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Facts about WIPO 
 MISSION: Our mission is to lead the 

development of a balanced and effective 

international intellectual property (IP) 

system that enables innovation and 

creativity for the benefit of all. 

 

 MEMBER STATES: 188 
 

 OBSERVERS: + 390  
 

 STAFF: 1240 
 

 ADMINISTERED TREATIES: 26  
 

 MAIN BODIES: GA, CC, WIPO 

CONFERENCE 

 

 



Norm Setting 

 

Economic 

Development 

Global Infrastructure      Services to Industry 



Beijing Treaty on Audiovisual 

Performances, 26 June 2012 



Marrakesh Treaty to Facilitate access 

to Published Works for Persons who 

are Blind, Visually Impaired or 

Otherwise Print Disabled 



Other Normative Developments 

     GA September 2013 decided to convene a diplomatic 

conference for the adoption of a revised Lisbon 

Agreement on Appellations of Origin and 

Geographical Indications, to take place in Geneva from 

May 11 to 21, 2015. 

 
  

 



WIPO HELPS YOU ACCESS 

INTERNATIONAL MARKETS 



Provider of Premier Global IP Services 

 Core business areas: 

 

 Patent Cooperation Treaty (Patents) 

 

 Madrid System (Trademarks) 

 

 Hague System (Industrial Designs) 

 

 Lisbon System (Appellations of Origin)  

 

 WIPO Arbitration and Mediation Center 

 



Budget 2014 – 2015 : CHF 713.3 Million 
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Intellectual Property Infrastructure 
“Just as participation in the physical economy requires access to roads, 

bridges, and vehicles to transport goods, similar infrastructure is needed 

in the virtual and knowledge economy… 



“…However, here the highway is the Internet and other 

networks, the bridges are interoperable data standards, and the 

vehicles are computers and databases.” Francis Gurry, Director 

General of WIPO  

 



Global IP Infrastructure 

  Databases  

  Common platform for e-data exchange among IPOs  

  Other platforms 

  Tools  

  Standards & technical agreements 

  Capacity building & networking by Technology Innovation Support 

Centers (TISCs) 

 



Major Economic Studies on IP 

 WIPO Unit  – THE ECONOMICS 

AND STATISTICS DIVISION – 

Reflects the Growing Consensus 

on the importance of the 

Economic Dimension of IP.  

 

 The Division applies statistic and 

Economic analysis to the use of 

WIPO services. 

 

 This  structure also improves 
WIPO economic insight on IP 

Development.  

 

 



Studies and Reports 
 World Intellectual Property Indicators (WIPI): This is our flagship IP statistics publication. It 

provides an overview of latest trend in IP filings and registrations covering more than 100 offices : 
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/wipi/index.html 

 

 The PCT Yearly Review provides an overview of the performance and development of the PCT 
system. It includes a comprehensive set of statistics for the latest available year See: 

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

 

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

 

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

 

  The WIPO IP Facts and Figures provides an overview of intellectual property (IP) activity based 
on the latest available year of statistics. It serves as a quick reference guide for statistics: 

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

 

 WIPO IP Statistics Data Center is an on-line service enabling access to WIPO’s statistical data. 

Users can select from a wide range of indicators and view or download data according to their 
needs: http://ipstatsdb.wipo.org/ipstatv2/ipstats/patentsSearch 

 

 

http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/wipi/index.html
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/wipi/index.html
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/wipi/index.html
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/wipi/index.html
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/wipi/index.html
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/wipi/index.html
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/wipi/index.html
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/wipi/index.html
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/wipi/index.html
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/statistics/pct/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/statistics/pct/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/statistics/pct/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/statistics/pct/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/statistics/pct/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/statistics/pct/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/statistics/pct/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/
http://www.wipo.int/ipstats/en/
http://ipstatsdb.wipo.org/ipstatv2/ipstats/patentsSearch
http://ipstatsdb.wipo.org/ipstatv2/ipstats/patentsSearch
http://ipstatsdb.wipo.org/ipstatv2/ipstats/patentsSearch
http://ipstatsdb.wipo.org/ipstatv2/ipstats/patentsSearch
http://ipstatsdb.wipo.org/ipstatv2/ipstats/patentsSearch
http://ipstatsdb.wipo.org/ipstatv2/ipstats/patentsSearch
http://ipstatsdb.wipo.org/ipstatv2/ipstats/patentsSearch
http://ipstatsdb.wipo.org/ipstatv2/ipstats/patentsSearch
http://ipstatsdb.wipo.org/ipstatv2/ipstats/patentsSearch


Studies and Reports  

 

 World Intellectual Property Report 2013 Brands – Reputation and Image in the 

Global Marketplace The report looks at how branding behavior and trademark use 

have evolved in recent history, how they differ across countries, what is behind 

markets for brands, what lessons economic research holds for trademark policy 

and how branding strategies influence companies’ innovation activities  

 

For further information and the full report :  

 

http://www.wipo.int/econ_stat/en/economics/wipr 
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 The Global Innovation Index 2014  

Annual publication that provides the 

latest trends in innovation activities 

across the world. It is co-published 

by INSEAD, Cornell University and 

WIPO 
http://www.wipo.int/econ_stat/en/eco

nomics/gii/index.html 

 

Its results are useful:  

To benchmark countries against 

their peers 

To study countries profiles over 

time  

Identify countries strengths and 
weaknesses 
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 The Global Innovation Index 2014 

The framework is revised and adjusted every year in a transparent exercise 

 

This year, out of 81 indicators, 67 are identical to GII 2013, and a total of 17 

indicators were modified 

 

4 indicators were deleted or replaced 

 

10 underwent methodological changes (new computation methodology at the 

source, change of scaling factor, change of classification, etc.) 

 

3 changed indicator number as a result of the framework adjustments. 

 

Care needs to be exercised when analyzing year-on-year changes in GII ranks. 



The Global Innovation Index Framework 

OUTPUT SUB INDEX  
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Israel Profile 
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The Global Innovation Index 

      RANKING 2013      RANKING 2014 

1. SWITZERLAND 

2. UNITED KINGDOM 

3. SWEDEN 

4. FINLAND  

5. NETHERLANDS 

6. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

7. SINGAPORE  

8. DENMARK  

9. LUXEMBOURG 

10. HONG KONG (CHINA) 

11. IRELAND  

12. CANADA 

13. GERMANY 

14. NORWAY  

………….. 

15. ISRAEL 
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ISRAEL Profile 

Israel is ranked 15th in the 2014 Global Innovation Index 

Israel ranks better on the Output sub-index category (13th) than 

the Input sub-index category (17th).  

Output sub-index: Israel scores well on the Knowledge & 

Technology outputs sub-pillar (7th). Israel’s strengths at the 

variable level include: PCT resident patent applications (11th), 

citable documents H index (15th), Communications, Computer 

and Information Service Exports (1st) and Royalty and license 

fees receipts (15th). 



ISRAEL Profile 

Input sub-index: Israel has top 20 rankings on almost all 

Innovation Input pillars. Israel’s strengths at the variable level are 

in, GERD financed by business (1st),  GERD performed by 

business (1st) and University and industry research collaboration 

(8th). 

Opportunities: principally found in Creativity Outputs.  

Opportunities for growth are found in Domestic resident 

trademark applications and Cultural and Creative Service  

exports. 



 Israel’s evolution with respect to IP filings and 

Economic Growth from 1998 to 2012   

Filings for industrial designs 

have increased strongly since 

2002 This growth has leveled 

off somewhat but it has greatly 

outpaced corresponding growth 
in GDP.  

 

Growth in Trademark filings has 

been consistent but uneven 
since the global slow-down in 

the period around 2009. 

 

Filings for patent have grown 
continued steady growth since 

2008, and maintain a good 

upward trajectory into 2013. 

 



   The Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) – Introduction 

and Future Developments 

 

 

Speaker: Matthew Bryan, Director, PCT Legal Division 



Seeking patents multinationally: 

traditional patent system 

vs. PCT system 
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The PCT “Market Share” 

* 



The PCT System 
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Typically a national 

patent application in 

the home country of 

the applicant 

Typically filed in same 

national patent office--one 

set of fees, one language, 

one set of formality 

requirements--and legal 

effect in all PCT States 

Report on state of 

the art (prior art 

documents and their 

relevance) + initial 

patentability opinion 

Disclosing to world 

content of application 

in standardized way 

Request an additional 

patentability analysis on  

basis of amended application 

Additional patentability 

analysis, designed to assist 

in national phase decision-

making 

Express intention 

and take steps to 

pursue to grant in 

various states 



30 

The PCT 

filing tool for applicants 

with global reach 

work-sharing tool 

for Offices 

harmonized formalities 

buys time 

patentability analysis 

ePCT filing  

and processing 

allows for  

correction of errors 

flexibility,  

keeps options open 



1. postpones the major costs associated with internationalizing a 

patent application 

2. provides a strong basis for patenting decisions 

3. harmonizes formal requirements 

4. protects applicant from certain inadvertent errors 

5. evolves to meet user needs 

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

research institutions when they seek multinational patent 

protection 

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

phase processing    

The PCT, as the cornerstone of the international patent system, 

provides a worldwide system for simplified filing and processing 

of patent applications, which— 

 

 Advantages for PCT Users  



PCT Coverage Today  



=PCT 

Albania   

Algeria   

Angola 

Antigua and Barbuda  

Armenia   
Australia   

Austria   

Azerbaijan   

Bahrain  

Barbados   
Belarus   

Belgium   

Belize   

Benin   

Bosnia and Herzegovina  
Botsw ana  

Brazil   

Brunei Darussalam 

Bulgaria   

Burkina Faso   
Cameroon   

Canada   

Central African Republic  

Chad 

Chile 
China  

Colombia  

Comoros  

Congo 

   

Costa Rica   

Côte d'Ivoire   

Croatia   

Cuba   
Cyprus   

Czech Republic   

Democratic People's  

   Republic of Korea  

Denmark   
Dominica 

Dominican Republic  

Ecuador 

Egypt 

El Salvador 
Equatorial Guinea  

Estonia   

Finland   

France,   

Gabon 
Gambia 

Georgia  

Germany 

Ghana  

Greece  
Grenada  

Guatemala 

Guinea  

 

 
 

Guinea-Bissau   

Honduras 

Hungary  

Iceland  

India   
Indonesia  

Iran (Islamic Republic of) 

Ireland   

Israel   

Italy   
Japan   

Kazakhstan  

Kenya 

Kyrgyzstan 

Lao People’s Dem Rep. 
Latvia   

Lesotho  

Liberia  

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 

Liechtenstein  
Lithuania  

Luxembourg  

Madagascar 

 

 

  

Malaw i  

Malaysia 
Mali   

Malta 

Mauritania   

Mexico   

Monaco   
Mongolia   

Montenegro 

Morocco   

Mozambique   

Namibia  
Netherlands   

New  Zealand 

Nicaragua 

Niger 

Nigeria 
Norw ay 

Oman 

Panama 

Papua New  Guinea 

Peru 
Philippines  

  

   

 

Poland 

Portugal 

Qatar 

Republic of Korea  

Republic of Moldova  
Romania   

Rw anda 

Russian Federation  

Saint Lucia   

Saint Vincent and 
      the Grenadines  

San Marino 

Sao Tomé e Principe 

Saudi Arabia 

Senegal   
Serbia 

Seychelles 

Sierra Leone   

Singapore   

Slovakia   
Slovenia   

South Africa   

Spain   

Sri Lanka   

Sudan   
Sw aziland 

St. Kitts and Nevis 

Sw eden 

Sw itzerland 

Syrian Arab Republic 

Tajikistan  
Thailand 

The former Yugoslav   

     Republic of Macedonia  

Togo   

Trinidad and Tobago  
Tunisia 

Turkey   

Turkmenistan   

Uganda   

Ukraine   
United Arab Emirates 

United Kingdom   

United Republic of Tanzania  

United States of America  

Uzbekistan   
Viet Nam   

Zambia 

Zimbabw e 

148 PCT States 



Countries not yet in PCT 
Afghanistan 

Andorra 

Argentina 

Bahamas 

Bangladesh 

Bhutan 

Bolivia 

Burundi 

Cambodia* 

Cape Verde 

Democratic Republic of 

Congo 

Djibouti 

Eritrea 

Ethiopia 

Fiji 

Guyana 

Haiti 

Iraq 

Jamaica 

Jordan 

Kiribati 

Kuwait 

Lebanon 

Maldives 

Marshall Islands 

Mauritius 

Micronesia 

Myanmar* 

Nauru 

Nepal 

Pakistan 

Palau 

Paraguay 

Samoa 

Solomon Islands 

Somalia 

South Sudan 

Suriname 

Timor-Leste 

Tonga 

Tuvalu 

Uruguay 

Vanuatu 

Venezuela 

Yemen 

 

(45) 

*required under ASEAN IPR action plan to join PCT by 2015 



PCT Applications 
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+4.5% for 2014 
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International applications received in 2014 
by country of origin  

CN: +18.7% 

GB: +9% 

US: +7.8% 

• These 15 Offices received almost 92% of all applications filed in 2014 
 

• PCT fees=78% of WIPO’s revenue in 2014 



Top PCT Applicants 2014 
1. Huawei Technologies—CN (3,442) 

2. Qualcomm—US (2,409) 

3. ZTE—CN (2,179) 

4. Panasonic—JP (1,682) 

5. Mitsubishi Electric—JP (1,593) 

6. Intel—US (1,539) 

7. Ericsson—SE (1,467) 

8. Microsoft—US (1,460) 

9. Siemens—DE (1,399)  

10. Philips—NL (1,391) 

11. Samsung—KR (1,381) 

12. Toyota—JP(1,378) 

13. Bosch—DE (1,371) 

14. Sharp—JP (1,227) 

15. NEC—JP (1,215) 

16. LG Electronics—KR (1,138) 

17. Tencent—CN (1,086) 

18. Fujifilm—JP (1,072) 

19. United Technologies—US (1,013) 

20. Hitachi—JP (996) 

() of published 

PCT applications 



Top University PCT Applicants 2014 
1. University of California (US) 

2. MIT (US) 

3. University of Texas (US) 

4. Harvard University (US) 

5. Johns Hopkins (US) 

6. Leland Stanford University (US) 

7. Columbia University (US) 

8. Cal Tech (US) 

9. University of Pennsylvania (US) 

10. Seoul National University (KR) 

11. Cornell University (US) 

12. Nanyang Technological University (SG) 

13. University of Florida (US) 

14. Kyoto University (JP) 

15. Danemarks Tekniske Universitet (DK) 

16. University of Tokyo (JP) 

17. University of Michigan (US) 

18. Korea University (KR) 

19. Peking University (CN) 

20. University of Washington (US) 



The ISAs are the following 20 offices:  
 

Australia 
Austria 

Brazil 

Canada 

Chile  

China 
Egypt 

European Patent Office 

Finland 

India 

Israel 
Japan 

Nordic Patent Institute 

Republic of Korea 

Russian Federation 

Singapore (Sept. 2015) 
Spain 

Sweden 

Ukraine (not yet operating) 

United States of America 

 PCT International Searching Authorities 

…and more to 

come… 

--Visegrad (CZ, SK, 

HU, PL) 



PCT use in Israel (receiving Office) 
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• Joined PCT effective June 1, 1996 

• 1,149 PCT applications filed by IL applicants in 2014 with RO/IL  



Examples of IL PCT Applicants 

Teva Pharmaceutical Industries Ltd 

Israel Institute of Technology 

Yissum Research Development Company of the Hebrew 

University of Jerusalem 

Sandisk IL Ltd. 

Yeda Research and Development Co. Ltd. 

Ramot AT Tel Aviv University 

Ariel University Research and Development Company, 

Ltd. 

Iscar Ltd. 

Technion Research & Development Foundation Ltd. 

Israel Aerospace Industries Ltd. 

Tel Hashomer Medical Research Infrastructure and 

Services Ltd. 

The State of Israel, Ministry of Agriculture & Rural 

Development, Agricultural Research Organization 

Israel Aerospace Industries 

 

 

 

 

 

 



The competent ISAs for IL applicants are:  
 

 

 

Israel Patent Office 

European Patent Office  

United States Patent and Trademark Office 

 PCT International Searching Authorities 

 for IL applicants 

 



Current/future areas of work in PCT  



PCT Areas of Work (1) 

Quality: 

Improve the quality and consistency of PCT international 

phase 

work products 

Develop quality metrics for measuring usefulness of work 

products and identifying areas of further work 

Develop quality feedback system for offices 

Explore collaborative search and examination 

Help designated Offices to better understand reports  

Search strategies, standardized clauses, explanations of 

relevance of cited documents, … 

Third party observations system  

 

 

 



Improve timeliness of actions in international phase 

Develop metrics for entire PCT system 

Create incentives for applicants to use system efficiently 

Encourage high quality applications and early correction of 

defects and filing of amendments 

PCT/PPH 

Improve access to national search and examination 

reports 

PATENTSCOPE, CASE, Global Dossier 

Make progress against misleading invitations sent to 

PCT users 

 

 

 

PCT Areas of Work (2) 







Helping developing countries benefit from the PCT 

Top 15 countries = 92%, so 133 countries share remaining 

8%  

Improve training for examiners and better coordinate 

training already offered 

Improve access to affordable online search systems 

Making PCT accessible to applicants of all types from all 

Contracting States  

Fee reductions (SMEs, universities, research institutes, 

individual applicants) 

PCT Areas of Work (3) 



ePCT:  electronic interface to entire PCT international phase 

process 

Online electronic preparation and filing with real-time 

validations (currently with 16 receiving offices, including IB, 

Austria, Australia, Brazil, Canada, Chile , Eurasian, EPO, 

Finland, India, Latvia, Malaysia, New Zealand, Saudi Arabia, 

Sweden and Singapore)  

Real time interaction with and access to IB files, allowing for 

replacement of letters with directly usable information, and 

increasing access to RO, ISA, IPEA documents not traditionally 

held by IB 

Flexible applicant-controlled access rights system 

Notifications of significant events and approaching deadlines 

Multilingual (10 language) interface coming very soon 
 

 

PCT Areas of Work (4) 



PCT Working Group 2015 (26-29 May) 

 

For WG/2015, examples of agenda items: 

Study by WIPO Chief Economist on potential fee reductions for 

universities 

Revised proposal on removing/withholding certain prejudicial  

information from public access 

Same day priority claims 

Proposal to require designated Offices to provide IB with data 

about national phase entry (and translations) 

Criteria for appointment of International Authorities 

Proposals for modifying legal framework concerning payment 

of PCT fees and establishment of equivalent amounts (to 

reduce risk relating to changing exchange rates) 

Coordination of training of examiners 



1) Information to applicants and inventors about misleading 

invitations, including making complaints and taking 

actions 

2) Assist WIPO in encouraging remaining countries to join 

PCT, for the benefit of all PCT users and Offices 

3) Engagement, when appropriate, in Collaborative Search 

and Examination 3rd pilot  

4)  Feedback on how PCT is working (upcoming PCT 

survey) and suggestions for its improvement 

PCT User Wishlist 



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

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

PCT Webinars  

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

upon request also for companies or law firms, for example, 

for focused training on how to use ePCT  

Videoconference and audio possibilities also available 

In-person PCT Seminars and training sessions  

 



For further information about the PCT, see 

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

For general questions about the PCT, contact the PCT 

Information Service at: 

 
Telephone: (+41-22) 338 83 38  

Facsimile: (+41-22) 338 83 39  

E-mail: pct.infoline@wipo.int  

 

 matthew.bryan@wipo.int 

 

  

PCT Resources/Information 

mailto:matthew.bryan@wipo.int


Global IP Systems 

The Madrid System 

The Hague System 

 
: 

Speaker: Debbie Roenning, Director, 

                Legal Division Madrid Registry 



The Madrid System for the International 

Registration of Marks 
 

 

 

 



It begins with a product and a trademark 

 



How to protect your trademark? 

The national route: Filing trademark application with 
the Trademark Office of each country in which 
protection of the mark is sought 

 

The regional route: Apply for protection in countries 
which are members of a regional trademarks 
registration system with effect in the territories of all 
Member States (ARIPO, Benelux Trademark Office, 
OHIM and OAPI) 

 

The international route: The Madrid Protocol 



What is the Madrid System? 

A centralized filing and management mechanism 

 

A one-stop shop for trademark holders to obtain and 

maintain trademark protection in export markets 

 

An alternative to the national or the regional route 

 

The domestic legislations of the designated Contracting 

Parties set the conditions for protecting a trademark and 

determine the rights which result from protection 

 



Members of the Madrid System 

  1 Agreement only 

40 Protocol only (including EU and OAPI) 

54 Agreement and Protocol 

95 Members 



Accessions 

2012: Colombia, Mexico, New Zealand and Philippines 

2013: India, Rwanda and Tunisia 

2014: OAPI and Zimbabwe 

2015: Cambodia 

 

Future accessions: 

ASEAN countries by 2015 

Canada 

Caribbean countries 

African countries 

Latin American countries? 

 



Key features of the Madrid System (1) 

A registration system for 95 Contracting Parties 

Entitlement and basic mark (application or registration) 

One application – one language – one set of fees 

One registration covering multiple territories  

Fixed time limit for refusal – 12 or 18 months 

The international procedure: Only formal examination by 

WIPO 

 

 

 



The international procedure 

WIPO 

Applicant 

Office of Origin 

Designated 
Contracting 

Party 

Designated 
Contracting 

Party 

Designated 
Contracting 

Party 

Certifies the application 

and forwards it to WIPO 

Conducts the formal examination; records the 

mark in the International Registry and publishes 

the IR in the Gazette. Issues a certificate of 

registration and notifies the dCPs 

Scope of protection of the 

IR will be determined by 

the substantive 

examination under 

domestic law, within 12/18 

months 

Entitlement 

Basic Mark 



Key features of the Madrid System (2) 

Expand protection to new export markets 

Tailor the list of goods and services for the different markets 

Continued processing (relief measure) available 

Centralized management of portfolio 

Recording  of  changes and renewal are done centrally with  

WIPO 



Fees under the Madrid System 

Fees payable to WIPO in Swiss francs 

 

Basic fee  

653 Swiss francs  - b/w reproduction of mark 

903 Swiss francs  - colour reproduction of mark 

 

Standard fees: 

100 Swiss francs per designated Contracting Party (dCP)  

100 Swiss francs per class of goods/services beyond three 

   OR 

Individual fees where this is declared  

 

 



Madrid Goods and Services Manager (MGS) : The G&S 
Manager provides a list of validated terms to be used for filing an IA 

     http://www.wipo.int/mgs/index.jsp?lang=en   

 

Madrid Portfolio Manager (MPM) : Users can view the 
status of each registration, upload new requests for recordal, make 
payments etc.       

     https://www3.wipo.int/login/en/mpm/index.jsp  

 

Madrid Real-time Status (MRS) : The MRS is a tool to track 
the progress of requests being processed by the IB           

     http://www.wipo.int/mrs   

 

Madrid Electronic Alert (MEA) : The MEA is an electronic 
watch service for 3rd Parties            

     https://www3.wipo.int/login/en/mea/index.jsp  

 
 

 
 

E-Services 
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Online information services 

Legal texts, Guide and Information Notices 

WIPO Gazette of International Marks 

New publication: Making the Most of the Madrid System 

Practical tips on how to use specific forms 

Madrid Highlights at http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/highlights/ 

E-Renewal Tool 

Fee Calculator: Costing service 

ROMARIN: Online search database 

Beware of misleading invoices – 

http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/fees/invoices_2014.html 

 

 

 

http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/highlights/


42,430 International Registrations 

Average Number of Designations 6,89 

Average Number of Classes 2,52 

Average Fee 3,102 CHF 

All Fees 70% < 3,000 CHF 

General profile 2014 



The use of the Madrid System in 2014 

 

A total of 47,885 international applications received  

At the end of 2014 

594,477 international registrations in force 

Containing 5 615,723 million designations in force 

Involving 198,027 holders 



Top Offices of origin (OO) 

    

Contracting Parties 2012 2013 2014 

European Union 6,256 6,814 6,996 

United States of America 5,073 5,893 5,414 

Germany 4,553 4,357 3,883 

France 3,639 3,514 3,377 

Switzerland 2,720 2,885 2,994 

Italy 2,332 2,118 2,070 

Benelux 1,774 1,784 1,838 

China 1,799 2,455 1,738 

Japan 1,898 1,855 1,729 

United Kingdom 1,274 1,580 1,560 



Where Israel is the Office of origin 

European Union; 161; 12% 

United States of America; 
152; 12% 

China; 108; 8% 

Japan; 89; 7% 

Russian Federation; 75; 6% 

Australia; 74; 6% Republic of Korea; 63; 5% 

India; 54; 4% 

Mexico; 41; 3% 

Turkey; 38; 3% 

Others; 439; 34% 

Total designations : 1,294 



Top designated Contracting Parties (CP) 

   

Contracting Parties 2012 2013 2014 

China 20,120 20,275 20,309 

European Union 16,889 17,598 17,270 

United States of America 16,411 17,322 17,268 

Russian Federation 16,634 18,239 16,573 

Japan 12,493 13,179 12,814 

Switzerland 13,464 13,215 12,759 

Australia 10,753 11,675 11,533 

Republic of Korea 10,090 10,967 10,402 

Turkey 9,656 9,838 9,513 

Mexico - 5,095 8,533 



Where Israel is the designated CP 

United States of America; 

840; 18% 

European Union; 617; 13% 

Switzerland; 392; 9% 

Germany; 381; 8% 
France; 380; 8% 

China; 307; 7% 

Italy; 288; 6% 

Russian Federation; 194; 

4% 

Benelux; 176; 4% 

United Kingdom; 158; 3% 

Others; 942; 20% 

Total designations : 4,675 



Benefits for trademark owners 

Simple and economical procedure 

A single set of simple formalities 

A single filing Office 

Low registration fees  

No need to pay foreign agents for filings 

No need to pay translation of the paperwork into 

several languages 

Effective procedure 

A single international application produces the same 

legal effect in various countries  

A fixed deadline for the confirmation or refusal of the 

legal effects in each designated country 



Benefits for local agents  

The Madrid Protocol is optional and it does not replace 

the direct filing route 

Applicants would need the services of local agents at 

filing stage or at post-registration stage  

Increased designations will create more business 

opportunities (substantive work), like searches, refusals, 

oppositions, request for cancellations, dispute 

settlements, license and assignments contracts, and 

enforcement 

Post-registration activity may compensate for any 

reduction in local filing activity 

Expanding of services? 



Contact details 

For general questions about the Madrid System 

Madrid Customer Service intreg.mail@wipo.int 

Telephone: + 41 22 338 8686 

 

For questions regarding specific international 

applications or international registrations 

Madrid Team 3: madrid.team3@wipo.int 

Telephone: + 41 22 338 750 3 

 

mailto:intreg.mail@wipo.int
mailto:madrid.team3@wipo.int


 

The Hague System for the International 

Registration of Industrial Designs  
 

 

 

 



Examples of Industrial Designs 

DM/074502                                                  DM/083330                                                               DM/081900 



Why protect Industrial Designs? 

Exclusive right to prevent 
unauthorized copying or 
imitation of the product 

Strengthening competitive 
positions of the company 

Fair return on investment 
made in creating and 
marketing the product 

Encouraging fair competition 
and honest trade practices  

Protection of 
industrial designs 



What is the Hague System? 

A centralized filing mechanism  

A closed system  

A one-stop shop to obtain and maintain design 

protection in export markets 

An option to the national route 

A purely procedural treaty 

The domestic legislations of the designated Contracting 

Parties set the conditions for protecting the design and 

determine the rights which result from protection 

 



Geographical scope of the Hague System 

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

15 Hague Act (1960) 
 

64 Contracting Parties 



Accessions 

2012: 2013: Brunei Darussalam 

2014: Republic of Korea 

2015: United States of America and Japan 

 

Future accessions? 

China 

Russian Federation  

Morocco 

ASEAN countries by 2015 

Israel 

Mexico 



Foreseen Expansion of the Hague System 

Coming soon? 



Key features of the Hague System (1) 

Entitlement, but no basic design 

 

Direct filing with WIPO, electronically or on paper 

 

One application – one language – one set of fees 

 

Can include up to 100 different designs (same Locarno class) 

 

One registration covering multiple territories   

 

«Self-designation» is possible 

 

 



Key features of the Hague System (2) 

Only formal examination in the International Bureau 

Substantive examination by the designated CPs only 

 

Fixed time limit for refusal –  6 or 12 months from the 
publication of the IR on the WIPO website 

 

Renewal – every 5 years – 15 years for the 1999 Act 

 

Centralized management of portfolio 



The use of the Hague System in 2014 

2,924 international applications received (14,441 designs) 

2,703 international registrations recorded (13,504 designs) 

 

Approximately 27,722 international registrations in force,  

Equivalent to over 130,000 designations in force  

Involving 8,468 holders 

80% SMEs? 



 

2014: Top Filers of International Applications  

(country of address of the applicant) 
 



 

Most designated Contracting Parties in 2014 

(international registrations) 

 



Benefits for design owners 

Simple 

a single electronic procedure 

a single filing Office  

Savings 

low registration fees 

no need to pay foreign agents for filings 

Effective 

a single application produces simultaneously the 

same legal effect in many countries  

a fixed deadline for confirmation or refusal  

a single, flexible title to manage 
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E-services 

New Hague Express Database 

Global Design Database launched  

E-filing  

E-Renewal  

E-Payment 

 

Coming soon: 

Hague Portfolio Manager (HPM) 

Hague Office Portal (HOP) 



 

 

Thank you  

for your attention 

 

debbie.roenning@wipo.int 



 

  

Speaker : Matthew Bryan, Director 

                 Patent Cooperation Treaty Legal Division 

WIPO Arbitration and Mediation Center 



Why Consider IP ADR? 

Cost of IP court litigation 

 Calls for expedient solutions 

Internationalization of creation/use of IP 

 Calls for cross-border solutions; consolidate in one procedure 

Technical and specialized nature of IP 

 Calls for specific expertise of the neutral 

Short product and market cycles in IP 

 Calls for time-efficient procedures 

Confidential nature of IP 

 Calls for private procedures 

Collaborative nature of IP creation and commercialization 

 Calls for mechanisms that preserve relations 

 

 



WIPO Arbitration and Mediation 

Center 

Facilitates the resolution of commercial disputes between private 
parties involving IP and technology, through procedures other 
than court litigation (alternative dispute resolution: ADR) 

 Offices in Geneva and Singapore   

ADR of IP disputes benefits from a specialized ADR provider 

 WIPO mediators, arbitrators and experts experienced in IP 

and technology - able to deliver informed results efficiently 

Competitive WIPO fee structure 

International neutrality 

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

 
 



Top Ten Considerations in Choice of 

Dispute Resolution Clause 
 Domestic Contracts International Contracts 

Costs – 71%  Costs – 71% 

Time – 59% Time – 57% 

Quality Outcome – 44% Enforceability – 53% 

Confidentiality – 33% Quality Outcome – 44% 

Enforceability – 33% Neutral Forum – 36%  

Business Solution – 30% Confidentiality – 32% 

Neutral Forum – 18% Business Solution – 29% 

None in Particular – 9% Support Provided by Institution – 9% 

Setting Precedent – 6% None in Particular – 6% 

Support Provided by Institution – 6% Setting Precedent – 5% 

WIPO Center Report on International Survey of Dispute Resolution 
in Technology Transactions (2013) 

www.wipo.int/amc/en/center/survey/results.html 

http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/center/survey/results.html


WIPO ADR 

Mediation, Arbitration, Expert 

Determination 
 

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

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

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



Routes to WIPO ADR 

ADR contract clause electing WIPO Rules administered by 

WIPO Center 

WIPO Rules updated in 2014 

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

 Parties can shape the process via the clause (e.g., location, 

language, law, extent of discovery) 

 Allows for combination of procedures (e.g., mediation followed 

by expedited arbitration) 

Submission agreements for non-contractual disputes 

Court referrals 

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


WIPO ADR Options 

Expedited 

Arbitration 

Arbitration 

 

WIPO Contract 

Clause/ Submission 

Agreement 

Expert 

Determination 

Determination 

(Negotiation) 

Mediation 

Award Settlement 

Party 

Agreement 

Outcome 

Procedure 

First Step 



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

WIPO Expedited Arbitration 

Request for Arbitration  

and Statement of Claim 

Answer to Request for Arbitration and 

Statement of Defense 

Appointment of Arbitrator(s) 

Hearing 

Closure of Proceedings 

Final Award 

WIPO Arbitration 

Request for Arbitration 

Answer to Request for Arbitration 

Appointment of Arbitrator(s) 

Statement of Claim 

Statement of Defense 

Hearings 

Closure of Proceedings 

Final Award 

Further Written Statements and Witness 

Statements 



WIPO Model Clause Example: Mediation 
followed by Expedited Arbitration 

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

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

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

termination, as well as non-contractual claims, shall be submitted to mediation 

in accordance with the WIPO Mediation Rules. The place of mediation shall be 

[specify place]. The language to be used in the mediation shall be [specify 

language]” 

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

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



WIPO Center Case Administration 

Active time and case management 

 WIPO ECAF (optional online document management) 

 

WIPO list of mediators, arbitrators, experts 

 Specialized in different areas of IP and IT 

 1,500+ from numerous countries  

  Detailed WIPO profiles for each neutral  

 Case appointment according to party preference 

 



WIPO Electronic Case Facility (ECAF) 

Easy; Instant; Centralized; Location-independent; Secure 

 

 

 



Areas of WIPO Mediation, Arbitration 

and Expert Determination Cases 

Contractual: patent licenses, software/IT, R&D and technology 

transfer agreements, patent pools, distribution agreements, joint 

ventures, copyright collecting societies, trademark coexistence 

agreements, settlement agreements, as well as general 

commercial issues 

Non-contractual:  infringement of IP rights 

Domestic and international disputes  (25/75%) 

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

WIPO case examples 

 www.wipo.int/amc/en/mediation/case-example.html 

 www.wipo.int/amc/en/arbitration/case-example.html 

 

 

 

http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/mediation/case-example.html
http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/mediation/case-example.html
http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/mediation/case-example.html
http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/arbitration/case-example.html
http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/arbitration/case-example.html
http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/arbitration/case-example.html


WIPO Case Subject Matter  

and Business Areas 

Patent
39%

IT Law
17%

Trade 
mark

15%

Copyright
8%

Other
21%

Subject Matter

IT
32%

Mechanic
al

16%

Life 
Sciences

14%

Entertain
ment

10%

Other
23%

Luxury 
Goods

4%
Chemistry

1%

Business Areas



How Are Technology Disputes 

Resolved? 

WIPO Center Report on International Survey of Dispute 
Resolution 
in Technology Transactions (2013) 

www.wipo.int/amc/en/center/survey/results.html 
 

http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/center/survey/results.html


Relative Time and Cost of Technology 

Dispute Resolution 

WIPO Center Report on International Survey of Dispute 
Resolution 
in Technology Transactions (2013) 

www.wipo.int/amc/en/center/survey/results.html 

http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/center/survey/results.html


Relative Costs of Dispute Resolution Options 

Court litigation of IP disputes in foreign jurisdiction 

 Average of 3.5 years 

 Cost slightly over USD 850,000 

Arbitration 

 Average just over 1 year 

 Average cost USD 400,000  (WIPO cases: USD 165,000) 

Expedited Arbitration 

 Average 9 months  (WIPO cases:  7 months) 

 Average cost under USD 50,000 

Mediation 

 Average of 8 months  (WIPO cases: 5 months) 

 91% of respondents stated costs typically under USD 100,000  (WIPO 
cases:  USD 21,000) 

 
WIPO Center Report on International Survey of Dispute Resolution 
in Technology Transactions (2013) 

www.wipo.int/amc/en/center/survey/results.html 

http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/center/survey/results.html
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Fee Calculator 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
www.wipo.int/amc/en/calculator/adr.jsp 



 
WIPO Domain Name Dispute Resolution: 
Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution 
Policy 

1999:  WIPO-created international administrative ADR 

procedure (USG Whitepaper) 

Operates outside the courts, but preserves party court options 

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

and “new” (.bike, .buzz, .fail, .nyc, .toys, .web, etc.) 

Applicable via mandatory “contract web” between ICANN, 

registrars, and registrants 

Allows trademark owners to resolve “clear-cut” cases of 

abusive domain name registration and use (a.k.a. 

“cybersquatting”) 



UDRP:  Principal Advantages 

Significantly quicker and cheaper than court litigation 

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

Predictable criteria and results 

Decision (transfer) implemented directly by registrar 

Prevents consumer confusion/brand abuse 

Promotes commercial stability (reduced legal uncertainty 

for registration intermediaries) 

 

 



UDRP Test – Three Elements 
  

Trademark must be identical or confusingly similar to 

the domain name;  and 

 

The registrant of the domain name must have no rights 

or legitimate interests in the domain name;  and 

 

The domain name must have been registered and used 

in bad faith. 

 



WIPO Domain Name Dispute 

Resolution 

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

 30,000 cases covering 55,000 domain names 

 Projected 2014 total: 2,500 cases 

 Involving parties based in 177 countries 

 US first-ranked for WIPO case parties and panelists 

 Multilingual case administration (21 languages to date) 

 Paperless filing  

 WIPO-designed “eUDRP” 

Top five UDRP Complainant Area of Activity: Retail, Banking and Finance, 

Fashion, Biotech and Pharma, IT 

 

 

 

 

 



New gTLDs by the Numbers 

1,930 applications (costing USD 357m in registration fees) 

1,409 unique applications 

 .APP (13); .INC, .HOME (11); .ART (10); .BLOG, .BOOK, .LLC, .SHOP 

(9); .DESIGN (8); .CLOUD, .HOTEL, .LTD, .LOVE, .MAIL, .NEWS, 

.STORE, .WEB (7) 

 “.keyword” (“.good” or “.service”) (899 – 46%); “.brand” (637 – 33%); 
“[restricted].brand keyword” (255 – 13%); “.geographic” (55 – 3%); 

“.community” (84 – 4%) 

116 IDNs (Internationalized Domain Names) in 12 language 

scripts 

 Chinese (73), Arabic (15), Japanese (9), Cyrillic (8), Hebrew, Hindi, 

Korean, Thai, others 

 



Early New gTLD UDRP Cases Filed with WIPO 

snickers.clothing 

debeers.diamonds 

stihl.ceo 

drmartens.clothing 

stihl.equipment 

oshkoshbgosh.clothing 

 

loehmanns.clothing 

sheraton.viajes 

statoil.holdings 

zionsbank.holdings 

geico.email  

coit.cleaning 

As of November 2014:  

126 WIPO cases (157 domain names) 



Key WIPO UDRP resources 

WIPO Guide to the UDRP 
www.wipo.int/amc/en/domains/guide  

 

Model pleadings (complaint and response) 
www.wipo.int/amc/en/domains/complainant  

 
WIPO Jurisprudential Overview (2.0) of Selected UDRP 
Questions 

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

 
Legal Index of UDRP Decisions 

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

 
Full text search on WIPO Panel Decisions 

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

 

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

 
Queries: arbiter.mail@wipo.int 

 

Department contacts: www.wipo.int/amc/en/contact/ 

 

ADR:  www.wipo.int/amc/en/ 

 

Domain Names:  www.wipo.int/amc/en/domains/ 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:arbiter.mail@wipo.int
http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/contact/
http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/
http://www.wipo.int/amc/en/domains/


Global Databases for Intellectual Property Platforms  

and Tools for the Connected Knowledge Economy 
 

Speaker: Yo Takagi, Assistant Director General, Global Infrastructure Sector 



Benefits to Stakeholders  

For Innovators/IP Professionals/Business/Research:  

 IP intelligence 

  Is it worthwhile to protect my innovation? Is there any similar 

brand? Who are potential competitors? 
 

 Partnering  

 Who may be interested in my innovation? Who can provide me 

with a chance to produce/market new things as a partner? 
 

For IP Offices:  

 Providing digital workflow and online environment 

 Efficiency and timeliness with quality service 



Global Databases, Tools, and 

Platforms for IP Business (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database  

WIPO Lex 

WIPO IPAS, WIPO DAS 

WIPO CASE 

WIPO GREEN, WIPO Re:Search 

 



Background: Patent Information 

More patent applications (& families) are filed in 

multiple countries 

More non-resident applications are filed 

More foreign applications filed in Asian languages 

(Chinese, Korean and Japanese) 

Prior art search needs to cover global patent data 

PCT (international publications) accounts for more 

than 50% of non-resident applications 



PATENTSCOPE 

2.6 million PCT data (first publish every week, 

high quality full text) 

44 million records from 41 countries or regions 

Full text data 

Analyze results by graphs and charts 

Search and read in your language 

 

How to use it? 



 

www.wipo.int 



 



 



 

If you want to search prior art in PATENTSCOPE by key words in 

multiple languages, go to “Cross Lingual Expansion” 



 

TIP: Use a key term in English.  Why? 

TIP;  Search words – in English (best for Machine translation) 



Search 

Query  

(synonyms & 

technological

ly related 

terms) 

130k to 

153k; 20% 
plus 



 



 



 



 



 



 

For patent abstracts and titles, WIPO TRANSLATE 

outperforms Google Translate and Microsoft Translate, 

measured by BLEU (Bilingual Evaluation Understudy) score. 



 



 



 



 

Login (free-of-charge by your e-mail) allows users to: 

• save search queries; 

• download search results to excel sheets for printout 

 



 

Download the 

result to spread 

sheets (up to 

10,000 results 
Save search queries 

Various charts can be 

generated by Analysis button  



 



 



 



WIPO Pearl 
WIPO’s multilingual terminology portal gives access to 

scientific and technical terms derived from patent 

documents 

currently contains 14,951 concepts and 91,152 terms -  

and is constantly growing 

10 languages: Arabic, Chinese, English, French, 

German, Japanese, Korean, Portuguese, Russian and 

Spanish 

Integrated with PATENTSCOPE so you can search the 

entire PATENTSCOPE corpus for terms and their 

equivalents in other languages 

Key words search and Concept map search are possible 



 



Monthly webinar 



Global Databases, Tools, and 

Platforms for IP Business (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database  

WIPO Lex 

WIPO IPAS, WIPO DAS 

WIPO CASE 

WIPO GREEN, WIPO Re:Search 

 



Global Brands Database  

18 million records relating to internationally-protected 

brands (trademarks) and selected national data 

Simultaneous searches across multiple collections: 

Trademarks registered under Madrid System 

Appellations of Origin registered under Lisbon System 

Emblems protected under the Paris Convention 6ter  

22 national data collections  

Link and cross search to EU/OHIM TMView 

World premier image search tool for device marks 

 

 



 

www.wipo.int 







 



 



 



 



 



 



Global Databases, Tools, and 

Platforms for IP Business (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 

WIPO IPAS, WIPO DAS 

WIPO CASE 

WIPO GREEN, WIPO Re:Search 

 



 



Global Databases, Tools, and 

Platforms for IP Business (FREE)  

PATENTSCOPE  

Global Brand Database 

Global Design Database 

WIPO Lex 
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WIPO IPAS, WIPO DAS 

IPAS (IP Office Administration System) is an electronic 
system that supports all the major business processes 
of an IPO in developing countries. (Used in about 60 
countries) 

 

 IPAS enables IPOs to develop a patent / trademark DB with 
minimum errors. 

 

DAS (Digital Access System) used by 11 IPOs 
 

  DAS enables IPOs to exchange priority documents securely 
among themselves.  
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WIPO CASE  

“Centralized Access to Search and Examination Reports” 

 

Started with an initiative of the Vancouver Group (UK, AU, CA)  

 

Online patent work-sharing platform for patent examiners 

worldwide—secure sharing search and examination documentation 

 

IPOs can enhance quality and efficiency of patent examination 

 

CASE will be linked to Open Portal Dossier of IP5 to become the 

Global Portal Dossier 

 

How will it work? 

 



 



Two Groups and Candidates 

Providing/Depositing 

Offices (PO) 

Australia 

Canada 

China (via dossier linkage) 

Israel 

Japan (via dossier linkage) 

Rep. of Korea (via dossier 

linkage) 

UK 

 

 

Accessing (only) Offices (AO) 

Brunei 

India (to become PO) 

Indonesia 

Lao 

Mongolia 

Vietnam 

Malaysia 

New Zealand (to become PO) 

Philippines 

Singapore (to become PO) 
Candidates: 

 European offices (Germany in progress, Sweden,…) 

 

 



WIPO CASE and Global Dossier Databases/Platforms 

PATENTSCOPE 

 Public Users Public  

PTO’s internal 

information 

Japan 

Biblio & 

Dossier data 

Dossier 

data(plan) 
 

China 

 

 

US 
 

 

EPO 

 

Rep. of  

Korea 
IP5 

Australia 

Applicant’s filing 

IP5 Global Dossier 

CASE PTOs 

WIPO CASE 

Dossier 

data 

Linkages 

PCT published biblio. 

& dossier data 

PCT(ePCT) 

Canada 

Indonesia 

Israel 

UK 

Malaysia 

Mongolia 

NZ 

Philippines 

Singapore 

Brunei India 

Viet Nam Lao 
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Broad aims: 

- Match-making for technology transfer and collaborations 

- Reduce transaction costs 

- Build on comparative advantages of multi-stakeholder approaches 

- Demonstrate practical means for the global policy issues 
 

Recognition: 

- Users want access to technologies, not just patent rights 

- Collaboration (e.g. training) is crucial to tech transfer 

Launched in November 2013 

as of February 2015, over 1,800 offers 

Partners include companies, universities, UN agencies, 

governments, IPOs, NGOs, etc. 

 



Partners of WIPO GREEN 



 

www.wipo.int/green 

http://www.wipo.int/green


Example: Product to license or sell 



Broad aims: 

- Match-making for technology transfer and collaborations 

- catalyzes the development of medical products for neglected 

tropical diseases, malaria, and tuberculosis 

- Global Public Private Partnerships and sharing knowledge (IP, 

compounds, expertise, facilities and know-how) royalty-free with 

qualified researchers worldwide 

Launched in 2011 

Partnership Hub (BVGH) has facilitated 82 research 

collaborations (38 agreements) between members, 

mainly for pre-clinical research 

As of today, 94 members 

WIPO Re:Search 



 



Conclusion  

WIPO Global Databases and Platforms will promote/are 

promoting global partnerships among multiple 

stakeholders 

 

Databases, Tools, Services and Platforms need to be 

easy to search, up to date, interactive/dynamic, 

multilingual, and robust  

 

WIPO is helping to establish critical elements of global IP 

infrastructure, tools and services necessary so that 

innovators, patent professionals and IP Offices in all 

countries can derive maximum benefit from the global IP 

system 



WIPO Digital Copyright Developments 
 

 

 

 Speaker : Mr. Paolo Lanteri, Legal Officer 

                  Copyright Law Division 



Impact on GDP of Copyright-Based 

Industries 
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Impact on National Employment of 

Copyright-Based Industries 



Copyright and Related Rights Multilateral 

Treaties 
Berne Convention (1886-1971) 

 

Rome Convention (1961) 

 

Phonograms Convention (1971) 

 

Satellites Convention (1974) 

 

TRIPS Agreement (1994) 

 

WIPO Copyright Treaty (1996) 

 

WIPO Performances and Phonogram Treaty (1996) 

 

Beijing Treaty on Audiovisual Performances (2012) 

 

The Marrakesh Treaty to facilitate Access to Published Works for 
Persons who are Blind, Visually Impaired, or Otherwise Print 
Disabled (2013) 

 

 

 

 



Basic Features of the Copyright 

System 

Set of rights, including moral and non-renounceable ones; 

 

Absence of formalities and automatic recognition of ownership; 

 

Minimum term of protection, which may be extended at national 

level; 

 

Territoriality; 

 

Common rules for exceptions and limitations, but freedom in the 

implementation at the national level, besides the Marrakesh 

Treaty.  
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WIPO Internet Treaties 

..ensure that copyright applies in the digital environment facilitating access 
to and use of creative content. They introduced: 

 

- Right of reproduction (temporary copies); 

- Right of making available; 

- Limitations and exceptions for the digital age; 

- Technological protection measures; 

- Rights management information; 

- General updates: software and databases; distribution and rental rights; 
economic and moral rights for performers; economic rights for producers of 
phonograms; photos. 

 

http://www.thousandtyone.com/blog/default,month,2007-01.aspx 



Challenges (I) 

Lack of awareness 

 

Complexities of the system 

  

Cost of licensing 

 

 

 



Challenges (II) 
 

Traditional demarcations of players are 
blurring (partially and in some instances)  (e.g. 
creators vs publishers, creators vs users) 

 

Statutory conditions related to the transfer of 
rights are not always complied with (e.g. 
exclusion of unknown forms of exploitation; 
requirement to specify the rights transferred; 
formalities). 

 

 



Challenges (III) 

Enforcement on the internet is extremely complex, 

from a technical, legal and social perspective. 

 

 

 

http://www.google.com/imgres?imgurl=http://www.kinox-fr.com/images/internet/Hadopi/hadopi2.png&imgrefurl=http://www.kinox-fr.com/post/2009/10/Hadopi-2-arrive&usg=__lRhUg__B7-7UYNITNNtPOS5vq3I=&h=300&w=300&sz=37&hl=en&start=33&zoom=1&itbs=1&tbnid=wxI4uI88-taPQM:&tbnh=116&tbnw=116&prev=/search?q=hadopi&start=20&hl=en&sa=N&gbv=2&ndsp=20&biw=1004&bih=610&tbm=isch&ei=es3XTdPIGMWEOsPRnawH


  

Normative 

Non-normative 

“Digital Future” and “Copyright 

Infrastructure” 

 WIPOCOS, Creative Commons IGO license, 
Accessible Books Consortium, ISP liability, 

Videogames 

Standing Committee on 

Copyright and Related Rights  

Limitations and Exceptions (a- Libraries 

and archives; b- Education and research) 

Broadcasting Organizations 

“Development Agenda” 

Flexibilities, public domain, copyright 

documentation, new licensing 
schemes (OSS, CC), public sector 
information   

Copyright 

Agenda in 

WIPO 



Non-Normative Initiatives 



 

The TAG of Excellence (‘‘TAG’’) will: 

 

 Define standards in transparency, accountability and governance 

 

 Consolidate best practices on collective management 
 

 Ensure collective management functions cohesively 

 

 Provide training for CMOs who do not reach the  

standard 
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WIPOCOS and WCC 

WIPOCOS and WCC will: 

 

 Maintain and improve WIPO’s  

current WIPOCOS platform 

 

 Meet the existing data management  
needs of CMOs 

 

 Build strategic partnerships with a  

view to developing WCC 
 

 Commence the rolling out of WCC 
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Digital Content Market 

Finding global solutions to the challenges related to the operation of creative 

markets in a globalized world is an imperative, a matter of survival for creators 

and creative businesses. To this end WIPO will: 

 

 Organize a major conference at WIPO on the Digital Content Market 

 

 Establish a forum for ongoing exchange with key stakeholders on exploring 

the role and functions of the Digital Content Market in a globalized world 

 

 Develop and present detailed analysis 

of the policy, legal, technological and 

business implications of the Digital 

Content Market 



Copyright Infrastructure 
& Collective Management 

Public Domain 
and Orphan Works  

Video Games 

New Licensing  
Modalities 

Internet  
Intermediary  
Responsibility 

User Generated Content 

Digital World 
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User Generated Content 

User-generated content (“UGC”) is 

created by users and posted to online sites; 

created by third parties and posted by users; 

a combination of the two 

 

UGC represents a variety of content and platforms (e.g. 
blogs, Facebook, Flickr, YouTube, Wikipedia, I-news…)  

 

No widely-accepted definition 

 

 

 

 

 



User Generated Content 

What shall we consider UGC? Do we require a creative 
effort from the user? Do we need a not-for-profit purpose?  

  

What is relation between UGC and content created by the 
industry? Do they deserve the same treatment? 

  

Who shall be responsible for UGC infringing third parties’ 
rights? 

 

Who shall receive remuneration? 

 

Enforceability of terms of use? 

 

Is the current legal framework fit to respond to the constant 
changes that we are seeing in this field? 

 

 

 

 

 



 



What if I write a poem on the FB wall? 

 

 



FB terms and conditions 

Sharing Your Content and Information 
 
You own all of the content and information you post on Facebook, and you 
can control how it is shared through your privacy and application settings. 
In addition:  

For content that is covered by intellectual property rights, like photos 
and videos ("IP content"), you specifically give us the following 
permission, subject to your privacy and application settings: you grant 
us a non-exclusive, transferable, sub-licensable, royalty-free, 
worldwide license to use any IP content that you post on or in 
connection with Facebook ("IP License"). This IP License ends when 
you delete your IP content or your account unless your content has 
been shared with others, and they have not deleted it.  

When you delete IP content, it is deleted in a manner similar to 
emptying the recycle bin on a computer. However, you understand 
that removed content may persist in backup copies for a reasonable 
period of time (but will not be available to others).  

http://www.facebook.com/privacy/
http://www.facebook.com/editapps.php
http://www.facebook.com/privacy/
http://www.facebook.com/editapps.php








What are Video Games? 

  

Unique kind of works: 

 

- Require interaction of users 

 

- Each game play is different 

 

- Do not fall into any specified or regulated category of works 

 

 



Trends 

Asteroids,  

first video game in history 

Source: Wikipedia 

Call of Duty: Ghost 

Activision Pinball Pro 

TerranDroid 

• Increased sophistication and complexity of the 

audiovisual component (creative workers vs 

software engineers) 

 

• Development of the “Game Engine”, or Middleware 

 

• Vast variety of consoles and mobile devices 

 



Different approaches at the national 

level 

 

1. Functional software with audiovisual interface (e.g. 

China, Russia, Italy)  

 

2. Audiovisual Work (e.g. Republic of Korea, Kenya) 

 

3. Distributive qualification, without a unitary 

protection (e.g. US, Brazil, France) 

 



Why should we care about the legal 

classification of video games? 

  
• Software and audiovisual works are subject to specific 

regulations (e.g. authorship, transfer of rights…) 

 

• This industry is highly “contractualized”:  

 

• What happens when contracts fall short? Or are not 

compatible with a  given legal regime? 

• Open issues: fair compensation for creators, presumption of 

transfer of rights, moral rights, technological protection 

measures… 

 

•  New/unknown business models 

 



The role of gamers 

  

YouTube Profile of the Gamer “PewDiePie” 

http://www.youtube.com/user/PewDiePie/ 

• Uploads of gameplays on 

the Internet; leagues; 

broadcasted tournaments; 

 

• What are their rights?  

  

 

 




