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The Community Plant Variety Office (European Union)

1. The system for the protection of plant variety rights run by the Community Plant
Variety Office (European Union) (CPVO) allows for intellectual property rights, valid
throughout the European Union, to be granted for plant varieties.  Consequently, industrial
property offices issuing plant patents of countries that are not Member States of the European
Union may receive patent applications which claim a right of priority based on a CPVO
priority document.  This means that these industrial property offices need to refer to the
CPVO when citing the priority data in the corresponding plant patent applications;  therefore,
a two-letter code is needed to identify the CPVO on the first page of patent documents, in
official gazettes, databases, etc.

2. The Standards and Documentation Working Group (SDWG) of the Standing Committee
on Information Technologies (SCIT) considered, at its fourth session in January 2004, the
establishment of a two-letter code to represent the CPVO in WIPO Standard ST.3.  The
SDWG agreed with the suggestion offered by the International Bureau (IB) to contact the
CPVO in order to present a proposal regarding this matter for consideration by the SDWG at
its next session.  (See document SCIT/SDWG/4/14, paragraph 60.)



SCIT/SDWG/6/4
page 2

3. As a follow-up to the above agreement by the SDWG, the IB sent a letter, dated
June 4, 2004, to the CPVO explaining the necessity of establishing a two-letter code to
represent the CPVO in WIPO Standard ST.3.  After explaining the reasons for the proposal,
the IB proposed to the CPVO to use the two-letter code “QZ” to represent the CPVO in
WIPO Standard ST.3, and requested them to express their views regarding the adoption of the
said code.  In case the CPVO would not find the proposed code “QZ” to be acceptable, they
were invited to propose a different code which should not conflict with either International
Standard ISO 3166-1 or WIPO Standard ST.3.  The above-mentioned letter is reproduced in
Annex I to this document.

4. At its fifth session, in November 2004, the SDWG agreed to defer the discussion
concerning the inclusion in WIPO Standard ST.3 of a two-letter code to represent the CPVO
to the next meeting since the IB had not received any reply to its letter from the CPVO.
(See document SCIT/SDWG/5/13, paragraph 65.)

5. In order to be able to inform the SDWG of the views of the CPVO with regard to the
two-letter code to represent the CPVO in WIPO Standard ST.3, and also to let the CPVO
know the decision made by the SDWG at its fifth session concerning this matter, the IB sent a
second letter to that Office dated May 24, 2005, that is reproduced in Annex II to this
document.  At the moment of preparing this document, the IB had not received any reply to
the said letter.  The IB will inform orally of any comments received from the CPVO at the
next session of the SDWG, in September 2005.

6. The IB proposes that the following revision of WIPO Standard ST.3 be considered for
approval by the SDWG:

(a) revision of paragraph 10 to read:

“10. The letter combinations AA, QM to QY, XA to XZ and ZZ are available
for individual use and for provisional codes.”

(b) to add the code “QZ” – to represent the name of the “Community Plant Variety
Office (European Union) (CPVO)” – to WIPO Standard ST.3, Annex A, Sections 1 and 2.

African Regional Intellectual Property Organization (ARIPO)

7. The African Regional Industrial Property Organization (ARIPO) sent a note verbale,
dated September 13, 2004, notifying WIPO that ARIPO’s name had changed to the African
Regional Intellectual Property Organization (ARIPO).  The said note is reproduced in
Annex III to this document.

8. In accordance with the above-mentioned change announced by ARIPO, the IB proposes
that the revision of the entries corresponding to ARIPO in Annex A, Sections 1 and 2, of
WIPO Standard ST.3 be considered for approval by the SDWG, i.e., replacing the word
“Industrial” with “Intellectual” in the said entries, keeping the same two-letter code “AP” to
represent this Organization.
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9. The SDWG is invited:

(a) to note the information provided above and
in the oral report by the International Bureau;

(b) to consider and adopt the revision of WIPO
Standard ST.3 referred to in paragraph 6, above;

(c) to consider and adopt the revision of WIPO
Standard ST.3 referred to in paragraph 8, above.

[Annexes follow]














