad that, in orderto ensue thatnegotiaionsonthe
draft SPLT deliveredabalancednstrumaent, devdoping countieshadbeen tabling proposals
for amendmersto thedraft treatyand that the purposeof thoseamendmens wasprecisly to
safeguardheflexibilities andpolicy space of WIPO MemberStaes. Moreover,the
Delegatiomotedthatwhatdevelopirg countieshadsoughtwasessatialy abalancedand
inclusive approacho negotiationsvherebytheinterests, concernsandproposaldy all parties
invalvedin the negotiationswould beduly considered.It sad thatthe program of work for
the SCP adoped by someparticipantsat the conclusion of theinformal consutationsin
Casdlancaon Felruary 16, 2005,did not consttutea newelenentin the negotiationof the
draft SPLT. In effect,asfar asthework of the SCPwas concernedit reflecedthesame
proposd thathadbeentabledby two Membe States atthelastWIPO Genegal Assemblyin
SepemberOctober2004,which hadbeenrgected. It hadalsobeen rejected in thelast
sessionof the SCPin May 2004. The Delegation observe that,therefore it wassuiprising
thatthe sameproposalWwasbeingsubmitted for consderaton to the WIPO MemberStatedor
athird time, andthatthe proposl contained in documet SCPA1/3would fragmenthe
negotiaion onthe SPLT into indepemlenttracksdealng first only with a few issueghatdid
not effectively addres the priority concernsof devdoping counties,inter alia, prior art,
novdty, inventivestepandgraceperiod,while leavingbehind or deferringto other forathe
subjectmattersof realinterestandsignificane to developing countries, suchas issuesof
public interestfl exibilities, transferof technology conpetition and clauseon biodiversity,
and, inter alia, disclosureof origin. Devebpingandleastdevelopedcountries hadnotbeen
demandeur s of negptiationson the substante hamonization of thelaw of paients.
Neverthelesgsheyhadshownflexibility andhadparticipated construdcively in the procesof
negotiaion by tabling suggesionsandconaeteproposas in the past sessionsof the SCP.
The Delegation sad thatan SPLT thatlimiteditselfto thefour issuessetoutin the
Casdlancarecommendatiomwould effecively entil constderabé lossof theflexibility that
developingcountriescurrentlyenjoyedfor the pursuit of broadergods of national policy. It
noted thatdeterminationof the elementof awork programfor the SCPon thatmattercould
not be addressedsa merelyprocedurakxercise. It sad thatthefour issuessingledout by
the Casdlancarecommendatioasissuegha shouldbededt with in anacceleratedmanne
in the SCPinvolved coreagectsof the patent regimerelating to the conditionsof
patentabilityandthat,underArticle 27 of the TRIPSAgreament countries enjoyedthe
flexibility to estabish atthe nationallevel the subsantiveaspecs of thosepaentability
conditionsin thar domestidegislation.The Delegaton notel that, therefoe, the negotiations
of atreatyasimportantasthe SALT coud notleaveaside aspets of fundanentl importance
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for developimg countries. Unfortunately the fragmenéedappro&h to negotiationsas
suggesedin documentSCH11/3wouldin factnotallow all Member Staesto make
proposds on issueghattheyconsideredo berelevant whichwould bea mostundesirale
departule from the bestpracticesof multilateraldiplomacy. The Delegaion sad that,in order
to strikea balancebetweentherigidities thatwould be credaedin theinternatonal intellecual
property (IP) sysemby demandgor upwad harmonizaion of national paentlawsand,on
the otherhand, for the safeguardingf existing fl exibilities andnationd policy space,
negotigionsonthedraft SALT shouldtakeonboad issuef conernto all MemberStatesas
asingleundetaking. The Delegationsaidthat,for thosereasonsthe Delegaionsit was
repreentingwerenotin apositionto accepthe staement containedin documeat SCP/11/3as
abasisfor discussio of thefuturework of the SCPandthat aspointed outin the statement
by the“Friendsof Development,’hegotidions shouldcontinueon the bass of the draft treaty
asawhole,if onewasto guarantea final outcomethatwas balancel andinclusive. It said
thatthe Delegatonsof the “Friendsof Devebpment” werepreparedto cooperateandwere
opento discussa balancedandinclusivework programfor the SCPbasedon a systemicand
inclusivediscusson of theelementgelevantfor al delegéions. The SCPwould addres all
issteson anequalfooting andwith thesame levd of priority. TheDelegatonsit was
repreentingreaffirmedtheir commitmenitn ensuringthatthe negotationsonthedraft SPLT
were ableto proceedn abalancedandinclusivemanne. The Delegation notedthata new
treay on paentlaw thataddednewobligaionswithouttaking into accounttheir potential
impactas well asthesovereigrright of Statesandwithoutcontaining appropriateprovisons
to safeguardlexibilities for the pursut of public policy goalswould be at oddswith the
developmentobjectivesthattheinternationakcommunity hadenshrinedn internationalfora,
al of whichwererelevantto therealmof intellectud property. All Delegaionspresent
shouldundersandthe significanceof the discussionshe Committeewas aboutto engagein.
The Delegation observedhatthatwasin effed arealpractical testof WIPO’s commitmentto
thoseinternationd developmengoals,in paricular, the establishmet of a Development
Agendafor the organization,egeciallyasit shoutl apply to internationd normsetting
activities. It encouragedall delegatimsto work togeherto demonstratehat it waspossble
to treatintellectualpropertyissuesundera broade devebpmentperspective taking into
accauntthe concernsof a majority of countieswhich hadto dealwith seiousand
challengirg socialandeconomidssuedeft unresolvedn manyparts of theworld. The
Delegatiorreiteratedts groupof Delegationscommitmentto work on the basisof consensus
and to duly abide by therulesof procedure.

19. TheDelegaton of Italy, speakingon behalfof GroupB, saidtha it lookedforward to a
positive and constuctive outcometo the meding andthatit firmly believedthat
harmonizationwould benefitall stakehddersincludingcivil socety, rightholdersandIP
offices. Concernngthepropogdwork programcontanedin documenSCPA1/3,the
Delegationsaidthatit repregntedan effecive way of struduring andprogressingthe SCP's
and the IntergovernmentalCommitteeeon Intellectual Propertyand Genetic Resources,
TraditionalKnowledgeandFolklore (IGC)’'s work. GroupB bdieved thatthatproposal
representeda balancedvork plan,which addessedheinterestof all MemberStates. The
Delegatiomotedthat Group B lookedforward to advancingthework program, bothin the
SCPandin the otherrelevantbodiesof WIPO.

20. TheDelegaton of Singaporespeakingon behdf of the Assogation of SoutheasAsian
Nations(ASEAN), statedthatthe ASEAN countieshadbeenfollowing thework of the
Committeewith interestandthat, like mary Delegatons,theywould like to seemore
progressin thework of the SCP. Noting the outcomne of the Director Geneal’s consultations
in Casablanaundertakenn February2005,the Delegdion staedthat, while it wasimportant
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for the SCP to addressssuessuchasthedefinition of prior art, grace period, noveltyand
inventive step,it wasequallyimportantthatsimilar progresson the sufi ciency of disclosue
and geneticresource®e madein thelGC. The Delegation notedtha the closeinterface
betweenthe SCPard the IGC in addressigthe mandaté issues in atimely and accelerated
manneremanedthekeyto thoseefforts. The ASEAN countries wishedto underscorethe
salienceof the SCPandIGC processemovingin tandan sothattheinteress of all Member
Statesweretakenfully onboardin settirg outtheinterndiond paentagenda.The
Delegatiomotedthat,while the ASEAN countresundestoodtheimportanceof developing
an efficient, accessiblendcosteffective international paentregime sud a paentregime
had to be at the sametime senstive to andsupportve of theeconomt, sccia and
technologicadevebpmentaheedsof all WIPO Members. The Delegation statedthatit was
equally importantthatit hadto preservesafeguad andpromot public interestflexibilities
and policy spae of MemberStates. Thus,the ASEAN counties supporéedthe creationof a
balancedandequitbleinternationapatentsysemthatstrokea balancebetweentheinterests
of usersandrightholdersvis-a-vis consumes and socety at large. In concluding,the
Delegationstressedheimportanceof multilateraism in conseringall aspets of work in
WIPO andlookedforwardto thefull engagenentof membesin shapngthe SCPwork
program.

21. TheDelegaton of India, alsospeaking on behalf of the Delegaions of Bandadesh,
Bhutan,Nepal,PakiganandSri Lanka,assurd the Char of its readinessto contibuteto a
positive outcomne of the meetingandassocatel its Delegaion with the staementon
proceduresnadeby the Delegationof Argentinaon behdf of the*Friendsof Development”.

22. TheDelegaton of Egyptfully supportedthe statement made by the Delegationof
Argentinaon behdf of the “Friendsof Devebpment’. The Delegaton noted thatEgypt had
maintainedanunambiguougpostion, basel onthenecessty to carry outthe negtiationsin a
balancedandinclusivemannersincethe begnning of the SPLT negotiations,andthatsuch
mannereflectedthe coreesenceof the United Natonssysten, to which WIPO belonged.
The Delegation observedhatin thatcontext, Egypt,among manydevdoping counties
including the countriesof the African Group, had notwelconedan exclusiveand unbalanced
approach of the SALT negotiationsvhensuchanapproab hadbeen rasedduringthe
previous sessionof the SCP aswell asthe previousmeding of the GeneralAssembly. The
Delegatiorbelievedthatthe statemenadoptedat the end of informal consultéionsamonga
group of paricipantsin Casablanchadbrought up the sane approat agan in the SCP by
proposinga futurework programsetup on a disaiminatorybasis throughfocusng onissues
of interesto developedcountries while issuegabled by devebping countreswere to be
tackledon a differenttrack. Thus,the proposedvork programhadfailed to addessthe
legitimateconcernsof alargenumberof countriesand,therefore,could not constitutea basis
for discussion®n the futurework of the SCP. That position of the Delegation hadbeen
clealy reflecedin the statemenof the “Friendsof Development” in documat SCP/11A.

The Delegation notedthatthelogic, which appliedto the SALT negotiaions,shauld notbean
exceptionto whatappliedto anyotherbalancel, fair and transpareninultilateral negptiations
unde theUnited Nationssystem. If the proponens of thosenegotationshada genuinedesire
to takeit forward, theyshouldbe keenon having theinterestsandconcernsof all stakeholders
on boad andequallyaddes®din the SCP,including theissues of importance to developing
countries,suchasthe suficiency of disclosure geneic resour@sand transferof technology.
The Delegation reaffirmedits strongdeternination to work construdtely towardsbuilding
confidencein theintellectualpropertysysemandpresaving the credibiity of WIPO and
multilateralism. Thoseobjectivescould bereaizedif abdancedoutcone of all intelledual
property normseting activitieswasmainiined,which effedively integratel the development
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dimenson andthe aspiration®f societyatlarge andenaledthe P systemto beresponsiveo
public policy coneerns.

23. TheDelegtion of Luxembourgspeakingon behalf of the Europea Communityandits
MemberStakes,supportedhework program aspropose in docunentSCPA1/3andthe
statementmadeby the Delegationof Italy on behaf of GroupB.

24. TheChar, while thankingDelegationghathadexplained their posiions, calledfor
constructiveproposaldor agreeduponadion in thefuture

25. TheDelegaton of Brazil asociatedtself with the staementdelivered by the
Delegationof Argentinaon behalfof the “Friendsof Developnent”. It reiteraedthe
importanceBrazil attachedo thework of the SCP and staedthat, as highlighted by the
“Friendsof Development,”patentlaw harmonizationwasnot an issueof interest only to
developedcounties TheDelegationobservedhat paentlaw harmonzaion hadmany
seriousimplicationsfor developingcountiesandthe LDCs in manysignificantareasof
public policy andthat harmonizatiorcould notbe appro@hedasa purdy technicalexercise.
The Delegation notedthatit wantedto sharesomevery brief pointsin respecbf thedirection
negotidionsonthedraft SALT hadbeentakingrelated to bothsubstancandprocedureand
expressedts full commimentto beasconstructve and objedive asthe Char wasrequesting
The Delegation emphaigedthe fundamenthconcen with the potential substantive
implicatiors of the proposechewtreaty. It saidthatit did not seehow, ultimately, thefinal
substantiveoutcomeof thatdiscussiorcould bedisassocateal from the generalsetupin the
environmert within which the negotiatimstook placeincludingthe underlying principles,
which guidedit. The Delegatiomotedtha this wasanareawheresubséinceandprocedure
clealy intersectedandthatthis wasthereasorwhy therewasno neel to enphasiz too much
thatthelevel of trans@rencyandinclusivenessinderwhich the discusson took placemight
influenceconsderablythe level of inclusiveressand badance of thefinal packageresulting
fromthenegotations. The Delegationsad that, with respecto procedureits primary
concernwasthatthe negotiationson issuessuchaspatent law harmonization,which might
have significantimplicationson society,shoul always take placein an open transparenand
membe-drivenmanner. All partiesto the negotidionsshouldbe enmuragedo make
proposds and to raiseissuesof importarceto them TheDelegation noted agan the corncerns
thathad beenexpressedvith regectto the consultdionsheld in Casablaca. TheDelegation
obseavedthatseveal developingcountries,beforethe commenement of the SCP’s current
sessionhadfoundit necesary to clarify thattheydid not agreewith thework plansuggested
in the Casdlancastatement.lt notedthat Brazi hadhad the occasionto stateits position
publicly aswell asin consultationswith other Delegaionsandthe Secreéria, in orderto
makeit very clearthatthatwasa pointit attacha&l utmostimportanceto. On substancethe
Delegationwantedto supporttheintervention of the Delegation of Argenina on behalfof the
“Friendsof Development’andto stressin paricular that thefour patentlaw provisions
proposel in documentSCP/11/3asthefocusof acceeraeddiscussionsn the SCPinvolved
core aspect®f the patentregime. It notedthata new SPLTwhich contained thosefour
provisions,but no appropriatesateguarddor the public interest,andalso otherissuesof
relevancefor develging countrieswould certanly compromisethe policies basedon the
flexibilities enjoyedunderthe TRIPS Agreementin anunduemanner. The Delegation noted
thatthe policy spaceon thosemattershadalrealy beenconsiderably narowed by thelegacy
of theUruguayRound. The Delegationstaedtha for reasonsboth of subsanceand of
procedurejt fully endorsedheview thatWIPO Member Stakesshouldwork togethetto find
abalancedvork planfor the SCPthatwould beable to cove issuef interestto both
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developedanddevelopingcountries. The Delegaion statedthatit stoal preparedo
wholeheartedlyontributeto thatconensusexecise.

26. In responséo aquesion raisedby the Char, the Delegaton of Brazil clarified that,in
its view, a bdancal work planwasa planthattook up the concens of both developedand
developingcountries.

27. TheDelegaton of Switzerlandstatedtha it remaned convincedthatthe hamonization
of sulstantivepaentlegislationwasakeyitemof interesto all delegations becausehat
would makeit possibleto increasehe quality of paentsgrantel andto avoid useless
duplication of work amang intellectwal propertyoffi ces,andthatharnmonizaion hadto be
continuedat the multilaterallevel,i.e. within WIPO. Harmonizaion of subsantivepatent
legislationwasin the interestnot only of intellectud propertyofficesbut also of theuses of
the systemandof thepublicatlarge. The Delegaion notedthatit wastherefore important
thateverythng be doneto ensurethatefforts could be unifiedandresuls reachedassoonas
possible. Full harmaizationof basc paentlaw wasavery comprehasive task andtheway
work hadbeenorganzedin the SCPin the pastfew yearshadcleally shownthatsatisfactory
progresshadnot beenachievedon anytopic. It sad tha, if there wasawishto achieve
proper resuts, it wasurgentto agreeon a newworking methodin orderto moveforwardin
the SCP’swork. The Delegationobservedhata constuctive solution, whichit felt shouldbe
pragmaticanduseful,wascontainedn documentSCPA1/3. Thesoluion was pragmaticin
thatit proposedo focuswork in the SCPon afirst listof four priority matters. But it also
providedthat the IGC shouldlook attwo priority mattersand in doingso, it would be possible
to achievetangible resultsin theshortterm. The Delegaion sad thatthe solution offeredin
document SCP/11/3vasbalancedsinceit proposedha work be continuedwith the sane
priorities andunderthe sameconditions,andin an accéeraed mannerin orde to rapidly
achieveresuls on mattersof greatinterestto all membersof the organizaion, whetherthose
were matterslinked to harmonizatiorof patet law itsdf or questonslinkedto development
isstesrelating to IP andgeretic reoourcesanddisclosurethereof. The Delegation notedthat
thatwasa subjectin which it hada greatinterestin respecof which it had submittedspecific
proposds. With respectto theresultsof thework of thetwo Committees,it might aswell be
left to the GeneralAssembly to decidehow theissuesshoutl bedeat with in orderto achieve
thefinal resultsleading to aninternationaagreenent The Delegaton obsevedthatfor all of
thosereasonsandwith aview to structurethework with respecto harmaizaton of patent
law, Switzerlandwould join precedinglelegatbnsin supporing theapproacHhaid outin
document SCP/11/3with respecto the Committee’swork progran. A recommendation
alongthoselinesshouldbe addressetly the SCPto the next sesson of the WIPO Geneal
Assanbly.

28. TheDelegaton of SouthAfrica aligneditsef fully with the staementmadeby the
Delegationof Argentinaon behalfof the “Friendsof Developnment” andrecdled thatan
inclusive, transparenandopenmodus operandi wasthe core element behind theideaof
makingWIPO andtheintellectualpropertysysten moreresponsie to the needsandinterests
of developingand leastdevelopedtountries. The Delegaion saidthatit would like to
undeascorethe mandateof the Geneal Assanbly to theeffed tha the Director Geneal
should determine the dateof the next SCPfollowing informal consutaton thathe might
undeatake. The undersandingof the Delegationwastha thoseconsulationsshauld have
only focusedon estblishingthe suitabledat for conveningthe SCPmeeting and not
involved matersof substancer affecteddecsionsadoptedby the GeneralAssemblyrelated
to the SPLT negotations. The Delegationdid not agreewith whatthe programproposedn
the Casdlancarecommendation. The Delegation statedthatit reaffirmedtheimportanceit
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attachedo multilateralism,the commitmento strengthaingit within WIPO, andthatthe
SCPshould consderandendorsehe continuaton of negotiaionsof the SPLT on the basis of
thedraft Trealy asawhole. Thatshaild includeall amendmens thathadbeensubmittedby
MemberStaesto ensurea balancedreat onthe subsantive harnmonizaton of patentlaw that
would addessthe concernf all partiesin the negotiaions. The Delegaion observedhat
the SALT shouldfocusamongotherthingson safgguardingpublic interestfl exibilities andnot
run counterto theflexibilities enshrinedn the TRIPSAgreenent. The Delegdion notedthat
it wastherefae importantto havecomprelensie negotationswhich addressethe priorities
of all countriesandthatimportantproposas hadbeenmade by devebpingcourtrieswith
regad to generalexceptions patentabilitycriteria the protecion of public heath, geneic
resouresand traditional knowledgeduringthe SPLT negotations. The Delegaion notel that
it hadbeenindicatedat thattime thatthosewereissuesf paentlaw and thatthereforet
seemedapproprateto dealwith thoseissuesn the contextof the SPLT negotations. It said
thatin thelight of discussionsrounda DevelopnmentAgendafor WIPO, it wasimperative
thatthe SPLT negptiationspaid carefulattentionboth to theinterestof rightholders andof
users,aswell asthatit addressedtheinterest of the public atlarge. The Delegationsaidit
attachedgreatimportanceo the preseration of fl exibilitiesandof policy spaceatthe
intemationd level andthatthe SPLT negptiations shouldbe basedn the mutual respecof
intered and prioritiesof all countries. It notedthat thatwould bethe bestwayto ensurethat
outcomeswould enjoythe necesatry legitimacyandtha thediscussonsof all elements
containedin thedraft SPLT would thereforepavetheway to achieving balancedresultsthat
would enjoysupportandadheraceof all parties. The Delegaton observedhe presentdrive
towardsupward harmonizatiorandthe potental to undermnethe effort of estdlishinga
Developmen®gendain relationto norm-seting. It noted that, in this connetion,
harmonizedstandardsvould closethe spacefor developingcounties to adapttheir patent
rulesto their uniqueconditionsandneed and that,if devebpingcountresraisedtheir
standardgo thelevelof developedounties,they would losetheflexibilitiesthatcumrently
existedin the TRIPSAgreement. The presendrat SPLT provided roomto advance the
Developmenigendafor WIPO. Therefore the Delegaion could not afford to losethat
oppatunity. TheDelegatiorbelievedin atransparat andopenendedmodus operandi asthe
basis on which discusionson thefuture negotidionsof thedraft SPLT shouldproceed. The
work programpropasedby theinformal consutationsin Casabdncadid not constitutea new
elementin thenegotiationsasit containedhe majority of elementsin the proposaimadeby
somedevelopedountriesin thelag WIPO Geneal Assenbly, which hadbeen
overwhelmngly rejectedby the majority of devdoping countries. The Delegdion obseved
that,if adoptel, the Casblancastatementvould fragment the negotidionsonthe SPLT into
indgopendentracksdealingwith four issuesof gredestpriority to the devebpedcountries.
The Delegation observedhatthe SCP’s outconmeswould bevery clearwith atreatywhile
leavingsubjectmattersof interes to the developing countries suchassufficiencyof
disclosureandgeneticresourceso theintergovernnentd committeewherethe outcomes
were not yet clear. The Delegationbelievedthatinternationalnegotiationson anyissue
shouldproeedonthebasisof asinge underakingasit hadbeen the pradice, andthat
therefoe negotations shouldcontinueon the basis of thedraft SPLT asawhole.

29. TheDelegaton of MoroccostatedthatMoroccohad hadthe honorto hosta major
meetingin Casablancan informal consutatonswith respecto future session®f the SCP in
Februay 2005. It saidthat its Delecationhad workedhard to ensureha thework wentwell
on the basisof a congructive approachandthatit welcomedthe effortsundert&enby all
participantsin theinformal consultation®f themeetng sothatit could be held in a positive
spirit. Asit hadsad duringthe Casablancaeetng, the Delegaton wished to reaffirm the
importanceof maintaining a multilateralframework particularly within WIPO, which
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representedthe suitableforum for debateof intellectual propertymaters,paricularly patents,
tradtional knowledgeand geneticresouces. The Delegation felt thatthe objectivesandwork
programfor the SCPcontainedn therecomnendaion of tha consulationmeetingshouldset
theframeworkfor enablingharmonizatiorof substantre paentlaw. It reaffirmedits interest
in harmonizingsubstantivgatentaw with theview to improvingthe quality of patents,
redwtionin thework loadin patentofficesandthe devdopmentof a moreacaessibleandless
costly patert sysemfor applicants It consideredhatharmonization shout provide the
fairestand mostappropriatgpatentsysemfor all usersof thesystemparticularly for
developing countries. The Delegationfelt thatharmonkaion of paentlaw shouldpromote
economicandsodal developmentof all countriessothatall the peoplesof theworld could
enjoy betterliving conditions If thos objeciveswerenotlost sightof, all obstaclesouldbe
overcome.Member Statesshouldcontinueto work unstiningly to seek balancedresponses
offering arespondile solutionfor all. The Delegaion was convincedthatmultilateralwork,
dynamicwork, could be undertakerwithin the IGC onintellectual propety relatingto genetic
resouresand traditional knowledgeandfolklore, for exanplewith respecto movingtowards
thefundamentabbjectiveof protectionof tradiional knowledgeandfolklore. The
Delegationstressedheimportanceof havingadevelopmentaspetandprogran for
intelectual propery pointing to theimportant aspecof devebpmentfor the enire
intemationd comrmunity asits priority for devebpingcounties. Thatwould contributeto
promotingevenmorethe useof theintellectuad propery systan asatool for economicsocial
and culturd dewelopmentandthusit meantfor humanity asa wholeto achieve development
and well being throughprosperityand econome devebpment The Delegaton hopedthatall
delegationswould havea constructiveapproachn orderto achieve awork programwhich
would meetthe expectationsof all partiesin theoverdl contextof theuseof theintellectual
property systemasatool for economicsocid andcultural devebpment.

30. TheDelegaton of Sudansuppatedthe staementby the Delegaton of Moroccoand
expressedts understandindor thework planaselaoratel in the Casablana consultative
meeting. It lookedforwardto building aconsensutha would enale delegatonsto carryon
and moveforward.

31. TheDelegaton of Indiaas®ciateditsef with the statanentmadeby the Delegationof
Argentinaon behdf of the “Friendsof Devebpment”. The Delegaton noted thatthe meeting
took placeatanimportantuncturein the work of the SCP. It observe thatpatentaw wasan
importantareaof intellectualpropertylaw that had crosscuting implicationsin diff erent
areasof public policy including public health, environment, hedth, andothers,andthatit was
therefoe importantfor developingcountriesto understandhe full implicaionsof the SPLT
on thar freedomto designpatentiaws approprateto thar circumstanesandintegatethem
into their devebpmentpolicies TheDelegationstaedthatthe Generd Assemblyin
SepemberOctober2004hadmandatedhe Direcior Generalto undert&e informal
consultationgo decidethe datesof the next sessbn of the Committeeandthatit hadbeenits
expectationthatsuchconsiltationswould behdd in Genevan anopen,transparenand
inclusive process.It saidthatthe mandatealid not envisage the holding of consultation®n
the substante work program,mattersrelaing to the WIPO Development Agendaor the IGC
and thatit did notincludethetime framefor the conclusion of sdective issuesn the SCP
either. TheDelegaion notedthattherepresentabn attheinformalmeeingin Casablancan
Februay 2005hadbeenlimited andthatthe vastmajority of Member Stateshad notbeen
invitedto thoseinformal consutations. It sad thatthoseinformd consultéionsshouldhave
beeninclusive,trans@rentandopenendedandtha theimportanceof multilateralismlay in
invalving and servingtheinterestf theenire membeship of theorgankaion, particulaty
thos of developng andleastdevelogd countries. It notedthatmultilateralism shouldalso
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work towardsconsensubuilding on all issues underconsderaton, includingall the proposls
by the entire menbershipof WIPO. With respet to the outcoomeof the Casablanca
consultationsthe DelegationobservedhatIndia hadlong beenon recordthatthe de-coupling
of issuesandidentifyingsomefor selectve fasttracking wasnotacceptabketoit. The
Delegatiomotedthatit waspreparedo further considerdiscussionsn the SCPprovidedthat
theissueswere consideed holistically, takingon boardthe key concernsof theentire
membeshipincluding theimportantissuesof disclosureof genetic resourcesnd associated
tradtional knowledgein the SPLT.

32. TheDelegaton of Pakistarstatedthatin deliberatonsonthework programof the SCP,
delegationswereonceagainconfrontedsquarelywith a critical challenge,which theyhad
beenfacingfor sometime,asmembersf WIPO. Tha is, thedelegaions werecalleduponto
demondratethattheycouldformulate,andagree upon,effective intellectud propertynoms
in responséo afastchangingglobalenvironmet, while ensuringhatthosenormsfully took
into accountthe developmentaheedsof the membership. The Delegation notedthattha was
undeniably aformidablechallengeandthat given the slow paceof norm-sdting exerciss and
thefairly meageresultsthathadbeenforthcoming, therewere definitely groundsfor some
pessimism. The Delegationobservedhatsuchpessmismmight, however,not bewarranted,
especidly if the SCPembarkedn normseting exerciseswith sharedbjecivesin mind,
strove for clarity anda commonunderstandingn theimplicaionsof proposechomms,and
negotiaedtransparentf in accordancevith established procedures.The Delegationnoted
thatthoseprinciplesclearlyappliedto presentdeliberatonsonthework programof the SCP
and that for the pastfive years,amajorconponent of the SCP’swork hadbeenthe
negotiationsonthedraft SALT. The Delegation obseaved thatsone progressiadbeenmade,
but muchmoreremainedo bedone. Thathadled to a proposaby somecountriesfor
adoptingan*“early harvest’approachby restriding the elementsto be negotatedin afirst
phaseto four andpossbly two additioral issueswhich supposdly werethe maost urgent.
The Delegation notedthatthatproposahadbeenacconpanial by broad andrather
unfortunatehintsthatif therewasno quick movenenton thoseissuesthen somedelegdions
would pursuethoseissuesoutsideof WIPO. Thathadbeencounteredy the positionthat
negotiaionsshoutl continueon thewhale rangeof issueghatwereonthetable, in orderto
ensure thatthe concernsf all MemberStates wereaddressé andthatthere was abalanced
outcome. TheDelegationobservedthatthatwasacaompanedby a growingfeelingof unease
with the possibk developmentalimplicatons of the many compkex provisionsof thedratt
SPLT, andhenceanincreasingeluctarteto quicken the processby picking andchoosing
elementsfor an“early harvest”. Therewas further a sentmentthatif sone countrieswished
to proceedwith thatexerciseelsewhereputsideWIPO, theywere welcometo doso. The
Delegationobsenedthatthus,theingredents for adeadlodk appeaed to bein place,butthat
adeadlockafailureto progreson thatimportantmatter, shoutl beunaceptaleto all and
thatit would reflect badlyon the delegaibns,on the Organization and on the collective ability
to address important issues.More dargerously,it mightinitiate a processwherebymultiple
intelectual propery regimesmight comeinto existence. The Delegation sad thatthatwould
complicatethelivesof the usersof theintellectual propety sysemand,at the sametime,
impactnegaively on effortsto ensureha theinternaiond intellectual propery regime
continuedto evolveinto amoredevelopnentfriendly system The Delegation statedthe need
to bring badk conpletetransparencandopennssinto thatexergse andtha furtherwork
could not proceed on the basisof the pronouncenentsof restriced condaves suchasthe
Casdlancameeting. In its view, afew countrescould not begiventheright to give
directionsto the entire membeship on anymater, let aloneoneof suchimportance.Hence,
the startingpoint for the SCPshouldbewhereit left off atits tenth session,and its future
work shoud notbecompromigdby ill -advisedinitiatives sud asthe Casdlancaevent. The
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Delegationnotedthe needto unequivocallyredfirm the objectivesundepinningthatexercise
and thatthoseobjectivesincludednot only theundenably important “effi ciency” goalssuch
as reducingtheworkloadof patentofficesandimprovingthe qualty of patents,butalsothe
critically importent goals of enhancig “balane” and “equity”. Tha would necessitate
addressingssuessuchasproperdisclosire requrements, curbson anti-compettive practices,
and provisionsthatwould facilitate diffusion of technologyandinnovaion. The Delegdion
stated the needto takemeasureso clarify themary complexissuegha wereunder
discus$on andthatthe InternationaBureaumight be taskedto produe a comprehensive
paper,onits own or jointly with the United NationsConferenceon TradeandDevelopnent
(UNCTAD), ontheimplicationsof thedraft SPLT on public policy issuesuchasnational
capaitiesto innovate acces to technologyprotecion of naionalintelectual propety assets,
etc. Thetermsof refererceof suchapapemightbecarefuly elaboratal in orderto ensire
thatthevaryingimplicationsfor MemberStatesat differentlevels of devebpmentwere fully
addressed.The benefitsof suchanexercsewould betwo-fold, thatis, it would ally
apprehensinsthatmight existbecaus of incompkteundersandingof thefairly complec
isstestha wereunderdiscusson, andit would idenify area in thedraft SPLTwhere caution
might beadvisableor whereadditionalprovisionsmight be proposedn order to meetthe
large objectivesof theexercise.The Delegaton stakdtha, onthebasis of thediscussion®n
theabovepgoer,a moreinformeddecisionmight be takenon the specific negotating
approach to be pursued. The Delegatiomotedtha the comprehensivepproab of

negotiaing on all currentelementsf thedraft SPLT wasits prefeential approah. Themore
limited, “early harvest” approactcoud beconsderedonly if thelimited package containeca
balancedsetof elementswhich addressethe conernsof all groupsof countiesandwere
not arbitrarily sekected. The Delegationmnotedthatthe proposés it wasputting forward might
be perceivedashavingthe effectof furtherslowingdownanalread slow process.But that
would notbetheintent. A transparenapproab, which soughtto enhanceclarity onthemany
complex andincreasinglycontentiousssuesandwhich therebyfacilitated the building of
consensis,would inevitablyprovidearobustfoundaton for agreenent. Clearly,thatwasone
areawhereWIPO neededo adhereo thewise adageof “makinghaste but slowly”.

33. TheDelegaton of the United Statesof America staedtha theimportanceof
meaningfulpatentiaw harmonizatiorto all stakeholdersof the patentsystem, including
membes of the public, highlightedthe urgentandimminentneeal for theadopton of a
sersiblework planin the Committee. To tha end,it supporédthe statanentmadeby the
Delegationof Italy on behalfof GroupB. It believedthatto limit the scopeof work of the
SCPto disaussiongegardingthe definition of prior art, graceperiod,novelty andinvenive
stepprovidedthe bestopportunityfor achievng neartermagreenenton coreprior art relaied
principlesof paentlaw andtherely providedthe bestopportunty for meaningful resuls. The
Delegatiomotedthattheseissueswerefundanentd to examination practice and patent
guality throughoutthe world. Agreemenbn thefour prior artrelatedissuesvould promote
higher patent quality, fadlitate work sharhg andin turn hdp to decreasevorkloadsand
duplication of work by nationallP offices. More importantl, substative patentiaw
harmonization,if succesful, would allow innovaors,in particular, individualsandother
small andmedum-sizedenterprise$o bendit from their owninnovéaionsin away thatwas
not possible at the momentdueto exiging differences in national paentlaws. It observed
thatin particularharmonizedrior art practiceswould promotepatentquality throughout the
world, contribue to amoreuniform assessentof novelty andnonobviousnessandmayhelp
to address concernghathavebeenraisedin the IGC. It firmly believedthatcontinuingwith
the previous modd of discusionassuggeste in docunentSCP/11/4,i.e.,discussinghe
entire drafttreatydocumentaswell asadditionalissuegha hadbeen raised,was
unmanagedle, inefficient andunworkabé, anddid not provideaviablemanne in which to
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proceed. It couldnot supportthe proposalin documat SCPA1/4 but could suppot the
proposd in paragraplt8 of documenSCP/11/30 adoptthe SCPworkplancontainedin the
recommendation andurgedthe Committeeto do so.

34. TheDelegaton of Chile expressedts supportto the point of procedureaisedby the
Delegationof Argentinaon behalfof the “Friendsof Developnent” andsupportedby the
Delegationf othercouwntries The Delegation wishedto repedtheposiion it hadexpressed
on negotiationdor a possble treatyon subsaintive patent law during the GeneralAssemby in
Sepember2004. Onthatoccason it hadsad thatthebestif notthe only way of achievinga
balancedresultin a possibleSPLT wasto includeanddiscussall theimportantaspect®of
patentsincluding those beingworked on atthetimein thedraft Treaty. The Delegation
obsevedthattheunvaring positionof the Chilean Governnentonthe SPLThadbeena
balancedapproactwhich would takeinto acaounttheinterestof all MemberStatesandnot
confine itself to issuesnly of interestto somemenbers. OndocunentSCP/11/3which
suggesedtaking up four issuesin parallelandin an accderatedwayin the SCPandIGC, it
said thatin any negdiation theinterestof all Member States shouldbe duly takeninto
accaunt. The Delegationbelievedthatthe Casabhncarecomnendaion would bein favor of
thosefour issues.In additionto thoseissuedo bediscussedby the IGC, it did not believe
thatsomeissuesnveremorecloselyconnectd to paentsthan others. Opinionsthatthe four
isstesto be examnedby the SCP weremorecloselylinkedto the paentsysemthanthe
others wasinconsstentwith anoverallvision of intellectuad propertythatrecognizedt asan
importanttool in theeconomiadevelopmenbf a country. The Delegaton observedhd the
SCPwasa Standhng Committeewhereaghe IGC hada limited manda¢ thatconcludedin
2005 and hadthereforenot hada definedareaof work. While therecomnendationsuggested
thatbothcommitteesshouldreportto eachothe, it would bedifficult to carry outthe proper
coordinationbetweerthetwo committeesoasto acheveabalarcedresult And theexpets
coveringonecommitteeweren’tnecessaly thesaneas thosein theotherconmittee. The
Delegatiomotedthatmanycountrieswerenot properlyrepresentedt bothmeetingsdueto
lack of resourceswhich exacerbatethe problens of findinga soluion thatwould be
satisfactoryto all MemberStates The Delegationwonderedaboutwhatwould happenwith
isstesnot menionedin the Secretariat’'secommendaions, suchasobjedivity, exceptions
and limitationsto theexdusive rights of therights holdersandothea mattersof public interest.
Highlighting theimportanceof atreatythatconsiderd theinterestsof all, both of theright
holdersand the citizensandthe generabublic, the Delegation stated thatit wasnotin a
positionto accepthe proposal by the Secretriat

35. TheDelegaton of the Philippinesassoaateditself with the statementsmade by the
Delegation®f Argentina,IndiaandMoroaco. The Delegaton staedthata balancedand
inclusive approactio theissueshatneededo be addressedparicularly thoseon prior art,
grace period,novely, inventivestep, sufficiencyof disclosureandgeneic resouceswas
indeed significantto the achievemenof the SCPobjecives of improvingthe quality of
patentsandproducihg benefitsby makingthe paentsysemmoreacaessibleand
cost-effecive while atthe sametime taking into consideation the natonal patent laws, not
only of the developedcountriesbut, moreimportantly, of the devdoping aswell astheleast
developedcounties TheDelegationproposedha theimpad of theobligationsattachedo
the SALT onthosecountrieswould haveto be givena full accountandthatit would haveto
be carefully undersbod andconsideredsincethe progresof the paentsysten shouldbe
geared not only towardstheimprovemenbf the sysemitself, but alsotowardsthe
socio-econome andculturaldevelopnentof the devebpingandleastdeelopedcounties.
The Delegation notedthatanaccelerategrrocedurewould result in missing thatimportant
point.
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36. TheDelegaton of Ecuadorexpessedts wishto achieve a positive resultandoutcome
of thesession. The Delegatiomotedthatit hadco-sponsored program underwhich there
wasseriousandin-depthconsderationof theimplicationsandimpactof international
measuresn paentlaw, particularlyin developing countries and thosecountriesespecially
affected by povertyandeconomiccrisis. Suchanimpactof theadopton of intellectual
property norms,oftenwasconcentrate@n patentiaw asin thatcase. As hadbeenrecognized
by variousinternatonal foraandin innumerale acadenic pulicaitons,if paentlaw wasnot
correctly agreedn, it affectedhealth,educaibn, agriculture, biological andgeneticresouces,
theaccesto knowledge thetransferof technologyandthe eve greate increasein thegap
betweenthosecountriesthatwere alle to investin scienceand innovaions and thosethathad
guite simply notenowgh evento coverthe basicneedsof their people. The Delegation
recalledthe impactthatthe patentsystemhadon the manufatureof medianesand
pharmaceutialswhich hadbeenin sucha magnitudethatthe WTO, during its Doha
Ministerial Meetingin 2001,hadhadto makean explicit recogniton of the closelink
betweenthe productionof medicinesandhedth policiesand their relaionshipto intellectual
property, soasto effectivelycombatepidenics andpandemcsthataffected aboveall the
poored populaionsin theworld, suchasHIV/AIDS andtropicd diseases.The Delegaion
obseavedthattherehadbeena statenentby the World Heath Organizdion and the
Pan-American Heath Organizationaswell asmany interndiond non-governmental
organizatimsalongthesamelines. The Delegaton mentonededucaton andagiculture,
which wereareaghat,whenaffectedby aninadequte and partial vision of the patentregme,
did notonly hold up thedevelopmenbf a country,but affectedits very survivd. The
Delegationstatedthatwhatit hadsaiddid in nowayimply anydisregard for intellectual
property rights nor did it imply thatEcuadorignoredits internatonal commimenton that
subject. The Delegationnotedthathis countrywould bein adifficult posiion if there wasan
increasen obligaionsandadecreasén flexibilities,i.e., if there weremorenormsrelatingto
patentsandotherareasof intellectualpropety. Againsttha badkground,it wasclearwhy
Ecuador,adevelopingcountry, wasconcernedand worriedfor not being invitedto the
consultationsconvenedy the DirectorGeneal on the basisof the mandatefrom the General
Assembly, especilly asthose consultationglid not follow the principlesof transparencand
inclusionthatwererequiredon negotiatonson subjeds thatwere extranely sersitive andthat
affected largegroupsof people. The Delegaton was surprisedha at thoseconsultations,
room hadbeengivento privatepeopleandorganzaionswho in spite of their greatmerits
could in noway replaceor expresshe views of the Membe Statesof WIPO. TheDelegation
noted thatthosewereprocedureghatshouldberectified for the goodof intellectual property
itself and its credbility atinternationalevel andreiteraedits supportto wha hadbeensaid
by othercountriesalboutthe consultation$eldin Casdlana. In addiion, the proposal
submittedin doaumentSCH11/3to which the Delegation hadreferredto in various
statamentstogetrer with the “Friendsof Developnent” did not consttute anyinnovation. It
wasnothingnew, it wasa proposakhathadbeenrejeded and on which therehadnotbeen
consensisandwhich had beenthe subjectof manyquestions.While thelack of novelty
involved mary procedual agectsthat hadto beresolvedhroughtherules thatdid existin
WIPO for thosecasesthe greatestlifficulty resicedin its contens and the diffi cult natuse of
negotiaing thoseimportantsubjectsandits contens. It alsoimplied thattheinclusionof
main principlesof manydevelopingcountreslike Ecuadotin their public policies,the
applicationof the DohaDeclarationof 2001andthe objectiveswhich shoutl be pursuedvhen
adoptinganyintellectualpropery standardsnternatonally would be affeded. The
Delegationobsenedthatit would like thoseconcerngo beclearly enshrinedn an
intemationd instrumentsuchasthe oneddegatonswere trying to negotate Havingsucha
proposd mightjeopardizea full andconplete instrumant with full levelsof participationthe
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inclusionof all issuesandall concernshout befully guaranted. The Delegaion expressed
its readinesso work togethemwith the Chairanddelegaionsin orderto clearly fulfill the
mandateby the Gereral Assemblyin line with all therulesof WIPO for the benett of all.

37. TheDelegaton of Iran associatedtself with the staementof the“Friendsof
Developmeritintroducedby the Delegaton of Argenting andmentonedthatthe devebping
world hada unified perceptiorandconsideation aboutthosedoauments. The Delegation
noted that,in orderto be congructive,onehad firstto demnstuct the Casablacaprocess
containedin documet SCP/11/3.The Delegaton considerd thattherewere three
fundamentéissuedo be considered:First, procedurdly, the mandae which hadbeengiven
and the scopeof therecommendationandthe discussiongrocalurally contradictedhe
WIPO regulatons andlaws. Second,onthepsychobgyreferringto theword “delegates”. In
theDelegation’sview, in thedocumenttheword “delegaes,” which meantsomething
different, hadbeenusedfor thoseperonswho hadbeenin Casablan@. Third, the Delegation
noted thatthe substancevasthe mostimportantaspet and thatit conradidedthediscussions
thathad beenheld. It alsoobservedrepettioustendency of certain interestsin the
discussons. TheDelegationstatecthat,takingall thatinto consideation, it couldnotaccept
therecommendtioncontainedn documentSCP/11/3. It proposedhreeshortbutimportant
concepts:first, to beinclusiveandtransparent;second,to takeinto accounttheinterestsof
all MemberStaes,asWIPO wasa MemberState drivenentity. In its view, it wasnotin the
intered of al countiesto haveharmonizabn. It affected security, healh andpublic life.
Delegationsasrepresentativesf their people,had to defend theirinterests. Third, the
Delegationstakdthatconsensubkadto beachiezedandrecaled tha consensubuildingin
intergovernnentalorganization$hadits own vocabulay, cultureandpsydiology,andthat
meantaddressig normsettingwith careand attenion in theinterestof all parties.

38. TheChar invited delegationgo reactto the proposaimadeby the Delegationof
Switzerland.

39. TheDelegaton of Algeria statedtha it wasfully in favor of aninterndional instrument
harmonizing patentaw. The Delegatiomotedthatit redizedthe magniudeof thetask
before the SCP in view of achievirg a balancedinternatonal system, which shouldprovide
progressandwell beingfor all. It supportedhe principle of multilateraldisaussionghatwere
trarsparem, fair andtook into accounttheinterests of all paties. Sincethe Delegation
believedthatthe developmenbn substantivepatent law shouldnot leadto atwo-speed
systemwhich would excludesomecountresfrom internatonal coopeation insteadof
integratinghem it wassurprisedby the Casabhncarecommendaibn which did not make
progressascompaedto thediscusson atthelastWIPO GeneralAssenbly. The Delegation
therefoe could not supportthe approaclsetoutin docunentSCP/11/3and supportedhe
statement madeby the Delegationof Argentina on behalf of the “Friendsof Development”.

40. TheDelegaton of the United Kingdom statedthatthe Casabhncameetng, in whichit
had participaed, wasopenandconstructve, wheteror not delegatonsagreedon every
singleitem. TheDelegationstres®dtheimportarce of making progressand gettingthe

global intellecud propertysystemright sothatit would benefit all Member Statesjnnovators
and the public. Quotingafamousphilosophemwho had sad tha philosopherdiadonly
intempretedtheworld in variousways,but thatthe point was to changat, the Delegation
consideredheintellectualpropertysystemas atool for changingtheworld for the bette and
for ensuringthathumancreativity wasapplied for thebendit of socidy. In itsview, oneof
thereasondor notbeingableto makeprogressin the SCPwasthattoo many isauesof quitea
different nature,and issueswhich wereat different stage of understadingin respecof the
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details involved,wereaddresedin the same forum. The Delegaion recalledthatthe outcome
of the Casabhncameetingwasnotadiredion, butareconmendaion to be discussedopenly
in the SCP andotherfora, andwasnot anattemptto pre-empt subsantive decsiors. The
Delegatiorfurtherrecalledthatthe recomnendaton by the Casablan@a meetingidentified six
isstesto be addresseth anacceleratednannerfour of whichin the SCP,andthe othertwo
inthe IGC. Therecommendationf thatmeetng alsostaedthe importanceof a continued
active purauit of discusionsandwork within WIPO onissuegelaedto developmentso that
arobug, effecive andactionableDevelopmenAgendacouldememe In thelight of many
discus$ons the Delegationhadhadwith otherdelegatonssinae the Casablacameetingiit
believedthatthe bestway for makingprogresswas to addresshoselimited substantive
isstes,which concernedssuesthataffeced devebped,devdoping andleast developed
countriesalike. The Delegationexpresedthe belief that a clarification of the notion of prior
art would ensureghatencroachmentsn the public doman would be contaned. A grace
period would providea safey netfor thosewho inadvertatly, or beauseof commercial
necessity, disclosal their inventionto the public, and the novety definition would ensurehat
patentrights, which werepowerful rights, could only be obtained for genuineadditionsto
knowledge. Inits view, sucha detailedagendashoutl beaddresseth the SCP. The
Delegationfurthernotedthattherewasalsoanagendafor the IGC thatrequiredthe same
levelof commitment. It believedthatsepaating issuesat this stagewaswise with aview to
clealy focustheatention. Equally, the Delegaton realledtha the Inter-sessonal
Intergovernmentalleetingon a DevelopmentAgendafor WIPO (1IM) hadareadystartedts
work onthebass of a significantnumberof proposas. The Delegdion stressedthe
importanceof addresmg thedevelopnentimplicaionsof any proposl for norm-setting
taking accountof notonly how intellectual propety affededtechnolay transfer but also
othe issues. The Delegationundersoodthatthe outcone of thosedifferentbodieswould
have to bebrought togetherashadbeensuggestedby the Delegation of Switzerlandsothat
the outcomescouldbe examinedn abdanceal manne by holdingatruly comprehensive
DiplomaticConference.In its view, the abovemechaismhadmore chan@sof successhan
amechanismhathadmanifestlyfailedin the past

41. TheDelegaton of Australia, suppating the statementmadeby the Delegationof Italy
on behalfof GroupB, believedthatthe currentdiscussiorwasaboutthe substative maters
before the Committee. Althoughthe Delegationhadnot been invitedandhadnot attendedhe
Casdlancameeing which led to documentSCP/11/3jt hadno commenton thatprocess.
The Delegation endorsedhe proposedvork programin tha docunent,asit was broaderthan
thework programoriginally putto this Committeeandsubsequentlyo the 2004WIPO
GeneralAssenbly. Thenewwork progamindudedtwo additional paentlawissues,
sufficiencyof disdosureanddisclosure of genetic resources.Thatnewwork programalso
included progressingthe creationof aninternaional Developnment Agendathroudh initially
thellM meetngs andultimatelythe Gereral Assanbly late thisyea. Furthermorejn the
view of the Delegation,thatnewwork progran wasexplicitly proposé in the contextof
meetinga key needof civil societyby avoiding unwarrantedencroachnentsonthe public
domainthroughthe patentsystemand alsoof the usersof the systemthroughreducing
unnecessiry andcostlyduplicationof work in IP offices. Nonethekss the Delegation
consideredhatthe propogdwork programmight requre somerefi nementto ensue thatit
would berefit all MemberStatesegeciallyon howtheissuegaisedby the Delegation of
Argentinaon behdf of the “Friendsof Devebpment” would be dedt with underthe proposed
patentlaw charges. Thereforewith respet to the proposaimade by the Delegationof
Pakistanconcerning a study on theimplicationsof the proposedctharges on paentlaw on
developmentthe Delegationfoundthatit wasa sensiblesuggastion. Thus,the Delegation
suggesedthatthe SCPbuild onthe procaluretha hadbeen usel in its country to assesshe
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impactof legislative change®f particularinterestor sensitvity. The Delegaion explained
that,in its country,whenthe Office proposeda changeto the PatentAct, it hadto alsoprepae
areguatory impactstatementvhich analyzel whatimpact thelegislative changewould have
on arangeof particularinteregs, for exampeg, small business& Suchan impad statenent
wassepargely examinedfor its adegiacyby a separte agencybeforeit wassubmittedo the
governmentor consderation. The Delegation consideredhatthe mostfundamentatole of
WIPO hadbeenandwastherole of creatng andmanagingnternatonal law relatingto
intelectual propety, andthatit wasawilling paricipantin WIPO processeswvhichit bdieved
would leadto newtypesof intellectualpropeaty law. Stressingheterm®“law” in thatcontext,
the Delegationbelievedthatthe SCPshouldmaintain its techntal focuson and confidencein
thelaw of patents,andshould nottrangorm itself into anagencythat wasresponsibldor the
law of all subpctsmerelybecauseaterts touchel uponmanyothe importantissuessuchas
public healh. Insteadthe Delegationbelievedtha the SCPshouldfocusonits role of
improving thelaw of patentdbasdonits technicd expertiseand compeénce The
Delegationalsobelievedthatthe SCP should adoptappropria¢ processewhich analyzedhe
impactof chargesto patentlaw not only on the usersof thesysem, IP offices or developing
countries,buton civil societyin all MemberStates. The Delegation called ontheadopton of
not only thework programproposedn doaumentSCP/113, which focusedon key changes
on thelaw of patents, but alsothe develgpmentof procedureghatproperl assessedndtook
into accounttheimpactof anyproposedharges.

42. TheDelegaton of Japansupportiig the staement made by the Delegaton of Italy on
behalf of GroupB, statedthatharmonzationof the four issues (novety, prior art, grace
period andinventive step)containedn docunent SCP/113 would benefit al WIPO Member
States. The Delegationalso supportedhe aceleratedand concurrenprocesf discusing
thosefour issuesandthetwo otherissuescontanedin thatdoaument which would leadto
obtaning an earlyresultin the SCP. The Delegation believed thattherecommendation
containedin documentSCP/11/3vasa goodbass for furtherprogressn the SCP.

43. Regordingto theinvitation by the Chairto reactto the proposaimadeby the
Delegationof Switzerlandthe Delegatia of Argentina staedthatall proposalsnadewere
constructive,andthatthe proposaimadeby its Delegaton on behaf of the “ Friendsof
Devdopment could also beacceptedisabasisfor thenegotiation. In its view, anumberof
delegationsspokein favor of the proposaimadeby its Delegdion, sinceit showeda
constructiveandbalancedvay defendingtheinteress of all. The Delegaion statedthatthe
work planof the SCPwasnota mathematal question, suchasfour plustwo or six minus
four, butthatmanydelegationdiadexpressé their interestin negotating manyothertopics.
The Delegation thereforefelt thatthe deadlo& would not beresolvedif thediscussion
focusedon, or took asa bass, therecommendtion by the Casalbhncameeing.

44. TheChar statedthatall the propsds madewereindeal constuctive, andexplained
thathehadconcentatedhis attentionon the appoach which apperedto coverdifferent
views. The Chairnotedthata solutionthatresuttedin awin-win situation shouldbe soudnt.

45. TheDelegaton of Chinanotedthat,duringthe Casabdncainformal consutations in
view of thediffic ultieswhich the SCP hadbeenconfrontedwith at the previoussessionsit

did not opposethe suggestiorio concentrateheinitial discussioron cerain topics. However,
theDelegatioremphasizedhatthe selecte topics shouldnot coveronly theisswesof concern
of developedcountriesput also theissueswhich were importantto devebpingcountries,
particularly theissueconcerningthe disclosureof the sourceof genetc resourcesindrelevant
tradtional knowledgein patentapplications.Noting the earier suggestiorby the Delegation
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thatthefinal text of thedraft Trealy formulaed by the SCPshouldreflecttheresultsof the
discussons on both kinds of issuesthe Delegdion regretted to seeits view not capturedoy
therecommendtion of the Casblancameding. Assogating itsef with many other
delegationsthe Delegationof Chinareiteraedtha theissueconcerning thedisclosureof the
source of genetc resourcesn patentappicationswasof paranountimportanceto it. The
protectionof genetc resourceswhich wasnotonly disaussedn the SCP,butalsoin other
forasuch asthelGC, PCT Reformandthe TRIPSCouncl, haddrawnbroadattentionat the
intemationd level. The DelegationconsderedthatWIPO wascompeéntto sdtle the
problem, sincethatissuerelatedto the requirenents of paentapplications. The Delegation
therefoe wishedthat WIPO coordinateandintegrde thoseefforts by taking more effective
measureanda more activeattitudeto expedie the establishmentof aninterndionally
acceptablenormonthatissue. The Delegaton strongly encourgedtheinclusian of such
isste into thefinal textof the SPLT,andstatedthatatreay text exduding theissueof the
disclosureof the sourceof geneticresouceswas notdesirabé. In thatconnetion, the
Delegationsuggestedhatthe SCPshouldincludethatissuein the agendaof the SCP.
Furtherthe Delegationstatedthat, sinceissuessuchasthefacilitation of techndogy trander,
preventionof the abuseof patentrights and policy spa@sfor publicinterest were important
for the effective operationof the patentsystemjt supporteroadandextensive discussions
on those issueswithin WIPO so asto estabish internaiond rules which weresuppoted by
both paterteesandthe publicin general.

46. TheDelegaton of Colombiaexpresse its concen aboutthe Casablacameetingwhich
had held unofficial discussionsvithout the presencef its countly and manyotherdeveloping
countrieswhich werememberof WIPO. The Delegation consderedthatthe participaton to
suchaprocedurechoserby the Director Geneal wasrestrcted to a limited numberof
countrieson subjecs which wereof interestfor many otherdevdoping countries. Noting the
importanceof the subjectof patentsandthework of this Comnittee for the Delegationjt
hoped thatthe consultativeprocessn thefuturewould beopenandinclusive TheDelegation
did not sharetherecommendatioby the Casalbhncameetng which excluded theequally
importanttopicsof sufficiencyof disclosureandgeneic resour@s,amongothers,fromthe
work of the SCP. The Delegationbelievedthatthoselast two were subjecs directly
concernedwith the patentsystem andshouldbeincludedin any futuretreaty which would be
developedwithin theframeworkof the SCP. Finally, the Delegation felt thatthe terms of
referencegivenby the GeneralAssemblyin Sepembe 2004to the Director Geneal were
directed to determining the datesof the next meeting of the SCPand not defining questonsof
substanceboutthefuture work of the Committee With respet to otherelementsof a
possibletreaty, the Delegationexpressdits supportfor the delegatonswhich hadstatedthe
needto include,in the SPLT, issuessuchas ani-conpetitive meaures safeguad of the
public doman and principlesandobjectives.

47. TheDelegaton of Bolivia statedthatit fully acknowledge the DevebpmentAgenda.
The Delegation expresedits concers with the procedurghathadbeenusedon other
occasions,andnotedthatstrict obedienceo therulesof procedurevould give credibility to
WIPO andits practces It reiteratedhatthe negotiationsanda possibé outcomeshouldfully
includetheinterestof all MemberStates. The Delegation statedthatit could therefore not
acceptthe proposalcontainedn documentSCP/11/3sinceit had doubtsaboutits basisand
legitimacyin terms of procedureaswell asin termsof its contents. Speifically, the
Delegationwasconcernedvith thereferencebeing madeto the processeto becompleedin
the SCP andthelGC on anequalfooting, the latter Comnitteehaving ali mited mandatehat
might or might not be renewed. Supportingthe “Friendsof Development,” the Delegation
said thattherewere commonsubjectsn bothforaandthata singleundetaking wasdesred.
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It furtherstressedthe importanceof the concepiof consensuand notedthat this wasan
oppatunity for all the delegationgo show theirgoodintentionsasit hadhead in the previous
sessions.

48. TheDelegatonof Germanysupporing the staementsmade by the Delegationof Italy
on behalfGroupB andby the Delegatio of Luxembourgon behalf of the European
Communityandits MemberStatespelievedthat thework plansetoutin documenSCP/11/3
wasa practical andbalancedroposakhatalsoindudeddevelopmaent issues. It considered
thatalimited packageapproactwasthe only way to read concree resulsin thefuture, since
the broadappoad thathadbeenpursuedin the pasthad provento beineffedive.

49. TheDelegaton of Canadasupportedhe statanentmadeby the Delegation of Italy on
behalf of GroupB. TheDelegatiomotedthattwo principleshademergedsofar. Thefirst
relaedto a balancedappoachandthe secondpoint wasthatsonme emeagencyshould
characterizetheway by whichtheissueswere deat with. TheDelegaion fully suppoted
thosetwo conceptsandalthoughit did not paricipatein the Casablanameeting, considered
thatthe SCP shouldconcentrat@n the substarite outcomeof the meding ratherthanonthe
process. The DelegationbelievedthatdocunmentSCP/113 outined the processfor abalanced
and acceleratediscusgon of issues andcalledfor notonly the SCPbut also otherWIPO
bodiesto geton with thework, which hadthe potenial to respondo all MemberStates’
concernsandneeds. The Delegationurgedthe SCP andother WIPO bodiesto continuethe
discussons on thoseimportantissuego achievebdanadandtangibke results,andto avoid
any furtherdeadbck. The DelegationbelievedthatdoaumentSCP/113 allowedfor
advancingthediscussiongndhopedthatit would be supportd asa manayeab& approach
keepingin mind theinterestsandneedof all paties.

50. TheDelegaton of Italy statedthatit hadparticipaedin the Casabhncameetingin a
constructivemanneiin view of theimpactthatthis work would haveon all WIPO members.
Noting thattheinterestsof all, notjust of some shouldbe safeguarded, the Delegation
explained thattherecommendationf the Casablacameeing reafiirmedtheimportanceof
carryingon discussbnsin WIPO onthedevebpmentdimensionand emphasiedthe needto
carryon,in paralel discussionsin the relevantCommittees concernedyvith the highlighted
six majorissues.The Delegationfurtherexpressedts supportto the proposaimadeby the
Delegationof Switzerland.

51. TheDelegaton of the Republicof Koreafully supporéedtherecommnendationby the
Casdlancameeing. Stresgngtheimportarceof transpaencyandinclusivenessthe
Delegatiorbelievedthatthe conceptof cons@susconsttuted the cornestoneof the United
Nationssystemandthatit shouldthereforebethe basisof discussionstthe SCP. With a
view to workingin aninclusve andtranspaentmannerthe Delegaion bdievedthatinformal
consultationsshout beopenended. The Delegaton further emphaizedthe importanceof
theneedto strikea balancebetweenthe concernsof devebpinganddevdopedcountries. It
consideredhatharmonizatiorof patentaw would makethe systen moreconvenientandless
costly andreduceunnecesary duplicationof work amongpaientoffices. The Delegationwvas
therefoe of theview thatthe sooneranagreenent onthe SPLT could bereated,the better
for all MemberStatesof WIPO. TheDelegation, howeve, alsostressedhe needto avoid
unnecesary burdenon developingcountres.

52. TheDelegaton of Perusupportedhe staementmadeby the Delegaion of Argentina
on behalfof the“Friendsof Developmeti’ and theintervenions madeby the membes of that
group. In its view, it wasclearthatthe SCPcould notadoptall reeommendtionscontaned
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in documentSCP/11/3ecaus@neof themsuggestedhat the disclosureof the origin of
geneticresaurcesshouldbediscussedn thelGC. Thelastsessiorof thelGC underits
presentmandate would be held nextweek andit wasstill unclearwhatthe future of that
Committeewould be. TheDelegationconsderedtha, sincetheissueof disclosureof genetic
resoureswasrelatedto thediscussion®n the paentsystemit shouldremainin the SCP
The Delegation noted thattheissuesincludedin docunentSCP/11/3wnvereall important but
thatthedisclosureof origin of geneticresourcesvasthe mostimportantissuethatshoutl be
addressedn the SCP. TheDelegatiam alsopointedout that apartfrom the six issues
containedin documentSCP/11/3ptherissuegha hadbeen discussd in the SCPwerealso
important,andthatdifferentdelegationdaddifferentpriorities. The Delegaton suggested
thatthe SCPmight havemademoreprogressf the negotation hadbeenbasedon the draft
SPLT thathad beentabledin thatCommitiee.

53. TheDelegaton of Francesupprtedthe staementsmade by the Delegaton of Italy on
behalf of GroupB andby the Delegationof Luxembourgon behalf of the European
Communityandits MemberStates. The Delegaton clarified thatthe outcomeof the
Casdlancameeing wasarecommendtion,which did not prejudgetheresutlt of the
discusson atthe SCP, andthatit wasup to the SCPto discusghatrecomnendation. The
Delegationconsderedthatthatrecommendatin wasthe way by which the MemberStates
could achieveprogres andobtaintangide and well-balancel resuts in variousareas.
Further,the Delegationwasin favor of the proposérelating to animpactstudy of the SPLT
on developng countries. It believedthatsucha study would makeit possble to clarfy the
situationasregardghe possibilities, the chalengesandperhapseventhethreds thathadbeen
mentionedoy otherdelegations

54. TheDelegaton of New Zealandsupportedconsideraton of issues suchas thedisclosure
of origin of genetc resoucesin the IGC becausef its experise,althoughit did notexclude
consideratiorof thoseissuesin the SCP,since they had a direct bearingon the negotiationof
theSHALT. In theDelegation’sview, proceedirg on two parallel coursesdid not meanthat
thesecoursesvould permanentlyemainseparge, since theycould convege at somepoint.

55. TheDelegaton of Brazil pointedout thatthe positon stated in documet SCR11/4 was
to continuethe negotiationson the basisof all issueson thetable asa single undetaking,
without precludinganyissuesandwithout fragmenting the process. The Delegationstated,
however thatit waswilling to establi$i a manaeableandeffective work programonthe
basis of this undersanding.

56. TheDelegaton of Sweden suppoting the statenens madeby the Delegation of Italy
on behalfof GroupB andby the Delegaton of Luxembourgon behdf of the European
Communityandits MemberStatesstatedthatthe recommendedwork program in

document SCP/118 containedimportart issueghatrequiredan accderae proessanda
near-termagreenent. Bearingin mind thelackof progressonthedrat SPLT,the Delegation
wasof theviewthata stepby-stepapproach shoull beadoped. The Delegaton consideed
thatthefour issues, i.e., harmonizatio on prior art, novdty, grace period andinventivestep,
were mog importantin orderto improve paentquality andredue duplicaion of work, which
wasin theinterestof all Membersof the SCP. The Delegation further stressedhatthe other
two issuescontainedin therecommenddwork program which were proposedo be dealt
with in the IGC, thatis, sufficiencyof disclosureand genetic resourceswereof equal
importancen termsof requiringa neartermagreement andresuls. In thatcontext,the
Delegatiorreferredto a proposl by the Europeartnion, which hadbeentabled in the
contextof the Ad Hoc Intergovernmentalleeting on Gendic ResoucesandDisclosure
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Requiranents. The Delegationfurthersupporedthe statemens madeby the Delegationof
Switzerlandandthe UnitedKingdomregardng theinterface for thework in the different
committees. The Delegationconcludedts intervention by expressing its commitmentto
constructiveeffortsin orderto reacha balancedagreement andto continuea successfl work
in WIPO on paentlaw harmonization.

57. TheDelegaton of Ireland,supportingthe statenens madeby the Delegation of Italy on
behalf of GroupB andby the Delegationof Luxembourgon behalf of the European
Communityandits MemberStatesyeaffirmedits commiment to the paentlaw
harmonizationprocessandalso to makeprogresson issuessud assufficiency of disclosure
and geneticresources.The Delegationendorsedhe Casablacarecommendaton, which dealt
with notonly the four prior artrelatedissueshut also issues relating to geneic resourcesind
theproposabntheinternationaDevelopnentAgendabeng discussd atthelIM. Asregards
thedisclosue of theorigin of geneticresouresin paentapplicaions,realling thatthe
EuropeanCommnunity hadsubmitteda proposalon thatmaterto WIPO in December2004,
the Delegationbelievedthatthe IGC wasthe mostapproprateforumto discusssuchanissue.

58. Inresponsto theChair'sinvitationto reactto the proposaimadeby the Delegationof
Switzerlandthe Delegationof the United Staesof America staedthatit couldnot suppot
suchaproposal becauset would prejudgea possble outaomeconcerningissuesincluding
isstesrelating to geneticresourceson which there waslittle agreenentat theinternational
level. Referrngto thevariousproposalsegading geneic resour@s,includingits own, the
Delegationexpressedhe view thattheissuewas far tooimmaitreto bedealt with in the SCP
or to besubmittedto a Diplomatic Conference alongwith thefour issuesn thereduced
package.

59. TheDelegaton of Spain,supportirg the staements madeby the Delegation of Italy on
behalf of GroupB andby the Delegationof Luxembourgon behalf of the European
Communityandits MemberStatesexpressedts supportto thework program setoutin
document SCP/11/3which, in its view, providad a construdive soluion thatallowed
continuingthework on subgantive harnonizaion andachieving resultsin the shortterm.

60. TheDelegatonof Ecuadoreiterdedits concernsaaboutdealngonly with afew specifc
aspectsof patentlaw. Althoughtherewasareferenceto issues relatingto gendic resouces
and to traditionalknowledge the Delegationconsideredthat all issues comingunderthe
headingof paentsshouldbe coveredn orderto bdancae the contens of thediscussion.In its
view, sincetherewereissueghathadimpacts on devebpment a broadopendiscussiorthat
coveredall thoseaspectsvasnecessaryo properlyfocusontheconcensof al partieswho
were interestedin working on anagreement The Delegaton believedthata comprehensive
negotiaion, which coverednot only the aspecs$ thatwereimportantto certan patiesbutthe
full rangeof issuesncludingthoseagectsof concernfor devdoping countries, wasprecisely
whatthe majority of delegationdhiadbeensupportng.

61. TheDelegaton of Hungarysupportedhe statemens madeby the Delegdion of Italy on
behalf of GroupB andby the Delegationof Luxembourgon behalf of the European
Communityandits MemberStates. The Delegaton hopedtha proposalsubmittecto the
IGC mightbeableto contributeto adequiely addressand to solvetheissue of genetic
resouresand thedisclosuraequirement. The Delegdion also supporté the Delegationof
Australiaand Pakistanconcerninghe estiblishmentof animpactstudy.
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62. TheRepresatativeof the EPO associtedhimsdf with the staemens madeby the
Delegationof Italy on behalfof GroupB andby the Delegaton of Luxembourgon behdf of
the Europ@n Community andits Membe States. In connetion with the concensraisedby
somedelegatonsregardingtheimpacton developmentof thelimited packaye,the
Representate supportedhe suggestiorto preparestudies with respecto the actualimpactof
harmonizationon those issues which could helpto bring thedisaussionforward.

63. TheRepresataive of EGA explainedthatthe objectve of his associion wasto assist
theright of peoplefor accesso medicinesat anaffordeble price. The Representativaoted
thatpaents wereof greatimportanceor his asso@tion becaisefirstly, bigge partsof
intemationd patentitigation involved pharmaeutical patents,andsecondly, malaiia, which
wasthemostsensiive issue,als relatedto the pharmaeuical field. In theview of the
Representate, a patentwasneitherapiece of paper,noradocumert, nor astamp. It wasa
very importanttool in marketcompetition. It could bea very usefultool thatpromoted
innovation,but couldalsobe dangerousf it started blockingcompettionin anillegal way or
if patentrights wereabused.The Represerative was of theview that, althoughthe suggested
six issueswereimportant,theyshouldnot beaddessedut of contex becaisepatentife had
two pats: thegrantof the patentandthe enforcenentof paentrights. He consideredhat
thosetwo shoul bediscussedn full. The Representase was intereste in strorg and
well-examinedpaents,but wasof the opinion tha the paentsysten shoul keepits original
objective and shouldnot becomea barto competition or a soure of abuse.

64. With respecto theproposl madeby the Delegaton of Pakista regardinganimpact
assessient,the Delegationof India notedtha it hadspokenin the paston the needfor WIPO
undeatakingaproperimpactassessmertf the variousnormsandstandardsthathadbeen
developedin thefield of intellectualproperty. The Delegation, howeve, consideredhat the
guestionof impactassesmentwasdifferent from the onethe SCPwascurrently addessng,
I.e.,discussinga chace to bemadebetweenvariousproposas. In theDelegaion’s view, the
guestionof impactasesmentrightly seaedwhendelegationsweredisaissngthe
Developmen®gendain the contextof which Membe Stateswould haveanoppotunity to
discussthe questionof impactasessmenin detal. In the context of the Devdopment
Agendathe Delegationbelievedthatconfuson should be avoidedbetwea theimpact
assessientandattemptswhich would make the Casablana outcomemore palaableto the
developingcountries. The Delegationclarified thatthatwas not anissuethatcould makethe
Casdlancaproposakcceptabléo developimg countries.

65. Inresponséo aquesion by the Chair asto themodditiesof theimpad study,the
Delegationof India explainedthat,in the contextof thework undetaken by the Secetariat,
the questionof animpactasgsmentof thevariousnormsandstandardeindlawsthathad
beenformulatedon intellectualpropertycould be undetakenwith the assistaceof WIPO.
The Delegation, however furtherexplairedthat, sinae the SCPwas currently discussing
very limited queston, i.e., choosingoetweendifferentpackagestheimpact assessmenwas
not directly relevanthere howeverimportantthe queston of impad assessentassuchmight
be.

66. The Delegaton of Pakistarclarified thatits proposdwasto producea comprehensive
paperwhich could be preparedointly with UNCTAD ontheimplicaionsof thedraft SPLT
on public policy issuessuchasnationalcapaitiesto innovae, protection of national
intelectual propert etc.,andthatthetermsof referenceof sucha pgpermightbe cardully
elabordedsothatit fully addressetmplicatonsfor MemberStaesat differentlevelsof
development. The Delegationexplainedthatthe paperwould lay the apprehensionthat
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might existbecausef theincompleteunderstading of thefairly conplexissuesunder
discusson. And secondlyjt would identify theareasin thedraft SPLTwherecautionmight
be advisableor whereadditional provisons might be proposedn order to meetthelarger
objective of thewholeexerci®e. TheDelegaton considerd thattheutility of suchanexercise
would bethatit would providea morecompkte information with regardto the substane,
namely,the SPLT, in termsof howit waslikely to impactcountries that wereat various
levelsof devebpment,andwould helpthe countiesmoveforwardon takingthedecisionas
to whetherit wasimportantto retainthedraft SPLT’sintegrity in termsof all theissueghat
were onthetable,or whethertheycould be fragmented.

67. Inresponse&o aquesion by the Chair asto thetimenecessaryo prepae theimpact
assessient,the Delegationof Pakiganexplanedtha thetime frameshout beagreedby the
SCPtakinginto accountthe compretensivenesf the studyexamnining theimplicationsof all
theissuesnvolved.

68. TheDelegaton of India statedthatthe point madeby the Delegaton of Paksstan
capturel its basicconcen anddemandedhat, before proceeling with further harmonization
at anincreasngly higherlevel, MemberStatesshouldestdlish a comprehensivetudyof the
impactof the existing internationalaws and conventonson intelectual propety andthe
likely impact of thelawsthatwerebeingcorsidered. TheDelegaton considerd thatit would
have to bea comprehensiverocesdecausesat theendof it, manyof thedoubtsand
misgivingsby developingcountrieswhich had besethework of the SCP,would probablybe
removedandtheywould thenbe assiredthatthe proposé#s thatwere beingmadeto them
were indeal bereficial. TheDelegationthereforesupporté the proposaby the Delegationof
Pakistan.

69. Inview of trying to formulatesomepossble middle groundway forwardwhich
ultimatelycouldhopefully be of benefitto all, the Delegation of Switzerland explainedhat,
since November2000, the SCPhadheldsix sessiongto discusghe scopeand contentsof the
draft SPLT. Whilethatwork hadled to manyusefulresuls, recentdiscussonsin the SCP
suggesedthatthe curentpaceof discussiormight not beasproductive asit couldandshould
be. According to the Delegationtherewereseveal ressonsfor this lackof progress.One
shortcoming wasthe sheervolumeand conplexity of issuedo be coveredateachSCP
sessionwith regardto the establishmendf the SPLT. Thisledto inadejuae discussion®f
certainissuesandcontinuougpogponemaent of others. Moreover,severaprovisionsincluded
in the draft Treatly hadbeenextrenely controversiain the SCPandwereof a high political
sersitivity to manyof the delegationsespeally to the onesfrom devebpingcountriesand
leastdevelopecdtountries. Discussionson thosedivisive issueadthereforebeenthefocus
of manydehkateswithin the SCPandhad,as aresult,cut off andhampeedthedesied
progress Thesane, howeverwastruefor severalof the proposaldabledsofar to thenewly
establishedIM in thevariouspapers.An expansiveSPLTincluding all issuegsurrenty in
thedraft SPLT documentandin thevariouspapersn thellM might thereforenotbe
achievablein thenearfuture. In ordernotto overload thebod, in view of the Delegationall
stakeholdershouldagreeto aredwcedpadkage. A reducel packayedid notmeana“no” to
other issues. It meantthatthe SCPtried to getthe possibé harvest followedby the next
harvest. The Delegationexplainedthattha waswhy it was proposinga pragmaticapproach
aiming atanearlyandrealisticreault througha feasible packagewithoutadheence to arigid
framework.andwhy it consideredhatthe packagein documentSCPA1/3,containingfour
technicalpatentiaw issuespamely,prior art, grae period, novelty and invenive step,should
be dealtwith in the SCPasa priority, andtwo issuespamay, sufficiencyof disclosureand
geneticresaurces,shouldbe dealtwith asapriority in theIGC. TheDelegaton statecthatit
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waswilling to renewthe mandateof the IGC which would end this year. Thereforejn its
view, thereshouldbeno negativelmpacton any issueof interestfor any delegation. The
Delegationconsderedthatnobodywould loseanything following a procedureaccording to
which the SCPaswell asthe IGC should makerecommendatonsto the Genea Assenbly as
soonastheyfinishedthe discussioron theissues concerned.Every delggation would then
have the possibiity to decidein the Geneal Assenbly in thelight of the outtcomeof both
Committeesvhethertheywould ultimately benefit from the outcomeandwould therefoe be
willingto proceedo aDiplomaticConferencen thesix issues.If the padkagewasnot
intereding enowghto proceedto a Diplomaic Conferance,therewould be no Diplomatic
Conference.The Delegatiomotedthatsud a pragmaic approab would notbeanobstacle
for acomprehensivéong-termstudyon thelikely benefits of paentharmonization.
However the Delegationbelievedthatit would guaranéethatwork in the SCPandthe IGC
would cortinuewith a clearfocus,andtha aresut whichwasfor the bendit of all would be
achievedin the nearfuture.

70. In connecton with the proposl by the Delegation of P&istanconerninganimpact
assessient,the Delegationof the United Staesof America staedthatit would havesome
seriousmisgvings aboutadoptingsuchanapproa&h. While it might disagreewith other
delegationson substantivejuestionsaandceriainissueshathadarisen the Delegationshared
theview expressedby the Delegationf Argenina, Brazil andothasthattransparencand
inclusivenessn anyproces wereindeedparamount. In thatlight, the Delegaion was
troubledby the proposalthattheimpactassesmat would involve a bodypotertially
invalving asubsebf the Secretariain conbination with anotersecretaria. Sinceno
suggesion hadbeenmaderegardingnvolvementby any MemberStatk, the Delegationwas
concernedaboutthediscussiorin thelight of transparecy andinclusivenss. In its view,
MemberStatswould likely bebettersituated to deermineimpactsof partcular suggestions
and provisions,andin thatlight, the Delegation would haveseriousmisgivingsaboutsuchan
impactassessrantproposal.

71. TheRepresatativeof the EAPOnNotedthatpradically all thedelegaionshadspokenin
favar of the coninuationof theharmoniz#éion processof patent law. The Representative
consideredhatthe harmonizatiorof patenlaw normswas only possiblefor suchnoms
which existedin the legislationof the Staes,andwherethe consequecesof applyingthose
normswereknown. Sincenormssuchasprior art, graceperiod,novelty andinventivestepall
existedin thelaws of the States theycould be succasfully harmonizd. The Representative,
however,notedthatnationalexperiercesandlegislation to datk varied with respecto genetic
resouresand traditional knowledge. The Representtive alsopointed out tha, during earlier
session®of the SCP clearinformationabouthow geneic resource andtraditional knowledge
could beappiedin orderto as®ess prior art andnovdty hadnotbeensubmitedin anyclear
form. Consequentlythe Representativeupporedthe contens of docunentSCP/11/3sothat
the procesof harmonizatiorcould beimplementel in a packageform. On the otherhand,
the Represerdtive wasof theview thatit wasimportantto look at questonssuchashowto
definethe source of geneticresources how invenionsshoutl be disclosedand underwhat
situationthedisclosureof the sourceof gendic resoures andtraditiond knowledgewas
requred. It consderedthataccumulate@xperien@son thosequestionsvould objectively
prove whetheranychangdn the patentsysemwasrequired.

72. TheRepresatativeof AIPPI notedthat,althoughthework on thedraft SPLT did not
look too difficult whendiscussonsstartedn November2000,it becane obviouws thatthe
problemsweregeting moreandmorecomplexto theextentthatthe SCPgotinto adeadend
and sincethe techncal mattersdiscused shoutl have been cardully setaside becausehey



SCP/11/6
page26

were soure of greatdivergence®f opinion. The Representiave explanedtha thatwaswhy
AIPPI, concernedboutefficiencyandpragmatsm, hadvotedtheresoltion limiting the
SPLT to acertainnumberof issues specfically on questonsarising beforethe grantingof a
patent. AIPPI did notwishto discusgostgrantquestons, sud ascounterféing, onwhich
the SCP would still bediscussng atthe endof thethird millennium TheRepreentative
furtherexplainedthatthe resolution cortaineda li mited numbe of pointsobviously
concerninggenetc reurceswhile feeling thatthis subjectoughtto beaddressedby the IGC.
The Repreentatve pointedout thatthe AIPPI resoluton hadbeenunaninously adoptedoy
thenationalgroups,some60 countriesrepresentig all stagesof devebpment industrializd,
developingandleastdevelopedountries. Theaim of theresolution wasto submita proposal
which, in his opinion, would makeit possiblewithin ashortperiod of timeto achieveafirst
treay on hamonizationwhile otherpointswould be deat with in anothettreaty,i.e.,
step-by-stepharmorization. Although AIPPIlwasnot presentin Casabdncathe
Representate gave his strongsupportto the contentsof docunmentSCP/11/3which,in his
view, represented goodbalancefulfille d different condiionsandsafeguarde theinterests
of all countries. The Repregntativealsoconsderedthatit provideda valid suppot of the
intereds of paentholders sinceit madeit possble to reducethe costfor obtaininga patent
while avoiding national officeshavingto repeat certan taskswhich werebeing doneby
othes. IntheRepregntative’sview, theredudion of costwould be significantparticularly
for smal erterprisesanduniversities. Further the Represerdtive stressedheimportanceof
an increased quality of grantedpatentswhich wasa matter of interestof paentholdersas
well asthird paries.

73. TheRepresatativeof MSF advocaeéda bdancedintellectual propertysystemthathad
thepublic interestat large asits mainfocus,while stating thathewasnot aganstpatents In
his view, WIPO beinga United Nationsagencyshouldincludethe public interestappioachin
itswork. TheRepresentativeonsideredhat, sinceintellectual propertyprovisionsaffected
pricesandavailability of medicineghatwereoften priced out of thereachof thepoorpeople
who desperatelyneededhem,hecoud notaaceptaworld in which medicd innovation could
only beenjoyedby thewealthy. TheRepresentate notedtha sucha prindple hadbeen
acknowledge in the WTQO’s DohaDeclaation onthe TRIPS AgreementandPublic Health,
and thatthe consequenceasf theimplementabn of the TRIPSAgreenentfor public health
only startedbeing recognized.The Representiéve fearal the emerging of new patent
standardghrouch WIPOs work befare the consequicesof the currentglobal patentsystem
were fully understod. HethereforerecommadedWIPO to ceaeits pursuitof higherlevels
of intellecual propertyprotectionthroughthe SPLT procesghatwould closeoff the
flexibilities thatwereavailableunderthe TRIPSAgreenentand confirmed in the Doha
Dedarationonthe TRIPSAgreementandPublicHealth. He alsoexpressedhefearof the
birth of a“TRIPSII” agreemenévenbefare the beginning of the evaluation of the effectof
thefull implementationof the TRIPSAgreanent. The Representaive staedthat,therefore,
the SALT processhould be guidedby the outcone of the debates onthe WIPO Development
Agendaatherthanmovingaheaddisconnetedfromthatprocess.

74. TheRepresatativeof ABAPI said that long beforethe submissiorof a proposalof the
Developmen®Agenda his organizatiorhad supporedabroadhamonization,becauset
believedthatharmonizatiorbroughtpredictbility and creded anadditionalincentivefor
foreign directinvestmentin developingcountries. The Representaive remgnizedthatthe
harmonizationprocessvasin adeadlockand, if sucha deallock persistd, therewasarisk of
losingthe multilateralaspecbf the currentnegotiations. He believedtha conpromisewas
theonly way out. TheRepresentativeecdled thatthe Delegation of Pakistansuggestedhat
thereducedpbackagenot necesarily the Casablanarecommendé#on, would be acceptabléf
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it wasabalancedne. Althoughthe Represenative would prefa amorecomplete
harmonization healsobelievedthata reducedadkagecould be of bendit for developirmg
countriesfrom adevelopmenpergective. Fromthe samepersgctive andaccading to the
conclusionof the Roundtableof NGOs in Londonin 2003,the Representatve suggestedhat
thecurrentproposalor areducedrackagebe supplenental by the provision of afirst-to-file
system. TheRepresentativeonsideredhatthatwasa fundamentd issuetha shouldnotbe
left outsidethefirst package,andthatsuchaninclusion seemed opporunein view of the
recentsubmssion of abill in theUS Congressto amendthe United Stakes’ patent law. In
order to addressomeof the concernf developng countries,the Representaive also
suggeseda provisionto the effectthatnothingin thetreaty derogaedfrom the objectivesand
principlesof Articles7 and8 of the TRIPSAgreement. The Represatative did not seehow
thatcouldharmthe harmonizatioreffort. Further,the Represenative noted thatit mightbe
worthwhile discussng conditionalprovisionssimilar to thoseof the TRIPS Agreement
providing moretimefor harmonizatiorfor developing and least developé counties. In
conclusion,the Represetative alsoinformed the Committeethathis written submission
included furthercommerts aboutthe negdive impad of a possble systemof intemational
examindion havingbindingeffectandaboutthe fact thatdevebping countresshouldnot be
compelled,in bilateraltradeagreementdp ratify afirst substantve harnonizationtreaty
before the harmonizationprocessvasconcludel by the adoptionof anohertreaty basecdon a
secand package.

75. TheRepresatativeof CPTechstatedthatthe objedivesin paragrapl8 of document
SCP/11/3did not matchup with thework programcontanedin paragraph4 of thatdocument.
The Repre&ntatve explainedthat,in the United Statesof America, there wasa growing
dissatisfactiorwith the currentstateof the patentsystem in thatcountryanda concernthatthe
patentsystemin thatcountry wasout of controlandhadbecomeharmful to theinnovation
process. The Representativeconsderedthat, not becaus¢he paentsysemitselfwasnot
playinganimportantrole in promotinginnovation, a badimplementaton of the patentsystem
could causesomedamage.In thatrespect,the Represerative referred to a propaal by the
Busines SoftwareAlliance andMicrosoft who had essenally imposeda systen of
compulory licensingon the patentsystemof the United States of Americabecausehere was
so muchunhappineswith thelow standad of patentquality in tha county, with the
consequene of congantlitigation with thosewho hadlow-qualty paenss. In hisview, the
problem with thework programwasthattheissues thatweredriving thedebae in the United
Statesof Americaaboutlow patentquality andlow standarddor patentabiity werenot
addressedn the paentharmonizatioragenda,and thatthis forceddevdoping countriesto
adopt standirdson inventivestepmovingmorein thedirecion of a paentpolicy thatwould
drive patentdurtherandfurtherinto their econany, paricularly in areasof concen, sud as
pharmaceutals. In orderto build confidencethat there wasa balancedagendaandin view
of the statemenimadeby the“Friends of Developnent” andotherdocumens suchasthe
DohaDeclaraton on TRIPS Agreanentand Public Heath andthe GenevaDedarationon the
Future of WIPO,thelatterof whichwasalargecivil socidy expers and NGO statementthe
Representate consderedthatit might bewiseto think aboutarole for the SCPto address
thoseareaghathadto dealwith the problemsin the paentsysten beforehamonizingthe
patentsystem In otherwords,ratherthanfocusingon how to drive the patent systemfurther
and furtherinto society it might be betterto addresghe problansmoredirectly, for exanple,
addressinghe problemof high costof litigation to invalidategrantedpaents. The
Representate consderedthatthe PatentCooperéion Treaty(PCT) could ded with
cooperatim onissuesof challergesof patentdility. The Representiéve furtherconsideed
thataddresing anti-competitivepracticesvasanotherareawhich would build confidencein
developingcountries. The Representativeupporedthe staementby the Representativef
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MSF thatthe SCPshould focuson theimplementdion of the DohaDeclarationto ensurehe
countries’foll ow-up with paragrapt of the DohaDedaraion. He cdled uponthe SCPto
look at theimplenentationof Article 40 of the TRIPSAgreement conerningthe control of
anti-competti ve practicesn contractal licensesin partiaular, to reviewhow sucha
provision hadbeenimplementedn MemberStaes,sothatdeveloping countriescouldfully
undeastandhow sucha provisionworkedand whattype of internaional cooperatiorwas
requred. The Representativeurtherstatdthat in theareaof standardsandopenstandads,
particularly the developmenbof techrologiessuchasthe Internet therehad beenproblens
identifying submarinepatents.He hadproposedn the pastthatthe PCT devebp afacility or
aseprateinstrumentdesignedo dealwith theissueof standardsvherely a personwho
wantedto devebp a standarccould,throughWIPO, adverise standardsndtheninvite
patenteedo disclosewhethertheimplemenédstandardvould involveinfringementof their
patents.

76. TheRepresatativeof APAA supporte the Casabhncarecomnendaion accodingto
which four issuesnpamelyprior art, graceperiod, novely andinventive step,shouldbe
addressedn anaccelerategrocessn the SCP,sincesuchharmonizaion of prior art-related
issteswould improvethe quality of patentswhich would be beneficial for usersand
praditionersin Asiancountries. The Representaive explainedthat thedisaepancyin the
prior art standarcheededo be solvedin the neartermbecausehe Asian countrieshadsome
diversity with respecto thenations capadty. In herview,if auniversa prior art standard
applied, officeswith smallcapacitycould beter utili ze prior art seart resultsfrom other
offices with bigger examinatiorcapacity which would expedite the proceessof examination
and securethequalty of patents In addtion, sincethere wasan inter-Asian maiket, patent
protectionat leastin otherAsiancountriesandalsoin othercountieswas needed. In sucha
Situation, the Representativaotedthatthe universalprior art standardwould increa® the
predctability of obtainingpatentsn foreign countries, thusit would bring costeffectiveness
in seekingfor global patentprotection. Shefurther noted thatwell-examned patentsvould
be freefrom beingrevokedon the basisof hiddenprior art andwould not takeaway the
public doman from third parties. The Represerdtive drewthe attentionof the Committeeto
theResoluton adoptedad yearin Fukuwoka, Jgpan,in which supportfor making progressin
thediscussionof SPLT wasexpressed Shecondudedby sayingthatnear-termsolutionin
pre-grantissuesin particularprior art-relatedissues, wasneealed.

77. TheRepresatativeof BIO noteal tha avastmajority of herorganzaion’s membes,
morethan90%, weresmallcompanieshatdid not yethave anyproducsin themaiket. They
were approximatelyfive to tenyearsawayfrom produéng innovaive produds in the areaof
health care agriaultureandenvironmerdl remedidion. Shestaedtha, while hermembes
had ideaswith greatpromisewhich wereproted¢edby paents, theyneede efficientand
cost-effectve patentprotectionto turn their ideasinto innovatwve biotechnoloy producs ard
processes In herview, without effectivepatentprotedion, theywould not be able to entice
investorsto supportexpensiveesearclanddevdopment tha wasrequiredto developthose
promisingproducts. Their dependeay on effecive paentprotecion gavethe
Representate’s organizatioranimportantstakein thediscusson atthe SCP. The
Representate wasof the view that,althougha comprehasive treaty wasmary yearsaway,
membes of herorganizationwereanxousfor a moreefficient internatonal patentprotection
system. She consderedthatreducedcostfrom animprovedpaentsysten would leadto
moreandbeter products. The Represerdtive therdore suppatedthe adopton of awork
programthatincludedthe acceleratedonsideréion of the provisionsof thedrat SPLT
relaing to prior art, graceperiod,noveltyandinventive step.
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78. TheDelegaton of Denmarkfully supportedhe Casabhncarecomnendaton, althoudn
it did not participae in the Casablancaveeting.

79. TheRepresatativeof FICPI, suppmrtingdocunentSCP/11/3staedthatFICPIhad
always supportedandcontinuedto supportall the effortstowardsinterrationd
harmonizationof substantivgpatentiaw. The Represerative introduedits Resdution
adopted unanmouslylastmonthin Seoul. The Resoluion urgedthe membes of the SCPto
work quickly towardsthe conclusionof anagreenentof sud aharmonzaion, atleast
initially, on the basisof areducedpackageof meaures. The Resoluton alsonotedwith
approvalrecentinitiativesto introducea first-to-file systemin the United Staesof America
and hope thatthatcould simplify same definition of novdty or perhapsa gracepetiod, or
evenextendthereducedoackagdo afirst-to-fil e sysem. TheRepreserdtive invited
developingandleastdevelopedtountriesto apprecatethat, if no progressvasmadein the
SCP,the governmentsof the Trilateral Paent Offi ceswould indepenéntly work onareduced
package. The Representativeonsideredhat in such acase developing countrieswould lose
the opportunity to pursuetheirinteresgs in or expresgheir concernsaboutthe harmoniation
process. The Representativéurtherstaedtha its Resolution setout a tentaive of
establishinga minimumframewak for thedefinition of the deckraton of the origin of
geneticresaurces.

80. TheRepresatativeof JIPA expressedhebdief thatthe main objective of patentiaw
itselfwas to devebp industryin thecountry. As for usersfrom industies,the Repesentative
noted thatbusinessctivitieshadbecomemore globalandtherewasno borderthat restricted
thetechni@l devebpmentin theterritory. However,substarive paentlaw hadnotbeen
harmonizedfor manyyears,andthe Represerdtive found that mary difficul ties existeddueto
thedifferencesof nationalpatentiaw. Hopingthatharmoniation of substarntve patentaw
and ruleswould berealizedassoonaspossble, the Represerative was of the opinionthatthe
mostimportantissuewasanacceleratiorof thediscusson onthe SPLT. In thatlight, he
supportedtherecommendatioadoptedn Casablanca

81l. TheRepresatativeof CSC notedtha many of theorgankzaion’s membes were atthe
momentinvolvedin acampaigrcalled“Make poverty history”. He believedthattheworld
had enoughresoucesto feedandto houseeveryone,buttha humankind hadnot yet manayed
to makesodal arrangementsittheglobalor naional level to fulfil | sucha goal of gettingrid
of hunger,making sure thatevel child washeathy, andthatevey manand woman,who so
wanted hadajob. TheRepresentativeaidthatit was from thatconcernand perspectivehat
he addressedtheissueof harmonizatiorandof intellectual propeaty. Hisexperienceon
harmonizationhadbeento look atthe effeds thatthe TRIPSAgreementhadhad. The
Representate sad thattherewasa broadfeelingamongmary membes of his organization
thatthe minimum standardf the TRIPSAgreement, thoughminimum, wasalreadytoo high
for manydevebping countriesfrom the point of view of food securty, provisionof jobs,
industrial devebpment,andmostimportant of all, the provision of medcinesandessential
products. He notedthatalthoughthe TRIPS Agreementhadmary flexibilities, it hadalready
removedflexibilities for examplethe TRIPSAgreemat hadremovedtheflexibility of
allowing countiesto examinepatentdn sone sensiive areassuchasmedicines,imposng a
rangeof obligationsthatmanycountrieswerenot yet in apostion to undetake He further
noted that,asregarddlexibilities suchasconpulsorylicenses, in manycounties, puttinginto
effect suchflexibilitiesfirstly into thenaional law, andseondlyinto prectice,wasavery
complex anddiffi cult exercise. The Representave considerd thatthatwaswhy most
developingcountrieshadnot yet masteredhe art of makinguseof thosefl exibilities or even
including themin their nationallaw. Thus,in view of thoseproblens of implementinga
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harmonizedinternationalaw, the Representase was very concernd aboutnegotiationsof
theSALT in the SCPto furtherharmonizehoselawsupward. Thefirst problemthathehad
wasaccess$o medicinesandlimited accesgo information. Semndly,in relationto
developmentthe Repregntativewasof theview thattherewasevidencethattoo higha
patentstandardcould hinderthe developnentof technologyand the adopton of technologyof
manylocal firmsin developingcountries. In hisview, their accesdo inputs and technology
were hinderedby highercog or by not being allowedto makeuseof thoseinputs. In relation
to farmersand food security,the Representate notedtha there wasa concen aboutwhether
thetrendof tightening intellectualpropertyin the area of seedslueto both the International
Union for the Protectionof New Varietiesof Plans (UPOV) aswell asthe TRIPS Agreement
might makeconcernedpeoplesusceptiblen thefutureto insecurityin relation to the costof
seeds andthe avaiability andacces®f seals. In tha connetion, the Representativenoted
thattherewasa heateddebatein the TRIPSCouncilin reldion to whatcould constitutea

sui generis systemfor protectionof seeds.The Representaive consideedtha developing
countriesand consumers$n thosecountrieswere rightfully andjusifiably concenedthat
developmentprincipleshadto beincluded,sincetherewerespeial charateristics of
developingcountrieshatmadethemrequirespecal attention andspecia treatment. Firstly,
developingcountrieswere atthelower endof the developnmentscak. In hisview, it would
takethemalongtime beforetheycouldcompete Secondlymostpaentin developing
countrieswereownedby foreigninstitutionsandcompaniesdueto the naional treatment
principle. As aconsequencdirstly, if themateial was paented,it would be very difficult
for local peopleto makeuse of the materid asaninputinto their own producton, wherdoy
too high a patentstandard egeciallyif the paentswereownedby foreigners,could hinder
resarchandinnovationandthe producton procesdy locd firmsin developing counties.
Secondly,it becameavorseif, for exampe, foreignerswereallowedto patent genetic
mateials and traditiond knowledgebelongngto adevdoping county. Thefarmers,
resarchersandenterprisesn thosedevelopng countries might find it diffi cult to makeuseof
their ownindigenousknowledgeor their own geneic materials, eitheras consumeiproducts
or asinputsor astechnologyin the producton process.Referrngto the caseof the Neem
patentat the EuropearPatentOffice, the Representaitve sad thattherewerethousandef
othe exampésof wrongpatents.Finally, the Representive notedthat, beaus of the
foregn ownershp of mostof the patentsthere wasnot only animbabncewithin the TRIPS
Agreemem, which hadbeenpointedout by ProfessoBagwati from ColumbiaUniversityand
also by World Bankeconomists.Accordingto the Representative, the World Bankestimated
thatdeveloping countrieswerelosing foreign exchangeasa resultof theforeign patenting
within their counties. One estimateby Michael Finger,who wasthefounderof the World
Bark Resard Programwasthattheincreaseabligation to developing countriesasaresult
of the TRIPSAgreementadresultedn alossto themof foreignexchangeper yearof

60 billion dollarswhich would morethanoffsetthe gainstha they would get in otherareasn
theUruguay Round. Thereforethe Representtive wasof theview that,if upward
harmonizationwascontinuedaccordingo the sameprinciple asin the TRIPSAgreement,
developingcountrieswould loseout morein termsof foreignexchangejn terms of their

abili ty to have food securityor medicalheath securty in relation to contol biopiracy. Given
thatsituaion, the Repreentativestatecthatit wasurgentthatWIPO estabisheda
Developmengendabutnotonlyin rhetoric terms. If it wasonly estdlishedin rhetoric
terms, butwasnot enforced,the Repgesentate consideredtha it wasbeter notto havea
Developmenigendaat all, becausehat would give thefalseimpressiorof taking careof
development. Forthe Developmen®Agendato realy take root, the Represerdtive stresed
theimportance of infusingthe principlesof development guidedby thekindsof concensin
the negotiatonsin all the Committeesof WIPO, paricularly the SCP whichwasperhapghe
mostimportantCommitteebecausaegotationswerenow headng towardsa newtreaty. In
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thatcontext,the Repregntativeviewedwith extrane conernanyproposakhatonly focused
on issueghatwould leadto upwardharmonizaion, but which would ignoreissueghatcould
balancethe preentpatentsystemwith policy flexibilitiesandpublic interest. As regardshe
Casdlancarecommendatiorthe Representate wasworriedthatthefirst stagewould bethe
oneandonly stageandthe SPLTwould contan only thosefour issues.The Representative
wasals concernedhatfocusingon thoseissuesvould removeexisting fl exibilities in the
TRIPSAgreenent,sincethe TRIPSAgreementprovidedflexibility to countries to determine
whataninvenion was. For examplethe Represatative wasconcermedaboutthe removalof
flexibility waning to institute thetenetof the patent sysemthatliving organsm, at least
naturally living organismsgould notandshout not be paentel becaus¢heywerenotan
invention. Therewasatrendtowardsthe patenting,for exampk, of humangenesor evenof
animals, evenif theywerenaturallyoccurringon thegroundthatthe function of thegene
sequencewasdiscovered.In hisview, it wasup to countriesto decide on the patentabity of
naturally occuring microorganismsandgenesequenes. The Representave wasafraid that,
throughthe SPLT processthatflexibili ty would beremovel andit would leadto further
inappropriag upwardhamonizationof patent law. The Represerdtive sad tha recent
studieshadshownthat thereweremanyddfi cienciesin the paentsystemof developed
countries,suchasthe United Statesof America, pointing outthattoo many paenswere
inappropriagly granted. He recommendeto the Commiteeabookcalled “Innovationand
its Discontents”. In conclusionthe Representate statedthathe couldnot suppot the
CasdlancarecommendationThe Repesentate felt thatit wastoo biasedon oneside. He
proposel thatthe SCP considerdevelopmat issues andpublic interestissues at thetop of its
agenda,andunlessanduntil this wasguaraneéed,negotidionstowardspatent hammonization
shouldnot coninue. The Repregntativeendorsedhe proposaimadeby the Delegationof
Pakistanregardirg animpactasessmenbn the possble implicationsof the harmonization
processon deweloping countriesandthetoolsthey neededfor development befare following
the pathof harnmonization. Finally, the Representiéve sad thatthefounddionsfor
developmenthadto bebuilt in WIPOard in the SCPandtha sucha foundaton wasessential
before proceedingo congdructthebuilding of tha foundaton. Only if there wasa good
foundationwould the building be strong andwithstandthe testof time and would contribute
to the millennium developmengoal.

82. TheDelegaton of Turkeystatedthat,asregardsparagraph# of the Casablanca
recommendation, notonly theissuesrelating to prior art, graceperiod,novdty andinventive
step, butalsosufficiencyof disclosureand genetc resource wereimportant. The Delegation
therefoe consideredthatthosesix issuesshoutl beaddressetbgeherin the SCPfor
harmonizationof patentlaw.

83. TheDelegaton of Pakistarclarified thatits proposaonimpactassessmerwould not
justensurdransparencyhroughanintergovernmatal procesdo agreeon thetermsof
referenceof the study,butwould ensureelementsof equity, since implicationsof the SPLT
provisionson thewhole rangeof issueswvould be coveral, andwould gainefficiency, since
the studywould help countiestakinginformeddecisionson howto proceel in the
negotiaions. The Delegationalsoclarified thatit wasof theview thata comprehensive
approach of negotatingall currentelenentsof thedraft SPLTwasthe prefeableapproach,
and thatamorelimitedearlyharves$ appgoachcould be consideed only if thelimitedpackage
containeda balancedsetof elementavhich addressedthe coneernsof al groupsof countries
and werenotarbitrarily selectedasin the caseof thefour issuesof the Casabhncaprocess.

84. TheChar notedthateverybodyhadbeenlookingfor aworthy solution and a promsing
future workplanof the SCP,hademphasiedthe needto harmonzethe processandhad
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aspredto find abalanceof interestdn a positive andcondructive manne. The Chairfurther
noted thatit wasalsoimportantto emphaizetherole and participaion of the non
governmendal organzationswhich representetheinterestsof the businessconmunity. In
substancethe Char summarizedhediscusson by saying thatthe SCPhaddiscussedwo
proposds on the futurework program,andthatmostof theindustralizedcounties supported
theworkplancontanedin documentSCP/118, while the postions of devebpingcountries
had beenconfinedin documentSCP/11/4. A proposaby the Delegaton of Switzedandin
view of finding away to ensurethefurtherdevelopnentof this procesad beensuppoted
by many counties,but opposedy others.

85. TheChar expresedthe hopethatthe SCPmight formulatearecommendatiortha
could be submttedto theforty-first sessiorof the Geneal Assenbly, which would beamove
forward. He consideredhatif thedelegaibns simply expressedheir viewswithoutmaking
clear reaommendatonsto the GeneralAssenbly, theninevitably, they would onceagainhave
to repea differentpositionsandconcernsandcal for the establshnentof a constructive
approach. The Chairrecognizedhatthe processvas notonly technicd, butalsoinvolved
political aspectsandthatthe SCPhadlimitedtimefor thediscusson. The Chairfurthersaid
that,althowgh it might be possibleto find a solution for thetechntal aspecs, today, the
processof globalzationwascreatirg new chdlengesfor the SCP,which shoutl takeinto
accaunttheinterestof all countriesin abalancedway. In hisview, if the SCPcouldnotfind
asdution to thosequestons ultimately, it would not beansweringhe chalengeof
addressinghe developmenbf societyas a whole becaiseintellectual propertyrelatedto
legalissuesas well asto political issues.

86. TheDelegaton of Argentinareservedits postion regardingthe optionof a
recommedation to the GeneralAssemlty. The Delegaton saidthat,asit hadalreadystated,
it hadto examnethetimelinessthe possibilty and the need to putaresoultion beforethe
GeneralAssenbly.

CONCLUSION OF THE MEETING

Agendaltem 7: Summay by the Chair

87. Thedraft Summay by the Chair(documet SCPA1/5Prov.)wasnoted with certain
amendmentsvhich wereincludedin thefinal version(docunentSCP/11/5).

88. TheSCPnotedthe Summaryby the Char, whichwasagreedy all, and furthernoted
thatthe official record of the sesgon would be containedin thereport of thesession.The
repat would reflectall theinterventionamade duringthe meding, andwould be adoptedn
accadancewith the procedureagreedy the SCPat its fourth sessiorn(see document
SCP/4/6 paragaph11), which providedfor the menbersof the SCPto comnmentonthedraft
repat madeavailableon the SCPElectronicForum. The Committeewould then beinvited to
adoptthedraftreport,includingthe commentsreceived, atits following sesson.

Agendaltem 8: Closingof the Session

89. TheChar closedthesession.
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90. Inaccordance with the procedure
previously adopted by the Committee (see
paragraph 88, above), Committee members
and observers are invited to comment on this
draft report, which is being made available on
the SCP Electronic Forum. The Committee
will beinvited to adopt the report at its twelfth
session.

[Annexfollows]
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AFRIQUE DU SUD/SOUTH AFRICA

NakediDesnmond MARUMO, Registrarof Patents, TradeMarks, DesignsandCopyrights,
CompaniesandintellectualPropertyRegstration Office, Departmentof TradeandIndustry,
Pretoria

<dmarumo@@ro.gov.za>

Elera ZDRAVKOVA (Ms.), DeputyRegistrarof PatentsandDesigns,Companiesand
IntellectualPropery RegistratiorOffice, Departnentof TradeandIndustry,Pretora
<ezdravkova@iprogovza>

Simon Z. QOBOQO, First Secetary,PermanenMission,Geneva

ALBANIE/ALBA NIA

DianaSINOJMERI (Mrs.), Directorin Chage,GeneraDirecrateof Paentsard
TrademarksTirana
<dsinjmei@alpt.gov.al>

ALGERIE/ALGERIA

MouradSADOU, directeurdesbrevetsnstitut naional algeriendela proprié¢ industielle,
Algiers
<sadou@inapi.@>

LeilaBOUDINA (Mme), assstantedu Directeurgénérd Institut naional ageriendela

propriétéindustielle, Algiers
<boudina@napi.org>

ALLEMAGNE/GERMANY

Tammo ROHLACK, CounsellorPatent_aw Division, FederalMinistry of Justice Berlin
<rohlackta@bmjbund.de>
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ANTIGUA-ET-BARBUDA/ANTIGUA AND BARBUDA

Laurie FREELAND-ROBERTS(Mrs.), Registrarof Intellecual Propertyand Commere,
Registrar’sOffice, St. John’s
<abipco@atiguagov.ag> <freerob2000@ hotail.com>

ARABIE SAOUDITE/SAUDI ARABIA

FahdALAJLAN, Director, TechnicalServices,GeneraDirectorak of Paent,
King Abdul-Aziz City for Scienceard Technobgy (KACST), Riyadh
<fajlan@kacst.edu.sa>

ARGENTINE/ARGENTINA

Alberto J. DUMONT, EmbajadorRepresatantePermanate, Misidon Permaente Ginebra
Marta GABRIELONI (Sra.),ConsejeraMision Permaente Ginebra
EduardoRicardoARIAS, Comisario, Administracion Nadonal de Paents, Instituto Nacional

de la Propiaedadindustrial,Buenc Aires
<eariag@inpi.gov.ar>

AUSTRALIE/AUSTRALIA

lanHEATH, Director General P Australia, Phillip ACT
<ian.hedh@ipaustalia.gov.au>

DaveHERALD, DeputyCommissioneof Paent, Deput Registrarof Designs )P Australia,

Phillip ACT
<Dherald@paustalia.gov.au>

AUTRICHE/AUSTRIA

JohaanesWERNER, InternationaRelations, Austrian PaentOffice, Vienna
<johannes.werner@patentamt.at>

BANGLADESH

MahbubZAMAN, Minister (Political), Permanat Mission, Geneva
<zamanmahbub@hotmail.com>
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BELARUS/BELARUS

NatalliaSUKHANAVA (Mrs.), Head,Subsantive Exanination Departnent, NationalCenter
of Intellectual Property,Minsk

BELGIQUEBELGIUM

Katrien VAN WOUWE (Mme),conseille adjoint du Service public fédéraleconomiepetites
et moyennesentrepries(PME), classesnoyenne®t énerge, Direction généaledela
réguation etdel’organisationdu marcté, Officedela propriétéintellectudle, Bruxelles
<katrien.vaawouwe @ mineco.fgov.&>

BENIN/BENIN

Juliette AYIT E (Mme), directricedu Centrenationd dela propriégindustrelle (CENAPI),
Ministerede I'industrie, du commerceet de la promotion del’emploi, Cotonou
<ayijuliette@yahoo.fr>

BRESIL/BRAZIL

Luiz FelipeDE SEIXAS CORREA,ambassdeur,représergntpemanent Mission
permaneng, Geneve

HenriqueCHOERMORAES, Ministéredesrelaionsexterieures, Brasilia
<hcmoraes@me.gv.br>

MariaCeli S.MOREIRA DE PAULA (Mme), directrice adjointe desbreves, Institut national
de la propriéé industrielle Ministeredu développenent del’i ndustre etdu comnerce
extérieur,Rio de Janeiro

<celi@inpi.gov.br>

JoséCarlosARANJO FILHO, analysteCommerc exté&ieur, Brasilia
<jose.filho@lesenvolvimento.gov.br>

BULGARIE/BULGARIA

Svelta YORDANOVA (Mrs.), StateExamine, Bulgarian Paent Offi ce, Sofia
<siordanoa@bpo.bg>
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CAMB ODGEHCAMBODIA

NHEM Phdly (Mis9, Chief, PatentOffice, Deparimentof Industral Propery, Ministry of
Industry, MinesandEnergy,PhnomPenh
<nhemphally@yahoo.com>

TITH Rithipol, First SecretaryPermanenMission,Geneva
<rithipolé@hotmall.com> <cambodge @luewin.d>

CANADA

David TOBIN, Commissonerof PatentsRegstrar of TradenarksandChief Executive
Officer, Canadan IntellectualPropety Office, Gaineau,Quebe
<tobin.david@ic.gc.ca>

Alan TROICUK, SeniorCounselLegal Services, IndustryCarmada,Departmentof Justice,
GatineauQuebec
<troicuk.alan@ic.g.ca>

W.B. (Barney)DE SCHNEIDER, Director, PaentBranch, Canadan Intellectual Property
Office, Gatineau,Quebec
<deSchneider.Barney@ic.gc.ca>

J. ScottVASUDEV, ProjectOfficer, PatentBranch,Canalian Intellectud Propery Office,
GatineauQuebec

<vasudev.sco@ic.gc.ca>

Sanjay VENUGOPAL, Acting Chief, Interndional Affairs, Canadia Intellectual Property
Office, Gatineau,Quebec

<verugopa.sanjay@c.gc.ca>

CHILI/CHILE

BernarditaESCOBAR(Mrs.), Minister's Advisor, Santiago
<bescobar@economia.cl>

Maximiliano SANTA CRUZ First Secretay, PemanentMission,Geneva
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CHINE/CHINA

YIN Xintian, Director General LegalAffairs Departrrent, Stae Intellectud Propery Office,
Beljing

<yinxintian@spo.gov.cre

HE Yuefeng Directorof Division I, Legal Affairs Departnent,Statelntellecual Propety

Office, Beijing
<heyudeng@sipagov.cn>

HU Yuzhang,Progam Officer, InternationalCooperéion Depatment StateIntellectua

Propety Office, Beijing
<huyuzhang»spo.gov.cn>

COLOMBIE/COLOMBIA

Ricardo VELEZ BENEDETTI, Ministro Consgero, Mision Permaente,Ginebra

COSTA RICA

Vanesa COHEN(Sra), Directora,Registo Nadonal dela Propedadintelectual, Zapote,
SanJose

<vcohen@mp.go.cr>

AlejandroSOLANG-ORTIZ, Ministro Consgero, Mision Permaente Ginebra
<algandrosolano@tiestu.int>

COTED'IVOIRE

Sidibe DAOUDA, chefdu Servicedesbrevetset signesdistindifs, Officeivoiriendela
propriétéintellectuelle (OIPI), Abidjan
<tienkolemane@yato.fr>

Désré BOSSONASSAMOI, conseiller Missionpermaneng, Genéve
<cotedivoire@blwewin.ch>

CROATIE/CROATIA

JasminkaADAMOV IC (Mrs), Head AdministrationLegal Sectbn, PaentDepartment, Stae
IntellectualPropery Office, Zagreb
<jasminka.adamovic@dziv.hr>

Zlata SLADIC (Mrs.), Head PatentExaminingDepartmat, Stae Intellectual Propety
Office, Zagreb
<zlata.sladic@patet.htnet.hr>



SCP/11/6
Annexe/Annexpageb

DANEMARK/DENMARK

JespeilKONGSTAD, Director General DanishPaentandTradenark Office, Ministry of
EconomicandBusinesdAffairs, Taastrup
<jko@dkpto.dk>

AnneREJNHOLDJZRGENSEN (Mrs.), Director, International Affairs, Danish Patentand

TrademarkOffice, Ministry of Economicand BusinessAffairs, Taastrup
<arj@dkptodk>

EGYPTHEGYPT

Nada GABR (Mrs.), Ambassado?ermaentRepesataive, PermanentMissian, Geneva
Amin MELEIKA, DeputyPermanenRepresentate, PermanentMission,Geneva

Nival M. NABIL (Mrs.), Head,Legal Departnent PatentOffice,Ministry of Scientific
Resarch,Acadeny of ScientificResearctandTechnobgy, Cairo

<nivalpat@hatnail.com>

Hammal SudeekHassarMURAD, Head,Legal Depatment, PatentOffice, Ministry of
Scientific Reseach, Academyof ScientificResarchandTechnobgy, Cairo

RaguiEL-ETREBY, First SecretaryPemmanentMission, Geneva

EQUATEUR/ECUAD(R

RafaelPAREDES PROARNQ Ministro, RepreserantePermanene Adjunto, Mision
PermanenteGinebra
<mission.eciador@ties.itu.int>

ESPAGNE/SPAIN

Javier COLLAR, Ministro, Mision Permanerg, Ginebra

David GARCIA LOPEZ, Jefe,Serviciode ReladonesInternacbnalesUE-OEP,
Departamentale CoordinacionJuridicay Relacionesinternagonales,Oficina Espafiolade
Patentes y Marcas,Madrid

<dawud.garca@oepm.es

CarmenLENCE REWA (Sra.), TécnicoSuperiorJurista Departanentode Paernese
InformacionTecnologicaOficina Espafich de Paentesy Marcas, Madrid
<carmen.lence@oepm.es>
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ETATS-UNIS D’AMERIQUE/UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Lois E. BOLAND (Ms.), Director, Office of Intemationd Relations,PaentandTrademak
Office, Departnentof CommerceAlexandria,Virginia
<lois.boland@usyt.gow

ChalesA. PEARSON,Director,PCT Legal Administraton, Patent and TrademarkOffice,
Departmenbf Commerce Alexandria,Virginia
<cpaarn@uspto.gv>

ChalesR. ELOSHWAY, PatentAttorney, Office of Internatonal Rdations, Paentand
TrademarlkOffice, Departmenbf Commerce Alexandra, Virginia
<chaleseloshway@spto.gov>

LisaM. CARLE (Mrs.), Counsellorfor EconomicandSciene Affairs, PermanenMission,
Geneva

<carleLM@stategov>

JonP.SANTAMAURO, IntellectualPropertyAttaché Pemanent Mission, Gereva
<jon_santanmauro@str.eop.gov>

ETHIOPIE/ETHIOPIA

Eftihia MARIO (Miss), TeamLeader Ethiopianintellectual PropertyOffice,Addis Ababa
<eftihiamr@yahoa@om>

EX-REPUBLIQUE YOUGOSLAVE DE MACEDOINE/THE FORMERYUGOSLAV
REPUBLIC OF MACEDONIA

Irera JAKIMOVSKA (Ms.),Head,Patens andTechnobgy Watch Departnent, StateOffice
of Industral Property,Skopje
<irenaj@ippo.gv.mk>

FEDERATION DE RUSSIE/RUSSIANFEDERATION

Boris SIMONOV, Director General Fedeal Servcefor Intellectual Propety, Patentsand
TrademarksMoscow
<simonov@rupto.ru>

EvgenyZAGAYNOV, Coungllor, Permanat Missbn, Genera
<evgeny.zagaynov@es.itu.int> <mission.russia@fes.it.int>

Llya GRIBKQOV, Third SecretaryPermanenmission,Geneva
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FINLANDE/FINLAND

Maarit LOYTOMAKI (Ms.), DeputyDirecbr, National Boardof Patens and Regstration,
Helsinki
<maarit.loytomaki@prh.fi>

Riitta LARJA (Ms.), Coordinator Interndiond andLegal Affairs, National Boardof Patents
and RegistrationHelsinki
<riitta.larja@prh.f»

Heli SIUKONEN (Ms.), SeniorAdviser, Ministry of Trade andIndustry,Helsirki
<hel.siukonen@ktm.fi>

FRANCE

Martine HIANCE (Mme), directricegéréraleadjointedel'Institut nationaldela propiété
industrielle (INPI), Paris

<mhiance@inpifr>

GillesREQUENA,chefdeservice affaireseuropéenne®tinternationdes, Institut nationalde
lapropriétéindustrielle(INPI), Paris

<grequena@pi.fr>

GillesBARRIER, premiersecrétaireMission permanente Geneve

GEORGIE/EORGIA

David DZAMUKA SHVILI, Deput Director Gereral,Natonal Intellectual PropertyCenter,
Thilisi
<dzdato@yahoccom>

GRECE/GREEE

TheodoraSIMITSI (Mrs.), Attorney-at-Law, Internatonal Affairs andLegd Matters,
Industrial PropertyOrganistion, Athens
<dsim@obigr>

HONGRIEHUNGARY

KrisztinaKOVA'CS (Ms.), DeputyHead,Industrial PropertyLaw Section, HungarianPatent
Office, Budapest
<krisztina.kovacs@hpo.hu>

VeronikaCSERBA, First SecretaryPermanentMission,Geneva
<veronika.serta@ties.itu.int>
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INDE/INDIA

NareshNandanPRASAD, JointSecretaryDepartmentof Industrid Policy and Promoton,
Ministry of CommeceandIndustry, New Delhi

<nardinp@nic.in>

C. BALAKRISHNAN, JointSecretay, Department of Secondey andHigherEducation,
Ministry of HumanResourcédevelgment,New Delhi

<cbdakrishnan.edu@snic.in>

Debabraté&5AHA (Mrs.), DeputyPamanentRepresentaive, PermaentMission,Geneva

INDONESE/INDONESIA

Azmi DAHLA N, GovernmenOfficial, Tangerang

Dewi RatihKARTONEGORO,SecondSecreary, PermaentMission, Geneva

IRAN (REPUBLIQUE ISLAMIQUE D')/IRAN (REPUBLICISLAMIC OF)

SeyedKazem SAJJADPOUR,Ambasador,Deputy Pemanent Represerative, Permanent
Mission,Geneva

HekmatollahGHORBANI, Legal Counselbr, PemanentMission,Genewa
Hamid AZIZI MORAD POUR, PatentExpeat, Registraion of DeedsandProperties

Organization;Tehran
<hamdazizmp@yahoo.com>

IRLANDE/IRELAND

Jacd RAJAN, Head PatentsSection,Intellectual Propery Unit, Departirentof Enteprise,
TradeandEmployment,Dublin
<jacob_mjan@entemp.ie>

ITALIE/ITALY

Maria LudovicaAGRO (Mme), directrice,Officeitalien des breves et des marquesRome
<ludovica.ago@attvitaproduttive.gov.it>
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JAMAHIRI YA ARABE LIBYENNE/LIBYAN ARAB JAMAHIRIYA

KhameegVl. IHDAYB, Head,IntellectualPropery Division, Nationd Bureai for Research
and DevelopmentTripoli

<kihdayb@yahoo.com>

HassarHABIBI, Head,IndustrialPropertySecton, Industial ResearctCenter, Tripoli
Esownni ABDALLAH, GeneralCommittee of IndustryandCommerce,TradeMarks Office,
Tripoli

<esouni203@yahoo.co.uk>

HananBahgat ALTURGMAN, Resarche, TradeMarksUnit, IP Office, Tripoli
<haran_aturgman@hotmail.com>

NasselALZA ROUG, First Secretay, PermanentMission,Geneva

JAPON/JAPAN

Shinjiro ONO, DeputyCommissoner,Japa PaentOffice, Tokyo

Satashi MORIYASU, Director, IntemationalCooperabn Office, Intermatonal Aff airs
Division,JaparPatentOffice, Tokyo

Hiroki KITAMURA, DeputyDirector,Internatond Affairs Division, JaparPatentOffice,
Tokyo

Shintaro TAKAH ARA, First Secretay, Pemanent Mission, Geneva
KENYA
JeanW. KIMA NI, First CounsellorPemanentMission,Geneva

<jeankimani@hotmail.com>

KIRGHIZISTAN/KY RGYZSTAN

Jensh SARGALDAKOV A (Mrs.), Director of Exanmnation Cente, StateAgencyof Science
and Intellecual Propery underthe Governmentf the Kyrgyz Repubic, Bishkek
<kygyzpaten®infotel.kg>
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KOWEIT/KUWAIT

Ali AL HAJERI, AssistantManagerPatentandTrade Marks Depatment, Ministry of
CommeceandIndustry, Safat
<al_hajeri666@yahoo.com>

FahedBAGER, Head,Sectionof Intellecual Propery, Ministry of CommeceandIndustry,

Safat
<fahadbager64@hotmail.com>

LETTONIE/LATVIA

GuntisRAMANS, DeputyDirector, PatentOffi ce of the Repubic of Latvia, Riga
<gr@Ilrpviv>

LITUANIE/LITHU ANIA

ZilvinasDANYS, DeputyHead,Division of Law and Internatonal Affairs, StatePatent
Bureauof the Republicof Lithuania,Vilni us
<z.danyg@vpb.t>

LUXEMBOURG

Khalid LARGET, chargéde mission,Direction dela propriéé intelectuelle, Ministérede
I’économie etdu commerceextérieur,Luxenbourg
<khalid.larget@eco.etat.lu>

ClaudeSAHL, Directiondela propriétéindustielle et desdroits intellectuds, Ministere de
I’économie,Luxembourg
<claudesah@ecoetat.lu>

Christiane DALEIDEN-DISTEFANO(Mme), représantant permanenteadjointe, Mission
permaneng, Geneve

MALAISIE/MALAYSIA

WAN A. YUSRI WanAbdul Rasid, SecondSecreary, PermaentMission, Geneva

MALTE/MALTA

Tony BONNICI, First Secretary PermaentMission, Geneva
<tony.bonnci@gov.mt>
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MAROC/MOROCCO

NafissaBELCAID (Mme), chefdu Département desbreves et desdessinget modeles
indwstriels,Office marocaindela proprié€ industridle et commeciale, Casabhnca
<nafissa.betaid@ompicorg.ma> <nbelcad@hotmnail.com>

MhamedSIDI EL KHIR, consiller, Mission permanente, Genée

MEXIQUE/MEXICO

FabianR. SALAZAR GARCIA, DirectorDivisionalde Paentes, Instituto Mexicanodela
Propiedadindustial, Mexico
<rsdazar@mpi.gob.mx>

AndreaLARRONDO-SCHOELLY (Sra.),CoordinaloraDepartanentl de Negociaciones
Internacionats,Instituto Mexicanodela Propedadindustrid, Mexico
<alarondo@mpi.gov.mx>

MYANMAR

Khin O0o HLAING, SecondSecretay, PemanentMisson, Genea

<hlaingkhinoo@yahoo.com>

NIGERIA/NIGERIA

UsmanSARKI, MinisterCounselloy PermaneniMission, Geneva
<usmansarki959@yyhoo.com>

Maigari BUBA, First SecretaryPermarentMission, Geneva
<maigaribuba@yahoo.co.uk>

NORVEGE/NORWAY

LisbethWOLTHER (Mrs.), Director,Legaland Political Affairs, Norwegian PatentOffice,
Oslo
<lwo@patetstyret.no>

Eirik RADSAND, Acting Head,Law Section, Norwegian PaentOffice,Oslo
<eir@paterdtyretno>

NOUVELLE-ZELANDE/NEW ZEALAND

WanrenHASSETT,Senior Analys, Reguldory andConpetition Policy Branch, Ministry of
EcanomicDevelopmentWellington
<warren.hasdét@med.govt.nz>
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AminaBlint Salim AL-JELANI (Mrs.), Head,CopyrightSection, Ministry of Commeceand
Industry, Muscat

<umm-Fahad2000@yahoo.co.uk>

FatimaAL-GHAZALI (Mrs.), EconomicCounselbr, PermanentMission,Genewa

PAKISTAN
MasoodKHAN, Ambassador,Permarent Represerdtive, Permanat Mission, Geneva

Rizwan Saeed SHEIKH, First SecretaryPemarentMission,Geneva
<rizsheikh@hotmal.com>

PAYS-BAS/NETHERLANDS

Albert SNETHLAGE, Legal Adviseron Industial Propety, Innovaton Direcorate,Ministry
of Economc Affairs, TheHague
<a.snethlage@mez.nl>

N.O.M. (Nikki) RETHMEIER, PatentExamner Biotechnolog, NetherlandsPatentOffice,
Rijswijk
<n.rethmeier@ocboicentrum.nl>

PEROU/PERU

AlejandroNEYRA, SecondSecretary PermanentMission,Geneva

PHIL IPPINES

Enrique A. MANALO, Ambassidor,Permanat Represerative, PermaentMission, Geneva
NevahD. VELASCO (Ms.), Assistart Division Chief, Interndiond Patent SystemDivision,
Bureauof Patents|ntellectualPropertyOffice,Makai City

<newah.velasco@ipophil.gov.ph>

Raly L. TEJADA, SecondSecretaryPermanentMission,Geneva

POLOGNEPOLAND

GrazynaLACHOWICZ, Head,InternationalCooperaton Unit, Patat Office of the Republic
of Poland Warsaw
<glachowicz@uprml>
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PORTUGAL

IsabelAFONSQ, Directorof PatentsNationallnstitute of IndustrialPropety, Ministry of
Ecanomy, Lisbon

<imafonso@mpi.pt>

JoséSergiode CALHEIROSDA GAMA, Legd Counselbr, PaemanentMission, Geneva

<mjgama@freesurth>

REPUBLIQUE DE COREE/REPUBLIC OF KOREA

Daekyo JANG, DeputyDirector, PatentExaminaton Policy Division, Korean Intellectual
PropertyOffice, Taejon
<cyber4dyou@kipo.go.k¥

Hoi-keeLEE, Judge,PatentCourt, Tagjm
<jdhklee@scourto.kr>

Jooik PARK, Intellectual PropertyAttaché, Pemanent Mission, Geneva
<harg7200@dreamwiz.com>

REPUBLIQUE DEMOCRATIQUE DU CONGO/DEMOCRATICREPUBLICOF THE
CONGO

Fidele SAMBASSIKHAKESSA, ministre conseiler, Missionpermanente Gereve
<missionrdc@bliewin.ch>

REPUBLIQUE DE MOLDOVA/REPUBLIC OF MOLDOVA

lon DANILIUC, DeputyDirectorGeneral StateAgencyon Intellectual Propery, Kishinev
<office@agepi.md>

EugenREVENCO, DeputyPermanenRepresentaive, PernanentMission,Geneva
<eugen.revego@bluewin.ch>

REPUBLIQUE DOMINICAIN E/DOMINICAN REPUBLIC

GladysJosefindAQUINO (Srta.),Consegra,Mision Permaente Ginebra

REPUBLIQUE TCHEQUE/CZECHREPUBLC

Eva SCHNEIDEROVA (Mrs.), Depuy Director, PatentDepartent, Industrid Propery
Office, Prague
<esdineideova@upy.cz>
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ROUMANIE/ROMANIA

Liviu BULGAR, Director,LegalandInternationalCooperabn Deparment StateOffice for
InventionsandTrademarksBucharest
<liviu.bulgar@osn.ro>

lon VASILESCU, Director, Patent®irectorate Stae Officefor InvenionsandTrademarks,
Bucharest
<jon.vasikscu@osn.ro>

Viorel PORDEA, Head,RegularNationalFiling, Preiminary Examinaton, National
RegistersfeesDivision, StateOffice for Invenionsand Tradenarks,Bucharet
<office@osm.ro>

Livia PUSCARAGIU (Miss), Third Secretay, PemanentViission,Geneva
<livia.puscaragi@romaniaunog.ag>

ROYAUME-UNI/UNITED KINGDOM

RonaldJom MARCHANT, Chief Executve andConmptroller-General The PatentOffice,
Newport
<ron.marchar@patent.gov.uk>

RogerWALKER, Divisional Director, The Paent Office, Newport
<roger.walker@paint.gov.uk>

HughEDWARDS, Legal Section, The PaentOffice, Newport
<hugh.edwards@patent.gov.uk>

Pierre OLIVIE RE, Policy Advisor, The Paent Office, Newport
<pierre.oliviere@patent.gov.uk>

SENEGAL/SENEGAL

André BASSE,premiersecrétaireMission permanate, Gené&e
<andebasse814@mail.com>

SERBIE ET MONTENEGRO/SERBIAAND MONTENEGRO

Ilvara MILO VANOVI C (Mrs.), Third Secreary, PermanenMission, Geneva
<ivana.milovanovic@ties.itu.int>



SCP/11/6
Annexe/Annexpagel6

SINGAPOUR/SNGAPORE

Simon SEOW, DeputyDirector (PatentspandLegd Counsel)ntellectud PropertyOffice,
Singapore
<simon_seow@pos.govsg>

SOUDAN/SUDAN

FaridaAbdallaRAIHAN (Ms.),SeniorLegal Adviserand Head, PatentDivision, Ministry of
Justice,Khartoum

SUEDE/SWELEN

Carl JOSEFSSONDeputyDirector, Division for Intellectud PropertyandTransport_aw,
Ministry of Justce, Stockholm
<carl.josefsson@justiceinistry.se>

Marie ERIKSSON (Ms.),Head,Legal Affairs, PaentDepatment SwedshPaentand

RegistrationOffice, Stockholm
<marie.eriksson@prv.se>

SUISSHSWITZERLAND

Felix ADDOR, directeurgénéraladjointet chef, Division juridiqueet affairesintemationales,
Institut fédéraldela propriétéintellectuele, Berne
<felix.addor@ipich>

AlexandraGRAZIOLI (Mme),conseillerguridique,Rdationscomnercidesinternationales,
Institut fédéraldela propriétéintellectuele, Berne
<alexardragrazioli@ipi.ch>

ChristineVETTER (Mme), Servicejuridique,breves et designs)nstitut fédérd dela

propriétéintellectuelle, Berne
<christine.\etter@ig.ch>

THAILANDE/ THAILAND

PanisaSUWANMATAJARN (Miss), Depatment of Intellectual Property Ministry of
Commaece,Bandgok
<parisas@moago.th>

SupavadeeCHOTIKA JAN, SecondSecreary, Pemanet Mission, Geneva
<supac@mfao.th>
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TUNISIE/TUNISIA

HamadiFERJANI,chargédu dépdétdesbreves, Institut nationd delanormalsationetdela
propriétéindustielle, Tunis
<inorpi@emailati.tn>

Elyes LAKHAL, conseiller,Mission permanate, Gen&/e
<elakhd@bluewn.ch> <misgon.tunisa@ties.itu.int>

TURQUIE/TURKEY

AyseGiil ULUCAY (Ms.),Engineey Turkish PaentInstitute, Ankara
<aysegul.ulucay@te.govtr>

Yasar OZBEK, Legal Counsllor, PermanenMission, Gene/a
<yozbek@yahoo.fr>

UKRAINE

InnaZAVALN A (Ms.), Director,Departnentof Civil Law andEntrepreneurshipMinistry of
Justice,Kyiv
<zavalna@mjust.gov.ua>

Anatoliy GORNISEVYCH, DeputyDirector, Ukrainian Industral Propertylnstitute,State
Departmenbf IntellectualProperty Ministry of Educaton andScience,Kyiv
<gornisevych@ukrpatent.org>

LarysaAKSONOVA (Ms.), Senior Specalist, Law Division, Ukrainian Industial Propety
Institute,Stae Departmentf IntellectualProperty Ministry of Educaion andScienceKyiv
<l.aksonova@ukrpatent.org>

TamaraSHEVELEVA (Ms.), Assistantof the Direcor, Ukrainian Industrial Propety
Institute,StateDepartmentf IntellectualProperty Ministry of Educaton andScienceKyiv
<shevelev@sip.gov.ua>

URUGUAY

Alejandrade BELLIS (Ms.), First SecretaryPernmanentMission,Geneva
<mission.urugiay@urugi.ch>
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VENEZUELA

EduardoSAMAN NAMEL, Director General Sevicio Auténomodela Propiedad
Intelecual, Caracas

<samanedu@sapgpob.ve>

Alessandrd®?INTO DAMIA NI, Secundo Segetario, Mision Permanate, Ginebra
<damiani24@hotmil.com>

VIET NAM

LE Huu Hung, First Secretay, Permaneniission, Genera

<lehhng@yahoo.com>

ZAMBIE/ZAM IBIA

MathiasDAK A, DeputyPermanenRepresentaive, PermanentMission,Geneva
<mdaka53876@aol.com>

[I. ORGANISATIONS INTERGOUVERNEMENTALES/
INTERGOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS

ORGANISATION MONDIALE DU COMMERCE (OMC)/WORLD TRADE
ORGANIZATION (WTO)

Jayashre&VATAL (Mrs.), Coungllor, Intellectud PropertyDivision, Geneva
<jayashreavatal@wto.org>

Wolf MEIER-EWERT, Legal Affairs Officer, Intellectual PropertyDivision, Geneva
<wolf.meier.ewert@wtoorg>

OFACE EUROPEENDESBREVETS(OEB)EUROPEANPATENT OFFICE(EPO

Wim VAN DER EIJK, Principal Director, Internatonal Affairs andPatntLaw, Munich
<wvdeijk@epo.org>

Panajiotis RIGOPOULOS, Lawyer, Internatonal Legal Affairs, Munich
<prigopodos@epo.org>
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ORGANISATIONAFRICAINE DE LA PROPRIETANTELLECTUELLE (OAPIY
AFRICAN INTELLECTUAL PROPERTYORGANISATION (OAPI)

Wéré Réghe GAZARO, chefdu Sewvice desbreves, Yaoundé
<were_regin@yaho0o.fr> <wereregine@otmal.com>

ORGANISATION EURASIENNE DESBREVETS (OEAB)/EURASIAN PATENT
ORGANIZATION (EAPO)

Victor B. TALIANSKY, Director, Examination Division, Mosmw
<info@eapo.oy>

AncetolyPAVLOVSKY, EurasiarPaten Attorney,Moscow
<pat@gorodissky.ru>

ORGANISATION REGIONAL E AFRICAINE DE LA PROPRIHE INTELLECTUELLE
(ARIPO)/AFRICAN REGIONAL INTELLECTUAL PROPERTYORGANIZATION

(ARIPO)

JohnN. KABARE, ExaminerHarare
<aripo@ecowelto.zw> <info@aripo.wipo.net

COMMISSION EUROPEENNE (CE)/EUROPEANCOMMISSION(EC)

Mirjam SODERHOLM (Mrs.), Deptty Head of Unit, Industrid Property,InternalMarket
Directorate General Brussls
<mirjam.soe@rholm@cec.eu.int>

AlfonsoCALLES SANCHEZ, SecondedNational Expert Industrial Propery, Internal

MarketDirectorae-General Brussels
<alfonso.cdes-sanchez@ceeu.int>

SOUTH CENTRE (SC)

Sisule F. MUSUNGU, TeamLeacer, Intellectual Propery, InvestnentandTechnology
TransferGeneva
<musungu@southcentre.org>

ErmiasT. BIAD GLENG, ProjectOfficer, Intellectual Propertyand Investment Geneva
<biadgleng@soticentre.org>

LingawakoK ALINDE (Miss), Intellectu& Propertylntern, Geneva
<kalinde@soutcente.org>
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[ll. ORGANISATIONS INTERNATIONAL ESNON GOUVERNEMENTALES/
INTERNATIONAL NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS

Action internatbnalepourlesres®urcesgéretiques (GRAIN)/Gengic Resourceg\ction
International GRAIN): PeterEINARSSON(ConsultantStockholn) <peer@enarssomet>

Asscaiation allemandepourla propriétéindustrielle etle droit d’auteur (GRUR__)/Geman
Assaiation for IndustrialPropertyandCopyright Law (GRUR). Alfons SCHAFERS
(Attorney,Bonn)<office@grur.de>

Assaiation asiatqued’expertsjuridiquesen brevet§APAA)/Asian PaentAttorneys
Assaiation (APAA): Kay KONISHI (Ms.) (PatentAttorney, Tokyo)
<konishi@myoshipat.cajp>; CaseyKook-Chan AN (Patent Attorney, Seou)
<kcan@ip.kimcharg.com>

Assciation brésilennedesagentsde propriétéindustridle (ABAPI)/Brazilian Associationof
Industrial PropertyAgents(ABAPI): IvanBACELLAR AHLERT (IndustrialPropery
Agent,Rio deJanaro) <ahlert@dannemanmm.br>

Assciation internationalgoourla protectiondela propriéé intellectuelle (AIPPI)/
InternationalAssociationfor the Protectionof Intell ectua Property(AIPPI):

Alain GALLOCHAT (ChairmanQ170: Substative PaentLaw Treaty,Deuil-la-Barre)
<alan.gallochat@wanadoo.fr>

Assaiation japonasedescongils enbrewets(JPAA)JgpanPatat AttorneysAssociation
(JPAA): Kay KONISHI (Ms.) (PatentAttorney, Tokyo) <konishi@niyoshipat.®.jp>

Biotechnolog Industry Organization(BIO): Lila FEISEE(Ms.) (Director,Intellectual
Property,Washingon, D.C.) <Ifeisee@bb.org>; CarkMichaelSIMON
<csimon@sdiley.com>

Centerfor Interndional Environmental aw (CIEL): Linsey SHERMAN (Ms.) (Fellow,
Genevaxlisherl02@uottam.ca> JesstaBOLANOS (Ms.) (Intern,Bari)
<jessibolans@yahm.es>

Centred’échangset coopérabn pourl’Am ériquelLatine (CECAL)/ Exchaxgeand
CooperationCentrefor Latin America(ECCLA): Lydia GARCETEAQUINO (Ms.)
<garcete@yahoo.com>GéraldineSUIRE (Ms.) (Consultat, Valence) <g_sure@yahoo.fr




SCP/11/6
Annexe/Annexpage21

Centred’étudesnternationaleslela propriété industrelle (CEIP1YCente for Intemational
Industrial PropertyStudies(CEIPI): FrancoisCURCHOD (profeseuras®dé, Université
RobertSchunande StrasbourgGenolier)<francos.aurchod@vtxnetch>

Chambrede conmerceinternationalg CCl)/Internaiond Chanberof Commece (ICC):
IvanHJERTMAN (EuropearPatentAttorney, IP Interface AB, Stockholm)
<ivan.hjertman@interface.e> ThaddeisJ.BURNS (Counsel Akin GumpStrausHauer
& Feld,Brusse$) <tburns@akingump.eo>

Civil Socigy Coaition (CSC): Martin KHOR (Repregntative Penang)
<twnet@po.aringmy>, Sangeet&HASHIKANT (Steeing CommnitteeMember,Geneva)
<ssangeeta@myjaring.net®arinaKUKSO (Ms.) (Delegate Geneva)
<marina.kkso@cptech.org>Thiru BALASUBRAMANIAM (Represerdtive, Genesa)
<thiru@cptech.ay>

Confédéraibn des industriesndienneg Cll)/Confederéion of Indian Industy (CII):
T.S.VISHWANATH (Head,GenevaOffi ce, Geneva<t.s.vishwan#é@ciionline.org>

ConsumerProjecton TechnologCPTech: JamesLOVE (Director,Arlington, Virginia);
EleanoreDAILLY (Advisor/Attorney,Arlington,Virginia); Thiru BALASUBRAMANIA M
(Representdive, Geneva)xthiru@cptech.org>

EuropeanGenericsMedicineAssociation(EGA): Attila MANDI (Head,Departmenbf
Industrial PropertyRights, EGIS PharmaeuticalsLtd., Budapestkpatent@egs.hu>;
BarbaraBORRACCINO(Mrs.) (Representate, Potor Bar)

Fédérdion internatonaledel'industrie du médicament(FlIM)/International Fecerationof
Phamaceuical ManufacturerdAssociationfIFPMA): ManishaDESAI (Eli Lilly andCo.,
Indianapoliskmadesai@lilly.com>

Fédéréion internatonaledesconseilsen propriétéindustridle (FICPI)/International
Feder#ion of IndustrialPropertyAttorneys(FICPI): FrancisAHNER (Presdent, Paris)
<ahrer@regmbeau.fr>

Fridtjof Nansenlnstitute(FNI): MortenTVEDT (Researclrellow, Oslo)<mwt@fni.no>

Institut desmandatairesqgréégres!’Offic e européa desbrevetq EPI)/Institute of
Professonal RepresentativeBeforethe Europea PateniOffice (EPI): FrancisLEYDER
(Charman,HarmonizationCommittee Brussés) <info@ patergpicom>
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Japan Intelledual PropertyAssociation(JIPA): Hiroki NAIT O (Chairpersa, Internation&
Committee,Tokyo) <naito.hiroki@jp.panasonicom>

Max-PlanckiInstitute for Intellectual Property,Conpetition and Tax Law (MPI): Wolrad
PRINZ ZU WALDECK UND PYRMONT (Member,Rese&ch StaffandProgramDirector,
Munich Intellectual PropertyLaw Center Munich) <w.walde&@ip.mpg.de

Médedns sandfrontieregMSF) Cailin MORRISON (Ms.) (LegalAdvisor,Accessto
Esseatial MedicinesCampaignParis)<calin.morrison@london.msf.org>Yictor VAN
SPENGLER (Legal ConsultantPhnomPenh)<esthevictor@onine.com.kh>

Union despraicienseuropéengn propriéé industrielle (UNION)/Union of European
Practitionersn IndustrialProperty(UNION): FrancoisPOCHART (Chair, Patents
Commission, Paris)<fp@cabinethirsch.com>

V. BUREAU/OFFICERS

Président/Chair: Boris SIMONOV (Fédéréion deRussie/
RussanFedeation)
Vice-présidensVice-Chairs: YIN Xintian (Chine/Chna)

UsmanSARKI (Nigéria/Nigeria)

Secrétare/Secretary: Philippe BAECHTOLD (OMPIWIPO)
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V. SEQREWARIAT DE L’'ORGANISATION MONDIALE
DE LA PRCPRIETEINTELLECTUELLE (OMPI)/SECRHARIAT OF THE
WORLD INTELLECTUAL PRCPERTY ORGANIZATION (WIPQO)

SecteurPCT et brevets Centred’arbitrageet de médiaton et questionsnondidesde
propriétéintellectuelle'Sectorof PCTandPatens, Arbitration andMediaion Centerand
Global Intellectual Propertylssues:

Frarcis GURRY, vice-directeu général/Deputpirector General

Philippe BAECHTOLD, chefdela Sectiondu droit desbrevas/Head Patent Law Section

EwaldGLANTSCHNIG, consiller prindpal, Section du droit desbreves/Senior Counsellor
Patent Law Sedion

TomokoMIYA MOTO (Mme/Mrs), corséll ereprindpale, Secton du droit des

brevetdSenor Coursellor, Patent_aw Section

[Fin del'annexeet du document/
End of Annexandof document]



