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Grupo de Trabajo sobre el Desarrollo Jurídico del Sistema de La Haya para el Registro Internacional de Dibujos y Modelos Industriales

Tercera reunión

Ginebra, 28 a 30 de octubre de 2013

DISPONIBILIDAD PÚBLICA DE INFORMACIÓN RELATIVA A LAS MODIFICACIONES EFECTUADAS EN UN dibujo o modelo INDUSTRIAL QUE sea OBJETO DE UN REGISTRO INTERNACIONAL RESULTANTES DE UN PROCEDIMIENTO ANTE UNA OFICINA

Documento preparado por la Oficina Internacional

i.
Introducción

1. En su segunda reunión, que se convocó del 5 al 7 de noviembre de 2012, el Grupo de Trabajo sobre el Desarrollo Jurídico del sistema de La Haya para el Registro Internacional de Dibujos y Modelos Industriales (en adelante denominados el “sistema de La Haya” y “el Grupo de Trabajo”) examinó la posibilidad de introducir en el sistema de La Haya un mecanismo que garantizara la disponibilidad pública de información sobre las modificaciones efectuadas en un dibujo o modelo industrial que sea objeto de un registro internacional a raíz de un procedimiento ante la Oficina de una Parte Contratante designada
.
2. Cabe recordar que, de conformidad con el Artículo 14.2)c) del Acta de 1999 del Arreglo de La Haya relativo al Registro Internacional de Dibujos y Modelos Industriales (en adelante denominados “el Acta de 1999” y “el Arreglo de La Haya”), el efecto acordado al registro internacional será aplicable al dibujo o modelo industrial o a los dibujos o modelos industriales que sean objeto del registro internacional, tal como lo recibió la Oficina de una Parte Contratante designada de la Oficina Internacional de la Organización Mundial de la Propiedad Intelectual (OMPI) o, cuando proceda, “en la forma modificada en el procedimiento ante dicha Oficina designada”.  Dichas modificaciones podrán ser consecuencia de las medidas adoptadas por el titular del registro internacional para subsanar una denegación pronunciada por dicha Oficina.

3. Además, de conformidad con el Artículo 12.4) del Acta de 1999, la Oficina que ha comunicado la denegación podrá retirarla en cualquier momento.  El contenido de la notificación de retirada de la denegación o de la declaración de concesión de la protección tras una denegación se estipula en las Reglas 18.4)b) y 18bis.2) del Reglamento Común del Acta de 1999 y el Acta de 1960 del Arreglo de La Haya (en adelante denominado el “Reglamento Común”), respectivamente.  En la notificación/declaración se indicará:  el nombre de la Oficinaque haya realizado la notificación;  el número del registro internacional;  si la retirada/declaración no guarda relación con todos los dibujos o modelos industriales que son objeto del registro internacional, aquellos con los que guarde o no guarde relación;  y la fecha en la que se ha retirado la denegación o la fecha de la declaración.  Dicho de otro modo, las modificaciones mencionadas en el Artículo 14.2)c) no se comunican como parte de dicha notificación o declaración.

4. El Grupo de Trabajo concluyó sus debates en la segunda reunión solicitando a la Oficina Internacional que siguiera estudiando la posibilidad de introducir en el sistema de La Haya un mecanismo que garantizara la disponibilidad pública de información relativa a las modificaciones mencionadas anteriormente.  A ese respecto, se tendrían en cuenta los comentarios formulados en la reunión.  Se acordó además que el debate continuara en la tercera reunión del Grupo de Trabajo y se instó a las delegaciones a enviar nuevos comentarios a la Oficina Internacional a su debido tiempo.

5. A fin de facilitar la continuación de los debates en la tercera reunión del Grupo de Trabajo, la Oficina Internacional preparó un cuestionario para recopilar información sobre posibles modificaciones ante las Oficinas de los actuales Estados miembros de la Unión de La Haya y de eventuales Estados miembros
.  El cuestionario tenía por fin comprender más adecuadamente los tipos de modificaciones efectuadas en los dibujos o modelos industriales autorizadas ante las oficinas, su frecuencia, los procedimientos relativos a dichas modificaciones y la manera en que la información se ponían a disposición del público.  Como el cuestionario se envió asimismo a las Oficinas de Estados que no eran miembros de la Unión de La Haya, se invitó a esas Oficinas a responder a las preguntas teniendo presente cuál sería a su entender el procedimiento una vez que pasaran a ser Oficinas designadas en virtud del Arreglo de La Haya.  No obstante, a título excepcional, la pregunta 2.2 del cuestionario relativa a la cantidad de peticiones de modificaciones hacía referencia al número total de peticiones de modificaciones recibidas, independientemente de que guardaran relación con solicitudes nacionales o registros internacionales.

6. En el momento de preparar el presente documento, la Oficina Internacional ha recibido respuestas al cuestionario de 39 Oficinas.  Veinticinco de esas 39 Oficinas son Oficinas de los miembros de la Unión de La Haya y 14 de Estados que no son miembros.  El cuestionario figura en el Anexo I y la lista de Oficinas que han respondido al cuestionario figura en el Anexo II del presente documento.

II.
Resumen de las respuestas al cuestionario

7. La mayoría de las Oficinas que han respondido al cuestionario autorizan al titular del registro internacional a modificar el dibujo o modelo industrial a fin de subsanar la denegación.  De un total de 39 Oficinas, 29 respondieron “Sí” a la pregunta 1 del cuestionario (“Si su Oficina actúa en calidad de Oficina de una Parte Contratante designada en virtud del Acta de 1999 del Arreglo de La Haya y notifica una denegación de la protección respecto de un registro internacional, ¿tiene el titular la posibilidad de modificar su dibujo o modelo industrial con el fin de subsanar la denegación?”).  Ocho Oficinas no autorizan modificaciones y dos Oficinas no respondieron a la pregunta (véase el Cuadro I del Anexo III del presente documento).  Los porcentajes indicados subsiguientemente en el presente documento tienen en cuenta únicamente las respuestas de las 29 Oficinas que respondieron “Sí” a la pregunta 1.
MODIFICACIONES EN LOS DIBUJOS O MODELOS INDUSTRIALES
8. De las 29 Oficinas que autorizan las modificaciones en los dibujos o modelos industriales, únicamente 10 indicaron que habían recibido en la práctica peticiones de ese tipo de modificaciones.  El número de peticiones recibidas variaba enormemente, desde una petición a varias decenas de miles
 (véase el Cuadro I del Anexo III del presente documento).
Modificaciones de las vistas o presentación de vistas adicionales
9. En cuanto a los distintos tipos de modificaciones, 22 Oficinas (el 76 por ciento) autorizan la modificación de vistas o la presentación de vistas adicionales.  En lo que atañe al alcance de las modificaciones autorizadas, se hacía hincapié en muchas respuestas en que la modificación de las vistas o la presentación de vistas adicionales estaba sujeta a determinadas condiciones con arreglo a la legislación nacional/regional, como la de que “deben conservarse los rasgos esenciales de la impresión general del dibujo o modelo”, “las nuevas vistas no deben divulgar nueva materia”, “no debe cambiar la esencia del dibujo o modelo”, “no se tienen en cuenta las vistas que cambian lo esencial del dibujo o modelo industrial” o “las modificaciones no deberán ser inconsistentes con las vistas del dibujo o modelo industrial que se hayan presentado inicialmente”.
10. Además, con respecto al contenido de las modificaciones autorizadas en cuanto a los dibujos, se podían eliminar algunos elementos bajo determinadas condiciones;  por ejemplo, si una vista incluía banderas u otros símbolos o marcas, éstos podían suprimirse si no se alteraba la impresión general del dibujo o modelo.  Se podía desistir a la protección de determinados elementos cuya protección no podía otorgarse presentándolos mediante líneas punteadas o por medio de una declaración
.
Modificaciones de la descripción o presentación de una descripción adicional
11. Además, 10 Oficinas (34 %) autorizan la modificación de la descripción o la presentación de una descripción adicional.  Muchas Oficinas permiten añadir una advertencia a la descripción.  Una Oficina indicó que debía mantenerse la identidad esencial del dibujo o modelo industrial tras la modificación de la descripción.
Modificación del tipo de dibujo o modelo industrial
12. Por último, seis Oficinas (21%) autorizan la modificación del tipo de dibujo o modelo industrial, por ejemplo, un dibujo o modelo parcial, principal o conexo.
Otro tipo de modificación o adición
13. En lo que atañe a otro tipo de modificaciones o adiciones autorizadas, se mencionó la división de una solicitud en cumplimiento del requisito de unidad del dibujo o modelo y las modificaciones efectuadas en la indicación del producto o en una reivindicación.
DISPONIBILIDAD PÚBLICA DEL DIBUJO O MODELO INDUSTRIAL MODIFICADO
14. La mayoría de las Oficinas – 19 de 29 (66 %) –publican nuevamente o ponen a disposición del público el/los dibujo(s) o modelo(s) industrial(es) modificado(s) (véase el Cuadro II del Anexo IV del presente documento).  Doce de esas 19 Oficinas ponen a disposición del público los dibujos o modelos industriales modificados con todos los elementos correspondientes, cuatro Oficinas ponen a disposición del público el registro internacional en su conjunto (incluidos los dibujos o modelos industriales modificados y no modificados) y tres Oficinas ponen a disposición del público únicamente el/los elemento(s) modificado(s).
15. Las 19 Oficinas publican el dibujo o modelo industrial modificado electrónicamente y siete de ellas también lo publican en formato impreso.  Una Oficina explicó que conservaba un archivo impreso en el que figuraban todos los documentos y la correspondencia:  el original y todas las solicitudes y diseños modificados.  El archivo impreso está abierto a la inspección del público una vez que se ha registrado el dibujo o modelo.  Actualmente, los usuarios no disponen de una versión electrónica del historial archivado.
16. Dos Oficinas explicaron que publicaban en sus bases de datos en Internet los datos más recientes en relación con la solicitud y los diseños modificados que hayan sido aceptados para el registro, por ejemplo, los diseños que se han modificado para subsanar la denegación de la Oficina.  Una Oficina indicó que los datos relativos a los registros internacionales descargados del Boletín de Dibujos y Modelos Internacionales (en adelante denominado “el Boletín”) se registraban en el “Registro de Solicitudes Presentadas” en Internet y a continuación se publicaban los dibujos o modelos aprobados en el “Registro de Dibujos o Modelos” en Internet.  Por último, una Oficina explicó que la retirada de la denegación que incluía el dibujo o modelo modificado, si procedía, se publicaba en su sitio web.
17. La publicación se efectúa generalmente en el idioma o idiomas nacionales.  En cuanto a los idiomas de trabajo del sistema de La Haya, 10 Oficinas publican las modificaciones en inglés, dos Oficinas en español y una en francés.  Sin embargo, hasta donde sabe la Oficina Internacional, algunas de esas Oficinas no utilizan ninguno de los idiomas mencionados como idioma de trabajo de la Oficina.  Además, en algunas Oficinas únicamente se traduce a otro idioma de publicación parte de la información relativa a las modificaciones.
III.
Cuestiones específicas planteadas en las respuestas al cuestionario

18. Al final del cuestionario, se pidió a las Oficinas que formularan comentarios que consideraran que podrían ayudar al Grupo de Trabajo a efectuar un examen sobre la conveniencia de introducir en el sistema de La Haya un mecanismo destinado a poner a disposición del público las modificaciones resultantes de un procedimiento ante una Oficina.  En algunas de las respuestas recibidas a esa pregunta se proponían medidas sobre la manera en que se podría poner a disposición del público el dibujo o modelo industrial modificado.
19. La razón ofrecida para incorporar dicho mecanismo en el sistema de La Haya consistía en que así se fomentaría la transparencia del sistema.  Esa fue la opinión expresada por las Oficinas que publicaban el dibujo o modelo modificado y las que no lo hacían.  En el caso de las Oficinas que efectúan un examen de fondo de los dibujos o modelos industriales, a raíz de la modificación del dibujo o modelo industrial a fin de subsanar la denegación, es posible que se hayan visto afectados los derechos derivados del dibujo o modelo industrial modificado.  Esto haría necesario que los usuarios verificaran la publicación del registro internacional en el Boletín y en las Gacetas nacionales, lo que se consideraba muy complicado.  Por último, se observó que mediante el mecanismo propuesto las partes interesadas podrían hallar más fácilmente información sobre el alcance de la protección de los dibujos o modelos en las Partes Contratantes designadas.
Establecimiento de un enlace con la publicación electrónica DE la oficina

20. En la mayoría de las respuestas se proponía establecer un enlace en el sitio web de la OMPI con la publicación electrónica de la Oficina de una Parte Contratante designada.  Se propuso que el enlace se publicara en el Boletín, en la base de datos Hague Express o por medio de otro instrumento en el sitio web de la OMPI
.  Además, se propuso introducir una nueva disposición en el marco jurídico del sistema de La Haya a fin de solicitar a cada Oficina en cuestión que notificara a la Oficina Internacional la dirección de Internet (URL) de su publicación electrónica.
INSCRIPCIÓN Y/O PUBLICACIÓN POR LA OFICINA INTERNACIONALDEL DIBUJO O MODELO INDUSTRIAL MODIFICADO
21. En cuanto a otras medidas posibles, se propuso inscribir el dibujo o modelo industrial modificado en el Registro Internacional y/o publicarlo en el Boletín, la base de datos Hague Express o por medio de otro instrumento en el sitio web de la OMPI. Además se propuso adoptar un enfoque similar al que es utilizado para las marcas internacionales en ROMARIN
.
22. Ocho del total de 29 Oficinas (28 %) no vuelven a publicar o a poner a disposición del público el dibujo o modelo industrial modificado y, con respecto a los registros internacionales, se remiten simplemente a la dirección de Internet del Boletín publicado en el sitio web de la OMPI
.  El establecimiento de un mecanismo en el sistema de La Haya que sirva para disponer de información sobre el dibujo o modelo industrial modificado ante esas Oficinas podría de ese modo revestir la máxima importancia.  Sin embargo, cabe observar en este sentido que, hasta la fecha, la mayoría de las 29 Oficinas que autorizan las modificaciones en el dibujo o modelo industrial no han recibido peticiones a tal efecto.  Además, en lo que atañe a las 10 Oficinas que han recibido ese tipo de peticiones, sólo una Oficina no las pone a disposición del público.  Sin embargo, esa Oficina indicó en su respuesta que estaba dispuesta a comunicar esa información a la Oficina Internacional.
IV.
Observaciones finales

COMUNICACIÓN ENTRE LAS OFICINAS Y LA OFICINA INTERNACIONAL
23. Según parece, si se adoptaran algunas de las propuestas presentadas en las respuestas de las Oficinas, como se explica en el Capítulo III del presente documento, el Grupo de Trabajo tendría que seguir examinando la manera en que comunicarían esa información las Oficinas a la Oficina Internacional.

IDIOMA DE PUBLICACIÓN
24. Una de las cuestiones que han de tenerse en cuenta es la de que los idiomas utilizados en las publicaciones nacionales no siempre son los mismos que los idiomas de trabajo del sistema de La Haya.  De hecho, con arreglo a las respuestas al cuestionario, siete de las 19 Oficinas que publican nuevamente el dibujo o modelo industrial modificado publican la información pertinente únicamente en el idioma o idiomas nacionales y no en los idiomas de trabajo del sistema de La Haya.  Esto significa que aun cuando se establezca un enlace entre la información relativa a las modificaciones publicadas por la Oficina por medio de un instrumento disponible en el sitio web de la OMPI, los usuarios quizá no comprendan el contenido escrito, incluida la descripción del dibujo o modelo industrial, debido a la barrera idiomática.

DIFERENCIAS EN EL CONTENIDO DE LAS PUBLICACIONES NACIONALES
25. Otra cuestión problemática es la dificultad de hallar la información correspondiente relativa a las modificaciones en las publicaciones nacionales.  Como se explica en el párrafo 14 del presente documento, la mayoría de las Oficinas que publican nuevamente los dibujos o modelos industriales modificados o que los ponen a disposición del público publicanel dibujo o modelo industrial modificado con todos los elementos correspondientes o publican la integralidad del registro internacional(tanto los dibujos y modelos modificados como los no modificados).  Esas publicaciones no tienen por fin ofrecer un panorama completo, tal y como se prevé en el Artículo 14.2)c), de los efectos del registro internacional aplicables al/a los dibujo(s) o modelo(s) industrial(es) modificado(s) en el procedimiento ante la Oficina.  Por lo tanto, quizás sea difícil para los usuarios identificar claramente en esas publicaciones qué dibujo(s) o modelo(s) industrial(es)ha/han sido modificado(s) de entre varios dibujos o modelos industriales contenidos en el registro internacional inicial y/o qué elemento(s) del dibujo o modelo industrial ha/han sido modificado(s).

EXTRACTOS DEL REGISTRO INTERNACIONAL
26. Por último, exige cierta atención la cuestión planteada por la Delegación del Japón en la segunda reunión del Grupo de Trabajo
.  Dando por supuesto que las modificaciones efectuadas en el dibujo o modelo industrial no quedan inscritas en el Registro Internacional, algunas Oficinas de las Partes Contratantes designadas podrían inscribir las modificaciones en sus respectivos Registros nacionales.  En consecuencia, los derechos derivados del dibujo o modelo industrial modificado protegido en la Parte Contratante designada quedarían inscritos en dos registros distintos, a saber, en el Registro Internacional y en el Registro nacional.  En consecuencia, cuando el titular necesitase un extracto relativo al Registro Internacional a fin de hacer valer sus derechos en la Parte Contratante en cuestión, necesitaría un extracto del Registro Internacional y otro del Registro nacional.  Por otra parte, si las modificaciones 
efectuadas en el dibujo o modelo industrial fueran inscritas únicamente en el Registro Internacional, el extracto del Registro Internacional sería el único documento legalmente válido y estaría exento de todo requisito de legalización en cada una de las Partes Contratantes en virtud de la Regla 32.2) del Reglamento Común.

27. Se invita al Grupo de Trabajo a seguir examinando la posible introducción en el sistema de La Haya de un mecanismo que vele por la disponibilidad pública de información sobre las modificaciones efectuadas en un dibujo o modelo industrial que sea objeto de un registro internacional resultantes de un procedimiento ante una Oficina, y de proponer la manera de avanzar en dicha cuestión.

[Siguen los Anexos]
CUESTIONARIOsobre la posible introducción en el sistema de La Haya de un mecanismo PARA PONER A DISPOSICION DEL PUBLICO INFORMACION SOBRE LAS MODIFICACIONES EFECTUADAS, TRAS UN PROCEDIMIENTO ANTE LA OFICINA, EN UN DIBUJO O MODELO INDUSTRIAL QUE HAYA SIDO OBJETO DE UN REGISTRO INTERNACIONAL
Nombre de la Oficina:  


 FORMCHECKBOX 

Miembro
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No miembro (si se trata de una Oficina que no es miembro, responda a las preguntas infra sobre la base del procedimiento que considere que se aplicará cuando sea miembro)

1.
Si su Oficina actúa en calidad de Oficina de una Parte Contratante designada en virtud del Acta de 1999 del Arreglo de La Haya y notifica una denegación de la protección de un registro internacional, ¿tiene el titular la posibilidad de modificar su dibujo o modelo industrial con el fin de subsanar la denegación?

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Sí

 FORMCHECKBOX 

No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

No sabe
2.1.
Si la respuesta a la pregunta 1 es afirmativa, indique todos los tipos de modificacionesposibles y describa el procedimiento que es preciso seguir ante su Oficina.  Utilice otra hoja si necesita más espacio
 FORMCHECKBOX 

a)
Modificación de las vistas o presentación de vistas adicionales

 FORMCHECKBOX 

b)
Modificación de la descripción o presentación de una descripción adicional

 FORMCHECKBOX 

c)
Modificación del tipo de dibujo o modelo industrial (por ejemplo, dibujo o modelo parcial, dibujo o modelo principal o conexo)

 FORMCHECKBOX 

d)
Cualquier otra modificación o adición (especifique)

2.2.
En promedio, ¿cuántas peticiones de modificación de los tipos indicados en el apartado 2.1,se presentan ante su Oficina cada año?

3.
Si la respuesta a la pregunta 2 es afirmativa,¿publica nuevamente su Oficina el dibujo o modelo industrial modificado o lo pone a disposición del público por algún otro medio?

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Sí
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

No sabe

4.
Si la respuesta a la pregunta 3 es afirmativa,¿de qué modo tales modificaciones se ponen a disposición del público y en qué idiomas?

a)
contenido puesto a disposición del público:

 FORMCHECKBOX 

i)
únicamente el o los elementos modificados
 FORMCHECKBOX 

ii)
el o los dibujos o modelos industriales modificados con todos los elementos correspondientes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

iii)
la integralidad del registro internacional (tanto los dibujos o modelos industriales modificados como los que no han sido objeto de modificación)

b)
idiomas:
 FORMCHECKBOX 

i)
cualquiera de los idiomas de trabajo del sistema de La Haya (especifique)

 FORMCHECKBOX 

inglés
 FORMCHECKBOX 

francés
 FORMCHECKBOX 

español
 FORMCHECKBOX 

ii)
otro idioma (especifique)

c)
formato:

 FORMCHECKBOX 

i)
papel
 FORMCHECKBOX 

ii)
electrónico

Añada reglones si es necesario. Utilice otra hoja si necesita más espacio
5.
Indique cualquier comentario o sugerencia que considere que podría ayudar al Grupo de Trabajo a efectuar un examen sobre la conveniencia de introducir en el sistema de La Haya un mecanismo para poner a disposición del público las modificaciones efectuadas tras un procedimiento ante la Oficina.

[Sigue el Anexo II]

LISTADE OFICINAS QUE RESPONDIERON AL CUESTIONARIO
De Partes Contratantes (25):

Benelux
Bosnia y Herzegovina
Bulgaria
Croacia
Dinamarca
Eslovenia
España
Estonia
Finlandia
Georgia
Hungría
Islandia
Kirguistán
Letonia
Lituania
Noruega
Polonia
República de Moldova
Rumania
Serbia
Singapur
Suiza
Turquía
Ucrania
Unión Europea

De Estados no miembros (14):

Argentina
Austria
Belarús
Canadá
China
ex República Yugoslava de Macedonia
Federación de Rusia
Grecia
Japón
Jordania
México
Portugal
República de Corea
Uzbekistán

Total:  39

[Sigue el Anexo III]

Cuadro I

respuestas al “cuestionario sobre la posible introducción en el sistema de la haya de un mecanismo para poner a DISPOSICIÓN del público información sobre las MODIFICACIONES EFECTUADAS, tras un procedimiento ante la oficina, en un dibujo o modelo industrial QUE haya sido OBJETO de un registro internacional”

[image: image2.emf]Opciones

Número de 

respuestas

% del total de 

respuestas 

(39)

Opciones 

(se pueden escoger varias opciones) 

Número de 

respuestas 

% del total de 

respuestas 

(29)

Número de 

Oficinas 

% del total de respuestas 

(29*)   

*Dos oficinas no facilitaron 

el número

Sí

29

74%

a) Modificación de las vistas o 

presentación de vistas adicionales

22 76% 17 59%

No

8 21%

b) Modificación de la descripción o 

presentación de una descripción 

adicional

10 34% 7 24%

No sabe

0 0%

c) Modificación del tipo de dibujo o 

modelo industrial (por ejemplo, dibujo 

o modelo  parcial, dibujo o modelo 

principal o conexo)

6 21% 1 3%

No contesta

2

5%

d) Otro tipo de modificación o adición 

(especifique)

21 72% 2 7%

1)  De las 39 Oficinas que enviaron las respuestas, 25 son Oficinas de miembros de la Unión de La Haya y 14 son Oficinas de Estados no miembros.

2)  Según parece, algunas Oficinas también consideraron en el número de peticiones de modificaciones la presentación de otros elementos, como documentos de prioridad.

P1                               

(Respuestas de 39 Oficinas)

1)



Si su Oficina actua en calidad de Oficina de una Parte 

Contratante designada en virtud del Acta de 1999 del 

Arreglo de La Haya y notifica una denegación de la 

protección de un registro internacional, ¿tiene el 

titular la posibilidad de modificar su dibujo o modelo 

industrial con el fin de subsanar denegación?

2.1   

Si la respuesta a la pregunta 1 es afirmativa, indique todos los 

tipos de modificaciones y describa el procedimiento que es preciso 

seguir ante su Oficina.

Número de peticiones

2) 

 2.2 

En promedio, ¿cuántas peticiones de modificación de los tipos indicados en el 

apartado 2.1 se presentan ante su Oficina cada año? 

P2 



Las Oficinas que no han recibido ninguna 

petición

Las Oficinas que han recibido de una a 25 

peticiones

Las Oficinas que han recibido de 3.000 a 

6.000 peticiones

Las Oficinas que han recibido de 20.000 a 

100.000 peticiones

(Respuestas de las 29 oficinas que respondieron “Sí” a P1)


[Sigue el Anexo IV]

CUADRO II

respuestas al “cuestionario sobre la posible introducción en el sistema de la haya de un mecanismo para poner a DISPOSICIÓN del público información sobre las MODIFICACIONES EFECTUADAS, tras un procedimiento ante la oficina, en un dibujo o modelo industrial QUE haya sido OBJETO de un registro internacional
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% del total de 

respuestas (29)

Opciones

Número de 

respuestas

% del total de 

respuestas (19)

Número de 

respuestas

% del total de 

respuestas (19)

Opciones

( se pueden 

escoger varias 

opciones)

Número de 

respuestas

Sí

19 66%

i) únicamente el o los 

elementos modificados

3 16% 10 53%

No 

8 28%

ii) el o los dibujos o modelos 

industriales modificados con 

todos los elementos 

correspondientes

12 63% 1 5%

2 11%

13 68%

Otro idioma 

ÚNICAMENTE

7 37%

Francés

a) Contenido puesto a disposición del público b) Idiomas

Inglés



P3

(Respuestas de 19 oficinas que respondieron “Sí” a P3)

P4

Opciones

(se pueden escoger varias 

opciones)

  Si la respuesta a la pregunta 3 es afirmativa, ¿de qué modo tales modificaciones se ponen a disposición del público y en qué idiomas?

i) Papel

7

No sabe

2 7% 4 21%



(Respuestas de 29 Oficinas que respondieron “Sí” a 

P1)

Si la respuesta a la pregunta 2 es afirmativa , 

¿publica nuevamente su Oficina el dibujo o 

modelo industrial modificado o lo pone a 

disposición del público por algún otro medio? 

Español ii) Electrónico

19

otro idioma

iii) la integralidad del registro 

internacional (tanto los dibujos 

o modelos industriales 

modificados como los que no 

han sido objeto de 

modificación)

c) Formato


[Fin del Anexo IV y del documento]
�	Véanse los documentos H/LD/WG/2/6, titulado “Disponibilidad pública de información sobre las modificaciones efectuadas en un registro internacional resultantes de un procedimiento ante la Oficina de una Parte Contratante designada” y H/LD/WG/2/9 Prov., titulado “Proyecto de informe”, párrafos 83 a 90, ambos disponibles en el sitio web de la OMPI, en �HYPERLINK "http://www.wipo.int/meetings/es/details.jsp?meeting_id=25018"�http://www.wipo.int/meetings/es/details.jsp?meeting_id=25018�.


�	El cuestionario adjunto a la carta circular de la OMPI N.º C.H 99, de 3 de mayo de 2013, dirigida a las Oficinas de Propiedad Industrial de los Estados miembros de la OMPI, la Oficina de Armonización del Mercado Interior (marcas y dibujos y modelos) (OAMI), la Oficina de Propiedad Intelectual del Benelux (BOIP) y la Oficina Regional de la Organización Africana de la Propiedad Intelectual (OAPI).


�	Al parecer algunas Oficinas incluían asimismo en el número de peticiones de modificaciones la presentación de otros elementos que no se tienen en cuenta en el presente documento, como los documentos de prioridad, para subsanar una denegación emitida por la Oficina.


�	En una respuesta, se señaló concretamente que bajo determinadas circunstancias una advertencia indicada en la notificación de denegación tendría efecto automáticamente si el solicitante no invocaba argumentos para subsanar la denegación.


�	En este contexto, cabe recordar que todas las Oficinas que han respondido al cuestionario y que vuelven a publicar los dibujos o modelos industriales modificados o los ponen a disposición del público están adoptando la publicación electrónica (véase el Cuadro II del Anexo IV).


�	ROMARIN es la sigla en inglés de Read�Only�Memory of Madrid Active RegistryInformation (Memoria Sólo para Lectura de Información Activa del Registro de Madrid).  La base de datos ROMARIN contiene información sobre todas las marcas internacionales inscritas en virtud del sistema de Madrid que actualmente están en vigor en el Registro Internacional o que han caducado en los seis últimos meses.  Asimismo, contiene datos relativos a notificaciones de denegación, declaraciones de concesión de la protección, etc., enviados por las Oficinas de las Partes Contratantes designadas a  la Oficina Internacional, incluida una copia digitalizada de las notificaciones o declaraciones en que se basan.


�	A ese respecto, cabe remitirse al Artículo 10.3)a) del Acta de 1999, de conformidad con el cual la Oficina Internacional publicará el registro internacional.  Se estimará que dicha publicación constituye publicidad suficiente en todas las Partes Contratantes y que el titular no deberá efectuar otra publicidad.


�	Véase el párrafo 84 del documento H/LD/WG/2/9 Prov.





_1443251571.xls
table1

		P1                               
(Respuestas de 39 Oficinas)1)								P2

										(Respuestas de las 29 oficinas que respondieron “Sí” a P1)

		Si su Oficina actua en calidad de Oficina de una Parte Contratante designada en virtud del Acta de 1999 del Arreglo de La Haya y notifica una denegación de la protección de un registro internacional, ¿tiene el titular la posibilidad de modificar su dibujo o modelo industrial con el fin de subsanar denegación?								2.1   
Si la respuesta a la pregunta 1 es afirmativa, indique todos los tipos de modificaciones y describa el procedimiento que es preciso seguir ante su Oficina.						2.2 
En promedio, ¿cuántas peticiones de modificación de los tipos indicados en el apartado 2.1 se presentan ante su Oficina cada año?

		Opciones		Número de respuestas		% del total de respuestas 
(39)				Opciones 
(se pueden escoger varias opciones)		Número de respuestas		% del total de respuestas 
(29)		Número de peticiones2)				Número de Oficinas		% del total de respuestas 
(29*)   
*Dos oficinas no facilitaron el número

		Sí		29		74%				a) Modificación de las vistas o presentación de vistas adicionales		22		76%		Las Oficinas que no han recibido ninguna petición				17		59%

		No		8		21%				b) Modificación de la descripción o presentación de una descripción adicional		10		34%		Las Oficinas que han recibido de una a 25 peticiones				7		24%

		No sabe		0		0%				c) Modificación del tipo de dibujo o modelo industrial (por ejemplo, dibujo o modelo  parcial, dibujo o modelo principal o conexo)		6		21%		Las Oficinas que han recibido de 3.000 a 6.000 peticiones				1		3%

		No contesta		2		5%				d) Otro tipo de modificación o adición (especifique)		21		72%		Las Oficinas que han recibido de 20.000 a 100.000 peticiones				2		7%

		1)  De las 39 Oficinas que enviaron las respuestas, 25 son Oficinas de miembros de la Unión de La Haya y 14 son Oficinas de Estados no miembros.

		2)  Según parece, algunas Oficinas también consideraron en el número de peticiones de modificaciones la presentación de otros elementos, como documentos de prioridad.



LOPEZ OLIVARES Dolores:



table2

		

				Q3								Q4

				(answers by 29 Offices that replies "Yes" to  Q1)								(answers by 19 Offices that chosen "Yes" at Q3)

				If the answer to question 1 was “Yes”, does your Office republish or in any other way make publicly available the amended industrial design?								If the answer to question 3 was “Yes”, how are such amendments made publicly available and in which language(s)?

												(a) Contents made publicly available						(b) Languages								(c) Format

				Options		The number of replies		% of total replies (29)				Options		The number of replies		% of total replies (19)		Options
(several choices are possible)				The number of replies		% of total replies (19)		Options
( several choices are possible)		The number of replies		% of total replies (19)

				Yes		19		66%				(i) amended element(s) only		3		16%		English				10		53%		(i) Paper publication		7		37%

				No		8		28%				(ii) Amended industrial design(s) with all corresponding elements		12		63%		French				1		5%				16		10000%

				Do not know		2		7%				(iii) International registration as a whole (both amended industrial designs and non-amended included)		4		21%		Spanish				2		11%		(ii) Electronic publication		19		100%

																		another language				13		68%						10000%

																				Another language ONLY		7		37%						10000%





table3

		

		States				Member State:M
Non-Member State:NM		Average number of the requests for amendments for the international registrations per year

* With respects to the Non-Member States, the number is based on the national applications/registrations
** The number provided by some States may includ the requests for the amendments on the elements other than  industrial design (ex. amendment concerning the eligibility of the appplication for foreigers, etc.)				Types of possible amendments										Whether the Office republish or in any other way make publicly available the amended industrial design		How the amendments are made publicly available

												Amendment of the views or submission of additional views		Amendment of the description or submission of an additional description		Amendment of the type of an indusrial design (for example, partial desgin, principal or related design)		Any other amendment or addition						Contents made publicly available						Languages										Format

																								Amended element(s) only		Amended industrial design(s) with all corresponding elements		International registration as  whole (both amended industrial designs and non-amended included)		English		French		Spanish		Another Language		Another language ONLY		Paper publication		Electronic publication

		1		China		NM		98,000		The number of the requests for amendments for the design applications in 2012		a		a				a		amendments concerning the eligibility of the application for foreigners, etc./
to provide priority document		a						a								Chinise		a				a

		2		Korea		NM		22,942		The number of the requests for amendments in average during the past three years (2010-2012)		a		a		a		a		Amendment of data included in the application		a				a				a						Korean						a

		3		Japan		NM		6,000		The approximate number of the requests for amendments out of about 25,000 of the registered designs per year (24 % of the total registrations)		a		a		a		a				a				a				a						Japanese						a

		4		Canada		NM		3,000-3,500		The number of the requests for amendments the CIPO receives every year		a		a				a		Indication of the pruduct or products		a						a		a		a								a		a

		5		Portugal		NM		25				a		a				a				a		a						a						Porguguese						a

		6		Estonia		M		20		2013:2/5, 2012: 6/17, 2011: 6/25, 2011:6/25, 2010:3/21, 2009:7/25, 2008:14/46, 2007:31/141, 2006:34/202, 2005:53/184, 2004:43/106 (Year:Number of the amended design/Number of the applications per year)

Total number of the amendced designs:199/772 (2004-2013)								a		Division of the international registration		a				a				a						Estonian				a		a

		7		Jordan		NM		15		The approximate number of the requests for amendments out of 80 applications per year		a		a		a		a		Amendments of the Claims/ Amendments relating to the unity of design		a				a				a						Arabic				a		a

		8		Uzbekistan		M		12				a		a				a		Changes of the name/ List of the images		a				a										Russian, 
Uzbek		a				a

		9		Switzerland		M		1				a						a						q		q		q		q		q		q		q		q		q		q

		10		Moldova		M		0 (35)		With regards to the applications for international registrawtion, no any requests for amending the industrial design have been filed;
Nevertheless, over the past 10 years, more than 350 requests for amendments have been processed, including to applications for multiple registration, which constitute about 25% of the total applications filed for registration of the industrial design.		a				a		a				a				a										Romanian		a		a		a





table(details)

		Summary table of the refurns and comments to the questionnaire concerning the procedures of amendments of industrial design in each country

		No.		Questions and the answers

		1.		If your Office is the Office of a designated Contracting Party under the 1999 Act of the Hague Agreement and notifies a refusal of protection for an international registration, is it possible for the holder to amend an industrial design in order to overcome the refusal?

				Options		Number of the answers		% in returns		Member states		Non-member states		Member states				Non-member states

				Yes		29		74		Singapore, Croatia, Poland, Finland, Serbia, Denmark, Switzerland, Moldova, Iceland, Estonia, Norway, Hungary, Rumania, Ukraine, Latvia. Slovenia, OHIM, Bulgaria, Spain. Georgia		Canada, Jordan, Korea, China, Japan, Russia, Portugal, Uzbekistan, Mexico,		20		69		9		31

				No		8		21		Bosnia and Herzegovina, Kylgyzstan, Turkey, Lithuania		Belarus, Austria, Argentina, Macedonia

				Do not Know		0		0

				(No answer)		2		5		BOIP		Greece

		2.1.		If the answer to question 1 was “Yes”, please indicate any types of possible amendments and describe the procedure before your Office.

				Options		Number of the answers		% in returns		Member states		Non-member states

				(a) Amendment of the views or submission of additional views		22		76		Singapore, Croatia, Poland, Finland, Serbia, Denmark, Switzerland, Moldova, Norway, Rumania, Ukraine, Latvia, Spain, Georgia		Canada, Jordan, Korea, China, Japan, Portugal, Uzbekistan, Mexico

				(b) Amendment of the description or submission of an additional description		10		34		Denmark. Spain		Canada, Jordan, Korea, China, Japan, Uzbekistan,Mexico,Portugal

				(c) Amendment of the type of an indusrial design (for example, partial desgin, principal or related design)		6		21		Moldova, Rumania, Latvia		Jordan, Korea, Japan,

				(d) Any other amendment or addition (please specify)		21		72		Singapre, Finland, Denmark,Switzerland, Moldova, Iceland, Estonia, Norway, Hungary, Rumania, Slovenia, OHIM,  Bulgaria,		Canada, Jordan, Korea, China,  Japan, Russia, Portugal,Uzbekistan

				Singapore		If an international registration does ont meet the requirements of Rule 22 of the Registered Design Rules, where the designs in the IR are of to be the same class and subclass, we will refuse and and request for a division of an appication to be submitted to our office.

				Canada		Regarding (d): It is possible that an amendment would be required to the "indication of the product or products which constitue the industrial desing or in relation to which the industrial design is to be used, as prescribed". For example, our Office may consider that the information along with the drawings and description are not sufficient to fully disclosure the industrial desgin. Under Canadian law, the way in which the finised article (product) is identified if of importance for assessing originallity and for determining the scope of protection to which the design is entitled. This would not be considered merely a matter of non-compliance with form or contents requirements, but rather, non-compliance with a substantive condition of registability under Canadian law, which could form the basis of a refusal.

				Jordan		- Amendments of the claims
 - Amendments relating to the unity of design

				Korea		Amendment of data included in the application

				China		Procedure:where any foreigners, foreign enterprise or other foreign organization having no habitaual residence or business office in China provides amendment it or he shall appoint a legally in corporated  patent agency to act as his or its agent within a given period. 

(d): In case of examining the novelty, SIPO should require the applicant to provide priority document

				Finland		According to the registered designs act sections 13* and 25a** , it is possible to make tiny amendments to designs at application stage (section 13) and also after registration (section 25a ). These sections introduced to our legislation 12.7.2002 when the registered designs act was harmonized with the Directive 98/71/EC on the legal protection of designs. Article 51 of the council regulation 6/2002 includes almost parallel provision. 

Section 13*
An application must not be amended in a manner that does not retain the essentioal features of the overall impression of the design.

Section 25a**
A registered design may be amended at the written request of the holder, if the design has been registered contrary to provisions of Section 1, 1a, 2, 3, 3a, 4, 4a or 4b. In the amended form the design shall, however, comply with the requirements prescribed in this Act for registration, and the essential features of the overall impression of the design must not be changed. A fee for amendment of a design is payable in respect of the application.

Any amendment to a registration shall be published.

				Denmark		Concerining (a), however, new views must not disclose new subject matter.

				Switzerland		The Institut Fédéral de la Propriété Intellectuelle (Institut) notifies a refusal in the case where a design would be contrary to morality or public order or if it violates federal or international law. For this reason, the Institut examines only the reproductions of the international applications.

The Institut notifies a provisional refusal. The applicant has two (2) months from the reception of the notification to remedy the default. If, within the two months period, the applicant does not act, a final refusal is sent. 

If, for example, the default is one that violates federal law, like the use of the Swiss Cross or other Swiss or foreign armory, the Institut sends a provisional refusal with a disclaimer (“réserve de revendication”) on negative color or a disclaimer stating that the symbol shall not be protected in Switzerland. If, before the deadline, the applicant fails to invoke arguments to invalidate the notification of provisional refusal with disclaimer, the disclaimer takes effect automatically. This special procedure has been implemented with the help of WIPO during the year 2000.

				Japan		The procedure is conducted by submitting a written amendment prepared in the format prescribed by regulation. The submitted amendment will be compared to the design originally filed and the amendment will be approved if it does not change the gist of the design.

				Moldova		Since the legislation of the Republic of Moldova provides the oppotunitiy to the applicant/ owner to amend an industrial design under the Article 26(3) of the above mentioned Law, if the form it complies with protection requirements, a mechanism of implementation of such amendments has been developed at the national level. Moreover, to amend an industrial desin it is possible even at the initiative of the applicant on the grounds of the Article 35(1) and (2) of the above mentioned Law. 

[…] - Amendments can be invoked if:
(1) there is no any confirmation related to the elements specified in the subparagraphs b), e), f) and g) of the paragraph (1) under the Article 26 of th above mentioned Law, by excluding these elements from the industrial design;
(2) the quality of the view is improving or its size is changing, or additional views of the industrial design are being added.
- Views that are changing the substance of the industrial design are not taken into account.  [...]

Article 26(1)
(b) the industrial design does not comply with the requirements of Articles 7-11;
(e) the industrial design includes a protected distinctive sign, and the owner thereof is entitled to prohibit its use;
(f) a work protected by legislation on authorship rights has been used in the industrial design without authorization;
(g) an industrial design illegally includes one of the elements listed in Article 6-ter of the Paris Convention for the
Protection of Industrial Property of March 20, 1883 (hereinafter the Paris Convention).

Article 7. Novelty
Article 8. Individual character
Article 9. Composite products
Article 10. Disclosure
Article 11. Unprotectable industrial designs

				Iceland		According to the Icelandic Design Act, it is possible to deem an International Design Registration to be ineligible for registration in Iceland if the conditions set out in the Act are not fulfilled. However, the Icelandic Patent Office does not carry out examination on the other grounds than formal of International Design Registration that designate Iceland. If, however, the Icelandic Patent Office decides to provisionally refuse of protection then the proprietor of the International Registration is given a prescribed time limit to express comments on the matter and request that it be examined anew. The proprietor shall in such cases appoint an agent (representative) in accordance with the Design Act.

				Estonia		According to the Design Protection Act articles (4, 5 and 19), it is not permitted to apply with multiple applications as is possible in some other Hague Agreement member states. A registration application may include only one industrial design, the modifications of an industrial design or a set of industrial designs. 
In case where the international registration contains more than one industrial design, he Estonian Patent Office will communicate with the WIPO to inform the holder or the international registration of the notification of provisional refusal, that the international registration includes more than one industrial design and is therefore not in compliance with the unity of designs requirements; and, that the international registration could be protected only partially. In oder to overcome the grounds for refusal, the international registration could be divided by the owenr of the industrial design.

				Russia		Adjustments and amendments in the list of essentioal features provided that this amendments are not inconsistent with views of the industrial design that were submitted initially.

				Norway		(a) If any of the views include technical indications such as arrows or numbers these can be excluded.
(d) If any views include flags or official symbol these may be removed if it does not alter the overall impression of the design.

				Hungary		According to paragraph (3) of Article 60/K of the XLVIII of 2001 on the legal protection of design (hereinafter referred to as the "Design Act") the HIPO shall carry out the substantive examination of the international industrial design application. The substantive examination shall ascertaion whether the design meets the requirements of Articles 1 to 5 (protectable designs, novelty, individual character) and whether it is not excluded from design protection under Article 6 to 8 (eg. sololy technical function, contrary to public policy or morality, State emblems under the Paris Convention etc.). If the international industrial design application does not comply, in part or in whole, with the requirements examined under paragraph (3) the HIPO shall notify the International Bureau accordingly within six months from the date  prescribed by the Agreemtnt. The notification shall specify the grounds on which it is based and the applicant shall be invited to submit comments within the time limit fixed by the notification. When making a decision on the refusal of the effects of the international registration, the comments of the application shall be taken
into consideration. when replying to the above-mentioned notification, it is also possible for the applicant to make a
declaration to the effect that a particular part of the repreesntation does not belong to the design and design right is
not claimed for that part of the representaiton does not belong to the design and design right is not claimed for that
part of the design. This declaration shall be considered as an amendment of the design and it may contain an
explanatory text and drawings.

				Rumania		In case of a design can be amended in order to overcome a refusal, the applicant may submit his obserbations before the Designs Division within the time limit granted to the applicant for the response. The amendments may consist of removing of trademark or other elements (e.g. any items mentioned in the list comprised in the Article 6ter of the Paris Conventions for the Protection of the Indistrial Property) or presenting in dotted line of certain elements for which cannot be granted protection. 
If the additional views are submitted and the design is presented from other angles or in a different way as agains the initial graphic representawtions, these shall not be taken into consideration. If, after the amendments of design the refusal is overcome, OSIM will communicate to WIPO a notification of withdrawal of refusal. If the refusal is not passed, the Office will take a decision that can be appealed before the Board of appeal within 30 days from communication of decision.

				Slovenia		Possible amendment:
e) Submission of authorisation by the competent authorities if an industrial design should be refused pursant to Article 6ter of the Paris Convension (industrial Property Act, art.36(1)(c))
f) Submissioin of consent to registration of the industrial design of the competent authorities if an industrial design includes or imitates badges, emblems or escutcheous other than those covered by Article 6ter of the Paris convension and which are of particular public interest (industrial Property Act, art.36(1)(c))

				Latvia		The procedure of the refusal would follow the provisions of the Latvian Law On Designs (Section 51, Section 52) and the provisions of Geneva Act (article 12).

				OHIM		Formal criterias regarding the reproductions of a design applied by WIPO are stricter than those applied by OHIM. The only ground on which, theoretically, OHIM may notify an objection regarding the reproductions would be contrariety to morality or public order.

The application can only be refused if the applicant was given the opportunity to withdraw or amend his application or to express his observations (Articles 47(2) of Council Regulation (EC) No 6/2002). Moreover, the amendment of the reproduction is only permitted if “the identity of the design is retained” (Council Regulation No 2245/2002)

According to the OHIM examination procedure, the maintaining of an amended supposes that the deleted or corrected elements were insignificant by size or importance ( see  the Manual of Design Practice, Examination of Applications for Registered Community Designs, Section 3.3 “Objections”).

				Portugal		The Portugese Office examines the formal requirements set forth in Article 173 and 174, Article 180(3) and 180(5) and Article 184 to 187 of the Industrial Property Code and shall ascertain ex officio whether the application incurs in any of the prohibitions according to Articles 197(1) to 197(3). In case of objections in any of these situation, the applicant shall be given one month to correct  or remedy the irregularities and this time limit may be extended once only for the same period.

But if the irregularities or objections persist, the registration shall be refused and the decision will be published in the Industrial Property Bulletin with a reproduction of the industrial design. 

Nevertheless after the time limits for opposition (two months that start after the publication of the application - article 17 Industrial Property Code) and reply, it is still possible to invoke the existence of irregularities or prohibitions mentioned before and notify the applicant to correct or remedy the observed objections within one month (see article 188(9) Industrial Property Code). 

In both cases it is possible for the applicant to amend an insutrial design in orde to overcome the refusal.

				Bulgaria		[…]  the Republic of Bulgaria beinga designated state, carries out examination for compliance of the design with the definition of a 'design' and public order and morality. 
If there are grounds for rejection, a notification for full or partial rejection of the registration on the territory of the Republic of Bulgaria shall be sent to the International Bureau, […]. In that case, the applicant can amend (e.g.withdraw) the views of designs that do not satisfy the avovementioned criteria with out going beyond the scope of the first views.

				Uzbekistan		changes of the name, list of the images

				Spain		The holder of an industrial design may, within the two months, amend the industrial design, provided that it maintains its substantial identity. To his effect, he shall provide amended reproduction of the design, and as the case may be, an amended description. This procedure will be initiated in case oppositions to the registration are lodged. 

(answer to Q5.) 
The possibility to amend the industrial design will also be granted in case that it is deemed that the design that was filed does not constitute a design in legal terms or is contrary to public policy or morality. In this case, the applicant will be granted a time limit of one month to amend the design. This examination is carried-out at the same time as the time limit to lodge oppositions to the registration. In the case an opposition is lodge, a notification will be sent to the applicant grating him a cumulated time limit of two months to send the modifications.

				Mexico		2.1.(a) It is possible to amend the views in order to limit the scope of the matter that was originally submitted. The submission of additional views is not acceptable.
2.1.(b) It is possible to amend the description in order to limit the scope of the matter that was originally submitted. The submission of an additional description may be accepted to clarify the newly submitted reproductions.
2.1 (c) It is understood that the amendment of a design partial/principal/related refers to an issue of unity of invention, thus the legal framework does contemplate divisional applications.
 
The procedure to overcome a refusal of an international registration would be:

1) The IMPI would notify in writing the objections, expressing the reasons and legal basis for such resolution, and would grant a time limit of two months to reply starting from the date of the notification. The applicant would have an additional time limit of two months to comply with the requirement upon payment of the corresponding fee.
2) The reply should not contain additional matter that would give a larger scope than that of the original application as a whole. It would be necessary to include the proof of payment for the official action, and as the case may be, the proof of payment for the additional time limit.
3) It is important to mention that only two notifications of requirements could be issued in order to overcome any issue related to the substantive examination. In case this would not be done, an official action of refusal would be issued.

				Georgia		Substantive examination conducted on the international design in Georgia which is foreseen in the "Law of Georgia on Design"is ground for the decision of extension the protection of design on the territory of Georgia. Grounds for the refusal among other things may be Article 10(d), (e), (f), (g) of this law. According to this provisions, design shall not be regisered, is:

d) its registration contradicts the public order,
e) it completelyor by any consisting element coincides with the state herald, flag, banknote, full or abbreviated name of Georgia or its territorial entity or a foreign country and no consent of a competent body is given on its use.
f)  it completelyor by any consisting element coincides with the state herald, flag, banknote, full or abbreviated name of international organization and this coincidence is evident to an expert and no consent of the organization is given on its use.
g) the design or its constituent element displays an appellation of origin of goods or geographical indication which has been granted protection on the territory of Georgia based on the local registration, bilateral or international treaty.

In case of abovementioned grounds, extension of the protection on the territory of Georgia will be refused, but the refusal may be withdrawn, if:
a) the abovementioned consent will be presented.
b) if the ground of refusal was constituent element of the design and the owner of the international design will 
exclude it from the image. In that case, extension of the protection of the design will be carried out 
taking into account these changes.

		2.2.		In average, how many requests for amendments as indicated in subparagraph 2.1. are filed with your Office every year?

				Singapore		0		We have never made any refusals, based on the premise that we only do formalities examinations.						requests number

				Croatia		0		No ones yet [buy] evidence						0		17		59

				Poland		0								1 －25		7		24

				Canada		3,000-3,500		The number of amendments filed with CIPO for industrial designs is 3,000 to 3,500 every year.						3000-6000		1		3

				Jordan		15		About 15 requests from 80 received applications/year						20000 -		2		7

				Korea		22,942		During the past three years (2010-2012), KIPO received 22,942 requests for amendments in average.						No answer		3		10

				China		98,000		According to the 2012 Design application number data, it's about 98,000 designs request for amendments.

				Finland		0		Section 13 has been applied in practice every now and then but so far (during these ten years) there has not been any written requests from the holders to amend registered designs.

				Serbia		0

				Denmark		0

				Japan		6,000		Out of about 25,000 registered cases per year, approximately 6,000 cases or 24 % of the total are cases in which written amendment is submitted.

				Switzerland		1

				Moldova		35		With regards to the applications for international registrawtion filed in accordance with the Hague Agreement concerning the International Registration of Industrial Designs, designating the Republic of Moldova, no any requests for amending the industrial design in order to overcome the refusal, has been received by AGEPI.

(for the answer to Q2.1) [...] Nevertheless, over the past 10 years, more than 350 requests for amending industrial designs have been processed, including to applications for multiple registration, which constitute about 25% of the total applications filed for registration of the industrial design.

				Iceland		0		To this date no request for amendments have been made.

				Estonia		20		2013:2/5, 2012: 6/17, 2011: 6/25, 2011:6/25, 2010:3/21, 2009:7/25, 2008:14/46, 2007:31/141, 2006:34/202, 2005:53/184, 2004:43/106 (Year:No.of amended design/No. of applications)

				Norway		0

				Hungary		0		The HIPO has not received any request for amendments concerining Hague applications until now.

				Rumania		0

				Ukraine		0

				Latvia		0

				Slovenia		0

				OHIM		0		This procedure has never been applied and it is generally admitted that the design can only be maintained in an amended form in very few circumstances.

				Russia		(No answer)

				Portugal		25

				Bulgaria		0

				Uzbekistan		12

				Spain		(No answer)

				Mexico		(No answer)		The statistics that may be obtained from the system are detailed below and correspond to 2012:

The total number of designs granted was of 2644 (100%). From which 383 (14.5%) received an official action with objections during the substantive examination and only 28 (1%) received a second official action. 2233 (84.5%) applications were granted without any official action during the substantive examination.

				Georgia		0

		3.		If the answer to question 1 was “Yes”, does your Office republish or in any other way make publicly available the amended industrial design?

				Options		Number of the answers		% in total ansers		Member states		Non-member states

				Yes		19		66		Singapore, Poland, Finland, Serbia, Denmark, Moldova, Estonia, Norway, Rumania, Spain, Georgia		Canada, Jordan, Korea, China, Japan, Portugal, Mexico, Uzbekistan,

				No		8		28		Croatia, Switzerland, Hungary, Ukraine, Latvia, Slovenia, Bulgaria		Russia

				Do not know		2		7		Iceland, OHIM

				(free comments)                                Iceland		A notification concerining the altered form of a registration is published in the Patent-Gazette.

				OHIM		The lack of experience regarding this topic explains why OHIM has never envisaged a situation where an international application designating European Union should be the subject of a new publication following the amendment of the reproduction.

		4.		If the answer to question 3 was “Yes”, how are such amendments made publicly available and in which language(s)?

				Options		Number of the answers		% in total ansers		Member states		Non-member states

				(a) contents made publicly available:

				(i) amended element(s) only		3		16		Serbia, Denmark		Portugal

				(ii) Amended industrial design(s) with all corresponding elements		12		63		Singapore, Poland, Finland, Moldova, Estonia, Norway, Georgia		Jordan, Korea, Japan, Uzbekistan, Mexico

				(iii) International registration as  whole (both amended industrial designs and non-amended included)		4		21		Rumania, Spain		China, Canada

				(Free comments)

				Finland		With reference to the answer at point 2.2, no written requests from the holders to amend registered designs has not yet been occurred, but section 25 a requires that "Any amendment to a registration shall be published.".

				Moldova		Only those views of industrial designs that display the adopted amendments are being published.

				Porgugal		Only the amended elements are usually publicized, but it may depend on the status of the application and the kind of the amendment.

				Mexico		The reply corresponds to subparagraph (ii) since the final version of the industrial design is published.

				(b) languages

				(i) any of the working languages of the Hague system (please specify)

				English		10		53		Singapore, Serbia, Denmark, Estonia, Georgia		Canada, Jordan, Korea, Japan, Portugal

				French		1		5				Canada

				Spanish		2		11		Spain		Mexico

				(ii) another language (please specify)		13		68		Poland, Finland, Moldova, Estonia, Norway, Rumania, Georgia		Jordan, Korea, China, Japan, Portugal, Uzbekistan,

				another language ONLY		7		37		Poland, Finland, Moldova, Norway, Rumania		China, Uzbekistan,

				Poland		Polish

				Canada		Each registered industrial design is electronically published on the online Industrial Designs Database on CIPO's web site. The information appears in whichever of Canada's 2 official languages the application was submitted, i.e. in English or French. The title (that identifies the finised article or product) for each registered industrial desgin is the only information that CIPO makes available in both English and French (i.e. if the application was filed in English, our Office will also provide the French translation of the title once the design is registered and published.)

				Jordan		Arabic

				Korea		Korean language

				China		Chinise

				Finland		Finnish, Swedish + INID codes

				Japan		Japanese

				Moldova		Romanian

				Estonia		Estonian

				Norway		The website has Norwegian explanations and wording but some of the information is in English (name of the product)

				Rumania		Rumanian

				Portugal		Porguguese
The communication to WIPO should be in English, but in national communication or publications the Portuguese language should be used.

				Uzbekistan		Russian, Uzbek

				(c) Format

				(i) Paper publication		7		37		Poland, Moldova, Estonia, Georgia		Canada, Jordan, Uzbekistan,

				(ii) Electronic publication		19		100		Singapore, Poland, Finland, Serbia, Denmark, Moldova, Estonia, Norway, Rumania, Spain, Georgia		Canada, Jordan, Korea, China, Japan, Portugal, Mexico, Uzbekistan,

				Canada		Regarding 4 (a): The information that is published on the online ID Database is the application and drawings that were accepted for registrarion, i.e. the most recent versions. For example, if the drawings were amended before registration to overcome an Office objection or refusal, the amended drawings are published. There is also a paper file containing all documents and correspondence: the original and any amended applications and drawings. The paper file is open to public inspection after the design has been registered. Currently, this file histry is not available to clients electronically; however, CIPO is planing to give clients electronic access to their own file histories in future.

				Jordan		According to our law for industrial designs & models we will examine the application in the national level to fulfill our substantive legal requirements, in this phase some requests for substantive amendments could be, and if the application will meet all our legal requirements, we will issue preliminary acceptance after receiving national publication fees in our official gazette in Arabic language, and the publication could be amended industrial design with all corresponding elements or the same as in international publication Bulletin but in different language. What we need little flexibility in the Hague agreement according to act 1999 to expose further fees for the national publication and translation the application to Arabic language.

				Denmark		Please note that the DKPTO has not yet been confronted with this.

				Japan		In Japan, when a design is registered, the final design in which all the amendments are reflected will be published in the Publication of Registered Design. Therefore, the following contents will not be published. 
- Contents of the amendment for applications that were not registered
- Contents of the amendment when the amendment was dismissed 
- Contents if the amendments made before the final amendment, when several amendments were made

That is to say, the content of the amendment itself is not published.

				Moldova		Only those views of industrial designs that display the adopted amendments are being published.

				Iceland		Republishing of International Registrations has not been, to this date, a relevant subject. In instances where republishing of International Registration will be considered, is when a request for cancellation has been submitted for the registration in whole or in part. Following a decision in such matters, the registration may be maintained in an altered form and a notification thereto published in the Gazette.

				Russia		Amendments concerning the granted national patents to industrial designs are published in the bulletin of Rospatent in the form of notificatios (regarding changes of patentholders objects and the scope if legal protection etc.). Publication is not planned in reference to amendments related to international registrations.

				Rumania		Following the International Design Bulletin is downloaded by OSIM, the international application will be intered in the Register of Filed Applications on-line. Also, the registered designs will be published in the Register of Designs on line.

				Georgia		The data of international application and image of design, for which the protection was exended on the territory of Georgia, is published in the official bulletin of the industrial property by SAKPATENTI. It is available on the official web-site:
http://www.sakpatenti.ge/index.php?sec id=16&lang id=ENG

The internationa design which is refused on the territory of Georgia and this refusal is withdrawn, will also be published in the official bulletin. In this case all data will be published together with changed design.

		5.		Please provide any comments that you think would help the Working Group in its consideration of whether a mechanism to make available to the public amendments resulting from a procedure before an Office should be introduced in the Hague system.

				Singapore		Yes, it will be very useful for our users to know what are the amendments that may have been made. It may be done as a [...] section within the publication or the search section online.

				Greece		We would like to let you know that, though Greece has not ratified the 1999 Act of the Hague Agreement and cannot thus provide answers to the questionnaire, we wold favor such an introduction, which enhance the transparency of the system.

				Jordan		The introduction of a mechanism to the international registration system to make amendments to an international registration made in a procedue before an Office publicaly available. Our option could be that a link to the web site of the Office of a designated Contracting Party be made available in the Hague Express Database.

				Korea		We welcome the proposal, having been discussed in the Working Group, that links between the international register and the design gazette. Because the interested parties could easily find a scope of protection of designs in the designated Contracting Parties through the national design gazzette including a final amendment. One idea is that IB records each internet address that is directly linked with search screen of the national gazette in international register. another is that IB records search method of the design gazette in the international register.

				China		If an international registration has been modified, we advice that Working Group consider republishing it. For example, the IB may publish the link of the modified design in the designated Office, so that the public can be aware of it.

				Switzerland		It would be useful to have such a mechanism that would allow the public to view all the necessary and updated information about a design.
We are ready to provide you with data concerning modifications of a design included in an application designating Switzerland.

				Japan		We consider that adding linking information to the corresponding registered design on Internet Gazettes of Contracting Parties to the electronic version of the WIPO International Publication could be a possible solution of this issue. If this method is applied, it would be better to have linking information to all applications rather than for only applications in which amendments were made. In this way, it will be easier for the users to access date on Gazettes in the Contracting Parties and will enable text searches etc. using languages in each country. 
In addition, when this method is applied, there will be an issue of when and how to notify the URL for the Gazettes in each Contracting Party to the WIPO. We believe that this issue could be addressed by establishing a rule in the Common Regulations etc.
For applications processed at Examining Offices, there are cases where the content of the design is changed from that at the time of international registration due to amendments, This necessitates the users to check both the Publication issued by the WIPO and the Gazettes issued in each country, which is extremely complicated 
and difficult to understand. We believe it will be beneficial for the users to introduce a mechanism of making 
information on the amendments available in the Hague system.

				Moldova		After submitting a request for amending the industrial design from the applications for international registration (on befalf of which a notification of refusal has been issued), AGEPI will undertake the following actions:
- issue a Decision,
- publish the adopted amendments in the BOPI,
- send to WIPO information which must cover the amended views of industrial designs published in BOIP and electronic address of this publication.

				Benelux		As far as possible, it would be desirable to apply a similar approach to the one used for international trademarks in Romarin.

				Estonia		One possiblity to make the public aware of these amendments is to add to the Hague Express Databases links of national databases which refer to the amended industrial design registrations.

				Russia		We consider it appropriate to publish all amendments that were made as the result of the international registrations in national offices on the web-site of the IB of WIPO as a part of the International Designs Bulletin.

				Rumania		After submitting a request for amending the industrial design from the applications for international registration (on befalf of which a notification of refusal has been issued), OSIM will undertake the following actions:
- issue a Decision,
- publish the registered designs in Register of Designs on-line,
- if the refusal is overcome, the Office send to WIPO a withdrawal of notification of refusal.

				OHIM		OHIM considers favorably the introduction of a mechanism to make publicly available information on amendments to an international registration resulting from a procedure before the office of a designated Contracting Party, although the importance of such a mechanism is only theoretical considering the OHIM practices.

				Portugal		The public amendments should be publicized in the WIPO Gazette and in the page of the international registration concerning the respective designated country.

				Lithuania		All information (decisions, […],  etc.) should be published on WIPO web site.

				Spain		The possibility to amend the industrial design will also be granted in case that it is deemed that the design that was filed does not constitute a design in legal terms or is contrary to public policy or morality. In this case, the applicant will be granted a time limit of one month to amend the design. This examination is carried-out at the same time as the time limit to lodge oppositions to the registration. In the case an opposition is lodge, a notification will be sent to the applicant grating him a cumulated time limit of two months to send the modifications.

				Bosnia and Herzegovina		The law on Industrial Design in Bosnia and Herzegovina does not stipulate re-publishing of internationall registered industrial design. 
Our Office refers to a page: http://www.wipo.int/hague/en/bulletin/, where International Designs Bulletin is published.

														total		Member		Non-member

				Responding Offices		Total				Member states		Non-member states		39		25		14

										Singapore, Republic of Moldova,  Estonia, Republic of Lithuania, Slovenia, Latvia, Spain, Georgia, Romania, Norway, Ukraine,  Hungary, Republic of Serbia, Kyrgyzstan, Denmark, Turkey, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Poland, Croatia,  BOIP,Switzerland, OHIM, Iceland, Bulgaria, Finland,		Mexico, Republic of Macedonia,  Republic of Uzbekistan, Republic of Belarus,Japan, Austria, Republic of Argentina, China, Republic of Korea, Canada, Jordan, Greece,  Russia,  Portugal,		39		25		14

						39				25		14

		5.		Offices which support the introduction of the mechanism among the Offices answerd YES at No.3		10		53		Singapore, Switzerland,  Benelux, Estonia,		Jordan, Korea, China, Japan, Portugal, Greece		OHIM and Russia which not republish the amendment also support it

				Wish to publish the link to the amended design in the CP by such as Hague Express Database		5				Estonia,Moldova		Jordan, China, Japan

				Wish to publish the amendment on the Internationla Bulletin		1				Moldova		Russia, Portugal

				Wish to record the URL of the national publication in the International Register		1						Korea

				Wish to record the amendment itself		1						Portugal

				Wish to record the method to searh the national publication in the International Register		1						Korea

				Wish to take a similar approach like Romain		1				Benelux

				Possible to link to the national publication		1				Switzerland

										Singapore, Croatia, Poland, Finland, Serbia, Denmark, Switzerland, Moldova, Iceland, Estonia, Norway, Hungary, Rumania, Ukraine, Latvia. Slovenia, OHIM, Bulgaria, Spain





Official Languages

		Official Languages in each Offices

		States		Member/
Non-Member		Publication Language (answer to the Q.4(b) of the Questionnaire)		Republication of IR in the natinal publication
(only Member States)		Official Website								Search tool interface								Tittle of each Item in the publication								Contents of the Items in the publication (indication of the products, description, etc)								Notes

										E		F		S		Other national language		E		F		S		Other national language		E		F		S		Other national language		E		F		S		Other national language

		Singapore		M		English		a		a								a								a								a

		Serbia		M						a						a		a						a		a						a								a

		Denmark		M				a		a						a		a								a														a		Official Gazette is written in Denish only.

		Estonia		M				a		a						a		q		q		q		q								a								a		Official Gazette is in Estonian with some explanatory notes written in English.

		Georgia		M				a		a						a		q		q		q		q		a						a		a						a

		Jordan		NM				q		a						a		q		q		q		q								a								a		Official Gazette is written in Arabic only.

		Korea		NM				q		a						a		a						a		a						a		t						a		Some publications of the national registrations contain the name of the product written in English

		Japan		NM				q		a						a		a						a								a								a

		Portugal		NM				q		a						a		a						a		a						a								a

		Canada		NM		English/French		q		a		a						a		a						a		a						a		a

		Spain		M		Spanish		a						a								a								a								a

		Mexico		NM				q						a								a								a								a

				Working langages under the Hague system are used at the national publication completely.
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table1

		Q1
(answered by 39 Offices )  1)								Q2

										(answered by 29 Offices that replied "Yes" to Q1)

		If your Office is the Office of a designated Contracting Party under the 1999 Act of the Hague Agreement and notifies a refusal of protection for an international registration, is it possible for the holder to amend an industrial design in order to overcome the refusal?								2.1 
  If the answer to question 1 was “Yes”, please indicate any types of possible amendments and describe the procedure before your Office.						2.2
  In average, how many requests for amendments as indicated in subparagraph 2.1. are filed with your Office every year?

		Options		The number of replies		% of total replies (39)				Options
(several choices are possible)		The number of replies		% of total replies (29)		The number of requests 2)				The number of  offices		% of total replies (29*)
* Two Offices did not give the number.

		Yes		29		74%				(a) Amendment of the views or submission of additional views		22		76%		The Offices that have not received any requests				17		59%

		No		8		21%				(b) Amendment of the description or submission of an additional description		10		34%		The Offices that have received 1 to 25 requests				7		24%

		Do not know		0		0%				(c) Amendment of the type of an indusrial design (for example, partial desgin, principal or related design)		6		21%		The Offices that have received 3000 to 6000 requests				1		3%

		No answer		2		5%				(d) Any other amendment or addition		21		72%		The Office that have received 20000 to 100000 requests				2		7%

		1) Out of 39 Offices that returned the reply,  25 are Offices of members of the Hague Union, and 14 are Offices of non-members.

		2) It appears that some Offices included in the number of requests for amendments, also submission of other elements, such as priority documents.





table2

		

				P3								P4

				(Respuestas de 29 Oficinas que respondieron “Sí” a P1)								(Respuestas de 19 oficinas que respondieron “Sí” a P3)

				Si la respuesta a la pregunta 2 es afirmativa , ¿publica nuevamente su Oficina el dibujo o modelo industrial modificado o lo pone a disposición del público por algún otro medio?								Si la respuesta a la pregunta 3 es afirmativa, ¿de qué modo tales modificaciones se ponen a disposición del público y en qué idiomas?

												a) Contenido puesto a disposición del público						b) Idiomas								c) Formato

				Opciones		Número de respuestas		% del total de respuestas (29)				Opciones		Número de respuestas		% del total de respuestas (19)		Opciones
(se pueden escoger varias opciones)				Número de respuestas		% del total de respuestas (19)		Opciones
( se pueden escoger varias opciones)		Número de respuestas		% of total replies (19)

				Sí		19		66%				i) únicamente el o los elementos modificados		3		16%		Inglés				10		53%		i) Papel		7		37%

				No		8		28%				ii) el o los dibujos o modelos industriales modificados con todos los elementos correspondientes		12		63%		Francés				1		5%				16		10000%

				No sabe		2		7%				iii) la integralidad del registro internacional (tanto los dibujos o modelos industriales modificados como los que no han sido objeto de modificación)		4		21%		Español				2		11%		ii) Electrónico		19		100%

																		otro idioma				13		68%						10000%

																				Otro idioma ÚNICAMENTE		7		37%						10000%





table3

		

		States				Member State:M
Non-Member State:NM		Average number of the requests for amendments for the international registrations per year

* With respects to the Non-Member States, the number is based on the national applications/registrations
** The number provided by some States may includ the requests for the amendments on the elements other than  industrial design (ex. amendment concerning the eligibility of the appplication for foreigers, etc.)				Types of possible amendments										Whether the Office republish or in any other way make publicly available the amended industrial design		How the amendments are made publicly available

												Amendment of the views or submission of additional views		Amendment of the description or submission of an additional description		Amendment of the type of an indusrial design (for example, partial desgin, principal or related design)		Any other amendment or addition						Contents made publicly available						Languages										Format

																								Amended element(s) only		Amended industrial design(s) with all corresponding elements		International registration as  whole (both amended industrial designs and non-amended included)		English		French		Spanish		Another Language		Another language ONLY		Paper publication		Electronic publication

		1		China		NM		98,000		The number of the requests for amendments for the design applications in 2012		a		a				a		amendments concerning the eligibility of the application for foreigners, etc./
to provide priority document		a						a								Chinise		a				a

		2		Korea		NM		22,942		The number of the requests for amendments in average during the past three years (2010-2012)		a		a		a		a		Amendment of data included in the application		a				a				a						Korean						a

		3		Japan		NM		6,000		The approximate number of the requests for amendments out of about 25,000 of the registered designs per year (24 % of the total registrations)		a		a		a		a				a				a				a						Japanese						a

		4		Canada		NM		3,000-3,500		The number of the requests for amendments the CIPO receives every year		a		a				a		Indication of the pruduct or products		a						a		a		a								a		a

		5		Portugal		NM		25				a		a				a				a		a						a						Porguguese						a

		6		Estonia		M		20		2013:2/5, 2012: 6/17, 2011: 6/25, 2011:6/25, 2010:3/21, 2009:7/25, 2008:14/46, 2007:31/141, 2006:34/202, 2005:53/184, 2004:43/106 (Year:Number of the amended design/Number of the applications per year)

Total number of the amendced designs:199/772 (2004-2013)								a		Division of the international registration		a				a				a						Estonian				a		a

		7		Jordan		NM		15		The approximate number of the requests for amendments out of 80 applications per year		a		a		a		a		Amendments of the Claims/ Amendments relating to the unity of design		a				a				a						Arabic				a		a

		8		Uzbekistan		M		12				a		a				a		Changes of the name/ List of the images		a				a										Russian, 
Uzbek		a				a

		9		Switzerland		M		1				a						a						q		q		q		q		q		q		q		q		q		q

		10		Moldova		M		0 (35)		With regards to the applications for international registrawtion, no any requests for amending the industrial design have been filed;
Nevertheless, over the past 10 years, more than 350 requests for amendments have been processed, including to applications for multiple registration, which constitute about 25% of the total applications filed for registration of the industrial design.		a				a		a				a				a										Romanian		a		a		a





table(details)

		Summary table of the refurns and comments to the questionnaire concerning the procedures of amendments of industrial design in each country

		No.		Questions and the answers

		1.		If your Office is the Office of a designated Contracting Party under the 1999 Act of the Hague Agreement and notifies a refusal of protection for an international registration, is it possible for the holder to amend an industrial design in order to overcome the refusal?

				Options		Number of the answers		% in returns		Member states		Non-member states		Member states				Non-member states

				Yes		29		74		Singapore, Croatia, Poland, Finland, Serbia, Denmark, Switzerland, Moldova, Iceland, Estonia, Norway, Hungary, Rumania, Ukraine, Latvia. Slovenia, OHIM, Bulgaria, Spain. Georgia		Canada, Jordan, Korea, China, Japan, Russia, Portugal, Uzbekistan, Mexico,		20		69		9		31

				No		8		21		Bosnia and Herzegovina, Kylgyzstan, Turkey, Lithuania		Belarus, Austria, Argentina, Macedonia

				Do not Know		0		0

				(No answer)		2		5		BOIP		Greece

		2.1.		If the answer to question 1 was “Yes”, please indicate any types of possible amendments and describe the procedure before your Office.

				Options		Number of the answers		% in returns		Member states		Non-member states

				(a) Amendment of the views or submission of additional views		22		76		Singapore, Croatia, Poland, Finland, Serbia, Denmark, Switzerland, Moldova, Norway, Rumania, Ukraine, Latvia, Spain, Georgia		Canada, Jordan, Korea, China, Japan, Portugal, Uzbekistan, Mexico

				(b) Amendment of the description or submission of an additional description		10		34		Denmark. Spain		Canada, Jordan, Korea, China, Japan, Uzbekistan,Mexico,Portugal

				(c) Amendment of the type of an indusrial design (for example, partial desgin, principal or related design)		6		21		Moldova, Rumania, Latvia		Jordan, Korea, Japan,

				(d) Any other amendment or addition (please specify)		21		72		Singapre, Finland, Denmark,Switzerland, Moldova, Iceland, Estonia, Norway, Hungary, Rumania, Slovenia, OHIM,  Bulgaria,		Canada, Jordan, Korea, China,  Japan, Russia, Portugal,Uzbekistan

				Singapore		If an international registration does ont meet the requirements of Rule 22 of the Registered Design Rules, where the designs in the IR are of to be the same class and subclass, we will refuse and and request for a division of an appication to be submitted to our office.

				Canada		Regarding (d): It is possible that an amendment would be required to the "indication of the product or products which constitue the industrial desing or in relation to which the industrial design is to be used, as prescribed". For example, our Office may consider that the information along with the drawings and description are not sufficient to fully disclosure the industrial desgin. Under Canadian law, the way in which the finised article (product) is identified if of importance for assessing originallity and for determining the scope of protection to which the design is entitled. This would not be considered merely a matter of non-compliance with form or contents requirements, but rather, non-compliance with a substantive condition of registability under Canadian law, which could form the basis of a refusal.

				Jordan		- Amendments of the claims
 - Amendments relating to the unity of design

				Korea		Amendment of data included in the application

				China		Procedure:where any foreigners, foreign enterprise or other foreign organization having no habitaual residence or business office in China provides amendment it or he shall appoint a legally in corporated  patent agency to act as his or its agent within a given period. 

(d): In case of examining the novelty, SIPO should require the applicant to provide priority document

				Finland		According to the registered designs act sections 13* and 25a** , it is possible to make tiny amendments to designs at application stage (section 13) and also after registration (section 25a ). These sections introduced to our legislation 12.7.2002 when the registered designs act was harmonized with the Directive 98/71/EC on the legal protection of designs. Article 51 of the council regulation 6/2002 includes almost parallel provision. 

Section 13*
An application must not be amended in a manner that does not retain the essentioal features of the overall impression of the design.

Section 25a**
A registered design may be amended at the written request of the holder, if the design has been registered contrary to provisions of Section 1, 1a, 2, 3, 3a, 4, 4a or 4b. In the amended form the design shall, however, comply with the requirements prescribed in this Act for registration, and the essential features of the overall impression of the design must not be changed. A fee for amendment of a design is payable in respect of the application.

Any amendment to a registration shall be published.

				Denmark		Concerining (a), however, new views must not disclose new subject matter.

				Switzerland		The Institut Fédéral de la Propriété Intellectuelle (Institut) notifies a refusal in the case where a design would be contrary to morality or public order or if it violates federal or international law. For this reason, the Institut examines only the reproductions of the international applications.

The Institut notifies a provisional refusal. The applicant has two (2) months from the reception of the notification to remedy the default. If, within the two months period, the applicant does not act, a final refusal is sent. 

If, for example, the default is one that violates federal law, like the use of the Swiss Cross or other Swiss or foreign armory, the Institut sends a provisional refusal with a disclaimer (“réserve de revendication”) on negative color or a disclaimer stating that the symbol shall not be protected in Switzerland. If, before the deadline, the applicant fails to invoke arguments to invalidate the notification of provisional refusal with disclaimer, the disclaimer takes effect automatically. This special procedure has been implemented with the help of WIPO during the year 2000.

				Japan		The procedure is conducted by submitting a written amendment prepared in the format prescribed by regulation. The submitted amendment will be compared to the design originally filed and the amendment will be approved if it does not change the gist of the design.

				Moldova		Since the legislation of the Republic of Moldova provides the oppotunitiy to the applicant/ owner to amend an industrial design under the Article 26(3) of the above mentioned Law, if the form it complies with protection requirements, a mechanism of implementation of such amendments has been developed at the national level. Moreover, to amend an industrial desin it is possible even at the initiative of the applicant on the grounds of the Article 35(1) and (2) of the above mentioned Law. 

[…] - Amendments can be invoked if:
(1) there is no any confirmation related to the elements specified in the subparagraphs b), e), f) and g) of the paragraph (1) under the Article 26 of th above mentioned Law, by excluding these elements from the industrial design;
(2) the quality of the view is improving or its size is changing, or additional views of the industrial design are being added.
- Views that are changing the substance of the industrial design are not taken into account.  [...]

Article 26(1)
(b) the industrial design does not comply with the requirements of Articles 7-11;
(e) the industrial design includes a protected distinctive sign, and the owner thereof is entitled to prohibit its use;
(f) a work protected by legislation on authorship rights has been used in the industrial design without authorization;
(g) an industrial design illegally includes one of the elements listed in Article 6-ter of the Paris Convention for the
Protection of Industrial Property of March 20, 1883 (hereinafter the Paris Convention).

Article 7. Novelty
Article 8. Individual character
Article 9. Composite products
Article 10. Disclosure
Article 11. Unprotectable industrial designs

				Iceland		According to the Icelandic Design Act, it is possible to deem an International Design Registration to be ineligible for registration in Iceland if the conditions set out in the Act are not fulfilled. However, the Icelandic Patent Office does not carry out examination on the other grounds than formal of International Design Registration that designate Iceland. If, however, the Icelandic Patent Office decides to provisionally refuse of protection then the proprietor of the International Registration is given a prescribed time limit to express comments on the matter and request that it be examined anew. The proprietor shall in such cases appoint an agent (representative) in accordance with the Design Act.

				Estonia		According to the Design Protection Act articles (4, 5 and 19), it is not permitted to apply with multiple applications as is possible in some other Hague Agreement member states. A registration application may include only one industrial design, the modifications of an industrial design or a set of industrial designs. 
In case where the international registration contains more than one industrial design, he Estonian Patent Office will communicate with the WIPO to inform the holder or the international registration of the notification of provisional refusal, that the international registration includes more than one industrial design and is therefore not in compliance with the unity of designs requirements; and, that the international registration could be protected only partially. In oder to overcome the grounds for refusal, the international registration could be divided by the owenr of the industrial design.

				Russia		Adjustments and amendments in the list of essentioal features provided that this amendments are not inconsistent with views of the industrial design that were submitted initially.

				Norway		(a) If any of the views include technical indications such as arrows or numbers these can be excluded.
(d) If any views include flags or official symbol these may be removed if it does not alter the overall impression of the design.

				Hungary		According to paragraph (3) of Article 60/K of the XLVIII of 2001 on the legal protection of design (hereinafter referred to as the "Design Act") the HIPO shall carry out the substantive examination of the international industrial design application. The substantive examination shall ascertaion whether the design meets the requirements of Articles 1 to 5 (protectable designs, novelty, individual character) and whether it is not excluded from design protection under Article 6 to 8 (eg. sololy technical function, contrary to public policy or morality, State emblems under the Paris Convention etc.). If the international industrial design application does not comply, in part or in whole, with the requirements examined under paragraph (3) the HIPO shall notify the International Bureau accordingly within six months from the date  prescribed by the Agreemtnt. The notification shall specify the grounds on which it is based and the applicant shall be invited to submit comments within the time limit fixed by the notification. When making a decision on the refusal of the effects of the international registration, the comments of the application shall be taken
into consideration. when replying to the above-mentioned notification, it is also possible for the applicant to make a
declaration to the effect that a particular part of the repreesntation does not belong to the design and design right is
not claimed for that part of the representaiton does not belong to the design and design right is not claimed for that
part of the design. This declaration shall be considered as an amendment of the design and it may contain an
explanatory text and drawings.

				Rumania		In case of a design can be amended in order to overcome a refusal, the applicant may submit his obserbations before the Designs Division within the time limit granted to the applicant for the response. The amendments may consist of removing of trademark or other elements (e.g. any items mentioned in the list comprised in the Article 6ter of the Paris Conventions for the Protection of the Indistrial Property) or presenting in dotted line of certain elements for which cannot be granted protection. 
If the additional views are submitted and the design is presented from other angles or in a different way as agains the initial graphic representawtions, these shall not be taken into consideration. If, after the amendments of design the refusal is overcome, OSIM will communicate to WIPO a notification of withdrawal of refusal. If the refusal is not passed, the Office will take a decision that can be appealed before the Board of appeal within 30 days from communication of decision.

				Slovenia		Possible amendment:
e) Submission of authorisation by the competent authorities if an industrial design should be refused pursant to Article 6ter of the Paris Convension (industrial Property Act, art.36(1)(c))
f) Submissioin of consent to registration of the industrial design of the competent authorities if an industrial design includes or imitates badges, emblems or escutcheous other than those covered by Article 6ter of the Paris convension and which are of particular public interest (industrial Property Act, art.36(1)(c))

				Latvia		The procedure of the refusal would follow the provisions of the Latvian Law On Designs (Section 51, Section 52) and the provisions of Geneva Act (article 12).

				OHIM		Formal criterias regarding the reproductions of a design applied by WIPO are stricter than those applied by OHIM. The only ground on which, theoretically, OHIM may notify an objection regarding the reproductions would be contrariety to morality or public order.

The application can only be refused if the applicant was given the opportunity to withdraw or amend his application or to express his observations (Articles 47(2) of Council Regulation (EC) No 6/2002). Moreover, the amendment of the reproduction is only permitted if “the identity of the design is retained” (Council Regulation No 2245/2002)

According to the OHIM examination procedure, the maintaining of an amended supposes that the deleted or corrected elements were insignificant by size or importance ( see  the Manual of Design Practice, Examination of Applications for Registered Community Designs, Section 3.3 “Objections”).

				Portugal		The Portugese Office examines the formal requirements set forth in Article 173 and 174, Article 180(3) and 180(5) and Article 184 to 187 of the Industrial Property Code and shall ascertain ex officio whether the application incurs in any of the prohibitions according to Articles 197(1) to 197(3). In case of objections in any of these situation, the applicant shall be given one month to correct  or remedy the irregularities and this time limit may be extended once only for the same period.

But if the irregularities or objections persist, the registration shall be refused and the decision will be published in the Industrial Property Bulletin with a reproduction of the industrial design. 

Nevertheless after the time limits for opposition (two months that start after the publication of the application - article 17 Industrial Property Code) and reply, it is still possible to invoke the existence of irregularities or prohibitions mentioned before and notify the applicant to correct or remedy the observed objections within one month (see article 188(9) Industrial Property Code). 

In both cases it is possible for the applicant to amend an insutrial design in orde to overcome the refusal.

				Bulgaria		[…]  the Republic of Bulgaria beinga designated state, carries out examination for compliance of the design with the definition of a 'design' and public order and morality. 
If there are grounds for rejection, a notification for full or partial rejection of the registration on the territory of the Republic of Bulgaria shall be sent to the International Bureau, […]. In that case, the applicant can amend (e.g.withdraw) the views of designs that do not satisfy the avovementioned criteria with out going beyond the scope of the first views.

				Uzbekistan		changes of the name, list of the images

				Spain		The holder of an industrial design may, within the two months, amend the industrial design, provided that it maintains its substantial identity. To his effect, he shall provide amended reproduction of the design, and as the case may be, an amended description. This procedure will be initiated in case oppositions to the registration are lodged. 

(answer to Q5.) 
The possibility to amend the industrial design will also be granted in case that it is deemed that the design that was filed does not constitute a design in legal terms or is contrary to public policy or morality. In this case, the applicant will be granted a time limit of one month to amend the design. This examination is carried-out at the same time as the time limit to lodge oppositions to the registration. In the case an opposition is lodge, a notification will be sent to the applicant grating him a cumulated time limit of two months to send the modifications.

				Mexico		2.1.(a) It is possible to amend the views in order to limit the scope of the matter that was originally submitted. The submission of additional views is not acceptable.
2.1.(b) It is possible to amend the description in order to limit the scope of the matter that was originally submitted. The submission of an additional description may be accepted to clarify the newly submitted reproductions.
2.1 (c) It is understood that the amendment of a design partial/principal/related refers to an issue of unity of invention, thus the legal framework does contemplate divisional applications.
 
The procedure to overcome a refusal of an international registration would be:

1) The IMPI would notify in writing the objections, expressing the reasons and legal basis for such resolution, and would grant a time limit of two months to reply starting from the date of the notification. The applicant would have an additional time limit of two months to comply with the requirement upon payment of the corresponding fee.
2) The reply should not contain additional matter that would give a larger scope than that of the original application as a whole. It would be necessary to include the proof of payment for the official action, and as the case may be, the proof of payment for the additional time limit.
3) It is important to mention that only two notifications of requirements could be issued in order to overcome any issue related to the substantive examination. In case this would not be done, an official action of refusal would be issued.

				Georgia		Substantive examination conducted on the international design in Georgia which is foreseen in the "Law of Georgia on Design"is ground for the decision of extension the protection of design on the territory of Georgia. Grounds for the refusal among other things may be Article 10(d), (e), (f), (g) of this law. According to this provisions, design shall not be regisered, is:

d) its registration contradicts the public order,
e) it completelyor by any consisting element coincides with the state herald, flag, banknote, full or abbreviated name of Georgia or its territorial entity or a foreign country and no consent of a competent body is given on its use.
f)  it completelyor by any consisting element coincides with the state herald, flag, banknote, full or abbreviated name of international organization and this coincidence is evident to an expert and no consent of the organization is given on its use.
g) the design or its constituent element displays an appellation of origin of goods or geographical indication which has been granted protection on the territory of Georgia based on the local registration, bilateral or international treaty.

In case of abovementioned grounds, extension of the protection on the territory of Georgia will be refused, but the refusal may be withdrawn, if:
a) the abovementioned consent will be presented.
b) if the ground of refusal was constituent element of the design and the owner of the international design will 
exclude it from the image. In that case, extension of the protection of the design will be carried out 
taking into account these changes.

		2.2.		In average, how many requests for amendments as indicated in subparagraph 2.1. are filed with your Office every year?

				Singapore		0		We have never made any refusals, based on the premise that we only do formalities examinations.						requests number

				Croatia		0		No ones yet [buy] evidence						0		17		59

				Poland		0								1 －25		7		24

				Canada		3,000-3,500		The number of amendments filed with CIPO for industrial designs is 3,000 to 3,500 every year.						3000-6000		1		3

				Jordan		15		About 15 requests from 80 received applications/year						20000 -		2		7

				Korea		22,942		During the past three years (2010-2012), KIPO received 22,942 requests for amendments in average.						No answer		3		10

				China		98,000		According to the 2012 Design application number data, it's about 98,000 designs request for amendments.

				Finland		0		Section 13 has been applied in practice every now and then but so far (during these ten years) there has not been any written requests from the holders to amend registered designs.

				Serbia		0

				Denmark		0

				Japan		6,000		Out of about 25,000 registered cases per year, approximately 6,000 cases or 24 % of the total are cases in which written amendment is submitted.

				Switzerland		1

				Moldova		35		With regards to the applications for international registrawtion filed in accordance with the Hague Agreement concerning the International Registration of Industrial Designs, designating the Republic of Moldova, no any requests for amending the industrial design in order to overcome the refusal, has been received by AGEPI.

(for the answer to Q2.1) [...] Nevertheless, over the past 10 years, more than 350 requests for amending industrial designs have been processed, including to applications for multiple registration, which constitute about 25% of the total applications filed for registration of the industrial design.

				Iceland		0		To this date no request for amendments have been made.

				Estonia		20		2013:2/5, 2012: 6/17, 2011: 6/25, 2011:6/25, 2010:3/21, 2009:7/25, 2008:14/46, 2007:31/141, 2006:34/202, 2005:53/184, 2004:43/106 (Year:No.of amended design/No. of applications)

				Norway		0

				Hungary		0		The HIPO has not received any request for amendments concerining Hague applications until now.

				Rumania		0

				Ukraine		0

				Latvia		0

				Slovenia		0

				OHIM		0		This procedure has never been applied and it is generally admitted that the design can only be maintained in an amended form in very few circumstances.

				Russia		(No answer)

				Portugal		25

				Bulgaria		0

				Uzbekistan		12

				Spain		(No answer)

				Mexico		(No answer)		The statistics that may be obtained from the system are detailed below and correspond to 2012:

The total number of designs granted was of 2644 (100%). From which 383 (14.5%) received an official action with objections during the substantive examination and only 28 (1%) received a second official action. 2233 (84.5%) applications were granted without any official action during the substantive examination.

				Georgia		0

		3.		If the answer to question 1 was “Yes”, does your Office republish or in any other way make publicly available the amended industrial design?

				Options		Number of the answers		% in total ansers		Member states		Non-member states

				Yes		19		66		Singapore, Poland, Finland, Serbia, Denmark, Moldova, Estonia, Norway, Rumania, Spain, Georgia		Canada, Jordan, Korea, China, Japan, Portugal, Mexico, Uzbekistan,

				No		8		28		Croatia, Switzerland, Hungary, Ukraine, Latvia, Slovenia, Bulgaria		Russia

				Do not know		2		7		Iceland, OHIM

				(free comments)                                Iceland		A notification concerining the altered form of a registration is published in the Patent-Gazette.

				OHIM		The lack of experience regarding this topic explains why OHIM has never envisaged a situation where an international application designating European Union should be the subject of a new publication following the amendment of the reproduction.

		4.		If the answer to question 3 was “Yes”, how are such amendments made publicly available and in which language(s)?

				Options		Number of the answers		% in total ansers		Member states		Non-member states

				(a) contents made publicly available:

				(i) amended element(s) only		3		16		Serbia, Denmark		Portugal

				(ii) Amended industrial design(s) with all corresponding elements		12		63		Singapore, Poland, Finland, Moldova, Estonia, Norway, Georgia		Jordan, Korea, Japan, Uzbekistan, Mexico

				(iii) International registration as  whole (both amended industrial designs and non-amended included)		4		21		Rumania, Spain		China, Canada

				(Free comments)

				Finland		With reference to the answer at point 2.2, no written requests from the holders to amend registered designs has not yet been occurred, but section 25 a requires that "Any amendment to a registration shall be published.".

				Moldova		Only those views of industrial designs that display the adopted amendments are being published.

				Porgugal		Only the amended elements are usually publicized, but it may depend on the status of the application and the kind of the amendment.

				Mexico		The reply corresponds to subparagraph (ii) since the final version of the industrial design is published.

				(b) languages

				(i) any of the working languages of the Hague system (please specify)

				English		10		53		Singapore, Serbia, Denmark, Estonia, Georgia		Canada, Jordan, Korea, Japan, Portugal

				French		1		5				Canada

				Spanish		2		11		Spain		Mexico

				(ii) another language (please specify)		13		68		Poland, Finland, Moldova, Estonia, Norway, Rumania, Georgia		Jordan, Korea, China, Japan, Portugal, Uzbekistan,

				another language ONLY		7		37		Poland, Finland, Moldova, Norway, Rumania		China, Uzbekistan,

				Poland		Polish

				Canada		Each registered industrial design is electronically published on the online Industrial Designs Database on CIPO's web site. The information appears in whichever of Canada's 2 official languages the application was submitted, i.e. in English or French. The title (that identifies the finised article or product) for each registered industrial desgin is the only information that CIPO makes available in both English and French (i.e. if the application was filed in English, our Office will also provide the French translation of the title once the design is registered and published.)

				Jordan		Arabic

				Korea		Korean language

				China		Chinise

				Finland		Finnish, Swedish + INID codes

				Japan		Japanese

				Moldova		Romanian

				Estonia		Estonian

				Norway		The website has Norwegian explanations and wording but some of the information is in English (name of the product)

				Rumania		Rumanian

				Portugal		Porguguese
The communication to WIPO should be in English, but in national communication or publications the Portuguese language should be used.

				Uzbekistan		Russian, Uzbek

				(c) Format

				(i) Paper publication		7		37		Poland, Moldova, Estonia, Georgia		Canada, Jordan, Uzbekistan,

				(ii) Electronic publication		19		100		Singapore, Poland, Finland, Serbia, Denmark, Moldova, Estonia, Norway, Rumania, Spain, Georgia		Canada, Jordan, Korea, China, Japan, Portugal, Mexico, Uzbekistan,

				Canada		Regarding 4 (a): The information that is published on the online ID Database is the application and drawings that were accepted for registrarion, i.e. the most recent versions. For example, if the drawings were amended before registration to overcome an Office objection or refusal, the amended drawings are published. There is also a paper file containing all documents and correspondence: the original and any amended applications and drawings. The paper file is open to public inspection after the design has been registered. Currently, this file histry is not available to clients electronically; however, CIPO is planing to give clients electronic access to their own file histories in future.

				Jordan		According to our law for industrial designs & models we will examine the application in the national level to fulfill our substantive legal requirements, in this phase some requests for substantive amendments could be, and if the application will meet all our legal requirements, we will issue preliminary acceptance after receiving national publication fees in our official gazette in Arabic language, and the publication could be amended industrial design with all corresponding elements or the same as in international publication Bulletin but in different language. What we need little flexibility in the Hague agreement according to act 1999 to expose further fees for the national publication and translation the application to Arabic language.

				Denmark		Please note that the DKPTO has not yet been confronted with this.

				Japan		In Japan, when a design is registered, the final design in which all the amendments are reflected will be published in the Publication of Registered Design. Therefore, the following contents will not be published. 
- Contents of the amendment for applications that were not registered
- Contents of the amendment when the amendment was dismissed 
- Contents if the amendments made before the final amendment, when several amendments were made

That is to say, the content of the amendment itself is not published.

				Moldova		Only those views of industrial designs that display the adopted amendments are being published.

				Iceland		Republishing of International Registrations has not been, to this date, a relevant subject. In instances where republishing of International Registration will be considered, is when a request for cancellation has been submitted for the registration in whole or in part. Following a decision in such matters, the registration may be maintained in an altered form and a notification thereto published in the Gazette.

				Russia		Amendments concerning the granted national patents to industrial designs are published in the bulletin of Rospatent in the form of notificatios (regarding changes of patentholders objects and the scope if legal protection etc.). Publication is not planned in reference to amendments related to international registrations.

				Rumania		Following the International Design Bulletin is downloaded by OSIM, the international application will be intered in the Register of Filed Applications on-line. Also, the registered designs will be published in the Register of Designs on line.

				Georgia		The data of international application and image of design, for which the protection was exended on the territory of Georgia, is published in the official bulletin of the industrial property by SAKPATENTI. It is available on the official web-site:
http://www.sakpatenti.ge/index.php?sec id=16&lang id=ENG

The internationa design which is refused on the territory of Georgia and this refusal is withdrawn, will also be published in the official bulletin. In this case all data will be published together with changed design.

		5.		Please provide any comments that you think would help the Working Group in its consideration of whether a mechanism to make available to the public amendments resulting from a procedure before an Office should be introduced in the Hague system.

				Singapore		Yes, it will be very useful for our users to know what are the amendments that may have been made. It may be done as a [...] section within the publication or the search section online.

				Greece		We would like to let you know that, though Greece has not ratified the 1999 Act of the Hague Agreement and cannot thus provide answers to the questionnaire, we wold favor such an introduction, which enhance the transparency of the system.

				Jordan		The introduction of a mechanism to the international registration system to make amendments to an international registration made in a procedue before an Office publicaly available. Our option could be that a link to the web site of the Office of a designated Contracting Party be made available in the Hague Express Database.

				Korea		We welcome the proposal, having been discussed in the Working Group, that links between the international register and the design gazette. Because the interested parties could easily find a scope of protection of designs in the designated Contracting Parties through the national design gazzette including a final amendment. One idea is that IB records each internet address that is directly linked with search screen of the national gazette in international register. another is that IB records search method of the design gazette in the international register.

				China		If an international registration has been modified, we advice that Working Group consider republishing it. For example, the IB may publish the link of the modified design in the designated Office, so that the public can be aware of it.

				Switzerland		It would be useful to have such a mechanism that would allow the public to view all the necessary and updated information about a design.
We are ready to provide you with data concerning modifications of a design included in an application designating Switzerland.

				Japan		We consider that adding linking information to the corresponding registered design on Internet Gazettes of Contracting Parties to the electronic version of the WIPO International Publication could be a possible solution of this issue. If this method is applied, it would be better to have linking information to all applications rather than for only applications in which amendments were made. In this way, it will be easier for the users to access date on Gazettes in the Contracting Parties and will enable text searches etc. using languages in each country. 
In addition, when this method is applied, there will be an issue of when and how to notify the URL for the Gazettes in each Contracting Party to the WIPO. We believe that this issue could be addressed by establishing a rule in the Common Regulations etc.
For applications processed at Examining Offices, there are cases where the content of the design is changed from that at the time of international registration due to amendments, This necessitates the users to check both the Publication issued by the WIPO and the Gazettes issued in each country, which is extremely complicated 
and difficult to understand. We believe it will be beneficial for the users to introduce a mechanism of making 
information on the amendments available in the Hague system.

				Moldova		After submitting a request for amending the industrial design from the applications for international registration (on befalf of which a notification of refusal has been issued), AGEPI will undertake the following actions:
- issue a Decision,
- publish the adopted amendments in the BOPI,
- send to WIPO information which must cover the amended views of industrial designs published in BOIP and electronic address of this publication.

				Benelux		As far as possible, it would be desirable to apply a similar approach to the one used for international trademarks in Romarin.

				Estonia		One possiblity to make the public aware of these amendments is to add to the Hague Express Databases links of national databases which refer to the amended industrial design registrations.

				Russia		We consider it appropriate to publish all amendments that were made as the result of the international registrations in national offices on the web-site of the IB of WIPO as a part of the International Designs Bulletin.

				Rumania		After submitting a request for amending the industrial design from the applications for international registration (on befalf of which a notification of refusal has been issued), OSIM will undertake the following actions:
- issue a Decision,
- publish the registered designs in Register of Designs on-line,
- if the refusal is overcome, the Office send to WIPO a withdrawal of notification of refusal.

				OHIM		OHIM considers favorably the introduction of a mechanism to make publicly available information on amendments to an international registration resulting from a procedure before the office of a designated Contracting Party, although the importance of such a mechanism is only theoretical considering the OHIM practices.

				Portugal		The public amendments should be publicized in the WIPO Gazette and in the page of the international registration concerning the respective designated country.

				Lithuania		All information (decisions, […],  etc.) should be published on WIPO web site.

				Spain		The possibility to amend the industrial design will also be granted in case that it is deemed that the design that was filed does not constitute a design in legal terms or is contrary to public policy or morality. In this case, the applicant will be granted a time limit of one month to amend the design. This examination is carried-out at the same time as the time limit to lodge oppositions to the registration. In the case an opposition is lodge, a notification will be sent to the applicant grating him a cumulated time limit of two months to send the modifications.

				Bosnia and Herzegovina		The law on Industrial Design in Bosnia and Herzegovina does not stipulate re-publishing of internationall registered industrial design. 
Our Office refers to a page: http://www.wipo.int/hague/en/bulletin/, where International Designs Bulletin is published.

														total		Member		Non-member

				Responding Offices		Total				Member states		Non-member states		39		25		14

										Singapore, Republic of Moldova,  Estonia, Republic of Lithuania, Slovenia, Latvia, Spain, Georgia, Romania, Norway, Ukraine,  Hungary, Republic of Serbia, Kyrgyzstan, Denmark, Turkey, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Poland, Croatia,  BOIP,Switzerland, OHIM, Iceland, Bulgaria, Finland,		Mexico, Republic of Macedonia,  Republic of Uzbekistan, Republic of Belarus,Japan, Austria, Republic of Argentina, China, Republic of Korea, Canada, Jordan, Greece,  Russia,  Portugal,		39		25		14

						39				25		14

		5.		Offices which support the introduction of the mechanism among the Offices answerd YES at No.3		10		53		Singapore, Switzerland,  Benelux, Estonia,		Jordan, Korea, China, Japan, Portugal, Greece		OHIM and Russia which not republish the amendment also support it

				Wish to publish the link to the amended design in the CP by such as Hague Express Database		5				Estonia,Moldova		Jordan, China, Japan

				Wish to publish the amendment on the Internationla Bulletin		1				Moldova		Russia, Portugal

				Wish to record the URL of the national publication in the International Register		1						Korea

				Wish to record the amendment itself		1						Portugal

				Wish to record the method to searh the national publication in the International Register		1						Korea

				Wish to take a similar approach like Romain		1				Benelux

				Possible to link to the national publication		1				Switzerland

										Singapore, Croatia, Poland, Finland, Serbia, Denmark, Switzerland, Moldova, Iceland, Estonia, Norway, Hungary, Rumania, Ukraine, Latvia. Slovenia, OHIM, Bulgaria, Spain





Official Languages

		Official Languages in each Offices

		States		Member/
Non-Member		Publication Language (answer to the Q.4(b) of the Questionnaire)		Republication of IR in the natinal publication
(only Member States)		Official Website								Search tool interface								Tittle of each Item in the publication								Contents of the Items in the publication (indication of the products, description, etc)								Notes

										E		F		S		Other national language		E		F		S		Other national language		E		F		S		Other national language		E		F		S		Other national language

		Singapore		M		English		a		a								a								a								a

		Serbia		M						a						a		a						a		a						a								a

		Denmark		M				a		a						a		a								a														a		Official Gazette is written in Denish only.

		Estonia		M				a		a						a		q		q		q		q								a								a		Official Gazette is in Estonian with some explanatory notes written in English.

		Georgia		M				a		a						a		q		q		q		q		a						a		a						a

		Jordan		NM				q		a						a		q		q		q		q								a								a		Official Gazette is written in Arabic only.

		Korea		NM				q		a						a		a						a		a						a		t						a		Some publications of the national registrations contain the name of the product written in English

		Japan		NM				q		a						a		a						a								a								a

		Portugal		NM				q		a						a		a						a		a						a								a

		Canada		NM		English/French		q		a		a						a		a						a		a						a		a

		Spain		M		Spanish		a						a								a								a								a

		Mexico		NM				q						a								a								a								a

				Working langages under the Hague system are used at the national publication completely.






