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and Commerce on 15" October, 1962, inventions and designs
published at the “Spring Show and Industries Fair” to be
‘held in Dublin on 7'* to 11'* May, 1963, will enjoy the tem-
porary protection provided by Section 60 and Section 76 of
the Industrial and Commercial Property (Protection) Act,

1927.

ISRAEL

Patents and Designs Ordinance (Amendment) Law
(5721 -1960) 1)

Amendment of section 21

1. — In section 21 of the Patents and Designs Ordi-
nance 2);
(1) the proviso to subsection (3) shall be replaced by the
following proviso:
“Provided that
1° a petition for a compulsory licence shall not be referred
to the court before the expiration of three years from
the date of the scaling of the patent;
2° that an order revoking a patent shall not be madc be-
fore the expiration of two years from the date of the
grant of the first compulsory licence for the use of the
invention in respect of which the patent was granted;
3° that a compulsory licence or an order revoking a patent
shall not be granted or made if the patentee has shown
reasonable cause why the reasonable requirements of the
public have not been satisfied”;

(2) the following paragraph shall be added after para-

graph (b) of subsection (5):

“(c) if the patentee does not manufacture in Israel the pro-
dnct in respect of which or in respect of the processes
of whose manufacture he has been granted a patent,
and he refuses to grant to a local manufacturer, on
reasonable terms, a licence to mannfacture the prodnct
or to use the process. ”

Applicability

2. — This Law shall apply also in the cases of inventions
in respect of which a patent has been granted before the
coming into force of this Law.

1) Passed by the Knesset on the 7th Tevet, 5721 (26th December,
1960) snd published in Sefer Ha-Chukkim No.323 of the 16th Tevet,
5721 (4th January, 1961), p. 16; the Bill and an Explanatory Note were
published in Hatza’ot Chok No. 429 of 5721, p.143.

2) Laws of Palestine vol. 11, eap. 105, p. 1076 (English Edition).
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| B.OOK REVIEW |

Le droit du breveté d’invention — contribution 3 nne analyse objective
(The right of the patentee — contribution to an objective analysis),
by Jean-Marc Mousseron. 333 pages, 25X 16 cm. Librairie générale
de droit et de jurisprudence R. Pichon et Durand-Auzias, Paris, 1961.

More and more, it is to firms and not to isolated inventors that
patents are granted; in France, for example, this is the case with respect
of 65 to 70 % of patents granted. In our time, therefore “the patentee
is no longer the inventor” as is emphasised by M. Mousseron.

This fact obliges us te revisc our conception of industrial property
legislation which, in the end., must regulate the rights of the patentee
rather than those of the inventor. It is to this end that M. Mousseron’s
work is devoted. ~

In the first part of his study, the author scrulinises the object of
the legal rules in order to determine the criteria adopted for defining
the patentable inventions and the evolutionary trend in this field of
protection, and thus to specify the overall conception which governs the
intervention of the law; in reality, for M. Mousseron, the invention.
which is covered by the law, is the acquired solution of a technical
problem as defined by its useful characteristics and the rarety and there-
fore by its economic value, the owner and status of which must be
determined by the law.

In the second part, the author studies the birth of the patentee’s
right, by determining the conditions, forms and techniques of this birth,
with a view to defining the owner of such rights and estahlishing the
respective roles of the inventor, applicant and the public authority.

In the third part, he analyses the content of the patentee’s right in
the framework of the obligations and prerogatives, both original and
common.

Once in possession of this material, the author ends by attempting
to find a definition of the legal nature of the patentee’s rights.

He concludes that it is a- question of a truly “incorporeal property
right” similar, with respect to its content, to that which the French Law
of 1957 recognises in a literary or artistic work.

Because of the detailed analysis of the more recent case law and
legislation, of facts and of the different trends in theory, the work of
M. Mousseron constitutes an extrcmely important contribution to the
development of industrial property law. G.R.W.
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