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Activities of the International Bureau

The World Intellectual Property Organization in 1987 *
WIPO and Development Cooperation Activities in the Field of Industrial Property
Highlights of the Activities of WIPO in 1987
In 1987, there was afurther expansion in the activities
of WIPO, both in the Organization's regular program
and international registration work.
The increase in activities was particularly marked in
the area of WIPO's development cooperation program
for the benefit of developing countries. A record number
of training fellowships—379—was granted to nationals
of 94 developing countries and officials of eight regional
intergovernmental organizations of developing countries. WIPO officials and consultants visited 68 developing countries, in some cases several times in the course
of the year, to advise government officials on legislative
and administrative matters, plan projects, organize
meetings, provide training to government officials, businessmen, lawyers, researchers and teachers, speak at
seminars and generally to promote greater respectfor, as
well as more effective protection and use of, intellectual
property.
In implementing the development cooperation
program, the International Bureau of WIPO was generously and often enthusiastically supported by the
governments of many countries, both developing and
industrialized. A record number of countries and intergovernmental organizations—32 and five, respectively— contributed in full or in part to the payment of the
travel and living expenses of the training fellows. A
significant advance was made in the area ofcooperation
among developing countries, with over 30 developing
countries contributing to WIPO's development cooperation program either by hosting meetings or in receiving
trainees. Each of these activities often entailed a considerable outlay of financial resources and manpower for
* This article is the first part of a report on the main activities of
WIPO in general and in the field of industrial property. Activities in the
fields of copyright and neighboring rights are covered in a corresponding article in the review Copyright.
The first part deals with the activities of WIPO as such and with
development cooperation activities in respect of industrial property
and patent information. The second part, which will appear in the April
issue of this review, will deal with other industrial property and patent
information activities.
In general, the report follows the order in which activities are set
out in the program for the 1986-87 biennium, approved by the
Governing Bodies of WIPO and the Unions administered by WIPO in
1985. It recalls, from the said program, the objectives of the activities
described.

those developing countries. The International Bureau
identified and made available to developing countries the
services, as WIPO consultants or speakers, of some 40
experts from developing countries.
In carrying out the development cooperation
program, particular emphasis was placed on responding
to the immediate preoccupations and current interests of
individual or groups of developing countries. Without
neglecting, therefore, WIPO's advice and assistance in
the three traditional development cooperation areas of
revision or drafting oflegislation, overhauling of governmental administrative structures and training, a
stronger emphasis was put on such relatively newer areas
as the computerization ofpatent and trademark operations, the training of judges, university teachers of intellectual property law and industrial property agents or
lawyers, greater discrimination in storage and access to
patent documents, higher sophistication in the use of
those documents, protection of emerging technologies,
establishment of authors' and composers' societies,
advancing intercountry and regional cooperation
through establishing new or strengthening existing cooperative mechanisms and the promotion of closer links
between the government and private sectors.
Apartfrom WIPO's regular budget, thefollowing five
industrialized countries gave cash contributions for
development cooperation activities in the intellectual
property field: Finland, France, Germany (Federal
Republic of), Japan, Sweden.
Many of the development cooperation activities
carried out by WIPO were carried out as "projects"
planned by the interested governments of developing
countries, the International Bureau of WIPO and the
United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) and
financed by the latter. Four regional (one each for Africa,
the Arab countries, Asia and the Pacific, and Latin
America and the Caribbean), and a score of national,
projects were implemented during the year.
There was significant progress in regard to work
relating to general intellectual property questions of
topical interest: the harmonization of certain provisions
in laws for the protection of inventions, intellectual
property in respect of integrated circuits, protection
against counterfeiting, industrial property in respect of
biotechnological inventions, the creation of links between
the Madrid Agreement Concerning the International
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Registration of Marks and the proposed European
Community Trade Mark as well as the development of
principles in the copyright protection of various categories of works. On the basis of work which had been
completed, the Governing Bodies decided, in September,
that a diplomatic conference to consider the draft treaty
on the protection of intellectual property in respect of
integrated circuits would be held, subject to certain steps
being first taken, in the 1988-89 biennium. Furthermore,
the Governing Bodies decided that a diplomatic
conferenceon the Madrid Agreement would be convened,
in the first half of 1989, to consider the adoption of two
protocols, one of which would make accession to the
Treaty by non-contracting States easier and the other
would establish a link between the Madrid system and
the future European Community trademark system,
enabling the simultaneous use of the two systems.
On the revision of the Paris Convention, new
proposals were made in the three consultative meetings
which took place during the year.
In September 1987, the Governing Bodies decided to
transform and expand the mandate of the Permanent
Committee.on Patent Information (PCPI) and renamed
it the Permanent Committee on Industrial Property
Information (PCIPI). The new Permanent Committee
will deal with, in addition to patent documentation and
information, documentation and information relating to
marks and industrial designs.
Pursuantto anotherdecision of theGoverningBodies,
WIPO officials attended two meetings, in October and
November, of the GATT Negotiating Group on TradeRelated Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights,
Including Trade in Counterfeit Goods. In thefirst halfof
the year, WIPO had organized four informal information meetings for the Permanent Missions of countries represented in Geneva on the intellectual property
aspects of the Uruguay Round of GATT.
Lastly, among the highlights of the year were two
other decisions of the Governing Bodies taken during
their September sessions, first, the approval of the
program and budget of the 1988-89 biennium, with an
approved expenditure of 107.1 million Swiss francs, and
second, that efforts to establish an international register
of audiovisual works should continue.

I. Intellectual Property Activities:
Promotion of the Worldwide Recognition
of and Respect for Intellectual Property
Objectives
The general objective is to promote the realization of
the benefits of intellectual property—both industrial
property and copyright—for the cultural and economic
progress of any country. As a natural avenue leading to
such benefits, the objective is also to promote accession
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to the treaties administered by WIPO by countries not
yet party to them.
Activities
During the period covered by this report, WIPO
continued to promote acceptance by States of the WIPO
Convention and of the other treaties administered by
WIPO. In addition to the activities referred to below in
relation to specific treaties, discussions on such acceptance took place during WIPO missions to States,
particularly developing countries, in meetings with
permanent missions of States in Geneva and in contacts
with delegations of States at intergovernmental
meetings. Notes concerning the advantages of acceptance of particular treaties for particular countries were
prepared and sent to the competent authorities of the
countries concerned.
Convention Establishing the World Intellectual
Property Organization. In March, Paraguay deposited
its instrument of accession to the WIPO Convention.
The WIPO Convention came into force in respect of
Paraguay on June 20, 1987. On December 31,1987, the
number of members of WIPO was 117. They were the
following: Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bahamas, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium,
Benin, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Byelorussian SSR, Cameroon, Canada, Central African
Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Congo, Costa
Rica, Côte d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic People's Republic of Korea, Denmark,
Egypt, El Salvador, Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon,
Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Germany
(Federal Republic of), Ghana, Greece, Guatemala,
Guinea, Haiti, Holy See, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland,
India, Indonesia, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica,
Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Lebanon, Lesotho, Libya, Liechtenstein, Luxembourg, Malawi, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Monaco, Mongolia,
Morocco, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger,
Norway, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Republic of Korea,
Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra
Leone, Somalia, South Africa, Soviet Union, Spain, Sri
Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Switzerland, Togo,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian SSR, United Arab
Emirates, United Kingdom, United Republic of
Tanzania, United States of America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia,
Zimbabwe.
Treaties Providing for the Substantive Protection
of Intellectual Property
Berne Convention for the Protection of Literary and
Artistic Works. In February, Morocco deposited its
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instrument of ratification of the Berne Convention as
revisedatParison July 24,1971. The Paris Act(1971)of
the Convention entered into force with respect to
Morocco on May 17, 1987.
In December, Colombia deposited its instrument of
accession to the Berne Convention as revised at Paris on
July 24, 1971. When the accession of Colombia took
effect on March 7, 1988, the number of States party to
the Berne Convention reached 77.
Rome Convention for the Protection of Performers,
Producers of Phonograms and Broadcasting Organisations. In April, France deposited its instrument of ratification of the Rome Convention and made certain
declarations in respect of Articles 5, 12 and 16 thereof.
The said Convention entered into force in respect of
France on July 3, 1987.
In October, Burkina Faso deposited its instrument of
accession to the Rome Convention. The said
Convention entered into force in respect of Burkina
Faso on January 14, 1988. On that date, the number of
States party to the Rome Convention reached 32.
Geneva Convention for the Protection of Producers of
Phonograms Against Unauthorized Duplication of
Their Phonograms. In July, the Republic of Korea
deposited its instrument of accession to the Phonograms Convention. The said Convention entered into
force in respect of the Republic of Korea on October 10,
1987.
In October, Burkina Faso deposited its instrument of
accession to the Phonograms Convention. The said
Convention entered into force in respect of Burkina
Faso on January 30, 1988. On that date, the number of
States party to the Phonograms Convention reached
41.
Treaties Providing for Simplified Possibilities
for the International Protection of Inventions,
Marks and Industrial Designs
Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT). In April, the
United States of America withdrew, with effect from
July 1, 1987, its declaration made at the time of the
deposit of its instrument of ratification of the Patent
Cooperation Treaty to the effect that the United States
of America would not be bound by the provisions of
Chapter II of the said Treaty.
In September, Japan withdrew the declaration made
pursuant to Article 64(2)(a) of the Patent Cooperation
Treaty concerning, in particular, the time Unfit applicable under Chapter II of the said Treaty for the
furnishing of a translation of the international application. The withdrawal of the said declaration took
effect on December 8, 1987.
Hague Agreement Concerning the International
Deposit of Industrial Designs. In May, Italy deposited

its instrument of ratification of the Hague Agreement as
revised at The Hague on November 28, 1960, and its
instrument of accession to the Complementary Act of
Stockholm (1967) of the said Agreement. The Hague
Act ( 1960) of the Hague Agreement entered into force in
respect of Italy on June 13, 1987, whereas the
Stockholm (Complementary) Act (1967) entered into
force in respect of Italy on August 13,1987. On June 13,
1987, the number of States party to the Hague
Agreement reached 21.
Budapest Treaty on the International Recognition of
the Deposit of Microorganisms for the Purposes of
Patent Procedure. In April, the Netherlands deposited
its instrument of ratification, for the Kingdom in
Europe, the Netherlands Antilles and Aruba, of the
Budapest Treaty, as amended on September 26, 1980.
The Budapest Treaty entered into force in respect of the
Netherlands, insofar as concerns the Kingdom in
Europe, the Netherlands Antilles and Aruba, on July 2,
1987.
Also in April, Australia deposited its instrument of
accession to the Budapest Treaty, as amended on
September 26,1980. The Budapest Treaty entered into
force in respect of Australia on July 7, 1987.
In December, the Republic of Korea deposited its
instrument of accession to the Budapest Treaty. The
Budapest Treaty entered into force in respect of the
Republic of Korea on March 28,1988. On that date, the
number of States party to the Budapest Treaty reached
22.
Nice Agreement Concerning the International Classification of Goods and Services for the Purposes of the
Registration of Marks. In September, the Soviet Union
deposited its instrument of ratification of the Geneva
Act (1977) of the Nice Agreement The said Act entered
into force with respect to the Soviet Union on
December 30, 1987.

II. Development Cooperation with
Developing Countries in the Fields
of Industrial Property and Patent Information
Objective
The objective is to assist developing countries in the
establishment or modernization of their industrial
property systems in the following ways:
(i) training specialists;
(ii) creating or improving domestic legislation;
(iii) creating or improving governmental institutions;
(iv) stimulating domestic inventive and creative
activity;
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(v) stimulating the acquisition of foreign patented
technology;
(vi) creating a corps of practitioners;
(vii) exploiting
technological
information
contained in patent documents.
Activities
Development of Human Resources in Global,
Regional and National Training Courses
and Seminars
GLOBAL

In 1987, WIPO received 688 applications for
training in industrial property from 109 developing
countries, three other countries (Bulgaria, Poland,
Turkey) and 11 organizations, namely, the Arab Industrial Development Organization (AIDO), the League of
Arab States Documentation and Information Center
(ALDOQ, the Economic Community of the Great
Lakes Countries (CEPGL), the Federation of Arab
Scientific Research Councils (FASRC), the Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC), the Central American Institute
for Research and Industrial Technology (ICATTI), the
Nutrition Institute for Central America and Panama
(INCAP), the Panafricanist Congress of Azania (PAC),
the Permanent Secretariat of the General Treaty on
Central American Economic Integration (SIECA), the
United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees
(UNHCR) and the United Nations Relief and Works
Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near East
(UNRWA). Two-hundred-and-ninety-six of those
applications from the following 87 developing countries, from one other country (Bulgaria), and from eight
organizations, namely, from AIDO, ALDOC, CEPGL,
FASRC, GCC, INCAP, SIECA and UNHCR, were
accepted: Algeria, Argentina, Bangladesh, Barbados,
Benin, Bolivia, Brazil, Burkina Faso, Burundi,
Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile,
China, Colombia, Congo, Côte d'Ivoire, Cuba, Democratic People's Republic of Korea, Democratic Yemen,
Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Gambia,
Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea, India, Indonesia, Jamaica,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia,
Libya, Magadascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Nepal, Niger, Nigeria, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New
Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Qatar, RepubUc of
Korea, Republic of Palau, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa,
Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra
Leone, Somalia, Sudan, Swaziland, Syria, Thailand,
Tonga, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, United
Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay,
Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia, Zaire,
Zambia, Zimbabwe.
The following 28 countries, five intergovernmental
organizations, and three institutions contributed in full
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or in part to the payment of the travel expenses and
subsistence allowances, or otherwise, for training in the
field of industrial property: Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Brazil, Bulgaria, Cameroon, Czechoslovakia,
Egypt, Finland, France, German Democratic Republic,
Germany (Federal RepubUc of), Hungary, Israel, Italy,
Japan, Netherlands, Soviet Union, Spain, Sri Lanka,
Sweden, Switzerland, Syria, United Kingdom, United
States of America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Zimbabwe,
Benelux Designs Office (BBDM), Benelux Trademark
Office (BBM), European Patent Office (EPO), African
InteUectual Property Organization (OAPI), United
Nations Development Programme (UNDP), CompuMark (Belgium), International Patent Documentation
Center (INPADOC), Télésystèmes Questel (France).
The remainder of the cost was borne by the budget of
WIPO.
The foUowing training courses took place in 1987 (in
chronological order):
(a) in January and February, 31 trainees attended a
Training Course (in EngUsh) on InteUectual Property for
Developing Countries of Asia and the Pacific, organized
by WIPO, with the cooperation of the Government of
Sri Lanka and the Sri Lanka Foundation, in Colombo,
with the financial support of UNDP; the participants
came from Bangladesh, China, Fiji, India, Indonesia,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mongolia, Nepal, Pakistan, Papua
New Guinea, the PhiUppines, the RepubUc of Korea,
RepubUc of Palau, Samoa, Thailand, Tonga, Vanuatu
and Viet Nam; four nationals of Sri Lanka also participated; lectures were given by WIPO consultants from
Germany (Federal RepubUc of), the PhiUppines,
Sweden and the United Kingdom, as weU as by a WIPO
official;
(b) in May and June, three trainees attended a
Training Course (in EngUsh) on Patent Examination,
organized by WIPO and the United States Patent and
Trademark Office (USPTO), in Washington, with the
financial support of UNDP; the participants came from
the Philippines and FASRC; lectures were given by
officials from the USPTO and from other United States
institutions;
(c) in June, 21 trainees attended a Training Course
(in EngUsh) on Patent Information, organized by WIPO
and the USSR State Committee for Inventions and
Discoveries, in Moscow, with financial support from a
trust fund estabUshed by the Soviet Union with the
UNDP; the participants came from BoUvia, Brazil,
Bulgaria, China, Colombia, Côte d'Ivoire, the Democratic People's RepubUc of Korea, Democratic Yemen,
Ethiopia, Guatemala, Morocco, Romania, Somalia,
Syria, Uruguay, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia and FASRC;
lectures were given by WIPO consultants from Austria
and Malaysia, by officials from the USSR State
Committee for Inventions and Discoveries and from
other Soviet institutions, and by a Deputy Director
General and two WIPO officials;
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(d) in June, 13 trainees attended a General Introductory Course on Industrial Property (in English) organized by WIPO in cooperation with the African
Regional Industrial Property Organization (ARIPO), in
Harare, with the financial support of the Swedish International Development Authority (SIDA); the participants came from Ethiopia, Ghana, Kenya, Lesotho,
Malawi, Mauritius, Swaziland, Uganda, the United
Republic of Tanzania and Zambia; ten nationals of
Zimbabwe also participated; lectures were given by
WIPO consultants from the Netherlands and Sweden,
as well as by WIPO officials;
(e) in June and July, five trainees attended a
Training Course (in English) on Patent Classification
and Searching at the EPO in The Hague; the participants came from Argentina, Brazil, the Philippines and
Uruguay; the course was followed by visits to the EPO
headquarters in Munich and to WIPO;
(f) in June and July, two trainees attended a Training
Course (in French) on Patent Classification and
Searching at the EPO in The Hague; the participants
came from the Congo and Mexico; the course was
followed by visits to the EPO headquarters in Munich
and to WIPO;
(g) in June and July, 15 trainees attended a General
Introductory Course on Industrial Property (in French)
organized by WIPO in cooperation with OAPI, at the
headquarters of OAPI in Yaounde; the participants
came from Benin, Burundi, the Central African
Republic, Chad, the Congo, Côte d'Ivoire, Guinea,
Mali, Morocco, Senegal, Zaire and CEPGL; twenty-six
nationals of Cameroon and officiais of OAPI also participated; lectures were given by two WIPO consultants
from France and by OAPI and WIPO officials; the
participation of the lecturers from France was financed
through funds made available to WIPO by the
Government of France;
(h) in September, immediately preceding the
courses referred to in (i), (j), (k), (1), (m), (n) and (o),
below, 78 trainees attended an Introductory Seminar (in
Arabic, English, French and Spanish) on General
Aspects of Industrial Property, at the headquarters of
WIPO in Geneva; the participants came from
Argentina, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Brazil,
Cameroon, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, the Congo,
Cuba, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Ghana, Indonesia,
Jamaica, Lesotho, Magadascar, Malaysia, Mali,
Mexico, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, the Philippines, the
Republic of Korea, Rwanda, Sao Tome and Principe,
Saudi Arabia, Sudan, Swaziland, Syria, Thailand,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Zaire, Zimbabwe, INCAP and
UNHCR; in addition, officials of the Permanent
Missions to the United Nations Office at Geneva of a
number of countries attended the Seminar; lectures
were given by consultants from Belgium and Switzerland and by WIPO officials;
(i) in September, 11 trainees attended a Specialized
Training Course (in English) on Trademarks, organized

by WIPO and the BBM, in The Hague; the participants
came from Argentina, China, Cuba, Paraguay, the Philippines, Swaziland, Syria, Thailand, Uruguay, Viet
Nam and Zimbabwe; lectures were given by officials of
the BBM, representatives of private enterprise, officials
of some member States of the BBM and WIPO officials;
the Course was followed by visits to private enterprises
in Belgium, Luxembourg and the Netherlands;
(j) in September, 15 trainees attended a Seminar (in
English and French) on Technical Information as an
Aid to Industrial Development: Patent Documents,
organized by WIPO in cooperation with the EPO, in
The Hague; the participants came from Barbados,
Chile, the Congo, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mali,
Paraguay, the Philippines, the Republic of Korea, Saudi
Arabia, Thailand, Tunisia and Venezuela; lectures were
given by officials of the EPO, representatives of private
enterprises, officials of some Member States of the EPO
and WIPO officials ; the Seminar was followed by a visit
to the EPO headquarters in Munich, and, for seven
trainees, by practical training on patent documentation
at the Netherlands Patent Office (Octrooirad);
(k) in September and October, 29 trainees attended
a General Introductory Course (in English and French)
on Industrial Property, organized by WIPO and the
Center for the International Study of Industrial
Property (CEIPI) in cooperation with the National
institute of Industrial Property of France (TNPi), in
Strasbourg; the participants came from Argentina,
Bangladesh, Benin, Brazil, Burundi, Cameroon, Chad,
El Salvador, Ethiopia, Ghana, Lesotho, Magadascar,
Mali, Paraguay, the Philippines, Rwanda, Sao Tome
and Principe, Sudan, Thailand, Tunisia, Uganda,
Uruguay, Viet Nam, Zaire, Zimbabwe and INCAP;
lectures were given by the Director General of CEIPI
and professors and lawyers of or associated with CEIPI,
officials of INPI (France), the Max Planck Institute for
Foreign and International Patent, Copyright and
Competition Law, the EPO and WIPO, as well as representatives of private enterprises in France; this course
was followed, for most of those concerned, by practical
training in industrial property in one of the following
countries or organization: Bulgaria, Finland, France,
German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Israel, Switzerland, United Kingdom and OAPI. This was the tenth
of the yearly courses of its kind and, to mark the anniversary, the Director General attended the closing
ceremony and, as a sign of WIPO's appreciation,
presented WIPO gold medals to Mr. J.-C. Combaldieu,
Director General of INPI (France), to Professor J.-J.
Burst, Director General of CEIPI and to CEIPI.
(1) in September and October, 11 trainees attended a
Training Course (in Spanish) on Industrial Property,
organized by WIPO and the Registry of Industrial
Property of Spain in Madrid; the participants came
from Argentina, Brazil, Colombia, Cuba, Mexico,
Panama, Peru, Uruguay and Venezuela; lectures
were given by officials of the Spanish Registry and
WIPO;
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(m) in September and October, six trainees attended
a Training Course (in English) on Patent Classification
and Searching, organized by WIPO and the Austrian
Patent Office in Vienna; the participants came from
China, Colombia, Egypt, Jamaica and the RepubHc of
Korea; lectures were given by officials of the Austrian
Office; INPADOC and Télésystèmes Questel offered
free access to their data bases and teaching material;
(n) in September and October, four trainees
attended a Training Course (in English) on Industrial
Property, organized by WIPO and the German Patent
Office, in Munich, with the cooperation of the Carl
Duisberg Gesellschaft (CDG); the participants came
from Ethiopia, Indonesia, Panama and Trinidad and
Tobago;
(o) in September and October, five trainees attended
a Training Course (in English) on Patent Searching and
Examination, organized by WIPO and the Swedish
Patent Office in Stockholm, with the financial support
of SIDA and the Swedish Commission for Technical
Cooperation (BITS); the participants came from
Bangladesh, India, Peru and Zimbabwe; lectures were
given by officials of the Swedish Office;
(p) in October, 27 trainees attended a Seminar (in
English) on Industrial Property, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the Government of Nigeria in Abuja,
with the financial support of UNDP; the participants
came from Ethiopia, the Gambia, Ghana, Kenya,
Liberia, Malawi, Mauritius, Sierra Leone, Somalia,
Sudan, Swaziland, Uganda, the United Republic of
Tanzania, Zambia and Zimbabwe; over 70 nationals of
Nigeria also participated; lectures were given by three
Nigerian government officials, a government official
each from Ghana, Sierra Leone and Zambia, two WIPO
consultants from the United Kingdom and a WIPO
official;
(q) in October, 15 trainees attended a Seminar (in
Spanish) on Industrial Property and its Impact on the
Development Process, organized by WIPO and the
National Institute of Industrial Property (INPI) of
Brazil in Rio de Janeiro; the participants came from
Argentina, Bolivia, Colombia, Cuba, El Salvador,
Guatemala, Mexico, Peru, Uruguay, Venezuela,
INCAP and SIECA; lectures were given by officials of
INPI (Brazil) and of various Brazilian governmental
and private institutions, by a WIPO consultant from
Cuba and by a WIPO official;
(r) in October, three trainees attended a Training
Course (in English) on Patent Examination at the EPO
in Munich; the participants came from Brazil, the Philippines and Venezuela; the course was preceded by a
visit to the EPO in The Hague and followed by a visit to
WIPO;
(s) in October and November, 13 trainees attended a
Training Course (in English) on Patent Examination,
organized by WIPO and the USPTO in Washington,
with the financial support of UNDP; the participants
came from Colombia, Egypt, India, the Philippines, the
Republic of Korea, Thailand, Uruguay and Venezuela;
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lectures were given by officials from the USPTO and
from other United States institutions;
(t) in October and November, 33 trainees attended a
Regional Seminar (in Arabic) on Industrial Property for
Arab Countries, organized by WIPO and the
Government of Syria in Damascus, with the financial
support of UNDP; some 400 participants came from
Algeria, Democratic Yemen, Egypt, Jordan, Kuwait,
Lebanon, Libya, Morocco, Qatar, Saudi Arabia,
Somalia, Sudan, Syria, Tunisia, the United Arab
Emirates, AIDO, ALDOC, FASRC and GCC; lectures
were given by a WIPO consultant from FASRC,
government officials of Syria and WIPO officials;
(u) in November, 33 trainees attended a Seminar (in
French) on Trademarks and their Role in Economic
Development, organized by WIPO and the
Government of Cameroon in Douala; the participants
came from Benin, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cameroon,
the Central African Republic, Chad, the Congo, Côte
d'Ivoire, Gabon, Guinea, Madagascar, Mali, Mauritania, Niger, Senegal and Zaire; thirty-four nationals of
Cameroon and one OAPI expert also participated;
lectures were given by WIPO consultants from France
and Switzerland and by officials of OAPI and of
WIPO.
In addition to the above courses, special training
programs and study tours were organized, mostly in the
framework of UNDP-funded technical cooperation
projects, for 45 officials from Chile, China, Colombia,
Democratic Yemen, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Hungary,
India, Indonesia, Malaysia, Mexico, Paraguay, the Philippines, the Republic of Korea, Somalia, Sudan, Syria,
Turkey, Uruguay, Zaire and SIECA; the above
programs and study tours included visits to one or
several of the following countries, organizations and
institutions: Argentina, Australia, Brazil, Egypt,
France, Germany (Federal Republic of), Japan, Spain,
Sweden, Switzerland, United Kingdom, United States
of America, Uruguay, Venezuela, BBDM, BBM,
Compu-Mark (Belgium), EPO, INPADOC, Télésystèmes Questel (France), WIPO.
In most cases, the arrangements for training in 1987
included visits to WIPO headquarters.
REGIONAL AND NATIONAL

Africa
Benin. In June and July, a government official
attended a General Introductory Course on Industrial
Property, organized by WIPO in cooperation with
OAPI, in Yaounde.
In November, two government officials attended a
Regional Seminar on Trademarks, organized by WIPO
in cooperation with the Government of Cameroon, in
Douala.
Burkina Faso. In November, two government officials attended a Regional Seminar on Trademarks, orga-
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nized by WIPO in cooperation with the Government of
Cameroon, in Douala.
Burundi. In June and July, two government officials
attended a General Introductory Course on Industrial
Property, organized by WIPO in cooperation with
OAPI, in Yaounde.
In November, two government officials attended a
Regional Seminar on Trademarks, organized by WIPO
in cooperation with the Government of Cameroon, in
Douala.
Cameroon. In November, the first Regional
Seminar on Trademarks (in Africa) was organized by
WIPO in cooperation with the Government of
Cameroon, in Douala. The Director General and three
WIPO officials attended the Seminar.
About 70 government officials from 16 African
countries (Benin, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cameroon,
Central African Republic, Chad, Congo, Côte d'Ivoire,
Gabon, Guinea, Madagascar, Mali, Mauritania, Niger,
Senegal, Zaire) attended the Seminar. The report
adopted at the end of the Seminar stressed the need to
organize further similar meetings for African countries
in the development of their commercial activities.
Two WIPO consultants from France and Switzerland and an official from OAPI participated as
lecturers. The participation of the French consultant
was financed under funds made available by the
Government of France.
Central African Republic. In June and July, a
government official attended a General Introductory
Course on Industrial Property, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with OAPI, in Yaounde.
In November, two government officials attended a
Regional Seminar on Trademarks, organized by WIPO
in cooperation with the Government of Cameroon, in
Douala.
Chad. In June and July, two government officials
attended a General Introductory Course on Industrial
Property, organized by WIPO in cooperation with
OAPI, in Yaounde.
In November, two government officials attended a
Regional Seminar on Trademarks, organized by WIPO
in cooperation with the Government of Cameroon, in
Douala.
Congo. In June and July, a government official
attended a General Introductory Course on Industrial
Property, organized by WIPO in cooperation with
OAPI, in Yaounde.
In November, two government officials attended a
Regional Seminar on Trademarks, organized by WIPO
in cooperation with the Government of Cameroon, in
Douala.

Côte d'Ivoire. In June, a Workshop (in English and
French) on Patent Documentation as a Source of Technical Information for the Scientists, Technologists and
Searchers of African Countries, in Abidjan, was organized by WIPO in cooperation with the African
Regional Centre for Technology (ARCT)> at the invitation of the Government of Côte d'Ivoire.
Also in June and July, a government official attended
a General Introductory Course on Industrial Property,
organized by WIPO in cooperation with OAPI, in
Yaounde.
In November, two government officials attended a
Regional Seminar on Trademarks, organized by WIPO
in cooperation with the Government of Cameroon, in
Douala.
Ethiopia. In June, two government officials
attended a General Introductory Course on Industrial
Property, organized by WIPO in cooperation with
ARIPO, in Harare.
In October, two government officials attended a
Seminar on Industrial Property, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the Government of Nigeria, in
Abuja.
Gabon. In November, two government officials
attended a Regional Seminar on Trademarks, organized
by WIPO in cooperation with the Government of
Cameroon, in Douala.
Gambia. In October, two government officials
attended a Seminar on Industrial Property, organized
by WIPO in cooperation with the Government of
Nigeria, in Abuja.
Ghana. In June, a government official attended a
General Introductory Course on Industrial Property,
organized by WIPO in cooperation with ARIPO, in
Harare.
In October, two government officials attended a
Seminar on Industrial Property, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the Government of Nigeria, in
Abuja.
Guinea. In June and July, a government official
attended a General Introductory Course on Industrial
Property, organized by WIPO in cooperation with
OAPI, in Yaounde.
In November, two government officials attended a
Regional Seminar on Trademarks, organized by WIPO
in cooperation with the Government of Cameroon, in
Douala.
Kenya. In June, a government official attended a
General Introductory Course on Industrial Property,
organized by WIPO in cooperation with ARIPO, in
Harare.
In October, a government official attended a
Seminar on Industrial Property, organized by WIPO in
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cooperation with the Government of Nigeria, in
Abuja.
Lesotho. In June, two government officials attended
a General Introductory Course on Industrial Property,
organized by WIPO in cooperation with ARIPO, in
Harare.
Liberia. In October, a government official attended
a Seminar on Industrial Property, organized by WIPO
in cooperation with the Government of Nigeria, in
Abuja.
Libya. See under "Arab Countries."
Madagascar. In November, two government officials attended a Regional Seminar on Trademarks, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the Government of
Cameroon, in Douala.
Malawi. In June, a government official attended a
General Introductory Course on Industrial Property,
organized by WIPO in cooperation with ARIPO, in
Harare.
In October, two government officials attended a
Seminar on Industrial Property, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the Government of Nigeria, in
Abuja.
Mali. In June and July, a government official
attended a General Introductory Course on Industrial
Property, organized by WIPO in cooperation with
OAPI, in Yaounde.
In November, two government officials attended a
Regional Seminar on Trademarks, organized by WIPO
in cooperation with the Government of Cameroon, in
Douala.
Mauritania. In November, two government officials attended a Regional Seminar on Trademarks, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the Government of
Cameroon, in Douala.
Mauritius. In June, a government official attended a
General Introductory Course on Industrial Property,
organized by WIPO in cooperation with ARIPO, in
Harare.
In October, two government officials attended a
Seminar on Industrial Property, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the Government of Nigeria, in
Abuja.
Morocco. See under "Arab Countries."
Niger. In October, a Seminar on Intellectual
Property for Magistrates was organized in Niamey by
WIPO in cooperation with OAPI and the Government
of Niger.
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In November, two government officials attended a
Regional Seminar on Trademarks, organized by WIPO
in cooperation with the Government of Cameroon, in
Douala.
Nigeria. In March, a WIPO consultant from Nigeria
gave a lecture at a Seminar on Licensing and Other
Technology Transfer Arrangements, organized by
WIPO in cooperation with the Government of
Thailand, the Law Society of Thailand, and the Trade
Mark, Patent and Copyright Association of Thailand, in
Bangkok.
In October, WIPO organized, in cooperation with
the Government of Nigeria, a Seminar on Industrial
Property in Abuja. A report was adopted at the end of
the meeting expressing satisfaction with the Seminar
and inviting WIPO to continue its cooperation with
Nigeria in the field of industrial property in view of the
important role that industrial property could play in the
technological and economic development of a country.
The Seminar was funded by the UNDP-financed
regional project.
Senegal. In June and July, two government officials
attended a General Introductory Course on Industrial
Property, organized by WIPO in cooperation with
OAPI, in Yaounde.
In November, two government officials attended a
Regional Seminar on Trademarks, organized by WIPO
in cooperation with the Government of Cameroon, in
Douala.
Sierra Leone. In October, a government official
attended a Seminar on Industrial Property, organized
by WIPO in cooperation with the Government of
Nigeria, in Abuja.
Somalia. See under "Arab Countries."
Sudan. See under "Arab Countries."
Swaziland. In June, a government official attended
a General Introductory Course on Industrial Property
organized by WIPO, in cooperation with ARIPO, in
Harare.
In October, two government officials attended a
Seminar on Industrial Property, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the Government of Nigeria, in
Abuja.
Uganda. In June, a government official attended a
General Introductory Course on Industrial Property,
organized by WIPO in cooperation with ARIPO, in
Harare.
In October, two government officials attended a
Seminar on Industrial Property, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the Government of Nigeria, in
Abuja.
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United Republic of Tanzania. In June, two
government officials attended a General Introductory
Course on Industrial Property, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with ARIPO, in Harare.
In October, two government officials attended a
Seminar on Industrial Property, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the Government of Nigeria, in
Abuja.
Zaire. In June and July, a government official
attended a General Introductory Course on Industrial
Property, organized by WIPO in cooperation with
OAPI, in Yaounde.
In November, two government officials attended a
Regional Seminar on Trademarks, organized by WIPO
in cooperation with the Government of Cameroon, in
Douala.
Zambia. In June, a government official attended a
General Introductory Course on Industrial Property,
organized by WIPO in cooperation with ARIPO, in
Harare.
In October, a government official attended a
Seminar on Industrial Property, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the Government of Nigeria, in
Abuja.
Zimbabwe. In June, a government official attended
a General Introductory Course on Industrial Property,
organized by WIPO in cooperation with ARIPO, in
Harare.
In October, a government official attended a
Seminar on Industrial Property, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the Government of Nigeria, in
Abuja.

Arab Countries
Algeria. In October and November, three
government officials attended a Regional Seminar on
Industrial Property for Arab Countries, organized by
WIPO in cooperation with the Government of Syria, in
Damascus.
Democratic Yemen. In March, a National Seminar
on the Usefulness of Industrial Property in Development, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
Patent Information and Documentation Unit (PIDU),
within FASRC, was held in Aden. The Seminar was
attended by approximately 20 participants from the
Registrar General's Department and other national
bodies. Two WIPO officials, as well as the head of
PIDU, also participated in the Seminar. The Seminar
was funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.
Discussions were also held with government officials
regarding the strengthening of the industrial property
system.

In October and November, two government officials
attended a Regional Seminar on Industrial Property for
Arab Countries, organized by WIPO in cooperation
with the Government of Syria, in Damascus.
Egypt. In October and November, two government
officials attended a Regional Seminar on Industrial
Property for Arab Countries, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the Government of Syria, in
Damascus.
Jordan. In July, WIPO organized, in cooperation
with the Government of Jordan, a national Training
Course on Industrial Property. About 40 participants
from the Ministry of Industry and Trade, universities
and research and development institutions attended.
This Training Course was funded by the UNDPfinanced regional project.
In October and November, two government officials
attended a Regional Seminar on Industrial Property for
Arab Countries, organized by WIPO in cooperation
with the Government of Syria, in Damascus.
Kuwait. In October and November, two
government officials attended a Regional Seminar on
Industrial Property for Arab Countries, organized by
WIPO in cooperation with the Government of Syria, in
Damascus.
Lebanon. In October and November, a government
official attended a Regional Seminar on Industrial
Property for Arab Countries, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the Government of Syria, in
Damascus.
Libya. In March, a National Seminar on the
Usefulness of Industrial Property in Development,
organized by WIPO in cooperation with PIDU, within
the FASRC, was held in Tripoli. The Seminar was
attended by approximately 40 participants. Two WIPO
officials, as well as the head of PIDU, also participated
in the Seminar. The Seminar was funded by the UNDPfinanced regional project.
In October and November, two government officials
attended a Regional Seminar on Industrial Property for
Arab Countries, organized by WIPO in cooperation
with the Government of Syria, in Damascus.
Morocco. In June and July, a government official
attended a General Introductory Course on Industrial
Property, organized by WIPO in cooperation with
OAPI, in Yaounde.
In October and November, two government officials
attended a Regional Seminar on Industrial Property for
Arab Countries, organized by WIPO in cooperation
with the Government of Syria, in Damascus.
Qatar. In October and November, two government
officials attended a Regional Seminar on Industrial
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Property for Arab Countries, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the Government of Syria, in
Damascus.
Saudi Arabia. In October and November, two
government officials attended a Regional Seminar on
Industrial Property for Arab Countries, organized by
WIPO in cooperation with the Government of Syria, in
Damascus.
Somalia. In October, a government official
attended a Seminar on Industrial Property, organized
by WIPO in cooperation with the Government of
Nigeria, in Abuja.
In October and November, two government officials
attended a Regional Seminar on Industrial Property for
Arab Countries, organized by WIPO in cooperation
with the Government of Syria, in Damascus.
Sudan. In March, a National Seminar on the
Usefulness of Industrial Property in Development,
organized by WIPO in cooperation with PIDU, within
the FASRC, was held in Khartoum. The Seminar was
attended by approximately 35 participants from the
Commercial Registrar General's Office and other
national bodies. Two WIPO officials, as well as the head
of PIDU, also participated in the Seminar. The Seminar
was financed by the UNDP-financed regional project.
Discussions were also held with government officials
regarding the strengthening of the industrial property
system.
In October, a government official attended a
Seminar on Industrial Property, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the Government of Nigeria, in
Abuja.
In October and November, two government officials
attended a Regional Seminar on Industrial Property for
Arab Countries, organized by WIPO in cooperation
with the Government of Syria, in Damascus.
Syria. In October and November, WIPO organized,
in cooperation with the Government of Syria, a
Regional Seminar on Industrial Property for Arab
Countries. The Seminar, which placed special emphasis
on the role of patents and trademarks in development,
was attended by the Director General of WIPO and
three WIPO officials. Some 400 participants from 15
Arab countries representing industrial property offices,
industry, research and development institutions, trade
and legal circles, universities, as well as four Arab intergovernmental organizations (AIDO, ALDOC, FASRC,
GCC) were present. A WIPO consultant from FASRC,
Syrian government officials and three WIPO officials
were speakers. This Seminar was funded by the UNDPfinanced regional project.
Tunisia. In October and November, two
government officials attended a Regional Seminar on
Industrial Property for Arab Countries, organized by
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WIPO in cooperation with the Government of Syria, in
Damascus.
United Arab Emirates. In October and November,
two government officials attended a Regional Seminar
on Industrial Property for Arab Countries, organized by
WIPO in cooperation with the Government of Syria, in
Damascus.
•Asia and the Pacific
Australia. In April, a Seminar on Computerization
in Industrial Property Administration for Asian Countries was organized by WIPO, in cooperation with the
Australian Patent, Trade Marks and Designs Office, in
Canberra. The Seminar was attended by 19 participants
from Bangladesh, China, India, Indonesia, Malaysia,
the Philippines, the Republic of Korea, Thailand and
Viet Nam. Lectures were given by officials of the
Australian Patent, Trade Marks and Designs Office, and
demonstrations of their computerized systems were
given during the Seminar. Lectures were also given by
two WIPO officials. The officials of the Department of
Commercial Registration of Thailand presented and
demonstrated their computerized system for trademark
administration. Special lectures were also given by two
representatives of a private computer firm based in
Australia, and a representative of a patent attorney firm
based in Sydney. The Seminar was funded by the
UNDP-financed regional project.
Bangladesh. In January and February, a
government official attended the Training Course on
Intellectual Property for Developing Countries of Asia
and the Pacific organized by WIPO, in cooperation with
the Government of Sri Lanka and the Sri Lanka Foundation, in Colombo, under the UNDP-financed
regional project.
In October, a government official attended, in Seoul,
the Regional Symposium on Licensing and Other Technology Transfer Arrangements, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the Office of Patents Administration
of the Republic of Korea and funded by the UNDPfinanced regional project.
In November, two university professors attended, in
Beijing, the Regional Symposium on Intellectual
Property Law Teaching and Research in Asia and the
Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
State Education Commission of China and funded by
the UNDP-financed regional project.
China. In January and February, three government
officials attended the Training Course on Intellectual
Property for Developing Countries of Asia and the
Pacific organized by WIPO, in cooperation with the
Government of Sri Lanka and the Sri Lanka Foundation, in Colombo, under the UNDP-financed
regional project.
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In November, a Regional Symposium on Intellectual Property Law Teaching and Research in Asia
and the Pacific was organized by WIPO in cooperation
with the State Education Commission of China, in
Beijing. About 100 participants attended the
Symposium. They comprised professors or researchers
in the field of intellectual property law teaching and
research who came from the following 14 countries of
the Asian and Pacific region: Bangladesh, China,
Democratic People's Republic of Korea, India,
Indonesia, Mongolia, Nepal, Pakistan, Papua New
Guinea, Republic of Korea, Singapore, Sri Lanka,
Thailand, Viet Nam. Six professors, members of the
International Association for the Advancement of
Teaching and Research in Intellectual Property
(ATRIP), from the following six countries were especially invited to attend the Symposium: Argentina,
Australia, Germany (Federal Republic of), Japan,
United Kingdom, United States of America. WIPO was
represented by three officials. The Symposium was
funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.
Cook Islands. In August, WIPO organized, in Rarotonga, in cooperation with the Government of the Cook
Islands, the Third High-Level Meeting of Government
Officials of South Pacific Countries to Consider Cooperation in the Field of Industrial Property. It was
attended by 16 government officials from the Cook
Islands, Kiribati, Niue, Papua New Guinea, Samoa,
Solomon Islands, Tonga, Tuvalu and Vanuatu, a WIPO
consultant from Australia and two WIPO officials. The
Meeting considered and finalized a Model Industrial
Property Act for South Pacific Countries and Regulations under the Act, which had been prepared by WIPO
at the request of the governments. The Meeting also
discussed forms of possible regional cooperation in the
field of industrial property. The Meeting was funded by
the UNDP-financed regional project.
Democratic People's Republic of Korea. In
November, two government officials attended, in
Beijing, the Regional Symposium on Intellectual
Property Law Teaching and Research in Asia and the
Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
State Education Commission of China and funded by
the UNDP-financed regional project.
Fiji. In January and February, a government official
attended the Training Course on Intellectual Property
for Developing Countries of Asia and the Pacific organized by WIPO, in cooperation with the Government of
Sri Lanka and the Sri Lanka Foundation, in Colombo,
under the UNDP-financed regional project.
India. In January and February, a government
official attended the Training Course on Intellectual
Property for Developing Countries of Asia and the
Pacific organized by WIPO, in cooperation with the
Government of Sri Lanka and the Sri Lanka Foun-

dation, in Colombo, under the UNDP-financed
regional project.
In March, a Seminar on Intellectual Property and
High Technology was organized by WIPO in cooperation with the Government of India in New Delhi. The
Seminar was attended by government officials from
China, Pakistan, the Republic of Korea and Sri Lanka.
In addition, the Seminar was attended by over 40 participants from India. Lectures were given by WIPO
consultants from Argentina, Germany (Federal
Republic of), India and the United States of America, as
well as by three WIPO officials. The Seminar was
funded by the UNDP-financed regional project and
opened by the Minister of State for Science and Technology of India.
In October, two government officials attended, in
Seoul, the Regional Symposium on Licensing and Other
Technology Transfer Arrangements, organized by
WIPO in cooperation with the Office of Patents Administration of the Republic of Korea and funded by the
UNDP-financed regional project.
In November, two university professors attended, in
Beijing, the Regional Symposium on Intellectual
Property Law Teaching and Research in Asia and the
Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
State Education Commission of China and funded by
the UNDP-financed regional project
Also in November, WIPO organized for the
Controller-General of Patents, Designs and Trade
Marks and the Joint Registrar of Trade Marks, a study
visit on computerization of industrial property administration and international classification systems for
trademarks, at the USPTO, the EPO, the German
Patent Office in Munich and WIPO. This study visit
was funded by the UNDP-financed project.
Also in November, a National Forum of Judges on
the Protection of Intellectual Property was organized by
WIPO in cooperation with the Society for Law and
Justice (Calcutta Chapter), India. The Forum was
attended by the ChiefJustices ofeach of the High Courts
of India, Justices of the Supreme Court of India, Justices
of the Calcutta High Court, as well as some 200 lawyers.
The Forum was inaugurated by the Governor and the
Chief Minister of West Bengal and a closing address was
delivered by the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of
India. Lectures were given by WIPO consultants from
Australia, Canada, Germany (Federal Republic of),
India, Malaysia, New Zealand and the United States of
America. This Forum was funded by the UNDPfinanced regional project.
Indonesia. In January and February, three
government officials attended the Training Course on
Intellectual Property for Developing Countries of Asia
and the Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with
the Government of Sri Lanka and the Sri Lanka Foundation, in Colombo, under the UNDP-financed
regional project.
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In February, a Seminar on Intellectual Property and
Computer Technology was organized by WIPO in cooperation with the Government of Indonesia, in Jakarta.
Government officials from Malaysia, the Philippines,
Singapore and Thailand participated in the Seminar, in
addition to approximately 30 participants from the
Government of Indonesia, legal and judicial professions, computer associations as well as the industrial
and academic communities. Lectures were given by
WIPO consultants from Canada, Indonesia, the
Republic of Korea and the United States of America.
The Seminar was opened by the Cabinet Secretary
(Minister) of the Government of Indonesia, and by the
Director General of WIPO. A Deputy Director General
and two other WIPO officials were also present. The
Seminar was funded by the UNDP-financed regional
project.
In October, a government official attended, in Seoul,
the Regional Symposium on Licensing and Other Technology Transfer Arrangements, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the Office of Patents Administration
of the Republic of Korea and funded by the UNDPfinanced regional project.
In November, a university professor attended, in
Beijing, the Regional Symposium on Intellectual
Property Law Teaching and Research in Asia and the
Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
State Education Commission of China and funded by
the UNDP-financed regional project.
Kiribati. In August, two government officials
attended, in Rarotonga, the Third High-Level Meeting
of Government Officials of South Pacific Countries to
Consider Cooperation in the Field of Industrial
Property, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
Government of the Cook Islands. The Meeting was
funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.
Malaysia. In January and February, three
government officials attended the Training Course on
Intellectual Property for Developing Countries of Asia
and the Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with
the Government of Sri Lanka and the Sri Lanka Foundation, in Colombo, under the UNDP-financed
regional project.
In October, two government officials attended, in
Seoul, the Regional Symposium on Licensing and Other
Technology Transfer Arrangements, organized by
WIPO in cooperation with the Office of Patents Administration of the Republic of Korea. The Symposium was
funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.
In November, two WIPO consultants from Australia
participated as lecturers in a Workshop on Patent
Drafting organized by the Government of Malaysia in
Kuala Lumpur ; the Workshop was attended by 30 participants. The participation of the two WIPO consultants
was funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.

71

Also in November, two university professors
attended, in Beijing, the Regional Symposium on Intellectual Property Law Teaching and Research in Asia
and the Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with
the State Education Commission of China. The
Symposium was funded by the UNDP-financed
regional project.
Maldives. In January and February, a government
official attended the Training Course on Intellectual
Property for Developing Countries of Asia and the
Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
Government of Sri Lanka and the Sri Lanka Foundation, in Colombo, under the UNDP-financed
regional project.
Mongolia. In January and February, two
government officials attended the Training Course on
Intellectual Property for Developing Countries of Asia
and the Pacific organized by WIPO in cooperation with
the Government of Sri Lanka and the Sri Lanka Foundation, in Colombo, under the UNDP-financed
regional project.
In November, a government official attended, in
Beijing, the Regional Symposium on Intellectual
Property Law Teaching and Research in Asia and the
Pacific, jointly organized by WIPO and the State
Education Commission of China. The Symposium was
funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.
Nepal. In January and February, two government
officials attended the Training Course on Intellectual
Property for Developing Countries of Asia and the
Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
Government of Sri Lanka and the Sri Lanka Foundation, in Colombo, under the UNDP-financed
regional project.
In October, a government official attended, in Seoul,
the Regional Symposium on Licensing and Other Technology Transfer Arrangements, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the Office of Patents Administration
of the Republic of Korea. The Symposium was funded
by the UNDP-financed regional project.
In November, a university professor attended, in
Beijing, the Regional Symposium on Intellectual
Property Law Teaching and Research in Asia and the
Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
State Education Commission of China. The
Symposium was funded by the UNDP-financed
regional project.
Niue. In August, two government officials attended,
in Rarotonga, the Third High-Level Meeting of
Government Officials of South Pacific Countries to
Consider Cooperation in the Field of Industrial
Property, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
Government of the Cook Islands. The Meeting was
funded by the UNDP-financed regional project
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Pakistan. In January and February, two
government officials attended the Training Course on
Intellectual Property for Developing Countries of Asia
and the Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with
the Government of Sri Lanka and the Sri Lanka Foundation, in Colombo, under the UNDP-financed
regional project.
In October, WIPO organized in Islamabad, in cooperation with the University Grants Commission and the
National Academy of Higher Education, and with the
assistance of the Ministry of Education and the
Economic Affairs Division of the Government of
Pakistan, a Seminar on Intellectual Property Law
Teaching. The participants were professors from the law
faculties of universities in Pakistan and government
officials concerned with intellectual property. The
lecturers were a WIPO consultant from Switzerland and
a WIPO official. The Seminar was funded by the
UNDP-financed regional project.
In October, a government official attended, in Seoul,
the Regional Symposium on Licensing and Other Technology Transfer Arrangements, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the Office of Patents Administration
of the Republic of Korea. The Symposium was funded
by the UNDP-financed regional project.
In November, two university professors attended, in
Beijing, the Regional Symposium on Intellectual
Property Law Teaching and Research in Asia and the
Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
State Education Commission of China. The
Symposium was funded by the UNDP-financed
regional project.
Papua New Guinea. In January and February, a
government official attended the Training Course on
Intellectual Property for Developing Countries of Asia
and the Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with
the Government of Sri Lanka and the Sri Lanka Foundation, in Colombo, under the UNDP-financed
regional project.
In August, three government officials attended, in
Rarotonga, the Third High-Level Meeting of
Government Officials of South Pacific Countries to
Consider Cooperation in the Field of Industrial
Property, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
Government of the Cook Islands. The Meeting was
funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.
In October, a government official attended, in Seoul,
the Regional Symposium on Licensing and Other Technology Transfer Arrangements, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the Office of Patents Administration
of the Republic of Korea. The Symposium was funded
by the UNDP-financed regional project.
In November, a university professor attended, in
Beijing, the Regional Symposium on Intellectual
Property Law Teaching and Research in Asia and the
Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
State Education Commission of China. The

Symposium was funded by the UNDP-financed
regional project.
Philippines. In January and February, a government
official attended the Training Course on Intellectual
Property for Developing Countries of Asia and the
Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
Government of Sri Lanka and the Sri Lanka Foundation, in Colombo, under the UNDP-financed
regional project. Another government official participated in the course as a lecturer.
In October, two government officials attended, in
Seoul, the Regional Symposium on Licensing and Other
Technology Transfer Arrangements, organized by
WIPO in cooperation with the Office of Patents Administration of the Republic of Korea. The Symposium was
funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.
Republic of Korea. In January and February, two
government officials attended the Training Course on
Intellectual Property for Developing Countries of Asia
and the Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with
the Government of Sri Lanka and the Sri Lanka Foundation, in Colombo, under the UNDP-financed
regional project.
In October, a Regional Seminar on Licensing and
Other Technology Transfer Arrangements was held in
Seoul. The Seminar was organized by WIPO in cooperation with the Office of Patents Administration. It was
attended by 20 participants from the following 12 countries: Bangladesh, India, Indonesia, Malaysia, Nepal,
Pakistan, Papua New Guinea, Philippines, Singapore,
Sri Lanka, Thailand, Viet Nam. In addition, approximately 60 persons from the legal, industrial and
government sectors in the Republic of Korea attended.
Papers were presented by eight WIPO consultants from
Canada, France, Japan, Indonesia, Mexico, Sweden and
the United States of America. The Seminar was funded
by the UNDP-financed regional project and through
funds made available to WIPO by the Governments of
France and Sweden.
In November, two university professors attended, in
Beijing, the Regional Symposium on Intellectual
Property Law Teaching and Research in Asia and the
Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
State Education Commission of China. The
Symposium was funded by the UNDP-financed
regional project.
Republic of Palau. In January and February, a
government official attended the Training Course on
Intellectual Property for Developing Countries of Asia
and the Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with
the Government of Sri Lanka and the Sri Lanka Foundation, in Colombo, under the UNDP-financed
regional project.
Samoa. In January and February, a government
official attended the Training Course on Intellectual
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Property for Developing Countries of Asia and the
Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
Government of Sri Lanka and the Sri Lanka Foundation, in Colombo, under the UNDP-financed
regional project.
In August, two government officials attended, in
Rarotonga, the Third High-Level Meeting of
Government Officials of South Pacific Countries to
Consider Cooperation in the Field of Industrial
Property, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
Government of the Cook Islands. The Meeting was
funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.
Singapore. In October, two government officials
attended, in Seoul, the Regional Symposium on
Licensing and Other Technology Transfer Arrangements, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
Office of Patents Administration of the Republic of
Korea. The Symposium was funded by the UNDPfinanced regional project.
In November, two university professors attended, in
Beijing, the Regional Symposium on Intellectual
Property Law Teaching and Research in Asia and the
Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
State Education Commission of China. The
Symposium was funded by the UNDP-financed
regional project.
Solomon Islands. In August, a government official
attended, in Rarotonga, the Third High-Level Meeting
of Government Officials of South Pacific Countries to
Consider Cooperation in the Field of Industrial
Property, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
Government of the Cook Islands. The Meeting was
funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.
Sri Lanka. In January and February, a Training
Course on Intellectual Property for Developing Countries of Asia and the Pacific was organized in Colombo
by WIPO in cooperation with the Government of Sri
Lanka and the Sri Lanka Foundation, under the UNDPfinanced regional project.
In October, two government officials attended, in
Seoul, the Regional Symposium on Licensing and Other
Technology Transfer Arrangements, organized by
WIPO in cooperation with the Office of Patents Administration of the Republic of Korea. The Symposium was
funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.
In November, two university professors attended, in
Beijing, the Regional Symposium on Intellectual
Property Law Teaching and Research in Asia and the
Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
State Education Commission of China. The
Symposium was funded by the UNDP-financed
regional project.
Thailand. In January and February, two government officials attended the Training Course on
Intellectual Property for Developing Countries of Asia
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and the Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with
the Government of Sri Lanka and the Sri Lanka Foundation in Colombo, under the UNDP-financed regional
project.
In March, WIPO organized, in cooperation with the
Government of Thailand, the Law Society of Thailand,
and the Trade Mark, Patent and Copyright Association
of Thailand, a Seminar on Licensing and Other Technology Transfer Arrangements, in Bangkok. The
Seminar was attended by approximately 150 participants from the Government, legal and judicial professions, industry, commerce and the academic communities. Lectures were given by WIPO consultants from
Canada, Japan, Nigeria, the United States of America,
Thailand, as well as by two WIPO officials. The
Seminar was funded by the UNDP-financed regional
project.
In October, two government officials attended, in
Seoul, the Regional Symposium on Licensing and Other
Technology Transfer Arrangements, organized by
WIPO in cooperation with the Office of Patents Administration of the Republic of Korea. The Symposium was
funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.
In November, two university professors attended, in
Beijing, the Regional Symposium on Intellectual
Property Law Teaching and Research in Asia and the
Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
State Education Commission of China. The
Symposium was funded by the UNDP-financed
regional project.
Tonga. In January and February, a government
official attended the Training Course on Intellectual
Property for Developing Countries of Asia and the
Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
Government of Sri Lanka and the Sri Lanka Foundation, in Colombo, under the UNDP-financed
regional project.
In August, two government officials attended, in
Rarotonga, the Third High-Level Meeting of
Government Officials of South Pacific Countries to
Consider Cooperation in the Field of Industrial
Property, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
Government of the Cook Islands. The Meeting was
funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.
Tuvalu. In August, a government official attended,
in Rarotonga, the Third High-Level Meeting of
Government Officials of South Pacific Countries to
Consider Cooperation in the Field of Industrial
Property, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
Government of the Cook Islands. The Meeting was
funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.
Vanuatu. In January and February, a government
official attended the Training Course on Intellectual
Property for Developing Countries of Asia and the
Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
Government of Sri Lanka and the Sri Lanka Foun-
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dation, in Colombo, under the UNDP-financed
regional project.
In August, two government officials attended, in
Rarotonga, the Third High-Level Meeting of
Government Officials of South Pacific Countries to
Consider Cooperation in the Field of Industrial
Property, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
Government of the Cook Islands. The Meeting was
funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.
Viet Nam. In January and February, two
government officials attended the Training Course on
Intellectual Property for Developing Countries of Asia
and the Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with
the Government of Sri Lanka and the Sri Lanka Foundation, in Colombo, under the UNDP-financed
regional project.
In February, a Seminar on the Role of Industrial
Property in Technological and Economic Development, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
National Office on Inventions of Viet Nam, was held in
Hanoi. Lectures were given by WIPO consultants from
Austria, the German Democratic Republic, the Soviet
Union, government officials of Viet Nam, and by a
WIPO official. Participating in the Seminar were 45
government officials concerned with industrial
property administration or representatives of
commercial, scientific, and development institutions.
The Seminar was funded by the UNDP-financed
regional project.
In October, two government officials attended, in
Seoul, the Regional Symposium on Licensing and Other
Technology Transfer Arrangements, organized by
WIPO in cooperation with the Office of Patents Administration of the Republic of Korea. The Symposium was
funded by the UNDP-financed regional project
In November, two government officials attended, in
Beijing, the Regional Symposium on Intellectual
Property Law Teaching and Research in Asia and the
Pacific, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
State Education Commission of China. The
Symposium was funded by the UNDP-financed
regional project.

Latin America and the Caribbean
Argentina. In March, a WIPO consultant from
Argentina gave a lecture at a Seminar on Intellectual
Property and High Technology, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the Government of India, in New
Delhi.
In May, two government officials participated in a
high-level seminar, organized by WIPO in cooperation
with the EPO, for the four countries involved in the
WIPO/ALADI (Latin-American Integration Association) project (Argentina, Chile, Paraguay, Uruguay),
in The Hague and Munich. The possibility of cooper-

ation between the EPO and the four countries was
discussed in detail.
In October, a government official attended a
Seminar on Industrial Property and its Impact on the
Development Process, organized by WIPO in cooperation with INPI (Brazil), in Rio de Janeiro.
Bolivia. In October, two government officials
attended a Seminar on Industrial Property and its
Impact on the Development Process, organized by
WIPO in cooperation with INPI (Brazil), in Rio de
Janeiro.
Chile. In May, two government officials participated in a high-level seminar, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the EPO for the four countries
involved in the WIPO/ALADI project (Argentina,
Chile, Paraguay, Uruguay), in The Hague and Munich.
The possibility of cooperation between the EPO and the
four countries was discussed in detail.
Colombia. In October, a government official
attended a Seminar on Industrial Property and its
Impact on the Development Process, organized by
WIPO in cooperation with INPI (Brazil), in Rio de
Janeiro.
Cuba. In October, a government official attended a
Seminar on Industrial Property and its Impact on the
Development Process, organized by WIPO in cooperation with INPI (Brazil), in Rio de Janeiro.
El Salvador. In October, a government official
attended a Seminar on Industrial Property and its
Impact on the Development Process, organized by
WIPO in cooperation with INPI (Brazil), in Rio de
Janeiro.
Guatemala. In October, a government official
attended a Seminar on Industrial Property and its
Impact on the Development Process, organized by
WIPO in cooperation with INPI (Brazil), in Rio de
Janeiro.
Mexico. In October, two government officials
attended a Seminar on Industrial Property and its
Impact on the Development Process, organized by
WIPO in cooperation with INPI (Brazil), in Rio de
Janeiro.
Paraguay. In May, two government officials participated in a high-level seminar, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the EPO for the four countries
involved in the WIPO/ALADI project (Argentina,
Chile, Paraguay, Uruguay), in The Hague and Munich.
The possibility of cooperation between the EPO and the
four countries was discussed in detail.
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Peru. In October, a government official attended a
Seminar on Industrial Property and its Impact on the
Development Process, organized by WIPO in cooperation with INPI (Brazil), in Rio de Janeiro.
Uruguay. In May, two government officials participated in a high-level seminar, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the EPO for the four countries
involved in the WIPO/ALADI project (Argentina,
Chile, Paraguay, Uruguay), in The Hague and Munich.
The possibility of cooperation between the EPO and the
four countries was discussed in detail.
In October, two government officials attended a
Seminar on Industrial Property and its Impact on the
Development Process, organized by WIPO in cooperation with INPI (Brazil), in Rio de Janeiro.
Venezuela. In October, a government official
attended a Seminar on Industrial Property and its
Impact on the Development Process, organized by
WIPO in cooperation with INPI (Brazil), in Rio de
Janeiro.
Development of National and Regional
Legislation and Institution Building
in Developing Countries
Africa: Intercountry
Proposed Intercountry Project for Africa. In
February, March and April, a series of preparatory
assistance missions were undertaken by WIPO officials
and consultants to a number of African countries (see
below) within the framework of a proposed regional
project for Africa under the UNDP Fourth Cycle. These
missions were aimed at identifying the needs of those
countries in the field of industrial property.
In April, a WIPO official visited New York and
discussed with UNDP officials the WIPO draft project
document of the proposed regional project.
WIPO/ARCT/ARIPO/OAPI Cooperation Agreement. In May, the second session of the Joint Consultative Committee of WIPO, ARCT, ARIPO and OAPI
was held in Geneva. WIPO was represented by the
Director General, a Deputy Director General and three
officials. ARCT, ARIPO and OAPI were represented by
the heads of their respective organizations. The Deputy
Director General of OAPI was also present. The representatives of the four organizations reported in detail on
the activities of their organizations regarding the implementation of the recommendations of the first session
of the Joint Consultative Committee. They also
discussed their plans for 1987 and 1988 and emphasized
the following matters:
(a) exchange of professional staff among ARCT,
ARIPO and OAPI;
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(b) continuous assistance of WIPO to consolidate
the outputs of the patent information and documentation centers of ARIPO and OAPI;
(c) the award of WIPO medals to African
inventors;
(d) training, particularly in negotiations of industrial
property licenses through transfer of technology
arrangements.
African Intellectual Property Organization
(OAPI). In February, two WIPO officials undertook a
preparatory assistance mission to Yaounde, which was
one of a series of such missions to a number of African
countries. This mission was funded by the proposed
UNDP-financed regional project.
In March, a WIPO official attended the 25th session
of the OAPI Board, which was held in Ouagadougou.
During the session, a number of items pertaining to
cooperation between WIPO and OAPI were identified
and discussed. They concerned mainly several meetings
organized in Africa, as well as missions and the satisfactory conclusion of a UNDP-financed project for the
improvement and rationalization of procedures of work
in the fields of patents and trademarks. The session also
adopted a resolution giving full support to the proposed
UNDP regional project for Africa in the field of industrial property. The session also elected a new Director
General, a national of Cameroon.
In June, a WIPO official had discussions in Yaounde
with the Director General of OAPI concerning the
WIPO/OAPI seminar on intellectual property for
magistrates, to be held in Niamey in October.
In October, a Seminar on Intellectual Property for
Magistrates was organized in Niamey by WIPO in cooperation with OAPI and the Government of Niger.
Twenty-seven magistrates from Benin, Burkina Faso,
Cameroon, the Central African Republic, Chad, the
Congo, Côte d'Ivoire, Gabon, Mali, Mauritania, Niger,
Senegal and Togo attended the Seminar. In addition,
there were six government officials from Niger. Three
WIPO officials, one French magistrate, two WIPO
consultants from France and an official from OAPI
participated as lecturers. The participation of the
French magistrate and one WIPO consultant was
financed by funds made available by the Government of
France.
In November, the Director General, accompanied
by two WIPO officials visited the headquarters of OAPI
in Yaounde and held discussions with the Director
General and other officials of that Organization on
cooperation between the two Organizations.
In December, WIPO and OAPI organized jointly a
Seminar on Cooperation in the Field of Patent Information and Documentation for the heads of the
national structures of industrial property of OAPI's
member States in Yaounde. Twenty-four officials of all
the member States of OAPI, namely, Benin, Burkina
Faso, Cameroon, the Central African Republic, Chad,
the Congo, Côte d'Ivoire, Gabon, Mali, Mauritania,
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Niger, Senegal and Togo, attended. The lectures were
given by speakers from OAPFs member States and by a
WIPO official. The Seminar was funded by the UNDPfinanced regional project.
African Regional Centre for Technology (ARCT). In
January, an official of ARCT visited WIPO to discuss
with WIPO officials several activities to be undertaken
jointly by the two organizations; those include, inter
alia, a workshop on patent information for 25 African
countries and the award of WIPO gold medals and
certificates to African inventors to be organized in cooperation with the Organization of African Unity (OAU)
in 1988.
In February, a WIPO official undertook a preparatory assistance mission to Dakar, which was one of a
series of such missions to a number of African countries.
This mission was funded by the proposed UNDPfinanced regional project.
Also in February, the same WIPO official participated in a training workshop on capabilities in the
acquisition of foreign technology for Africa, organized
jointly by ARCT and the United Nations Economic
Commission for Africa (ECA), in Dakar.
In June, WIPO organized in cooperation with ARCT
in Abidjan, at the invitation of the Government of Côte
d'Ivoire, a Workshop on the Role of Patent Documentation as a Source of Technological Information for
Scientists, Technologists and Research Workers from
African Countries. Twenty-one participants came from
Benin, Burundi, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Egypt,
Ethiopia, Ghana, Guinea, Kenya, Mali, Niger, Nigeria,
Senegal, Sierra Leone, Uganda, the United Republic of
Tanzania, Zaire and Zambia; in addition, there were
about 20 local participants from Côte d'Ivoire. Lectures
were given by WIPO consultants from Canada, France
and Germany (Federal Republic of), as well as by a
WIPO official. The participation of the lecturers from
France and Germany (Federal Republic of) was
financed by the Governments of France and Germany
(Federal Republic of), respectively. A set of recommendations was adopted inviting WIPO and ARCT to
organize further meetings on this topic and advocating
the creation of a regional committee which would deal,
inter alia, with the awareness of industrial property in
the African region.
African Regional Industrial Property Organization
(ARIPO). In March, a WIPO official undertook a
preparatory assistance mission to ARIPO headquarters
in Harare, which was one of a series of such missions to a
number of African countries. This mission was funded
by the proposed UNDP-financed regional project.
In December, the eleventh session of the Administrative Council of ARIPO was held in Mbabane,
Swaziland. On that occasion, WIPO organized, with the
financial assistance of the Governments of Germany
(Federal Republic of) and Sweden, an Industrial
Property Seminar that took place concurrently with the

Council session. There were 29 participants in the
Seminar from the following countries: Botswana,
Ethiopia, Gambia, Ghana, Kenya, Lesotho, Liberia,
Malawi, Sierra Leone, Sudan, Swaziland, Uganda,
United Republic of Tanzania, Zambia, Zimbabwe.
WIPO was represented by three officials at the Council
session and the Seminar. Lectures in the Seminar were
delivered by officials from Ghana, Sierra Leone,
Zambia, Germany (Federal Republic of), Sweden and
the EPO. The Council session witnessed the accession of
Swaziland to the Harare Protocol, thereby making it the
fourteenth member ofARIPO. The ECA was also represented at the session.
United Nations Economic Commission for Africa
(ECA). In April, two WIPO officials had discussions
with ECA officials as part of a preparatory assistance
mission to Addis Ababa, which was one of a series of
such missions to a number of African countries. This
mission was funded by the proposed UNDP-financed
regional project.
In November, a WIPO official attended the fifth
meeting of the Intergovernmental Committee of
Experts for Science and Technology Development held
in Addis Ababa.
Organization for African Unity (OA U). In April, two
WIPO officials had discussions with OAU officials as
part of a preparatory assistance mission to Addis
Ababa, which was one of a series of such missions to a
number of African countries. This mission was funded
by the proposed UNDP-financed regional project.
In November, a WIPO official was received in Addis
Ababa by the Secretary General of the OAU. They
discussed the preparations for the award of medals to
two African inventors during the OAU 25th anniversary celebration which will be held in 1988. They
further discussed the strengthening of cooperation
between the two Organizations.
Individual Countries in Africa
Angola. In February, two WIPO officials undertook
a preparatory assistance mission to Luanda, which was
one of a series of such missions to a number of African
countries. This mission was funded by the proposed
UNDP-financed regional project. The primary purpose
of the mission was to identify common sub-regional
priorities for Portuguese-speaking countries in the field
of industrial property and to identify action to be taken
to promote sub-regional cooperation. In addition, the
mission discussed WIPO's legal and technical cooperation with Angola.
Botswana. In February, two WIPO officials
undertook a preparatory assistance mission to
Gaborone, which was one of a series of such missions to
a number of African countries. This mission was funded
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by the proposed UNDP-fmanced regional project.
During the mission, discussions were held with
government officials on WIPO cooperation in the
preparation of industrial property legislation.
In May, as a follow-up to the WIPO mission undertaken to Gaborone in February, WIPO prepared and
transmitted to the Ministry of Commerce and Industry,
as requested, a first draft of an industrial property law
(patents, designs and trademarks) with implementing
regulations, for comments.
Burkina Faso. In March, a WIPO official undertook
a preparatory assistance mission to Ouagadougou,
which was one of a series of such missions to a number
of African countries. This mission was funded by the
proposed UNDP-financed regional project. Discussions were held with government officials on the needs
of the country in the field of industrial property.
Cameroon. In February, a WIPO official undertook
preparatory assistance missions to Douala and
Yaounde, which were part of a series of such missions to
a number ofAfrican countries. This mission was funded
by the proposed UNDP-financed regional project.
Discussions were held with government officials on,
inter alia, a regional seminar on trademarks to be organized in Douala in November and on the needs of the
country in the field of industrial property.
In June and October, in Yaounde, and in October in
Douala, a WIPO official held discussions with
government officials concerning WIPO's cooperation
with the Government of Cameroon in the field of industrial property and the WIPO/Cameroon regional
seminar on trademarks, to be held in Douala in
November.
In November, in Douala, the Director General and
two WIPO officials had discussions with senior
government officials, particularly on the support to be
extended by the Government of Cameroon to OAPI.
Central African Republic. In July, a WIPO mission
visited Bangui and held discussions with senior
government officials concerning cooperation between
the Central African Republic and WIPO.
Congo. In February, two WIPO officials undertook
a preparatory assistance mission to Brazzaville, which
was one of a series of such missions to a number of
African countries. This mission was funded by the
proposed UNDP-financed regional project. Discussions were held with government officials on the needs
of the country in the field of industrial property.
Côte d'Ivoire. In March, a WIPO official undertook
a preparatory assistance mission to Abidjan, which was
one of a series of such missions to a number of African
countries. This mission was funded by the proposed
UNDP-financed regional project. Discussions were
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held with government officials on the needs of the
country in the field of industrial property.
Egypt. See under "Individual Arab Countries."
Ethiopia. In April, two WIPO officials undertook a
preparatory assistance mission to Addis Ababa, which
was one of a series of such missions to a number of
African countries. This mission was funded by the
proposed UNDP-financed regional project. Discussions were held with government officials on the needs
of the country in the field of industrial property.
In September, a study visit to WIPO was organized
for a senior government official who discussed industrial property legislation matters and cooperation
between Ethiopia and WIPO with WIPO officials.
Guinea. In April, a WIPO consultant from INPI
(France) (Lyon), and a WIPO official visited Conakry
and discussed with government officials the preparation
of a new industrial property law and the strengthening of
the industrial property administration structure.
Guinea-Bissau. In October, two government officials visited WIPO and held discussions with officials of
WIPO concerning cooperation between Guinea-Bissau
and WIPO, the implementation of legal-technical assistance requested by Guinea-Bissau and possible
accession to treaties administered by WIPO.
Kenya. In February, two WIPO officials undertook
a preparatory assistance mission to Nairobi, which was
one of a series of such missions to a number of African
countries. This mission was funded by the proposed
UNDP-financed regional project. During the mission,
discussions were held with government officials in order
to identify the needs of the country in the field of industrial property.
Lesotho. In February, two WIPO officials undertook a preparatory assistance mission to Maseru, which
was one of a series of such missions to a number of
African countries. This mission was funded by the
proposed UNDP-financed regional project. During the
mission, discussions were held with government officials on WIPO cooperation in the drafting of industrial
property legislation.
In May, as a follow-up to the mission undertaken to
Maseru in February, WIPO prepared and transmitted to
the Government of Lesotho, as requested, a first draft of
an industrial property law with implementing regulations, for comments.
Liberia. In October, the Director of ARIPO and a
WIPO official undertook a mission to Monrovia. They
held discussions with senior government officials on
ways of increasing cooperation between Liberia and
WIPO, on the one hand, and Liberia and ARIPO, on the
other. They discussed, in particular, cooperation
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between WIPO and Liberia on the drafting of new legislation and the training of government officials in the
field of industrial property.
Mali. In January, at the request of the Government
of Mali, WIPO sent its comments on an industrial
property law and decree prepared following the
accession of Mali to the Bangui Agreement.
Morocco. See under "Individual Arab Countries."
Nigeria. In March, a WIPO official undertook a
preparatory assistance mission to Lagos, which was one
of a series of such missions to a number of African
countries. This mission was funded by the proposed
UNDP-financed regional project. During the mission,
discussions were held in order to identify the needs of
the country in the field of industrial property and to
consider the possibility of holding a regional industrial
property seminar in Nigeria later in 1987.
In July, four Nigerian government officials visited
WIPO and held discussions with the Director General
and other officials concerning a proposed regional
seminar to be organized by WIPO in Nigeria, in October
1987, and cooperation between Nigeria and WIPO.
Senegal. In February, a WIPO official undertook a
preparatory assistance mission to Dakar, which was one
of a series of such missions to a number of African
countries. This mission was funded by the proposed
UNDP-financed regional project. Discussions were
held with government officials on the needs of the
country in the field of industrial property.
Sierra Leone. In August, a WIPO official visited
Freetown and held discussions with several government
officials concerning cooperation between Sierra Leone
and WIPO. The WIPO official was also received by the
President of Sierra Leone.
Somalia. See under "Individual Arab Countries."
Sudan. See under "Individual Arab Countries."
Swaziland. In February, two WIPO officials
undertook a preparatory assistance mission to
Mbabane, which was one of a series of such missions to
a number of African countries. This mission was funded
by the proposed UNDP-financed regional project.
During the mission, discussions were held on WIPO
cooperation in the preparation of draft implementing
regulations of the Trade Marks Act.
In December, the eleventh session of the Administrative Council of ARIPO was held in Mbabane. On
that occasion, WIPO organized an Industrial Property
Seminar that took place concurrently with the Council
session.
Uganda. In February, at the request of the
Government of Uganda, WIPO sent its comments on

the draft bill of the new patent statutes of that
country.
Zaire. In February, two WIPO officials undertook a
preparatory assistance mission to Kinshasa, which was
one of a series of such missions to a number of African
countries. This mission was funded by the proposed
UNDP-financed regional project. The mission
discussed with government and UNDP officials details
of the proposed UNDP-financed country project to
strengthen the industrial property office.
In May, two government officials visited WIPO and
held discussions with the Director General, the Deputy
Directors General and other officials of WIPO
concerning cooperation between Zaire and WIPO and
implementation of the legal-technical assistance
requested by Zaire. They also discussed the said UNDPfinanced country project.
Zimbabwe. In March, two WIPO officials undertook a preparatory assistance mission to Harare, which
was one of a series of such missions to a number of
African countries. This mission was funded by the
proposed UNDP-financed regional project. During the
mission, discussions were held with government officials in order to identify the needs of the country in the
field of industrial property.
In June, a WIPO official held discussions in Harare
with government officials concerning a national project
document prepared by WIPO for the computerization
of the Zimbabwe patent office.
Arab Countries: Intercountry
Intercountry Project for Arab Countries. The
regional project (1985/1986) financed by UNDP was
extended for 1987 and continued to be executed by
WIPO.
Arab Industrial Development Organization
(AIDO). In October and November, an official
attended a Seminar on Industrial Property for Arab
Countries, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
Government of Syria, in Damascus.
Federation of Arab Scientific Research Councils
(FASRC). In February, an official of PIDU within the
FASRC visited Casablanca and obtained from the
Moroccan Industrial Property Office a selected number
of Moroccan patent documents. This mission was
funded by the UNDP-financed regional project
In May and June, a WIPO consultant from Tunisia
undertook a mission to Baghdad in order to establish a
data base for Arab patents and to train the PIDU staff.
This mission was funded by the UNDP-financed
regional project.
In October and November, an FASRC official
attended a Seminar on Industrial Property for Arab
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Countries, organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
Government of Syria, in Damascus.
In December, a WIPO official participated in the
eleventh session of the Council of FASRC, held in Doha
(Qatar), and had discussions with officials of the Secretariat of FASRC regarding the implementation of the
project concerning the establishment of a Patent Information and Documentation Unit.
Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC). In October and
November, two GCC officials attended a Seminar on
Industrial Property for Arab Countries, organized by
WIPO in cooperation with the Government of Syria, in
Damascus.
In November, the Assistant Secretary General for
Economic Affairs of the GCC had discussions in
Geneva with the Director General of WIPO regarding
the Draft GCC Uniform Patent Law, as well as the
proposed regional system to be set up under the said
draft law.
League of Arab States Documentation and Information Center (ALDOC). In October and November,
an official attended a Seminar on Industrial Property for
Arab Countries, organized by WIPO in cooperation
with the Government of Syria, in Damascus.
Individual Arab Countries
Democratic Yemen. In June, WIPO organized a
study tour for a government official who visited the
industrial property offices of Egypt and Sweden as well
as the headquarters of WIPO in Geneva. This study tour
was funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.
Egypt. In February, a joint WIPO/UNDP mission
visited Cairo and evaluated with government officials
activities undertaken by WIPO under the UNDPfinanced regional project for the upgrading of the industrial property systems in the Arab countries, and made
recommendations for future activities under the
proposed new regional project in the UNDP Fourth
Cycle.
In June, a WIPO official visited Cairo to discuss with
government and UNDP officials the work plan in 1987
for the project concerning the strengthening of the
Patent Office. This mission was funded by the UNDPfinanced regional project.
In December, a WIPO official undertook a mission
in the framework of the national project for the modernization of the industrial property system in that
country and had discussions with officials at the Patent
Office, as well as UNDP in Cairo, regarding the work
plan of the project in 1988. This mission was funded by
the UNDP-financed country project.
Iraq. In February, a joint WIPO/UNDP mission
visited Baghdad and evaluated with government offi-
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cials activities undertaken by WIPO under the UNDPfinanced regional project for the upgrading of the industrial property systems in the Arab countries, and made
recommendations for future activities under the
proposed new regional project in the UNDP Fourth
Cycle.
Libya. In March, two WIPO officials held discussions with government officials regarding the strengthening of the country's industrial property system.
Morocco. In February, a joint WIPO/UNDP
mission visited Casablanca and evaluated with
government officials activities undertaken by WIPO
under the UNDP-financed regional project for the
upgrading of the industrial property systems in the Arab
countries, and made recommendations for future activities under the proposed new regional project in the
UNDP Fourth Cycle.
In November, a WIPO official undertook a mission
to Rabat and Casablanca and discussed with
government officials the implementation ofthe UNDPfinanced country project prepared by WIPO concerning
the strengthening of the industrial property system in
Morocco. This mission was funded by the UNDPfinanced regional project.
Somalia. In April, the Permanent Secretary of the
Ministry of Industry of Somalia, accompanied by the
Registrar of Patents and Trade Marks, visited WIPO
and discussed the draft industrial property law prepared
for Somalia, as well as means for the strengthening ofthe
industrial property system. The visit was funded by the
UNDP-financed regional project.
In May, WIPO prepared a revised draft of the abovementioned law for Somalia and dispatched it to the
Minister for Industry. The said draft was based on
discussions undertaken with Somali officials at WIPO
headquarters, in Geneva, in April.
In December, a WIPO official undertook a mission
to Mogadiscio to assist the national authorities in their
plans aimed at the strengthening of the administrative
infrastructure in the field of industrial property. This
mission was funded by the UNDP-financed regional
project.
Sudan. In February, a joint WIPO/UNDP mission
visited Khartoum and evaluated with government officials activities undertaken by WIPO under the UNDPfinanced regional project for the upgrading of the industrial property systems in the Arab countries, and made
recommendations for future activities under the
proposed new regional project in the UNDP Fourth
Cycle.
In June, WIPO organized a study tour for a
government official who visited the industrial property
offices of Egypt and Sweden as well as the headquarters
of WIPO in Geneva. This study tour was funded by the
UNDP-financed regional project.
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Syria. In February, a joint WIPO/UNDP mission
visited Damascus and evaluated with government officials activities undertaken by WIPO under the UNDPfinanced regional project for the upgrading of the industrial property systems in the Arab countries, and made
recommendations for future activities under the
proposed new regional project in the UNDP Fourth
Cycle.
In April, a WIPO official undertook a mission to
Damascus to discuss with government and UNDP officials the organizing of a seminar on the role of patents in
development for the Arab countries.
In June, WIPO organized a study tour for a
government official who visited the industrial property
office of Sweden and the headquarters of WIPO in
Geneva. This study tour was funded by the UNDPfinanced regional project.
In connection with the Seminar on Industrial
Property for Arab Countries, the Director General of
WIPO, accompanied by three WIPO officials,
undertook, in Damascus, consultations with
government officials concerning the strengthening of
the industrial property system in Syria. The project to
modernize the industrial property system and the draft
industrial property law, both formulated by WIPO in
1985, were also discussed.
In December, a WIPO official visited Damascus and
discussed with government officials the project referred
to in the preceding paragraph as well as a revision of the
national industrial property legislation. This mission
was funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.
Asia and the Pacific: Intercountry
Intercountry Project for Asia and the Pacific. In
January, WIPO started execution of the UNDPfinanced regional project for the UNDP Fourth Cycle
(1987-1991).
During the period under review, four issues of the
publication Intellectual Property in Asia and the Pacific
were published as an activity under the UNDP-financed
regional project.
South Pacific. In June, at the request of South
Pacific countries, WIPO prepared and sent to those
countries a draft model industrial property act and draft
industrial property regulations under that act. Those
documents were discussed at a meeting organized for
South Pacific countries in August, in Rarotonga, Cook
Islands.
In November, a Regional Evaluation and Planning
Meeting on WIPO's Development Cooperation Activities in Asia and the Pacific was organized by WIPO at
its headquarters in Geneva.
The objectives of the Meeting were to review and
evaluate WIPO's development cooperation activities in
the region, to determine the needs and priorities of the
developing countries of the region in the field of indus-

trial property, to plan activities for 1988 and 1989 under
WIPO's development cooperation program for the
region (including financial support from the UNDPfinanced regional project and from other sources) and to
have an exchange of views among the developing countries of the region and representatives of the industrialized countries and organizations invited to the
Meeting.
Papers on developments in the field of industrial
property were presented by the representatives of the
following developing countries in the Meeting:
Bangladesh, China, Democratic People's Republic of
Korea, India, Indonesia, Malaysia, Mongolia, Nepal,
Pakistan, Papua New Guinea, Philippines, Republic of
Korea, Samoa, Sri Lanka, Thailand, Viet Nam.
Papers were also presented by representatives of the
industrial property offices of the following industrialized countries in the Meeting: Australia, Canada,
Denmark, German Democratic Republic, Germany
(Federal Republic of), Soviet Union, United Kingdom,
United States of America.
Seventeen developing countries of the region represented by 31 government officials participated in the
Meeting: Bangladesh, China, Democratic People's
Repubhc of Korea, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic
Repubhc of), Malaysia, Mongolia, Nepal, Pakistan,
Papua New Guinea, Philippines, Republic of Korea,
Samoa, Sri Lanka, Thailand, Viet Nam.
Among the industrial property offices of industrialized countries that contributed to WIPO's development cooperation program in the region, the
following countries and organization were represented
by 13 officials: Australia, Austria, Canada, Denmark,
France, Germany (Federal Republic of), Japan, Soviet
Union, United Kingdom, United States of America,
EPO.
The Regional Bureau for Asia and the Pacific of the
UNDP in New York, was represented. After the
Meeting, the participants visited the Swiss Federal
Intellectual Property Office in Berne. The Meeting was
funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.

Individual Countries in Asia and the Pacific
Bangladesh. In May, a government official had
discussions in Geneva with a Deputy Director General
and other WIPO officials on the proposed UNDPfinanced country project for strengthening the national
industrial property administration, and the revision of
the patent and trademark laws of Bangladesh.
In October, a WIPO official visited Dhaka and
discussed with government and UNDP officials the
proposed UNDP-financed country project, as well as
participation in activities under the regional project.
China. In April, a Vice-Chairman of the State
Science and Technology Commission (SSTQ of China
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and accompanying officials discussed with the Director
General, and other WIPO officials, cooperation
between SSTC and WIPO.
Also in April, a member (Vice-Minister) of the State
Education Commission (SEC) of China discussed with
the Director General and other WIPO officials cooperation between SEC and WIPO in the field of intellectual
property law teaching.
In May, two government officials of the State
Administration for Industry and Commerce discussed
with a Deputy Director General and other WIPO officials cooperation between the Chinese trademark
administration and WIPO. The Chinese officials also
visited the international trademark registration operations in WIPO.
In June, a delegation from the China Council for the
Promotion of International Trade (CCPIT) visited
WIPO headquarters and had discussions with the
Director General on matters of mutual interest in the
field of intellectual property.
Also in June, the Adviser to the Chinese Patent
Office visited WIPO headquarters and had discussions
with the Director General on WIPO's assistance to the
Chinese Patent Office for the establishment of the
library of the Chinese Patent Law Research Institute.
In July, the Director General of the Economic Laws
and Regulations Research Centre of the State Council of
China, accompanied by three officials, visited WIPO
and had discussions with the Director General and
other WIPO officials on intellectual property matters.
WIPO also arranged for the Chinese officials to visit the
Swiss Federal Intellectual Property Office in Berne and
the Swiss Society for Authors' Rights in Musical Works
(SUISA) in Zurich.
In September and October, the Deputy Director
General and officials of the Chinese Patent Office had
discussions with the Director General and other WIPO
officials on cooperation in the field of patents.
In November, two WIPO officials had discussions in
Beijing with government officials on cooperation
between China and WIPO.
In November and December, WIPO organized, and
partly financed, a study visit for four senior officials of
the Novel Technology Development (NTD) Patent
Agency, Hong Kong (an agency designated by the State
Council of China), to WIPO in Geneva, and the Patent
Offices of Switzerland, Germany (Federal Republic of),
the United Kingdom, the United States of America and
Japan, and the EPO, Munich. The NTD group also met
leading patent attorneys and visited industrial enterprises in some of the countries.
In December, an official of the Chinese Trademark
Office had discussions with the Director General and
other WIPO officials in Geneva on possible cooperation
in the computerization of trademark administration in
China. A WIPO official subsequently visited the
Chinese Trademark Office in Beijing in December for
follow-up discussions. He also held talks with officials
of the Chinese Patent Office in Beijing.

81

Democratic People's Republic of Korea. In April, a
WIPO consultant from the German Democratic
Republic undertook a mission to Pyongyang. The
WIPO consultant discussed with government and
UNDP officials the situation relating to documentation
and patent information services, and possible plans to
computerize invention, patent and trademark operations. Also discussed was a possible new UNDPfinanced country project to cover the Committee's
plans to further strengthen the Office. This proposed
project would be a follow-up to the UNDP-financed
project which was executed by WIPO from 1982 to
1985.
In September, the Chairman, Invention Committee
of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea and
accompanying officials, had discussions in Geneva with
the Director General and other WIPO officials on cooperation in the field of industrial property.
India. In February, a WIPO consultant from India
visited New Delhi to discuss with government and
UNDP officials arrangements for the Seminar on Intellectual Property and High Technology which was held
in New Delhi in March.
In May, the Controller-General of Patents, Designs
and Trade Marks, on the occasion of his participation in
the WIPO Committee of Experts on the Protection
Against Counterfeiting, had discussions in Geneva with
WIPO officials on questions of mutual interest
In August, a mission comprising a WIPO official and
two WIPO consultants from Australia and India,
visited India and discussed with officials of the Patents,
Designs and Trade Marks Office in Bombay, at the
branch offices in New Delhi and Calcutta, and at the
Patent Information System in Nagpur, questions
concerning the proposed computerization of industrial
property operations and patent information services.
The mission also discussed with UNDP, New Delhi,
and government officials, the implementation of a
development cooperation plan in the field of industrial
property, including training of officials, the organization of meetings and assistance with computerization.
The mission was funded by the UNDP-financed
regional project.
In December, a government official discussed with
the Director General, in Geneva, cooperation between
WIPO and India on the computerization of the industrial property and patent information operations in
India.
Indonesia. In February, the Director General of
WIPO, accompanied by a Deputy Director General and
two WIPO officials, visited Jakarta. They were received
by, and had discussions with, the President of the
Republic of Indonesia, the Cabinet Secretary (Minister),
the Minister for Industry, the Minister for Commerce,
and other senior government officials. The discussions
covered cooperation between Indonesia and WIPO in
the field of intellectual property.
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In March, two officials of the Department of
Industry visited WIPO for discussions with the Director
General and other officials concerning draft regulations
for the implementation of industrial design protection
in Indonesia. The two officials also visited the Benelux
Designs Office in The Hague to observe the administration of industrial design protection, and an enterprise
in the Federal Republic of Germany to observe the
administration of industrial design protection within
the enterprise. The study visit was funded by the
UNDP-financed regional project.
In May, a government official visited WIPO and
discussed with the Director General and other officials
cooperation in the field of industrial property between
the Government of Indonesia and WIPO.
In September, a WIPO official had discussions in
Jakarta with government and UNDP officials regarding
a proposed UNDP-financed country project for
strengthening the national intellectual property
system.
Iran (Islamic Republic of). In September, four
government officials had discussions, in Geneva, with
the Director General and other WIPO officials on cooperation in the field of industrial property and the
despatch of a WIPO mission to Teheran in 1988.
Laos. In April, a WIPO official discussed with
government and UNDP officials, in Vientiane, possible
WIPO assistance in the establishment of a national
industrial property system, the training of Lao officials
in the field ofindustrial property and the organization of
an industrial property seminar, in Vientiane, in early
1988. The WIPO official conducted a half-day briefing
session on industrial property for officials of the State
Council for Science and Technology. The mission was
funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.
Malaysia. In February, a WIPO official participated, with government and UNDP officials, in Kuala
Lumpur, in the Terminal Review of the UNDPfinanced country project which had been implemented
by WIPO over the past 18 months. The WIPO official
also had discussions with UNDP and government officials concerning two proposed new UNDP-financed
country projects in the areas of trademarks and patents,
respectively.
In March, a WIPO consultant from Finland
undertook a mission to the Malaysian Inventions and
Designs Society, in Kuala Lumpur, to advise on
measures for the promotion of inventive activity. The
mission was financed by the Government of Finland.
In April, the first activity under the new UNDPfinanced country project on trademark administration
was undertaken. It consisted of a mission by a WIPO
consultant from Australia to the Malaysian Registry of
Trade Marks and Patents to provide advice and assistance in connection with the law and administration of
trademarks.

In May, June and July, a WIPO consultant from
Australia undertook a mission to the Registry of Trade
Marks and Patents and the Patent Information and
Documentation Centre (PIDQ, in Kuala Lumpur, to
provide advice and assistance on patent law and administration. This mission was funded by the UNDPfinanced country project on patent administration.
In August, another WIPO consultant from Australia
commenced a mission to the Registry and the PIDC, in
Kuala Lumpur, to provide further advice and assistance
in relation to patent administration and patent information services. The mission was funded by the
UNDP-financed country project
In August and September, a WIPO consultant from
Canada undertook a mission to provide advice and inservice training in trademark law and administration.
The mission was funded by the UNDP-financed
country project
In September and October, a WIPO consultant from
the United States of America undertook a mission to
Kuala Lumpur to provide advice and in-service training
in trademark law, including the registration of service
marks. The mission was funded by the UNDP-financed
country project.
In October, a government official of the Registry
undertook a training attachment at the Swedish Patent
and Registration Office in Stockholm and the United
Kingdom Patent Office in trademark law and administration in London. The training attachment was funded
by the UNDP-financed country project
In November, a mission comprising a WIPO official
and two WIPO consultants from Canada visited Kuala
Lumpur to study the situation with respect to the
computerization of trademark operations and to
undertake planning for their modernization, in the
framework of the UNDP-financed country project
In December, two government officials had discussions at WIPO on the revised Malaysian Trade Mark
Law and Regulations. The officials also visited the
United Kingdom Trade Mark Registry, in London, for
discussions and to observe administrative procedures
related to the registration of trademarks and service
marks.
Nepal. In October, a WIPO official visited Kathmandu and discussed with government and UNDP officials cooperation in the field of industrial property. The
WIPO official was received by, and had discussions
with, the Chief Justice of Nepal.
Pakistan. In April, a WIPO official discussed with
government and UNDP officials, in Islamabad and
Karachi, cooperation between the Government of
Pakistan and WIPO in the field of intellectual property.
The discussions included a proposed UNDP-financed
country project to strengthen the national patent
system, revision of the present legislation on patents,
industrial designs and copyright, and organization of a
seminar on intellectual property teaching, in Islamabad,
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later in 1987, and a copyright seminar, in Lahore, in
early 1988.
Also in April, the WIPO official during his mission
to Islamabad was received by, and had discussions with,
the Chief Justice of Pakistan.
Also in April, the Resident Representative of
UNDP in Pakistan visited WIPO and discussed with a
Deputy Director General and other WIPO officials
the proposed UNDP-financed country project
to strengthen the national patent system, and other
activities that WIPO proposed to undertake in
Pakistan.
Also in April, a WIPO official discussed with
government and UNDP officials, in Islamabad, the
organization of a round table on intellectual property
teaching, to be held in Islamabad in autumn 1987, and a
copyright seminar, to be held in Lahore in early
1988.
In October, a WIPO official had discussions in
Karachi and Islamabad with government and UNDP
officials on a proposed UNDP-financed country project
to strengthen national patent office services. The official
also discussed matters relating to activities under the
regional project.
Philippines. In January, a WIPO official visited
Manila and had discussions with government and
UNDP officials on the contracting of a local computer
service company which would undertake the establishment of a computerized trademark system at the
Philippine Patent Office.
In January and February, a WIPO consultant from
the United States of America undertook a mission to the
Philippine Patent Office to provide advisory and
training services on trademark search and examination
procedures. The mission was funded by the UNDPfinanced country project.
In April, a Meeting on the Patent Cooperation
Treaty (PCT), organized by WIPO in cooperation with
the Licensing Executives Society (Philippines), the
Intellectual Property Association of the Philippines and
the Department of Trade and Industry, was held in
Manila. Lectures were given by a WIPO consultant
from the United States of America and by a WIPO
official. The Meeting was attended by approximately 40
officials from the Government of the Philippines,
patent agent firms and inventors' associations.
Also in April, during their presence in Manila for the
above-mentioned Meeting, two WIPO officials and the
WIPO consultant from the United States of America
had discussions with government officials concerning
accession to international treaties.
In May, an official of the Philippine Patent Office
commenced a study attachment on the legal aspects of
industrial property operations at the USPTO in
Washington. This study attachment was undertaken in
the framework of the UNDP-financed country project
for modernizing the industrial property system of the
Philippines.
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In July, a WIPO official discussed with government
and UNDP officials, in Manila, the preliminary design
of a computerized system for trademark administration, formulated by a local firm contracted by WIPO
for the purpose, in the framework of the UNDPfinanced country project. The official also participated
in the first tripartite review ofthat project, organized by
UNDP and the Government of the Philippines.
In September, a WIPO official had discussions with
the new Director of the Bureau of Patents, Trademarks
and Technology Transfer (BPTTT) on matters
pertaining to development cooperation activities
between the BPTTT and WIPO.
In October, four government officials of the BPTTT
underwent a training attachment at the Australian
Patent, Trade Marks and Designs Office for on-the-job
training in their respective areas. The training
attachment was funded by the UNDP-financed country
project.
In November, a WIPO official had discussions in
Manila with the BPTTT in connection with the
selection of the required computer hardware and
software for the trademark computerization project
being undertaken in the BPTTT office under the
UNDP-financed country project.
Also in November, the Director of the BPTTT
undertook a study visit on computerization ofindustrial
property administration to the USPTO in Washington,
the EPO in The Hague, the BMM in The Hague, and the
German Patent Office in Munich. He also had discussions with WIPO officials in Geneva. This study visit
was funded by the UNDP-financed country project.
Republic of Korea. In January, a WIPO official
participated, with government and UNDP officials, in
Seoul, in the Terminal Review of the UNDP-financed
country project, which had been implemented over the
past 18 months. The WIPO official also had discussions
with UNDP and government officials concerning a
proposed new UNDP-financed country project to assist
in the establishment of an International Intellectual
Property Training Center, which was planned to
commence later in 1987. He also discussed arrangements for a proposed Regional Seminar on Licensing
and Other Technology Transfer Arrangements, to be
held in Seoul in October.
In February, a WIPO consultant from the Republic
of Korea gave a lecture at a Seminar on Intellectual
Property and Computer Technology organized by
WIPO in cooperation with the Government of
Indonesia, in Djakarta.
In April, WIPO organized a study visit for a group of
members of the Korean Invention and Patent Association (KIPA) to WIPO, the German Patent Office
(Munich), the EPO, and patent and inventors' associations in France and Germany (Federal Republic of).
In May, the Administrator of the Office of Patents
Administration (OPA), and accompanying officials,
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discussed with the Director General and other WIPO
officials cooperation between the OPA and WIPO.
In July, a WIPO consultant from the Federal
Republic of Germany undertook a mission to the OPA
to provide assistance and in-service training in the
international classification of goods and services for the
purposes of trademark applications. The mission was
funded by the UNDP-financed country project.
Also in July, a government official of the OPA
undertook a training attachment at the EPO (The Hague
and Munich), the Swedish Patent Office in Stockholm
and WIPO on the PCT and procedures and administration thereunder. The training attachment was funded
by the UNDP-financed country project.
Also in July, a WIPO official attended the opening
ceremony of the International Intellectual Property
Training Institute (IIPTI), established by the
Government of the Republic of Korea in Seoul.
Also in July, a new UNDP-financed country project,
entitled "Establishment of International Intellectual
Property Training Institute (IIPTI)," commenced.
In September, a WIPO official gave a course of
lectures on international treaties and new developments
in industrial property at the IIPTI in Seoul. The lectures
were part of an International Seminar on Industrial
Property organized by the Government of the Republic
of Korea for officials from developing countries. In
addition, the official gave a series of lectures in the same
area to examiners and trial examiners of the OPA.
In December, another WIPO official gave a course of
lectures on international treaties in intellectual property
at the IIPTI. The mission was funded by the UNDPfinanced country project.
Singapore. In July, a WIPO official discussed in
Singapore with officials of the Singapore Inventors
Development Association (SIDA) and the Economic
Development Board of Singapore the possible organization of a conference for inventors in cooperation with
WIPO.
Sri Lanka. In January, a one-day Seminar on the
Intellectual Property Law of Sri Lanka for Judges and
Lawyers was organized, in Colombo, by WIPO, under
the UNDP-financed regional project, in cooperation
with the Sri Lanka Bar Association, the Registry of
Patents and Trade Marks and the Sri Lanka Foundation. The Seminar was opened by the Chief Justice of
Sri Lanka. The Seminar was addressed by nationals of
Sri Lanka and by three WIPO consultants. Twenty-five
Sri Lankan judges and 75 lawyers attended the
Seminar.
In December, the Director General of WIPO was
conferred with the degree of Doctor of Laws, honoris
causa, by the University of Colombo, Sri Lanka.
Also in December, the Director General and three
WIPO officials participated in the Seminar on the Use
of Computers and its Legal Consequences and Unfair

Competition, organized by the Bar Association of Sri
Lanka, in Colombo.
Thailand. In February, a WIPO consultant from the
United States of America undertook a mission to the
Department of Commercial Registration in Bangkok to
provide advice and training on industrial property
administration and management. The mission was
funded by the UNDP-financed country project.
In March, a WIPO official had discussions with
government officials, in Bangkok, on the further development of their computerized system for trademark
administration.
In June, a WIPO consultant from Australia
undertook a mission to the Department of Commercial
Registration to provide advice and in-service training in
the examination of applications for patents in the
mechanical field and for designs. This mission was
funded by the UNDP-financed country project.
In July, a WIPO official visited the Asian Institute of
Technology (ATT) in Bangkok and discussed the possibility of AIT providing special training courses on the
development of computer systems in the field of industrial property for selected government officials from the
region. The WIPO official also discussed with officials
of the Department of Commercial Registration (DCR)
and UNDP the plans for computerization of trademark
administration at the DCR under the UNDP-financed
country project.
Also in July, a WIPO consultant from the United
Kingdom undertook a mission to the DCR to provide
advice and in-service training in the area of trademark
law and administration. The mission was funded by the
UNDP-financed country project.
Also in July, another WIPO consultant from the
United Kingdom undertook a mission to the DCR to
provide advice and in-service training in the examination of patent applications in the chemical field. The
mission was funded by the UNDP-financed country
project.
In October, a WIPO consultant from the United
States of America undertook a mission to the DCR to
provide advice and in-service training on the examination and classification of applications for the registration of industrial designs. The mission was funded by
the UNDP-financed country project.
Viet Nam. In February, a Deputy Director General
and another official of WIPO had discussions in Hanoi
with senior government officials on cooperation
between the Government of Viet Nam and WIPO. The
Deputy Director General and the WIPO official also
discussed with government and UNDP officials a
possible UNDP-financed country project for strengthening the national industrial property administration
and the establishment of a patent documentation
center.
In September, a government official had discussions
in Geneva with the Director General and other WIPO
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officials regarding the proposed UNDP-financed
country project for strengthening the industrial property
administration, and possible WIPO assistance in patent
documentation and legislation.
Hong Kong. In April and September, two
government officials had discussions with the Director
General, in Geneva, on industrial property matters.
In June, a WIPO official had preliminary discussions
with government officials in Hong Kong on a proposed
industrial property seminar for countries in the Asian
and Pacific region.
Latin America and the Caribbean: Intercountry
Intercountry Project for Latin America and the
Caribbean. The regional project (1983-1986) financed
by UNDP for the "Modernization and Strengthening of
Industrial Property Systems" continued to be executed
by WIPO with respect to certain specific activities postponed from 1986.
In January and February, a WIPO consultant from
Italy continued his assignment in WIPO on preparatory
activities in the field of industrial property protection of
biotechnological inventions. As a result of this
assignment, six country reports for Argentina, Brazil,
Colombia, Mexico, Peru and Venezuela were finalized
which described the situation of research on biotechnology in the six countries concerned and the policies
applied from the point of view of industrial property
protection of inventions and innovations in this field.
The reports were sent to the UNDP in New York.
In March, a WIPO official attended the UNDP
Regional Meeting of the Resident Representatives of
the Latin American and Caribbean Region in Buenos
Aires.
In July, a WIPO official visited the UNDP in New
York and discussed with UNDP officials the draft
project document of the regional project, for the Fourth
Cycle, prepared by WIPO.
In October, UNDP approved the final version of the
project document of the new regional project entitled
"Support to the Establishment of Intellectual Property
Systems" for the period 1987 to 1989.
United Nations Economic Commission for Latin
America and the Caribbean (ECLAC). In September, a
WIPO official undertook a mission to Port of Spain and
discussed with officials from the ECLAC Office for the
Caribbean forthcoming activities under the regional
project, especially the strengthening of the Patent Information and Documentation Unit (PIDU) within the
Caribbean Documentation Center (CDC) and the
proposals made by WIPO concerning intergovernmental cooperation in the field of industrial property for
the English-speaking Caribbean countries, Haiti and
Suriname. This mission was funded by the UNDPfinanced regional project.
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In November and December, a meeting of eight
experts from different English-speaking Caribbean
countries and institutions took place at ECLAC headquarters in Port of Spain, organized by WIPO in cooperation with UNDP and ECLAC. The meeting was
devoted to reviewing and analyzing a first draft
prepared by WIPO concerning options for a scheme
of intergovernmental cooperation in the field of industrial property. ECLAC, Caribbean Community
(CARICOM) and SELA representatives as well as two
WIPO officials attended the meeting. The participation
of the experts was funded by the UNDP-financed
regional project.
Latin American Economic System (SELA). In July,
two WIPO officials attended a meeting of experts organized by WIPO in cooperation with the SELA Secretariat, in Caracas. Nine experts of the region participated and made specific recommendations for the
implementation of a resolution of the Latin American
Council dealing with industrial property. The participation ofthe experts was funded by the UNDP-financed
regional project.
In September, two WIPO officials attended the
annual meeting of the Latin American Council of SELA
which considered and approved the recommendations
of the July meeting referred to in the preceding paragraph.
Latin American Association for Integration
(ALADI). In April, a WIPO official visited ALADI
headquarters in Montevideo and had preliminary
contact with the new Secretary General and a new
Under-Secretary General.
In May, a high-level seminar, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the EPO for the four countries
involved in the WIPO/ALADI project (Argentina,
Chile, Paraguay, Uruguay) was held at the EPO in The
Hague and Munich. The directors of the industrial
property offices of Argentina, Paraguay and Uruguay,
each accompanied by another government official,
participated in the seminar. A WIPO official also participated. Before attending the seminar, the participants
attended the eleventh session of the WIPO Permanent
Committee on Development Cooperation Related to
Industrial Property in Geneva. This study tour was
partially financed by the EPO.
In July and August, two WIPO consultants from
Spain undertook missions to the industrial property
offices of Argentina, Chile and Uruguay in order to
assist in the elaboration of criteria for the legal examination of trademarks. These missions were funded by
the respective UNDP-financed country projects and the
Government of Spain.
In July, August and September, a WIPO consultant
from the EPO worked on a draft manual for the examination of patent applications. This activity was funded
by the UNDP-financed regional project and the EPO.
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In August, September and October, two WIPO
consultants from Spain completed a draft manual on
trademarks based on the legislation in force in the four
countries involved. This was funded by the UNDPfinanced regional project.
In September and November, a WIPO consultant
from the EPO undertook roving missions to industrial
property offices in Argentina, Chile, Paraguay and
Uruguay. The main objective was to analyze and make
specific recommendations on the organization of and
access to patent documentation and related-data banks.
These missions were funded by the EPO and the
UNDP-fmanced regional project.
In October, a WIPO consultant from Spain provided
training to officials of the industrial property office of
Uruguay, in Montevideo, in the classification of the
figurative elements of trademarks. This training was
also attended by officials from Argentina and Paraguay
and was funded by the UNDP-financed regional
project.
In October and November, a WIPO consultant from
Mexico prepared two technological profile studies
taking into account reports of state-of-the-art searches
based on patent documents elaborated by the Austrian
Patent Office. This was funded by the UNDP-financed
regional project and is to be used by the ALADI Secretariat in the framework ofrounds of negotiations among
enterprises within specific industrial sectors.
In December, the Fifth Meeting of Directors of
Industrial Property Offices of Argentina, Chile,
Paraguay and Uruguay was held in Santiago, Chile. The
Meeting was organized by WIPO in cooperation with
the Government of Chile, the ALADI Secretariat and
UNDP. The meeting was attended by observers of the
Government of Spain, the EPO, the national associations of industrial property agents of the four countries,
and the Inter-American Association of Industrial
Property (ASIPI). The attendance of the government
participants was funded by the UNDP-financed
regional project.
Board (Junta) of the Cartagena Agreement
(JUNAC). In March, a Deputy Director General,
accompanied by a WIPO official, visited JUNAC headquarters in Lima and continued discussions on the
revision of Decision 85 of the Commission of the
Cartagena Agreement concerning common rules of
industrial property for countries members of the
Andean Group.
Also in March, a WIPO official visited JUNAC
headquarters and discussed joint development cooperation activities to be undertaken by both organizations
under the existing cooperation agreement and within
the framework of the proposed regional project on intellectual property for Latin America and the Caribbean to
be executed by WIPO during the UNDP Fourth Cycle
(1987-1991).
In October, two WIPO officials and two WIPO
consultants from Argentina and Germany (Federal

Republic of) conducted a Subregional Workshop on
Technical Aspects of Patent Administration for countries of the Andean Group, designed to train the participants and to elaborate a set of recommendations for a
medium-term training program in this field. Participants from Bolivia, Colombia, Peru and Venezuela and
representatives from the JUNAC Secretariat attended
the Workshop which was organized by WIPO in collaboration with the Government of Peru and UNDP. The
Workshop was financed through funds made available
to WIPO by the Government of the Federal Republic of
Germany, the UNDP-financed regional project and the
UNDP-financed Interregional Sectoral Adviser
project.
Permanent Secretariat of the General Treaty on
Central American Economic Integration (SIECA). In
March, a WIPO official visited SIECA headquarters in
Guatemala City during the course of a mission to
Guatemala and discussed joint activities leading to the
revision of the industrial property system for the countries of the Central American Isthmus.
In May and June, an official from the SIECA
Permanent Secretariat undertook a study tour organized by WIPO to the industrial property offices of
Brazil, Spain, Venezuela, the EPO in Munich and to
WIPO headquarters. In Geneva, he continued
processing information collected for the joint study on
the revision of the industrial property system for the
countries of the Central American Isthmus. This study
tour was funded by the UNDP-financed regional
project
In August, a WIPO official and a SIECA official
undertook a mission to Nicaragua, Costa Rica and
Panama and discussed with interested circles the nature
and scope of the study for the revision of the industrial
property system at the subregional level. This mission
was funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.
In October, the same WIPO and SIECA officials
undertook a mission to Guatemala, El Salvador and
Honduras and discussed with the interested circles the
nature and scope of the study for the revision of the
industrial property system at the subregional level. This
mission was also funded by the UNDP-financed
regional project.
Also in October, an official of the SIECA Secretariat
attended a Seminar on Industrial Property and its
Impact on the Development Process, organized by
WIPO in cooperation with INPI (Brazil), in Rio de
Janeiro.
In November, the Seventh Meeting of Heads of
Industrial Property Offices and the Fourth Meeting of
Vice-Ministers Responsible for Industrial Property of
the countries of the Central American Isthmus, were
held in Managua, Nicaragua, organized by WIPO in
cooperation with the Government of Nicaragua and
UNDP. Thirteen government officials from Costa Rica,
El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras and Panama,
observers from national associations of industrial
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property agents members of ASIPI, representatives
from the SIECA Secretariat and two WIPO officials
attended the Meetings in addition to the participants
from Nicaragua. The participation of the government
officials was funded by the UNDP-financed regional
project.
The participants reviewed the execution of the
development cooperation program in the six countries
involved, both at regional and national levels, and
expressed their satisfaction with the progress made in
office procedures, institutional improvements, development of human resources and the bigger role played
by industrial property administrations in the national
and subregional development strategies and programs.
The Vice-Ministers' Meeting endorsed the recommendations submitted by the Heads of the Industrial
Property Offices and gave special emphasis to the
mandate to WIPO and SIECA in respect of the revision
of the existing subregional treaty in the field of trademarks and the drafting of two new ones in the area of
patents, utility models and industrial designs. For these
purposes, a detailed work plan for the next two years
was also adopted by the Meeting.
Central American Institute for Research and Technology (ICAITI). In March, a WIPO official visited
ICAITI headquarters in Guatemala City during the
course of a mission to Guatemala and discussed the
possibilities of carrying out joint activities to develop a
regional patent data bank for the countries of the
Central American Isthmus, which would include the
provision by ICAITI of new services to industry,
commerce and other related institutions in the region.
In October, a WIPO official accompanied by three
WIPO consultants from Chile, Germany (Federal
Republic of) and Uruguay undertook a mission to
ICAITI and to Guatemala, El Salvador, Honduras and
Nicaragua. The basic objective of the mission was to
prepare an inventory ofthe patent document collections
and the technical information services available in
those countries and to make recommendations for
greater cooperation and coordination among them.
This mission were funded by the UNDP-financed
regional project.
Nutrition Institutefor Central America and Panama
(INCAP). In March, a WIPO official visited the INCAP
headquarters in Guatemala City during the course of a
mission to Guatemala and discussed the continuation
of activities concerning promotion of innovations and
protection of inventions and innovations resulting from
research activities being undertaken by INCAP.
In October, an official of INCAP attended a Seminar
on Industrial Property and its Impact on the Development Process, organized by WIPO in cooperation
with INPI (Brazil), in Rio de Janeiro.
International Center for Patent Documentation in
Spanish (CIPLC). In July, the first meeting of the
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working group on functions and decentralized operations of the Center, as established by the Preparatory
Council during its first meeting (Mexico, November
1986) took place in Madrid. The working group was
composed of experts from Argentina, Colombia,
Mexico and Venezuela. A WIPO official attended the
meeting. They revised a questionnaire intended to
collect information for a survey on the prevailing situation in the region. The working group also recommended the launching of measures such as the establishment, on a provisional basis, of pilot units of the
future center in industrial property offices in countries
interested in hosting them.

Individual Countries in Latin America and the
Caribbean
Argentina. From January to December, a WIPO
consultant from Argentina continued his work on organization and management in the National Directorate
of Industrial Property (DNPI), under the UNDPfinanced country project.
Also during the same period, three WIPO consultants from Argentina continued to develop specific
aspects of the automated systems dealing with, inter
alia, trademark and patent searching, administrative
procedures and publications of the Directorate.
In March, two analyst programmers from Paraguay
visited the DNPI to continue the development of
computer programs being transferred to the Directorate
of Industrial Property of Paraguay and which
concerned, in particular, the processing and searching of
trademark applications.
Also in March, a WIPO official visited Buenos Aires
to discuss with government and UNDP officials steps to
be taken to implement the new government counterpart
cash contribution under the UNDP-financed country
project.
In April, two analyst programmers from Chile
visited the DNPI to continue the development of
computer programs being transferred to the Industrial
Property Department of Chile, and which dealt mainly
with the processing and searching of trademark applications.
Also in April, the Director General of Inventions,
Marks and Technological Development of Mexico,
accompanied by a computer expert from Mexico,
visited the DNPI to discuss possibilities for joint action
and cooperation as well as to learn about the computerization programs being implemented at the DNPI under
the UNDP-financed country project. This study tour
was funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.
Also in April, two Colombian officials visited the
DNPI to discuss possibilities of cooperation and to
learn about the computer programs being implemented
there. This study tour was funded by the UNDPfinanced regional project.
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In May, the WIPO consultant from Argentina in
charge of the coordination of the UNDP-financed
country project visited Geneva to undertake discussions on the program of activities under the project. He
also accompanied the Director of the DNPI to the EPO
in The Hague and Munich. This mission was funded by
the UNDP-financed country project.
In July, a WIPO consultant from Spain, undertook a
mission to the DNPI to assist the staff on the establishment ofguidelines for the examination of trademark
applications and on a training program in this field. This
mission was funded by the Government of Spain.
Also in July, WIPO submitted to the Government of
Argentina, a study dealing with measures to provide the
DNPI with the institutional and financial capability to
manage its own income. The study was based on
previous reports, prepared under the UNDP-financed
country project, by two WIPO consultants from Spain
and two WIPO consultants from Argentina. The
completion of the study was funded by the UNDPfinanced country project
In August and September, a WIPO consultant from
Brazil undertook a mission to advise the DNPI on
increasing the use of patent documents as a source of
technical information. This mission was funded by the
UNDP-financed country project.
In October, a WIPO consultant from the EPO
undertook a mission to the DNPI to make recommendations on the organization of and access to patent
documentation and related-data banks. This mission
was funded by the UNDP-financed regional project and
by the EPO.
Also in October, a WIPO consultant from Argentina
participated as a lecturer in a Subregional Workshop on
Technical Aspects of Patent Administration organized
by WIPO in cooperation with the Government of Peru
and UNDP for the countries of the Andean Group in
Lima. His participation was financed through funds
made available to WIPO by the Government of the
Federal Republic of Germany.
In December, the Director of the DNPI, accompanied by another government official, took part in the
Fifth Meeting of Directors of Industrial Property
Offices of Argentina, Chile, Paraguay and Uruguay,
which was organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
Government of Chile, ALADI and UNDP, in Santiago.
Their participation was funded by the UNDP-financed
regional project.
Also in December, a Tripartite Review Meeting on
the UNDP-financed country project took place. Two
WIPO officials participated, together with government
and UNDP officials, in the evaluation of project activities undertaken so far and to discuss activities during
1988 and 1989.
Bolivia. In June, a WIPO official undertook a
mission to La Paz and had discussions with government
officials on the WIPO Convention and on the establishment of a UNDP-financed country project for the

modernization of the industrial property administration.
In October, two government officials from the
Industrial Property Department attended the Subregional Workshop on Technical Aspects of Patent
Administration organized by WIPO, in Lima, for the
countries of the Andean Group.
Brazil. In March and April, a programming and
planning mission was undertaken to initiate activities
under the new UNDP-financed country project. Four
WIPO consultants from Argentina, France and the
EPO, and two WIPO officials met with Brazilian officials to discuss the plan of activities to be implemented
in 1987 under the said project in the field of patent
documentation and information and pilot services for
the use of industry and research institutions in the
country. This mission was funded by the UNDPfinanced country project and also under the UNDP
Interregional Sectoral Adviser project. The mission
report with recommendations was finalized by WIPO
and submitted to the Government of Brazil and UNDP
in June.
In April, a Deputy Director General ofWIPO visited
INPI (Brazil) in Rio de Janeiro to discuss with the
authorities joint activities under the cooperation
agreement between the Government of Brazil and
WIPO, and the implementation of the new UNDPfinanced country project
Also in April, the Director General of Inventions,
Marks and Technological Development of Mexico,
accompanied by another government official, visited
INPI to discuss possibilities of cooperation and learn
about the modernization being carried out there.
Also in April, two Colombian officials visited INPI
in Brazil to discuss possibilities ofcooperation and learn
about the computer programs being implemented there.
This study tour was funded by the UNDP-financed
regional project.
In May, an official from the SIECA Permanent
Secretariat visited INPI to become acquainted with the
modernization efforts undertaken there. This study tour
was funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.
In September and October, a WIPO consultant from
Brazil participated as a lecturer in a National Seminar
on Technological Information Based on Patent Documentation. The participation of the consultant was
funded by the UNDP-financed country project
In October, a WIPO official undertook a mission to
Brazil to discuss with government and UNDP officials
the implementation of the UNDP-financed country
project. On the same occasion, the WIPO official
lectured in the Seminar on Industrial Property and its
Impact on the Development Process, organized at INPI
headquarters in Rio de Janeiro. The mission was funded
by the UNDP-financed Interregional Sectoral Adviser
project
In December, two WIPO officials undertook a
mission to Brazil to discuss with government and
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UNDP officials a program for technical cooperation
among developing countries activities among the countries of the region during 1988 and a detailed work plan
to be implemented in 1988 under the UNDP-fmanced
country project. The mission was partly funded by the
UNDP-financed Interregional Sectoral Adviser
project.
Chile. In March and April, WIPO organized a study
tour for a government official, who visited the industrial
property offices of Argentina, Brazil, France, Spain,
Venezuela and WIPO headquarters.
In April, two government officials visited the DNPI
of Argentina to continue the development of computer
programs being transferred to the Industrial Property
Department of Chile, mainly in the field of processing,
searching, administrative control and trademark applications. This mission was funded by the UNDPfinanced country project.
From May to December, three WIPO national
consultants were assigned, under the UNDP-financed
country project, to the Industrial Property Department
for the processing of patent and trademark applications.
In June, August, October and December, one of the
WIPO consultants from Argentina assigned to the
UNDP-financed country project of Argentina
undertook a mission to Chile to continue to advise the
technical staff of the Industrial Property Department on
the development and implementation of computer
programs in the field of trademarks and industrial
property publications originally developed under the
said project in Argentina. This mission was funded
under the UNDP-financed project of Chile.
In June and July, a WIPO consultant from the EPO
undertook a mission to advise and train the local staff
and the national expert on the classification and examination of patent applications. This mission was funded
by the EPO and by the UNDP-financed country
project.
In June, August, October and December, two WIPO
consultants from Argentina undertook several missions
to continue giving advice on the development and
implementation of mechanized systems for the
processing and searching of trademarks applications.
These missions were funded by the UNDP-financed
country project.
In August, a WIPO consultant from Argentina
undertook a mission to advise government officials on
the management of the UNDP-financed country
project, as well as on the organization of the national
Industrial Property Department. This mission was
funded by the UNDP-financed country project.
In August and September, a WIPO consultant from
Spain undertook a mission to advise officials of the
Industrial Property Department on the establishment of
criteria and guidelines for trademark examination as to
substance. The mission was funded by the UNDP-financed country project and by the Government of Spain.
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In October and November, a WIPO consultant from
the EPO, together with another WIPO consultant from
Denmark, undertook a mission to advise the Industrial
Property Department officials on the establishment of a
patent search file to be used for the examination as to
substance of patent applications and for other purposes.
This mission was funded by the EPO and the UNDPfinanced country project.
In December, the Fifth Meeting of Directors of
Industrial Property of Argentina, Chile, Paraguay and
Uruguay was held in Santiago, with the cooperation of
the Government of Chile, the ALADI Secretariat and
UNDP. The Meeting reviewed and discussed two draft
manuals on the examination of patent applications and
on the administrative and technical processing of
trademark applications, as well as the progress being
made in the four offices in the building of patent search
files and mechanization of industrial property operations. The Meeting decided to apply the two abovementioned manuals on a trial basis and to carry out a
number of specific development cooperation activities
during 1988. The Meeting was attended by the heads of
the industrial property offices of the four countries, and
by representatives of national groups of industrial
property agents, ASIPI, the ALADI Secretariat, UNDP,
and three WIPO officials. The participation of six
government officials from Argentina, Paraguay and
Uruguay and one WIPO official was funded by the
UNDP-financed regional project. The participation of
another WIPO official was funded by the Interregional
Sectoral Adviser project.
On the same occasion, two WIPO officials met with
government officials and UNDP to evaluate current
project activities under the UNDP-financed country
project. These missions were funded respectively by
WIPO and by the Interregional Sectoral Adviser
project.
Colombia. In March, a Deputy Director General of
WIPO, accompanied by a WIPO official, discussed with
government officials proposals for the revision of
Decision 85 of the Commission of the Cartagena
Agreement dealing with common rules on industrial
property for countries members of the Andean
Group.
In March and April, on the occasion of the Course on
Copyright, organized in Bogota by WIPO in cooperation with the Government of Colombia and SUISA,
another WIPO official visited government officials to
discuss possibilities for a new UNDP-financed project
to modernize the industrial property administration.
In April, WIPO organized a study tour for two
government officials, who visited the industrial
property offices of Argentina, Brazil and Venezuela.
This study tour was funded by the UNDP-financed
regional project.
In May, the Government of Colombia hosted a
meeting to continue discussions on the revision of
Decision 85 of the Commission of the Cartagena
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Agreement. The meeting was also attended by the
Director of the Institute for Industrial Technological
Research and Technical Standards (ITINTEC) of Peru,
by the Director of the Industrial Property Registry of
Venezuela and by one WIPO official.
In October, two government officials from the
Industrial Property Division attended the Subregional
Workshop on Technical Aspects of Patent Administration organized by WIPO, in Lima, for the countries of
the Andean Group.
In November and December, a WIPO consultant
from France undertook a mission to Bogota to assist the
authorities and staff of the industrial property office on
the organization of a fair on national innovations and
on the establishment of technical information services
based on patent documents. The mission was financed
through funds made available to WIPO by the
Government of France.
In December, a WIPO official visited Bogota to
discuss with government and UNDP officials the new
UNDP-financed country project for the modernization
of the industrial property office.
Costa Rica. In November, the Vice-Minister of
Justice, the Director of the Industrial Property Registry
and other government officials, took part in the Seventh
Meeting of Heads of Industrial Property Offices, and in
the Fourth Meeting of Vice-Ministers Responsible for
Industrial Property of the Countries of the Central
American Isthmus, which was held in Managua.
Cuba. In April, on the occasion of the Ministerial
Meeting of the Group of 77, held in Havana, a WIPO
official visited the National Office of Inventions, Technical Information and Marks (ONIITEM) to discuss
possibilities for cooperation between the Government
of Cuba and WIPO.
Ecuador. In June, a WIPO official visited Quito and
had discussions with government and UNDP officials
on the prospects of establishing a UNDP-financed
country project for the modernization of the industrial
property administration and on the accession of
Ecuador to the WIPO Convention as a follow-up of the
decision taken by the Government of Ecuador in this
regard.
El Salvador. From January to December, the WIPO
national consultant continued to deal with the coordination of activities under the UNDP-financed country
project on the modernization of the industrial property
administration and promotion of innovations.
In September, in the framework of the UNDPfinanced country project, the first National Week of
Inventions and Innovations ("Inventiva '87") took
place in San Salvador. A number of prizes and awards,
including a WIPO medal and certificate, were presented
to selected inventors and innovators.

Also in September, a WIPO consultant from Chile
undertook a mission to San Salvador to advise
government officials responsible for technical information services and industrial property matters on the
introduction of mechanized systems. This mission was
funded by the UNDP-financed country project
In October, a WIPO official, together with the same
WIPO consultant from Chile and two WIPO consultants from Germany (Federal Republic of) and
Uruguay, undertook a mission to prepare an inventory
of available patent collections and technical information services and to make recommendations for the
pooling of resources and the linkage and establishment
of services at the subregional level. This mission was
funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.
In November, the Vice-Minister of Justice, the
Director General of the Registry of Industrial Property,
another government official and the National Coordinator of the UNDP-financed country project took part
in the Seventh Meeting of Heads of Industrial Property
Offices and in the Fourth Meeting of Vice-Ministers
Responsible for Industrial Property of the Countries of
the Central American Isthmus, which was held in
Managua.
Also in November, in the framework of the UNDPfinanced country project, a National Seminar on Industrial Property and Technological Information, took
place in San Salvador. Thirty government officials
participated. The Seminar was organized by the
Government of El Salvador with the cooperation of
WIPO.
Guatemala. In January and February, two WIPO
national consultants continued to deal with technical
tasks concerning the processing of patent applicati on s
under the UNDP-financed country project The two
consultants continued their work from February to
April as government officials.
From January to December, the WIPO national
expert continued to deal with the coordination of activities and to give advice on office management and organization under the UNDP-financed country project
In February and March, a WIPO consultant from
Colombia undertook a mission to give technical advice
to government officials on the processing, classification
and searching of patent applications. This mission was
funded by the UNDP-financed country project.
In March, a WIPO official, together with
government and UNDP officials, attended the final
Tripartite Review Meeting of the country project The
Government of Guatemala decided to request that a
new two-year project be financed by UNDP and
executed by WIPO.
In March and April, a WIPO consultant from Venezuela undertook a mission to advise the staff of the
Registry of Industrial Property on the classification,
searching and examination of trademark applications.
This mission was funded by the UNDP-financed
country project
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Also in April, the WIPO consultant from Chile in
charge of the coordination of activities under the
UNDP-financed country project in Venezuela
undertook a mission to Guatemala to advise the
Government of Guatemala on the management and
organization of the Registry of Industrial Property. This
mission was funded by the UNDP-financed country
project for Guatemala.
In May, a WIPO official had talks with government
and UNDP officials and agreed on a new two-year
UNDP-financed country project to support further
development of industrial property, transfer of technology, technical information and promotion of
national innovation systems. The mission of the WIPO
official was funded by the UNDP-financed regional
project.
In August, a WIPO official undertook a mission to
Guatemala to advise the national authorities on
proposals for the modification of the patent law. This
mission was funded by the UNDP-financed country
project
Also in August, a WIPO consultant from Chile
undertook a mission to Guatemala to continue giving
advice on the implementation of mechanized programs
for the administrative control and searching of patent
and trademark applications. This mission was funded
by the UNDP-financed country project.
In October, a WIPO official, together with the same
WIPO consultant from Chile and two WIPO consultants from Germany (Federal Republic of) and
Uruguay, undertook a mission to prepare an inventory
of available patent collections and technical information services and to make recommendations for
cooperation and coordination at the subregional level.
This mission was funded by the UNDP-financed
regional project
In November, the Registrar of Industrial Property,
accompanied by another government official and by the
National Coordinator of the UNDP-financed country
project took part in the Seventh Meeting of Heads of
Industrial Property Offices and in the Fourth Meeting of
Vice-Ministers Responsible for Industrial Property of
the Countries of the Central American Isthmus, which
was held in Managua.
Also in November, a WIPO official conducted a
workshop for government officials mainly responsible
for handling opposition cases in the trademark field.
The workshop was devoted to examining practical cases
in Guatemala within the framework of the trademark
legislation in force. This mission was funded by the
UNDP-financed country project.
Honduras. In March, a WIPO official discussed
with government and UNDP officials the proposed UNDP-financed project for the modernization
of the Industrial Property Registry. This mission was
funded by the UNDP Interregional Sectoral Adviser
project.
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In October, a WIPO official participated as a lecturer
in the Fifth Scientific Week organized by the Honduras
National Autonomus University (UNAH).
Also in October, two WIPO consultants from
Germany (Federal Republic of) and Uruguay,
undertook a mission, under the UNDP-financed
regional project, to prepare an inventory of available
patent collections and technical information services
and to make recommendations for cooperation and
coordination at the subregional level.
In November, the Director General of Industries, the
Registrar of the Industrial Property Registry and
another government official took part in the Seventh
Meeting of Heads of Industrial Property Offices and in
the Fourth Meeting of Vice-Ministers Responsible for
Industrial Property of the Countries of the Central
American Isthmus, which was held in Managua.
Jamaica. In September, a WIPO official undertook
a mission to Kingston to discuss with government and
UNDP officials the possibility of a UNDP-financed
country project in the area of industrial property, as well
as proposals for regional cooperation in the field of
industrial property among the English-speaking
Caribbean countries. This mission was funded by the
UNDP-financed regional project.
Mexico. In January, two WIPO consultants from
Argentina undertook a mission to continue advising the
staff on the implementation of computer programs in
the Directorate General of Inventions, Marks and Technological Development. The mission was funded by the
UNDP-financed country project.
From January to June, a WIPO national expert
continued his assignment to further develop computer
programs in the field of trademarks, searching, administrative procedures and publications, following the
advice given by a WIPO consultant from Argentina. He
submitted the final study in June, completing his
assignment which was funded by the UNDP-financed
country project.
In January, September and December, two WIPO
consultants from Argentina, assigned to the UNDPfinanced country project of Argentina, undertook three
missions to Mexico to advise the technical staff of the
Mexican industrial property office on the implementation of computer programs in the field of trademark
searching and the administrative control of applications. The missions were funded by the UNDPfinanced country project of Argentina.
In March, a WIPO official discussed with
government and UNDP officials a possible extension of
the UNDP-financed country project as well as the
implementation of activities during 1987 already
planned under the emergency program organized by
WIPO. This mission was funded by the UNDP Interregional Sectoral Adviser project.
In April, WIPO organized a study tour for the
Director General of Inventions, Marks and Techno-
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logical Development and another government official.
They visited the industrial property offices of
Argentina, Brazil and Venezuela, discussed possibilities
of cooperation and learned about the modernization
processes there. This study tour was funded by the
UNDP-financed regional project.
In June, a WIPO official undertook a mission to
Mexico City and had discussions with government and
UNDP officials, as well as with private supphers of
computer equipment. Discussions centered on the
program of activities during 1987 in order to complete
the emergency program organized by WIPO, the prospects of a new UNDP-financed country project, and the
options to acquire computer equipment and develop
mechanized systems at the Directorate General of
Inventions, Marks and Technological Development.
In August and September, a WIPO consultant from
Spain undertook a mission to advise the technical staff
on the processing and classification of figurative
elements of trademarks. This mission was funded by the
Government of Spain and the UNDP-financed country
project.
In September and October, a WIPO consultant from
Mexico participated as a lecturer in a National Seminar
on Technological Information Based on Patent Documentation. The participation of the consultant was
funded by the UNDP-financed country project
In September and December, a WIPO consultant
from Argentina undertook two missions to continue
giving advice on the implementation of computer
programs in the Mexican industrial property office
and to set up the work program for 1988. These missions were funded by the UNDP-financed country
project.
In October and November, eight WIPO consultants
from Argentina, Brazil, Germany (Federal Republic of),
France, Switzerland and the EPO, undertook a joint
mission to assist and advise on the reclassification of
Mexican patent documents. These missions were organized by WIPO under the emergency program established after the 1985 earthquake and were financed by
the Governments of France and Switzerland, the EPO,
and the UNDP-financed regional project
In December, following a request from the Director
General of Inventions, Marks and Technological Development of Mexico, a WIPO official undertook a
mission to Mexico City and discussed with government
and UNDP officials a substantive revision of the
UNDP-financed country project. It would mainly
consist of an extension of the current country project for
two more years with the objective of supporting the
mechanization of administrative procedures, the establishment of new services such as the automated
searching of trademark applications, the provision of
the technical information contained in patent documents and the adoption of the International Classification of Goods and Services for the Purposes of the
Registration of Marks (Nice). This mission was funded
by the UNDP-financed regional project.

Also in December, a WIPO consultant from Spain
undertook a mission to Mexico City to install microfilm
equipment provided by the Government of Spain and
to instruct national experts in its use. This mission was
funded by the Government of Spain.
Nicaragua. In October, two WIPO consultants from
Germany (Federal Republic of) and Uruguay undertook
a mission to prepare an inventory on available patent
collections and technical information services and to
make recommendations for cooperation and coordination at the subregional level. This mission was funded
by the UNDP-financed regional project.
In November, the Vice-Minister of Justice and the
Registrar of Industrial Property attended the Seventh
Meeting of Heads of Industrial Property Offices and the
Fourth Meeting of Vice-Ministers Responsible for
Industrial Property in the Countries of the Central
American Isthmus which took place in Managua and
was organized by WIPO in cooperation with the
Government of Nicaragua and UNDP. The participation of the government officials from Costa Rica, El
Salvador, Honduras, Guatemala and Panama as well as
that of one WIPO official was funded by the UNDPfinanced regional project
Panama. In November, the Director General of the
Industrial Property Registry and another government
official took part in the Seventh Meeting of Heads of
Industrial Property Offices, and the Fourth Meeting of
Vice-Ministers Responsible for Industrial Property of
the Countries of the Central American Isthmus, which
was held in Managua.
Paraguay. From January to December, the WIPO
national consultant continued his assignment to coordinate activities under the UNDP-financed country
project.
In February and March, one WIPO national
consultant and one government official from the Directorate of Industrial Property (DPI), undertook a mission
to the industrial property office of Argentina in order to
continue the development of the computer programs
being established in the DPI for the processing and
searching of trademark applications. This mission was
funded by the UNDP-financed country project.
In April, the Secretary General of the International
Federation of Inventors' Associations (IFIA) undertook
a mission, as a WIPO consultant to Asuncion. He
advised government officials on a program for the
promotion of local innovations, including the establishment of a national association of inventors. This
mission was funded by the UNDP-financed country
project.
From May to December, two WIPO national consultants from Paraguay continued their assignments to
develop specific aspects of the automated systems
dealing with, inter alia, trademark searching, administrative procedures and publications of the DPI. The
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missions of the two consultants were funded by the
UNDP-financed country project.
In September, in the framework of the UNDPfinanced country project, the "Second National Exhibition on Inventions and Innovations" and the "Second
Inventors and Innovators Contest" took place in
Asuncion. Among other prizes and awards, a WIPO
medal and certificate were attributed to selected
inventors and innovators.
In September and October, a WIPO consultant from
Mexico undertook a mission to Asuncion to advise
government officials on the use of patent documents as
a source of technological information. This mission was
funded by the UNDP-financed country project.
In November and December, another WIPO
consultant from Mexico undertook a mission to
Asuncion to advise government officials on processing
of trademark applications, including examination. This
mission was funded by the UNDP-financed country
project.
In December, a WIPO official participated in a
Tripartite Review Meeting on the UNDP-financed
country project took place. On that occasion an evaluation of current activities and discussions on the work
plan for 1988 was done.
Also in December, the Director of Industrial
Property, accompanied by two government officials
and the National Coordinator of the UNDP-financed
country project, took part in the Fifth Meeting of
Directors of Industrial Property Offices of Argentina,
Chile, Paraguay and Uruguay, in Santiago. The participation of the Director and one government official was
funded by the UNDP-financed regional project and that
of the National Coordinator by the UNDP-financed
country project.
Peru. In March, a Deputy Director General of
WIPO, accompanied by a WIPO official, visited Lima
and discussed with government officials proposals for
the revision of Decision 85 of the Commission of the
Cartagena Agreement dealing with common rules in the
field of industrial property for countries members of the
Andean Group.
Also in March, a WIPO official visited the Institute
for Industrial Technological Research and Technical
Standards (ITINTEC) to discuss the possibility of a new
UNDP-financed country project to be executed by
WIPO for the modernization of the industrial property
administration. This mission was funded by the UNDP
Interregional Sectoral Adviser project.
In May, WIPO arranged for the Director of
ITINTEC to attend the meeting in Bogota organized by
the Government of Colombia to discuss proposals on
the revision process of Decision 85 of the Commission
of the Cartagena Agreement.
In October, two WIPO officials participated, in
Lima, in a Subregional Workshop on Technical Aspects
of Patent Administration for countries of the Andean
Group. The Workshop was organized by WIPO in
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cooperation with the Government of Peru and UNDP.
Participation from Bolivia, Colombia and Venezuela
was funded by the UNDP-financed regional project and
participation of the lecturers from Argentina and
Germany (Federal Republic of) was financed through
funds made available to WIPO by the Government of
the Federal Republic of Germany, the UNDP-financed
regional project and by the UNDP-financed Interregional Sectoral Adviser project.
Trinidad and Tobago. In July, a WIPO official
undertook a mission to Port of Spain and discussed the
new plan of activities under the UNDP-financed
country project with government officials. This mission
was funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.
In September, another WIPO official visited Port of
Spain and had discussions with government officials
and UNDP concerning the UNDP-financed country
project and the involvement of the country in the
further development of proposals for regional cooperation in the field of industrial property. This mission
was funded by the UNDP-financed regional project.
In November, another WIPO official visited Port of
Spain in order to discuss with government officials the
final draft patents bill and to submit the first draft
implementing regulations. This mission was partially
funded by the UNDP-financed country project.
Uruguay. From January to March, the national
systems analyst continued to work in Montevideo on
the implementation of computer programs developed
under the UNDP-financed country projects in
Argentina and Venezuela.
In February, a WIPO official visited Montevideo to
discuss with government and UNDP officials, at the
request of the Government of Uruguay, the basic
elements for the extension of the UNDP-financed
country project as well as copyright and activities to
promote innovations.
In March, a WIPO consultant from Chile assigned to
the UNDP-financed country project in Venezuela
undertook a mission to Uruguay and advised the technical staff of the National Industrial Property Center on
the implementation of computer programs in the field
of patents and industrial property publications, originally developed under the said project in Venezuela.
This mission was funded by the UNDP-financed
country project of Uruguay.
In April, a WIPO official visited Montevideo to
finalize with government and UNDP officials the
program of activities for 1987 under the UNDPfinanced country project as well as to define steps to be
taken for the extension of the said project for another
two years.
From April to December, another national systems
analyst was recruited under the UNDP-financed
country project in order to continue the development of
computer programs.
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In June, two national experts from Uruguay began
their assignments to work and undergo in-service
training on the classification and processing of patent
applications. They are working under the UNDPfinanced country project.
Also in June, three other national experts began their
assignments to work on the inputting of trademark data
for the implementation of computer programs. They are
working under the UNDP-financed country project.
In December, a tripartite review of the UNDPfinanced country project took place. Two WIPO officials visited Montevideo to evaluate, together with the
government and UNDP officials, the ongoing project
activities and to discuss a work plan for future project
activities.
Also in December, the Director of the National
Industrial Property Center, accompanied by another
government official, took part in the Fifth Meeting of
Directors of Industrial Property Offices of Argentina,
Chile, Paraguay and Uruguay in Santiago. Their participation was funded by the UNDP-financed regional
project.
Venezuela. From January to December, a WIPO
consultant from Chile continued to coordinate the
activities under the UNDP-financed country project for
the modernization of the industrial property system,
technical information services and the promotion of
innovations.
Also from January to December, another WIPO
consultant from Chile was assigned to advise the
authorities on further development of computer
programs established at the Industrial Property
Registry. He also gave advice on the establishment of
new services set up under the cooperation agreement
between the Industrial Property Registry and the
National Council for Science and Technology
(CONICIT). This mission was funded by the UNDPfinanced country project
From February to December, a WIPO consultant
from Denmark continued to provide advice and
training on patent classification searching and examination to the technical staff of the Industrial Property
Registry. This mission was funded by the UNDPfinanced country project
In March, a Deputy Director General of WIPO,
accompanied by a WIPO official, discussed with
government officials, in Caracas, proposals for the
revision of Decision 85 of the Commission of the
Cartagena Agreement dealing with common rules in the
field of industrial property for countries members of the
Andean Group.
In April, the Director General of Inventions, Marks
and Technological Development of Mexico, accompanied by another government official, visited the
Industrial Property Registry and discussed possibilities
for joint action and cooperation as well as learned about
the computerization programs being implemented at
the Venezuelan office with the support of the UNDP-

financed country project. This study tour was funded by
the UNDP-financed regional project.
Also in April, two officials from Colombia visited
the Industrial Property Registry and discussed possibilities of cooperation and learned about the computer
programs being implemented in the Venezuelan office
with the support of the UNDP-financed country
project. This study tour was funded by the UNDPfinanced regional project.
In May, WIPO arranged for the Registrar of the
Industrial Property Registry to attend the meeting
convened in Bogota by the Government of Colombia in
order to discuss proposals concerning the revision of
Decision 85 of the Commission of the Cartagena
Agreement
Also in May, an official from the SIECA Permanent
Secretariat visited the Industrial Property Registry and
learned about the results derived from the modernization efforts undertaken by the Government of Venezuela with the support of the UNDP-financed country
project This study tour was funded by the UNDPfinanced regional project
In July, a WIPO consultant from Spain undertook a
mission to advise the officials of the Industrial Property
Registry on the processing and examination of
trademark applications. This mission was funded by the
Government of Spain.
In September, a tripartite review of the UNDPfinanced country project took place. A WIPO official
visited Caracas to evaluate, together with government
and UNDP officials, the ongoing project activities and
to discuss a work plan for future project activities during
1988.
In October, two government officials from the
Industrial Property Registry attended the Subregional
Workshop on Technical Aspects of Patent Administration organized by WIPO, in lima, for the countries of
the Andean Group.
Interregional Sectoral Adviser
UNDP continued to fund the employment by WIPO
of an Interregional Sectoral Adviser. The Adviser is
fully under the instructions of WIPO.
During the period under review, missions under the
Interregional Sectoral Adviser project were undertaken
to Angola, Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, the
Congo, Ethiopia, Honduras, Mexico, Paraguay, Peru,
Uruguay and Zaire.
Development of the Effective Use of the
Intellectual Property System for the Benefit
of Inventors, Authors, the Industry and the
Commerce of Developing Countries
WIPO medals for inventors have been awarded since
1979. The purpose of the awards is to promote inventive
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and innovative activities, particularly in developing
countries or for their benefit. The medals are awarded at
exhibitions or contests organized by national or international institutions. The criteria for selecting the recipients are established by the requesting institutions, and
WIPO does not intervene in the selection. Up to
December 31, 1987, a total of 131 medals have been
awarded to inventors and promoters of inventive
activity from 38 countries. In 1987, a total of 25 WIPO
medals were awarded to inventors and promoters of
inventive activity from 16 countries.
In February, a WIPO official presented two WIPO
medals to two young winners of the Weekly Reader
National Invention Contest in Washington, D.C.
Also in February, an official of WIPO had discussions, in Montreal, with the Centre for Industrial Innovation regarding WIPO's cooperation in an international exhibition of inventions and conference to be
held in there in November.
Also in February, one WIPO medal was awarded at
the 20th Philippine Inventors' Week in Manila.
In February and March, the Guide on Associations of
Inventors was published in English and French.
In March, a WIPO medal was awarded at the 45th
All-Japan Exhibition of School Children's Inventions in
Tokyo.
In April, a WIPO medal was awarded at the exhibition "Invented in Sofia," Bulgaria, and two WIPO
medals were awarded at the Geneva International Exhibition of Inventions and New Technologies to a woman
inventor and to an inventor from a developing
country.
In May, WIPO officials had discussions in Geneva
with the Executive Director of the African Regional
Centre for Technology (ARCT), concerning the award
of two WIPO medals to African inventors.
In June, a Deputy Director General presented a
WIPO medal to a team of Soviet inventors at a
ceremony in Moscow for the best invention of
particular use in developing countries.
In August, a WIPO medal was awarded to the best
invention presented at the Sixth National Excellent
Inventions Exhibitions in Seoul, Republic of Korea.
In September, two WIPO medals were awarded to
the best inventor and the best invention at the Second
National Competition for Inventions and Innovations
held in Asuncion, Paraguay.
Also in September, two WIPO medals were awarded
to the best young inventor and the best inventor at the
competition "Inventiva '87" organized as part of the
First National Week of Inventions and Innovations
held in San Salvador, El Salvador.
Also in September, a WIPO medal was awarded to a
Spanish inventor for the best invention useful for the
protection of the environment, presented at the First
International Exhibition of Innovations and New Technologies "Inventalia '87," held in Madrid.
Also in September, the fourth edition of the
Directory of Associations of Inventors and the Spanish
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edition of the Guide on Associations of Inventors were
published.
Also in September, two publications were
issued: WIPO Awards to Inventors and Promoters of
Innovation, containing information on WIPO awards to
inventors and promoters of innovation since 1979, and
Selected Proceedings of the International Seminar
"Inventiveness for Development Purposes" which was
held in 1985 in Plovdiv, Bulgaria.
Also in September, a WIPO official had discussions
in Abidjan, with government officials and officials of
non-governmental institutions on the promotion of
innovation in Côte d'Ivoire in particular and in Africa
in general.
In October, a WIPO medal was awarded for the best
invention with practical application in developing
countries at the Thirty-Sixth World Exhibition of
Inventions "BRUSSELS EUREKA," held in Brussels.
In November, a WIPO medal was awarded to a
young Bulgarian inventor for the best invention
presented at the Fourteenth National Exhibition of
Technical and Scientific Creativity of Youth, held in
Plovdiv, Bulgaria.
Also in November, two WIPO medals were awarded
at "TRANSTECH INTERNATIONAL," held in
Montreal, one to a Senegalese inventor for the best
invention of public utility and the second to a Canadian
woman for promoting inventive activity among women
in Canada.
Also in November, a WIPO official presented to the
Executive Director of the Youth Science Foundation,
Canada, two WIPO medals awarded to two young
Canadians for the best invention presented at the
"Canada-Wide Science Fair 1987."
Also in November, a WIPO official had discussions
with officials of the Canadian Industrial Innovation
Centre (Waterloo), the Women Inventors' Project
(Waterloo) and the Youth Science Foundation
(Ottawa).
In December, a WIPO official presented a WIPO
medal to a French inventor for the best invention
appropriate for developing countries at the "Third
International Week of Inventions and New Products"
held in Paris.
Also in December, a WIPO medal was awarded to an
Iraqi inventor at the Central Organization for Standardization and Quality Control (COSQQ Week ceremony,
held in Baghdad.
In April, a WIPO official attended the annual
General Assembly of the International Federation of
Inventors' Associations (IFIA) which was held at WIPO
headquarters in Geneva.
Also in April, the Director General and other officials of WIPO discussed with representatives of IFIA
and the China Association of Inventions the possibility
of jointly holding a Symposium on Creativity in Beijing
in October 1988.
In May, a WIPO official attended a meeting of the
Executive Committee of IFIA, in Bonn, to discuss
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arrangements for the above-mentioned Symposium to
be held in Beijing in 1988.
Development, in Developing Countries,
of Access to the Technological Information
Contained in Patent Documents
International Center for Patent Documentation in
Spanish. In April, a WIPO official discussed in Madrid
with officials of the Spanish Registry of Industrial
Property development cooperation matters and further
developments in the creation of the International
Center for Patent Documentation in Spanish, following
the Meeting of the Preparatory Council for the Establishment of an International Center for Patent Documentation in Spanish, organized, in Mexico, by the
Government of Spain in November 1986 through the
Registry of Industrial Property of Spain and the IberoAmerican Cooperation Institute.
State-of-the-Art Search Program and Related
Services. Since 1975, WIPO has been operating the
program to provide governmental institutions and individuals in developing countries with free-of-charge
state-of-the-art search reports under agreements
concluded between contributing industrial property
offices in developed countries and WIPO.
From January 1 to December 31, 1987, 434 search
requests had been received from users in 36 developing
countries: Algeria, Argentina, Brazil, Burkina Faso,
Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Côte d'Ivoire, Cuba,
Democratic People's Republic of Korea, Egypt, El
Salvador, Ghana, Guatemala, India, Iraq, Jamaica,
Libya, Malawi, Malaysia, Mali, Mexico, Mongolia,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Republic of Korea,
Senegal, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Zambia, Zimbabwe,
and four intergovernmental organizations on behalf of
their member countries: ALADI, ARIPO, FASRC,
OAPI. In the same period, 345 search reports were
delivered to developing countries. They were prepared
by Australia (9), Austria (30), the German Democratic
Republic (25), Germany (Federal Republic of) (73),
Japan (58), the Soviet Union (55), Sweden (32), Switzerland (24) and the International Bureau of WIPO
(39).
From the start of the program, in 1975, to December
31, 1987, 3,555 search requests were received from 77
developing countries: Algeria, Argentina, Bangladesh,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Burkina Faso, Cameroon,
Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Côte d'Ivoire, Cuba,
Democratic People's Republic of Korea, Democratic
Yemen, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Ghana,
Guatemala, Guyana, Honduras, India, Indonesia, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Israel, Jamaica, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Laos, Lebanon, Lesotho, Libya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius,
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Nicaragua, Nigeria,

Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines,
Portugal, Republic of Korea, Rwanda, Saint Lucia,
Senegal, Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Syria, Thailand, Trinidad and
Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United Republic of
Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia,
Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe; and 10 international organizations on behalf of users in their member countries:
AIDO, ALADI, ARCT, ARIPO, CDC, ECA, ESCAP,
FASRC, OAPI, United Nations Industrial Development Organization (UNIDO).
From 1975 to December 31, 1987, 3,236 search
reports were delivered. Eighty-five of the search reports
were provided by Australia, 1,196 by Austria, 88 by
Finland, 273 by the German Democratic Republic, 522
by Germany (Federal Republic of), 183 by Japan, 133 by
the Soviet Union, 324 by Sweden, 24 by Switzerland, 3
by the United Kingdom and 38 by the EPO. In 367
cases, the International Bureau was able to provide
search reports itself, mainly by using its own access to
computerized data bases by courtesy of INPI (Paris),
Derwent Publications Ltd. (London) and Pergamon
ORBIT InfoLine Ltd. (London).
In cooperation with the industrial property offices of
several donor countries, WIPO continued to supply
upon request by developing countries free copies of
specific patent documents. France, Switzerland and the
United States of America contributed to this service by
providing free copies ofthe requested patent documents
whenever available in their collections of national and
foreign patent documents. India, Spain, the Soviet
Union and the United Kingdom contributed to this
service by providing free copies of their national patent
documents.
India continued to be one of the main users of
WIPO's Patent Information Services to Developing
Countries. The Indian Council of Scientific and Industrial Research expressed its appreciation for the
provision of information on the state of the art, free of
charge, and stressed that there had been a significant
increase in the use of the program to meet the information needs of its some 6,000 scientists.
From January 1 to December 31,1987,259 requests
for copies of patent documents were received from 23
developing countries: Algeria, Argentina, Brazil, Costa
Rica, Côte d'Ivoire, Cuba, Democratic People's
Republic of Korea, Egypt, Guatemala, India, Iraq,
Libya, Malaysia, Mexico, Morocco, Nigeria, Thailand,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uruguay, Venezuela,
Zambia, Zimbabwe and, on behalf of their member
States, from two intergovernmental organizations:
ARIPO, FASRC. Out of the 259 requests, 43 requests
originated from a follow-up to a search report on the
state of the art and 216 requests were submitted directly
by the users. A total of 3,921 copies of patent documents
were requested and the International Bureau was able to
satisfy virtually all the requests.
WIPO continued its activity of arranging, and
seeking to arrange, for collections of patent documents

ACTIVITIES OF THE INTERNATIONAL BUREAU
and related material to be made available and to be
received by the industrial property offices of developing
countries requesting them.
Assistance in Examining ARIPO Patent Applications. From January 1 to December 31,1987, assistance
in examining patent applications pending with ARIPO
was requested in 10 cases. During the same period, 26
search and examination reports, prepared by Canada
(10), Germany (Federal Republic of) (12) and the Soviet
Union (4), were sent to ARIPO. From the start of the
program in 1984, a total of 37 search and examination
reports were provided by the industrial property offices
of Canada (13), Germany (Federal Republic of) (12),
Sweden (1), the Soviet Union (9) and by the EPO (2).
International Cooperation in the Search and Examination ofInventions (ICSEI). In 1987, WIPO received
10 search and examination requests from Libya and
Malaysia under the ICSEI program. These requests were
transmitted to Austria and the Soviet Union. During the
same period, five search and examination reports were
received from Austria, Germany (Federal Republic of)
and the Soviet Union, and forwarded to the requesting
offices.
Since the establishment of the program, a total of 37
search and examination reports were furnished. They
were prepared by Austria (11), Finland (2), Germany
(Federal Republic of) (4), Sweden (1), the Soviet Union
(17) and the EPO (2).
Development, in Developing Countries,
of the Profession of Intellectual Property
Lawyer and Agent
China. In November, a Regional Symposium on
Intellectual Property Law Teaching and Research in
Asia and the Pacific was organized by WIPO in cooperation with the State Education Commission of China,
with the assistance of UNDP, in Beijing.
India. In November, a National Forum of Judges
on the Protection of Intellectual Property was organized
by WIPO in cooperation with the Society for Law and
Justice (Calcutta Chapter), India, in Calcutta.
Malaysia. In November, two WIPO consultants
from Australia participated as lecturers in a Workshop
on Patent Drafting organized by the Government of
Malaysia in Kuala Lumpur; the Workshop was
attended by 30 participants. The participation of the
two WIPO consultants was funded by the UNDPfinanced regional project.
Pakistan. In April, a WIPO official discussed with
government and UNDP officials, in Islamabad, the
organization of a round table on intellectual property
teaching, to be held in Islamabad later in 1987, and a
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Copyright Seminar, to be held in Lahore in early
1988.
In October, a Seminar on Intellectual Property Law
Teaching was organized in Islamabad by WIPO in
cooperation with the University Grants Commission
and the National Academy of Higher Education, and
with the assistance of the Ministry of Education and the
Economic Affairs Division of the Government of
Pakistan.
Sri Lanka. In January, a Seminar on the Intellectual
Property Law of Sri Lanka for Judges and Lawyers was
organized in Colombo, by WIPO in cooperation with
the Sri Lanka Bar Association, the Registry of Patents
and Trade Marks and the Sri Lanka Foundation.
In December, the Director General and three WIPO
officials participated in the Seminar on the Use of
Computers and its Legal Consequences and Unfair
Competition, organized by the Bar Association of Sri
Lanka, in Colombo.
OAPI. In October, a Seminar on Intellectual
Property for Magistrates was organized, in Niamey, by
WIPO in cooperation with OAPI and the Government
of Niger.
WIPO Permanent Committee for Development
Cooperation Related to Industrial Property
The Permanent Committee consists of all States
members of WIPO which have informed the Director
General of their desire to be members. On December
31, 1987, the members of the Permanent Committee
were: Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Austria,
Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burkina
Faso, Burundi, Cameroon, Canada, Central African
Republic, Chile, China, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica,
Côte d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic People's Republic of Korea, Denmark, Egypt, El
Salvador, Finland, France, Gabon, Gambia, German
Democratic Republic, Germany (Federal Republic of),
Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Haiti, Honduras,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iraq, Israel, Italy, Jamaica,
Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Lesotho, Libya, Mali, Malawi,
Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Norway,
Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland,
Portugal, Republic of Korea, Romania, Rwanda,
Senegal, Somalia, Soviet Union, Spain, Sri Lanka,
Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Switzerland, Togo, Tunisia,
Turkey, Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United
Kingdom, United Republic of Tanzania, United States
of America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia. (98)
The eleventh session of the Permanent Committee
was held in Geneva in May. The following 60 States
members of the Permanent Committee were represented: Algeria, Argentina, Australia, Bangladesh,
Benin, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Cameroon,
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Central African Republic, China, Colombia, Costa
Rica, Côte d'Ivoire, Cuba, Egypt, France, Gabon,
Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Germany
(Federal Republic of), Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea,
Honduras, India, Indonesia, Italy, Japan, Kenya, Libya,
Malawi, Mauritania, Mexico, Morocco, Netherlands,
Niger, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Republic of
Korea, Rwanda, Senegal, Somalia, Soviet Union, Spain,
Sudan, Sweden, Switzerland, Togo, Tunisia, Uganda,
United Kingdom, United Republic of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia. In
addition, the following six non-member States also
attended: Ecuador, Lebanon, Madagascar, Saudi
Arabia, Syria, Trinidad and Tobago. Eight intergovernmental organizations (ARCT, ARIPO, EPO, General
Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT), League of
Arab States (LAS), OAPI, SELA, UNDP) and one international non-governmental organization (International
Association for the Protection of Industrial Property
(AIPPI)) were also represented.
In accordance with the special provisions contained
in the approved budget of WIPO, travel and subsistence
expenses were paid by WIPO for one delegate from each
of the countries represented at the Session which were
members of the Permanent Committee and were
regarded as being among the least developed of the
developing countries.
The Permanent Committee reviewed activities
carried out since its last session under the WIPO
Permanent Program for Development Cooperation
Related to Industrial Property, as well as orientations
and plans for future activities.
The Permanent Committee noted with satisfaction
the activities carried out under the Permanent Program
since its previous session and the expansion of the
Program which had taken place during that period and
invited the International Bureau to continue to pursue
the expansion of the Program, with special emphasis on
training, support for the strenghtening of national and
regional institutions, including patent documentation
centers, advice on legislation, and assistance for the
study and better understanding of the implications of
the legal protection of emerging technologies. The
Permanent Committee expressed its gratitude to the
numerous governments and organizations, including
the UNDP, which make extra-budgetary cash contributions or contributions in kind to the Permanent
Program, and noted with appreciation the statements
made by the representatives of several of those governments and organizations that they intended to continue
and, if possible, increase such contributions. The
Permanent Committee also reiterated the importance
that it attached to annual meetings of the Permanent
Committee as an effective forum for the review and
orientation of the Permanent Program.
The Permanent Committee considered that training
remained a major priority for the Permanent Program.
In that respect, the Permanent Committee supported
the efforts of the International Bureau to continue to

diversify and make more specialized the training
program (both in terms of subject matter (e.g., patent
information, licensing, new technologies, trademarks,
use of industrial property for the promotion of exports)
and groups of individuals to whom training opportunities are addressed (such as the judiciary, university
professors, the legal profession, etc.)) and to bring the
training program closer to the users (through an
increasing number of training activities in developing
countries themselves). At the same time, the Permanent
Committee stressed that the International Bureau
should nevertheless continue to offer a sufficient
number of introductory courses.
The Permanent Committee invited the International
Bureau to continue to organize seminars, forums or
similar meetings, at a regional level, on matters of
specific concern to countries in the region, including
matters involving the effective use of the industrial
property system for the development of industry and
external trade, and emphasized that the association in
such meetings of representatives from the public and
private economic sectors concerned would be
desirable.
The Permanent Committee noted with satisfaction
the information provided by the International Bureau
on the directions and objectives for the training
program in the medium and long term, with particular
reference to the establishment of curricula and related
teaching material in the field of industrial property and
the progressive creation of a network of training centers
located in both developing countries (on a regional
basis) and in industrialized countries.
As regards activities for the promotion of inventive
and innovative activity in developing countries, the
Permanent Committee invited the International
Bureau to accelerate the preparation of the study on the
patent management and licensing operations of
research and development institutions in developing
countries, and of the study on possible arrangements for
the promotion of technological innovation in developing countries. Several delegations expressed interest
in seeing the results and recommendations of the two
studies implemented and tested in the framework of a
pilot project. The International Bureau stressed that the
promotion of inventive and innovative activity would
continue to be a major task and item in future activities
under the Permanent Program.
At its tenth session, in April 1986, the Permanent
Committee had recommended that it should devote
part of some of its future sessions to examining certain
specific matters affecting the orientation or implementation of the Permanent Program and had suggested as
possible such matters licensing, industrial property
protection of new subject matter, patent information
and documentation, and utilization of human resources
and institutions in developing countries within the
framework of the Permanent Program. At its eleventh
session, the Permanent Committee was invited to
indicate how it intended to deal with the task referred to
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in the above recalled recommendation. The Permanent
Committee decided that it would devote one day of its
five-day 1988 session to the examination of patent
documentation and information matters and one day of
its five-day 1989 session to the examination of licensing
matters, and it requested the Director General to take
appropriate measures to organize the examination of
those matters in the form of a symposium.
In the course of the discussions ofthat agenda item,
several delegations stated that, whatever the subject
matter chosen for discussions, the International Bureau
should facilitate the participation of specialists and officials directly involved from developing countries. Also,
several delegations, referring to the proposed restructuring of the PCPI, expressed the wish that the financial
means formerly available to developing countries to
participate in the meetings of the Working Group on
Patent Information for Developing Countries of the
PCPI should continue to be made available to those
countries in order to enable them to participate in the
work of the Woriring^Groups contemplated in the new
structure of the PCPI. Furthermore, several delegations
expressed the wish that in future the documentation for
meetings of organs of the PCPI be also produced in
Spanish.
The Permanent Committee emphasized the importance of cooperation among developing countries in the
field of industrial property, as well as the need to
continue to promote and support it in all aspects of the
Permanent Program. The utilization of experts and
lecturers from developing countries in other developing
countries, the promotion and implementation of
regional and subregional projects, training within
regions and the organization of regional meetings on
industrial property subjects of common concern to
countries ofthe region were, in particular, mentioned as
positive factors in such promotion. With specific
reference to the participation of experts from developing countries as consultants in WIPO development
cooperation projects and as lecturers in WIPO training
courses, seminars and workshops, the Director General
informed the Permanent Committee that he intended to
send a circular to all developing countries, requesting
them to identify experts from their countries.
Delegations of ARIPO member States expressed
their gratitude for the assistance rendered to ARIPO
following the appeal made at the tenth session of the
Permanent Committee in 1986 to all States members of
WIPO, the UNDP and International Bureau in order
that ARIPO could be given assistance enabling it to
overcome its difficult financial situation.
III. Governing Bodies
Governing Bodies
The Governing Bodies of WIPO and the Unions
administered by WIPO held their eighteenth series of
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meetings in Geneva from September 21 to 30, 1987.
Delegations from 88 States, 17 intergovernmental organizations and 11 international non-governmental organizations participated in the meetings. The following 23
Governing Bodies held sessions:
WIPO General Assembly, ninth session (8th
ordinary);
WIPO Conference, eighth session (8th ordinary);
WIPO Coordination Committee, twenty-third
session (18th ordinary);
Paris Union Assembly, twelfth session (8th
ordinary);
Paris Union Conference of Representatives, fourteenth session (8th ordinary);
Paris Union Executive Committee, twenty-third
session (23rd ordinary);
Berne Union Assembly, ninth session (8th
ordinary);
Berne Union Conference of Representatives, ninth
session (8th ordinary);
Berne Union Executive Committee, twenty-eighth
session (18th ordinary);
Madrid Union Assembly, eighteenth session (7th
ordinary);
Madrid Union Committee of Directors, sixteenth
session (7th ordinary);
Hague Union Assembly, ninth session (6th
ordinary);
Hague Union Conference of Representatives, ninth
session (6th ordinary);
Nice Union Assembly, ninth session (8th
ordinary);
Nice Union Conference of Representatives, eighth
session (8th ordinary);
Lisbon Union Assembly, seventh session (7th
ordinary);
Lisbon Union Council, fourteenth session (14th
ordinary);
Locarno Union Assembly, ninth session (7th
ordinary);
IPC [International Patent Classification] Union
Assembly, eighth session (6th ordinary);
PCT [Patent Cooperation Treaty] Union Assembly,
fifteenth session (6th ordinary);
TRT [Trademark Registration Treaty] Union
Assembly, fifth session (4th ordinary);
Budapest Union Assembly, sixth session (4th
ordinary);
Vienna Union Assembly, second session (2nd
ordinary).
The main agenda items and the main decisions of the
Governing Bodies covered the following points:
Activities Covering the Period September 1985 to
June 1987. The reports on those activities were
considered and accepted. They reflect the work of the
International Bureau during the said period. Most ofthe
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delegations which spoke made special reference to the
efforts of the International Bureau in the field of development cooperation for the benefit of developing countries. The view was expressed that such activities
enabled the intellectual property systems in those countries to play a significant role in their social, economic
and technological development.
Program and Budgetfor the 1988-89 Biennium. The
program and budget was adopted. The program and
budget differentiates between Program Unions and
Registration Unions. The services rendered by the
International Bureau for the Program Unions (Paris
Union, Berne Union, IPC Union, Nice Union, Locarno
Union, Vienna Union) are fiinded mainly by contributions from the member States. The services rendered for
the Registration Unions (PCT Union, Madrid Union,
Hague Union) are funded mainly by fees payable by
owners of inventions, trademarks and industrial
designs.
The program and budget for 1988-89 foresees the
same level of activity in the Program Unions, with the
same contributions from member States as in the 198687 biennium. Within those levels, the program and
budget includes an increase of 13.2% for development
cooperation activities. A part of those activities will be
financed also from extrabudgetary resources, such as the
United Nations Development Programme (UNDP)
and bilateral trust funds. As compared with previous
years, there will be more fellowships; more of the
training courses, seminars and workshops will be more
specialized, will expand into new topics and will be held
in developing countries, and more of them will be
regional ; the number of experts and consultants coming
from developing countries and advising developing
countries will also increase ; travel expenses of representatives of more developing countries to the sessions of
the Permanent Committees for Development Cooperation Related to Industrial Property and Copyright will
be borne by WIPO.
As far as the revision of the Paris Convention for the
Protection of Industrial Property is concerned, the
Assembly of the Paris Union decided that the three
spokesmen and the representative of China will meet in
Geneva not later than April 1988 to decide the date and
program of the next consultative meeting on the
revision of the Paris Convention, whereas, in
September 1988, a progress report will be made to the
Paris Union Executive Committee and, if the
spokesmen agree that a decision on the date of the
continuation of the diplomatic conference can be taken
already in September 1988, the Paris Union Assembly
will be convened in extraordinary session in September
1988.
As far as the Diplomatic Conference for the
Conclusion of a Treaty on the Protection of Intellectual
Property in Respect ofIntegrated Circuits is concerned,
it was decided that the International Bureau would

prepare, in consultation with experts from developing
countries, specific studies and analyses dealing in
particular with legal matters, would distribute them to
the governments of all States members of WIPO or the
Paris Union for comments, and would convene a
consultative meeting of experts from developing countries to review and evaluate the comments received
from governments. A meeting of all States members of
WIPO or the Paris Union at the end of May or the
beginning of June 1988 would review the progress of the
preparatory work. The International Bureau would
convene the fourth session of the Committee of Experts
and a preparatory meeting to prepare the Diplomatic
Conference. After all the above steps had been accomplished and based on the outcome of the meeting of the
Committee of Experts and of the preparatory meeting,
the Director General would convene a diplomatic
conference during the 1988-89 biennium, if possible in
Washington, otherwise in Geneva, for the purpose of
concluding a treaty on the protection of intellectual
property in respect of integrated circuits.
The many other program activities for the next
biennium include the following: the continuation of
collecting and disseminating information on intellectual property; the further development of the patent,
trademark and industrial design classification systems;
the organization of meetings of experts to work out
norms in the fields of patents for inventions, trademarks
and literary and artistic works (those norms to take the
form of guidelines or model provisions for national or
regional legislation and, in respect of questions relating
to patents and trademarks for which the conclusion of a
multilateral treaty has serious chances of being
successful, to take the form of draft treaties); the organization of meetings on measures to combat counterfeiting and piracy, on the impact of emerging technologies (in particular biotechnology) on the law of intellectual property, and on the possible establishment ofan
international register of audiovisual works.
As regards the role of WIPO in the Uruguay Round of
Multilateral Trade Negotiations of GATT, the General
Assembly of WIPO agreed that the Director General
should accept the invitation extended by GATT to be
represented in the meetings of GATT's Negotiating
Group on Trade-Related Aspects of Intellectual
Property Rights, Including Trade in Counterfeit
Goods.
As far as the PCPI (Permanent Committee on Patent
Information) is concerned, it was decided that that
Committee would deal, in future, not only with patent
documentation and information but also with
trademark and industrial design documentation and
information. Consequently, the name of the Permanent
Committee has been changed to Permanent Committee
on Industrial Property Information (PCIPI). Measures
were decided upon that should enable the heads of
patent offices to meet at least once every two years to
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direct personally the work of the new Permanent
Committee.
In the Registration Unions, the budget takes into
account the expected increase in activities of the International Bureau because of the expected increases in the
number of international patent applications and
demands for international preliminary examinations
under the Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT), in the
number of international trademark registrations and
renewals under the Madrid Agreement and in the
number of international industrial design deposits and
renewals under the Hague Agreement.
As regards the Diplomatic Conference for the
Adoption of Two Protocols to the Madrid Agreement
Concerning the International Registration of Marks, the
Assembly of the Madrid Union decided that that Diplomatic Conference would be convened in the first half of
1989 and that a Preparatory Committee would be
convened in the second half of 1988.
The Diplomatic Conference is expected to adopt two
Protocols: one would modify the Madrid Agreement so
as to make it acceptable to at least the four States
members of the European Communities which are not
members of the Madrid Union (i.e., Denmark, Greece,
Ireland and the United Kingdom), whereas the other
would establish a link between the Madrid system and
the future (European) Community Trade Mark system,
enabling the simultaneous use of the two systems.
Contributions. It was decided that a study be carried
out concerning the possibility of modifying the present
classes ofcontributions, so that the share of the (mainly
developing) countries that are paying the least (because
they are in Class VII) could become smaller. That study
will be prepared by the Director General and will, before
being presented to the Governing Bodies, be submitted
to the Budget Committee in 1989.
The International Bureau was authorized to accept
payments towards contributions in local currency from
developing countries having a non-convertible
currency, up to the amount required by WIPO for the
payment of local expenses in the country concerned.
New Observers. The Governing Bodies, each as far
as it was concerned, accorded observer status to the
following organizations which had applied for such
status in the recent past : Arab Society for the Protection
of Industrial Property (ASPIP), European Council of
Chemical Manufacturers' Federations (CEFIC),
European Federation of Pharmaceutical Industries'
Associations (EFPIA), International Anticounterfeiting
Coalition, Inc. (IACC), International Group of National
Associations of Manufacturers of Agrochemical
Products (GIFAP), Union of African Journalists (UAJ),
World Federation of Advertisers (WFA).
Election of the Members of the WIPO Coordination
Committee. The members of the WIPO Coordination
Committee were elected. Their mandate commenced
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on October 1,1987, and will end on October 4,1989 (the
names of members of the Paris Union Executive
Committee are followed by (P), the names of members
of the Berne Union Executive Committee are followed
by (B), the names of ad hoc members elected by the
WIPO Conference are followed by (W); Switzerland is
an ex officio member): Algeria (P), Argentina (P),
Australia (P), Austria (B), Bangladesh (W), Brazil (P),
Bulgaria (B), Cameroon (B), Canada (B), Chile (B),
China (P), Colombia (W), Côte d'Ivoire (B), Cuba (P),
Czechoslovakia (P), Egypt (P), France (P), German
Democratic Republic (B), Germany (Federal Republic
of) (P), Hungary (P), India (B), Indonesia (P), Italy (B),
Jamaica (W), Japan (P), Kenya (P), Mexico (P),
Morocco (B), Netherlands (B), Nicaragua (W), Pakistan
(B), Philippines (P), Poland (B), Republic of Korea (P),
Saudi Arabia (W), Senegal (B), Soviet Union (P), Spain
(P), Sweden (B), Switzerland, Syria (P), Turkey (P),
United Kingdom (B), United Republic of Tanzania (P),
United States of America (P), Uruguay (B), Venezuela
(B) (47).
WIPO Budget Committee
In April, the eighth session of the WIPO Budget
Committee was held in Geneva.
The following 12 States, members of the Budget
Committee, were represented: Brazil, Cameroon,
Canada, Czechoslovakia, Egypt, France, Germany
(Federal Republic of), India, Japan, Soviet Union, Switzerland, United States of America.
The Budget Committee reviewed the draft program
and budget for the 1988-89 biennium and examined a
report, prepared by the International Bureau, on the
payment of contributions in instalments and in nonconvertible currencies.
The report ofthe Budget Committee is reproduced as
document AB/XVIII/3. Document AB/XVIII/4
provides responses to the recommendations and
requests for information expressed in the Budget
Committee.
WIPO Coordination Committee
In May and June, the fifth extraordinary session of
the Coordination Committee was held in Geneva for
the purpose of appointing a Deputy Director General
who is to be the national of a developing country.
Forty-two of the 46 member States of the Coordination Committee were represented at the fifth extraordinary session of the Committee: Algeria, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Brazil, Bulgaria, Canada, Chile,
China, Colombia, Côte d'Ivoire, Cuba, Denmark,
Egypt, France, German Democratic Republic,
Germany (Federal Republic of), Hungary, India,
Indonesia, Italy, Japan, Mexico, Morocco, Netherlands,
Nicaragua, Nigeria, Philippines, Poland, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Soviet Union, Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey,
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United Kingdom, United Republic of Tanzania, United
States of America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yugoslavia,
Zimbabwe.
The following States were represented in an observer
capacity: Bangladesh, Cameroon, Democratic People's
Republic of Korea, El Salvador, Ghana, Haiti, Iraq,
Jamaica, Kenya, Libya, Malta, Pakistan, Qatar,
Republic of Korea, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Syria (17).
The Coordination Committee decided to postpone
any decision to its ordinary session of September 1987.
During that ordinary session, the Coordination
Committee decided to further postpone any decision to
a later extraordinary session.

IV. Management and Supporting Activities
Missions. During the period under review, the
Director General undertook missions to or attended
meetings held in Austria, Cameroon, Colombia,
France, Germany (Federal Republic of), Hungary,
Indonesia, Italy, Spain, Sri Lanka, Syria, the United
Kingdom and the United States of America.
Missions were undertaken by Deputy Directors
General to Austria, Brazil, Bulgaria, Chile, Colombia,
Czechoslovakia, Germany (Federal Republic of),
Indonesia, Mongolia, the Netherlands, Peru, the Soviet
Union, Switzerland (Berne), the United Kingdom, the
United States of America, Venezuela and Viet Nam.
In addition to the missions referred to above, the
following countries were visited by other officials or by
consultants of WIPO: Algeria, Angola, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Bangladesh, Belgium, Bolivia,
Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Cameroon,
Canada, Central African Republic, Chile, China,
Colombia, Congo, Cook Islands, Costa Rica, Côte
d'Ivoire, Cuba, Democratic People's Republic of Korea,
Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Ecuador, Egypt, El
Salvador, Ethiopia, France, German Democratic
Republic, Germany (Federal Republic of), Guatemala,
Guinea, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia,
Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan,
Kenya, Laos, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya, Luxembourg,
Malaysia, Mexico, Morocco, Nepal, Netherlands, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay,
Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Republic of
Korea, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore,
Somalia, Soviet Union, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Swaziland, Sweden, Switzerland (Berne, Lausanne and
Zurich), Syria, Thailand, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey,
United Kingdom, United States of America, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zimbabwe,
Hong Kong.
United Nations. The Director General and other
officials of WIPO participated in the work of a number
of intersecretariat bodies of the United Nations system

established for the purpose of facilitating coordination
of the policies and activities of the organizations of the
system. Those bodies included the Administrative
Committee on Coordination (ACC), composed of the
executive heads of all the organizations and programs of
the system under the chairmanship of the SecretaryGeneral of the United Nations, which met in Rome in
April, in Geneva in June and in New York in October,
the Organizational Committee and the Consultative
Committee on Substantive Questions (Operations)
(CCSQ (OPS)) and on Administrative Questions
(Finance and Budget) and (Personnel) (CCAQ (FB) and
CCAQ (PER)) of the ACC. WIPO officials participated
in March, in New York, and in May, in Turin, in
meetings of the International Civil Service Commission
(ICSQ and its subsidiary organ (Advisory Committee
on Post Adjustment Questions (ACPAQ)).
In response to requests from the Secretariat of the
United Nations, WIPO provided information on its
activities for inclusion in reports concerning implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, the question
of Namibia, apartheid, assistance to the oppressed
people of South Africa, assistance to the Palestinian
people, the implementation of the Nairobi Forwardlooking Strategies for the Advancement of Women and
cooperation with the Southern African Development
Co-ordination Conference (SADCQ, the implementation of the General Assembly Resolution on the Role
of Indigenous Entrepreneurs in Economic Development, the implementation of the General Assembly
Resolution on Special Assistance to Front-line States,
the implementation of the United Nations General
Assembly Resolution on Respect for the Right of
Everyone to Own Property Alone as well as in Association with Others and its Contribution to the
Economic and Social Development of MemberStates.
In April, a WIPO official attended the sixth session
of the Intergovernmental Committee of Experts of
African Least Developed Countries in Addis Ababa.
In June, a WIPO official attended a Meeting on
Economic and Social Assistance to the Palestinian
People, convened by the Director General of the United
Nations Office at Geneva.
Also in June, WIPO was represented at the Second
Regular Session of 1987 of the Economic and Social
Council (ECOSOC) in Geneva.
In August, WIPO was represented at a solemn
meeting organized by the United Nations Council for
Namibia in commemoration of Namibia Day.
In October, WIPO was represented at the meeting
organized by the United Nations Council for Namibia
to commemorate the Week of Solidarity with the People
of Namibia and their Liberation Movement, held in
New York.
Also in October, WIPO was represented at the 23rd
Annual Meeting of Editors of United Nations Periodicals in Geneva.
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In December, WIPO was represented at the meeting
organized by the United Nations in Geneva on the
occasion of the 40th anniversary of the Declaration on
Human Rights.
United Nations Conference on Trade and Development (UNCTAD). In April, a WIPO official attended
the Ministerial Meeting in Havana of the Group of 77
concerning the preparation of the seventh session of
UNCTAD ("UNCTAD VII").
In July, WIPO was represented at the seventh session
of UNCTAD in Geneva.
In November, WIPO was represented at the sixth
session of the UNCTAD Intergovernmental Group of
Experts on Restrictive Business Practices in Geneva.
United Nations
Development
Programme
(UNDP). In March, a WIPO official attended the
UNDP Regional Meeting of the Resident Representatives of the Latin American and Caribbean Region in
Buenos Aires.
In June, a WIPO official attended the 34th UNDP
Governing Council meeting in New York.
In October, the Director General of WIPO held
discussions with the Administrator of the UNDP and
other UNDP officials in New York.
In November, WIPO hosted in Geneva a Workshop
on Resource Management organized by UNDP for
UNDP staff of field offices and executing agencies.
In December, a WIPO official attended an InterAgency Consultative Meeting (IACM) convened by
UNDP in New York.
G A TT (General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade). In
February, March and May, the Director General of
WIPO convened, at the request of Permanent Missions
in Geneva of certain groups of countries, a series of
informal information meetings at WIPO headquarters
for officials of the Missions for the purpose of giving
information on intellectual property matters of possible
relevance to the Uruguay Round of the GATT negotiations.
In October, a WIPO official attended a meeting of
the GATT Council of Representatives.
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In October and November, two WIPO officials
attended, in each case, the third and fourth meetings,
respectively, of the GATT Negotiating Group on
Trade-Related Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights,
Including Trade in Counterfeit Goods, in Geneva.
In November, a WIPO official attended the celebration, in Geneva, of the 40th anniversary of
GATT.
International Labour Organisation (ILO). In
November and December, three WIPO officials participated in the ILO Tripartite Meeting on Salaried
Authors and Inventors, held in Geneva.
United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural
Organization (UNESCO). In September, a WIPO
official participated in the Unesco World Congress on
Education and Information in the Field of Copyright,
held in Paris.
In November, WIPO was represented by an official
at the first Inter-Agency Meeting of Coordinators for the
World Decade for Cultural Development 1988-1997
celebrated under the auspices of the United Nations and
Unesco, in Paris.
Public Information, Publications, etc. Lectures on
WIPO and its activities, in general or related to
particular topics, were given by WIPO officials, often in
conjunction with visits by organized groups to WIPO's
headquarters. Such groups included, in particular,
groups of diplomats and university students from
various countries.
Interviews were given to newspaper and radio
correspondents. WIPO officials participated in the
regular press briefings held at the United Nations Office
in Geneva.
Four issues of the WIPO Newsletter were published
in April, August, October and December, in Arabic,
English, French, Portuguese, Russian and Spanish.
New editions of the WIPO General Information
brochure were issued in January in English and French,
in May in Spanish, in June in Arabic and German, and
in December in Russian and Japanese.
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WIPO Meetings

Paris Union
Committee of Experts on Biotechnological
Inventions and Industrial Property

Third Session
(Geneva, June 29 to July 3, 1987)

NOTE*
The Committee of Experts on Biotechnological
Inventions and Industrial Property (hereinafter referred
to as the "Committee of Experts") held its third1 session
in Geneva from June 29 to July 3, 1987. The following
States were represented at the session: Austria, Brazil,
Bulgaria, Canada, Cuba, Denmark, Finland, France,
German Democratic Republic, Germany (Federal
Republic of), Ghana, Hungary, India, Indonesia,
Ireland, Italy, Japan, Madagascar, Mexico, Netherlands, Norway, Republic of Korea, Saudi Arabia, Spain,
Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey, United Kingdom, United
States of America (29). In addition, representatives of
four intergovernmental organizations and 21 international non-governmental organizations participated in
an observer capacity. The list of participants follows
this Note.
The purpose of this third session ofthe Committee of
Experts was to review and discuss a revised report on
industrial property protection of biotechnological
inventions (hereinafter referred to as the "revised
report") prepared by the International Bureau, in
compliance with a recommendation made by the
Committee of Experts during its second session.2
During that session, the International Bureau was
requested to carry out a study of the existing situation
with respect to the legal protection available for biotechnological inventions in the areas of processes, products
and uses in the fields of plants, animals, microorganisms and biotechnological material. To accomplish

this goal, the International Bureau prepared two
detailed questionnaires, one of which was addressed to
governments and intergovernmental organizations
requesting information on the existing situation with
respect to the legal protection ofbiotechnological inventions and the other was addressed to non-govemmental
organizations requesting their views concerning
improvements of the said protection.
After receiving responses to those questionnaires,
the International Bureau undertook an in-depth and
detailed analysis of the responses to prepare its revised
report for submission to, and consideration by, the
Committee of Experts. The report was made up of three
parts, the first part dealing with the existing situation
with respect to the availability and scope of protection
for biotechnological inventions and the system of
deposit of microorganisms, the second part summarizing the suggestions for improvement by non-governmental organizations and the third part containing 19
suggested solutions, prepared by the International
Bureau, concerning industrial property protection of
biotechnological inventions.
In the third session of the Committee of Experts,
discussions began with general observations being made
by government delegations and observers on the revised
report. Subsequently, each of the 19 suggested solutions
was discussed. In the following, each suggested solution
appears together with observations made by the
Committee of Experts.

Observations on Suggested Solutions
* Prepared by the International Bureau.
1
For notes on the first and second sessions, see Industrial Property,
1984, p.413, and 1986, p.251.
2

See Industrial Property, 1986, p. 252.

Processes for the Production or Use of Plants,
Animals, Microorganisms or Varieties or Strains
Thereof. Suggested Solution No. 1 read as follows:

WIPO MEETINGS
"(I) Any legislative provisions excluding plants, animals,
microorganisms or varieties or strains thereof from patent
protection shall be applied only to plants, animals, microorganisms
or varieties or strains thereof per se, and not to processes for the
production or use of plants, animals, microorganisms or varieties or
strains thereof or to processes for the production or use of plants.
animals or microorganisms in a higher classification category. The
said processes shall in no case be excluded from patent
protection.
(2) The extension ofprocess protection to products obtained by
the patented process shall, without any restrictions, apply in the case
of a process for the production ofproducts such as plants, animals,
microorganisms or varieties or strains thereof, even ifsuch products
are excluded from patent protection. "
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out that the term 'animal body' did not and could not include
human beings, since there were international laws which specifically provided for this exclusion. It was also suggested that
Suggested Solutions Nos. 2 to 5 should be considered together.
However, since Suggested Solutions Nos. 2 to 5 either related to
conditions for the patentability of an invention or conditions for
the exclusion of subject matter from patent protection, it would be
more logical to consider each of these suggestions separately.
Moreover, it was observed that, regarding the requirement of
industrial applicability (Suggested Solution No. 3), [...] any process
which was essentially biological was not repeatable and [...] any
process which was repeatable was not essentially biological, and if
the process was repeatable, then it was industrially applicable.
Finally, a few delegations said that they had difficulties in
approving Suggested Solution No. 2, since it was contrary to certain
provisions in their national and regional laws."

The corresponding passage of the report reads as
follows:
"While many delegations gave their general approval of the
provisions of paragraph ( 1 ) of Suggested Solution No. 1, there were
some reservations noted, and some suggestions for improvement
of the proposal were made. Specifically, some delegations were
concerned that the provisions of paragraph (1) of the Suggested
Solution were [too] broad in that they could possibly be read to
include, as patentable, processes which were essentially biological.
It was suggested that the provision of Suggested Solution No. 5 be
included in paragraph (1) of Suggested Solution No. 1 to specifically exclude biological processes from protection.
The provisions of paragraph (2) of Suggested Solution No. 1
prompted some reservations by some of the delegations from the
developing countries concerning the scope of protection. Specifically, it was suggested that, while the provisions of paragraph (2)
might have some operative advantages for a number of countries
as regards products of patented biotechnological processes, they
would pose problems for others, especially the developing countries. On the other hand, other delegations had fewer problems with
the provisions of paragraph (2) and were only concerned that the
provision be amended so that it would only apply to products
'directly' obtained from the process, rather than subsequent generations of products. It was, therefore, suggested that the word
'directly' be inserted after the word 'products' in the first line of
paragraph (2). A further suggestion was made that paragraph (2)
should be a part of the solution concerning the scope of protection
(Chapter II ; Suggested Solutions Nos. 12 to 16) and should again be
discussed along with Suggested Solution No. 12, since it was noted
that both of these provisions were concerned with the scope of
protection for biotechnological inventions."

Industrial Applicability. Suggested Solution No. 3
read as follows:
"A ny biotechnological process—like any other process—which
is capable of being carried out as an activity ofan industrial enterprise shall be regarded as industrially applicable. "

The corresponding passage of the report reads as
follows:
"It was suggested that Suggested Solutions Nos. 3 and 4 be
discussed together, since industrial applicability was related to
repeatability of the invention. However, it was noted that repeatability and enablement might not always be the same thing, in that
an enabling disclosure may be made on an invention and the
invention may be repeatable only after considerable and unreasonable effort. In this regard, it was suggested that a provision be
added to Suggested Solution No. 4 to require that the scope and
effort involved in the tests or trials of the process be reasonable, in
order for the invention or process to be industrially applicable. A
general approval of the principles of Suggested Solutions Nos. 3
and 4 was expressed by many of the delegations, despite the fact
that there were some specific reservations noted, e.g., in respect of
the treatment of the human or animal body."

Enabling Disclosure (Repeatability).
Solution No. 4 read as follows:
Surgical or Diagnostic Methods. Suggested Solution
No. 2 read as follows:
"Ifsurgical or diagnostic methods practiced on an animal body
are excluded from patenting orfrom patentability (because oflack of
industrial applicability), such an exclusion shall apply to the said
methods only if they are practicedfor a therapeutic or prophylactic
purpose in respect of the animal body in question. "

The corresponding passage of the report reads as
follows:
"A number of delegations expressed their overall approval of
the Suggested Solution. However, some delegations expressed
some reservation as to the overall breadth of this Suggested
Solution. Specifically, the Delegation of Ghana requested clarification of the scope of the term 'animal body' and specifically
wanted to know if that term included human beings. It was pointed

Suggested

"A biotechnological process—like any other process—shall not
be regarded as not disclosed in an enabling manner only because it
must be carried out repeatedly to produce the desired result, if the
number of repetitions necessary to produce such a result is
reasonable under the circumstances of the case, and if the person
skilled in the art is able to obtain thereby the desired result. "

The corresponding passage of the report reads as
follows:
"It was suggested that there be some special requirement for
what constituted an enabling disclosure or what must be disclosed
in order for the disclosure to be enabling. It was also pointed out
that it was not always the number ofattempts made at performing a
process which would make the disclosure ofthe process enabling or
non-enabling, but rather the level of difficulty encountered in
attempting to reach the desired result."
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Essentially Biological Processes. Suggested Solution
No. 5 read as follows:
"(l) A multistep process in which at least one step is not essentially biological shall not be regarded as essentially biological.
(2) A process in which human intervention not only consists of
selecting a particular biological material and letting it perform an
inherently biological function under natural conditions but also
includes one or more other measures that are of a technical character shall not be regarded as essentially biological. "

The corresponding passage of the report reads as
follows:
"It was noted that this Suggested Solution presupposed a
national or regional law excluding essentially biological processes
for the production of plants and animals from patent
protection.
A number of delegations expressed their concern about the
breadth of this provision. Specifically, it was observed that the
definition of a not 'essentially biological' process was too broad and
that the non-biological step should be one that was essential for the
invention. It was therefore suggested that the phrase 'significant for
the invention' be inserted after the word 'step* in [paragraph (1)] of
the Suggested Solution. On the other hand, it was also suggested
that the proposal to exclude 'essentially biological' steps or
processes from patent protection may be an error and that the more
appropriate approach would be to allow any and all steps or
processes which meet the criterion for patentability to be
patented.
Further suggestions included inserting the phrase 'significant
to the invention' in paragraph (2), after the word 'measures.' In
response to a request for clarification of the term 'technical
process,' it was stated that such a process was one completely
controlled by man. It was also suggested that in paragraph ( 1 ) of the
French text, the two parenthetic phrases should be deleted and that
the first one of these phrases should be replaced by the phrase
'c'est-à-dire technique ou microbiologique.' Finally, it was recommended that paragraph (1) of the Suggested Solution be further
considered and redrafted in view of the suggestion that the nonbiological step be significant or essential for the invention."

Microbiological Processes. Suggested Solution No. 6
read as follows:

Concern was expressed that Suggested Solution No. 6 unduly
limited or restricted the area of microbiological processes because
the proposal limited such processes only to those performed on
microorganisms. It was observed that the Suggested Solution was
not intended to give an exhaustive definition. To broaden the
scope of this-proposal, it was suggested that, in line one of the
Suggested Solution, the word 'a' be deleted and, in line two of the
Suggested Solution, an Y be added to the word 'microorganism,'
followed by the phrase 'or cells or components thereof.' In this
regard, it was suggested that the term 'microorganism' should be
defined as broadly as possible, so as not to unduly limit the
meaning of a microbiological process.
Still a further suggestion was to redraft the proposal to include a
provision which would define 'microorganism' and provide that,
when a process was carried out on a microorganism, it was a
microbiological process."

Living Matter. Suggested Solution No. 7 read as
follows:
"A product shall not be excluded from patent protection or
regarded as unpatentable only for the reason that it may be
considered to be living matter. "

The corresponding passage of the report reads as
follows:
"The Delegation of Hungary referred to WIPO's work
concerning the harmonization of certain provisions in laws for the
protection of inventions, and stated that the question addressed in
Suggested Solution No. 7 was of a general nature, concerning the
whole field of biotechnology, and that, therefore, this question
might be dealt with in the framework of the work referred to. The
same approach should be taken with respect to the subjects of
Suggested Solutions Nos. 1, 4 and 12.
With respect to the patentability of living matter, it was stated
that, following certain national court decisions admitting the possibility of patenting of animals, it had been recognized that under
certain national or regional laws no special rules should apply in the
field of biotechnological inventions in those countries. Rather, the
decisive test there was whether the conditions of patentability,
namely, the conditions of novelty, inventive step and industrial
applicability, were met.
One delegation suggested that a deeper understanding of the
implications involved in the matter of extending protection to
inventions involving living matter was required."

"A process which is carried out with the use of or is applied to, a
microorganism shall be considered as a microbiological process. "

The corresponding passage of the report reads as
follows:
"Initially, it was stated by the Delegation of Hungary that,
since, on the one hand, microbiological processes as 'essentially
biological' processes are already included implicitly in Suggested
Solution No. 5, and, on the other hand, this proposal did not
include a definition of the term 'microorganism,' the entire
Suggested Solution should be deleted. Alternatively, it was
suggested that this Suggested Solution be considered in
conjunction with Suggested Solution No. 17, where the term
'microorganism' was defined, and the question was raised whether
the same meaning of 'microorganism' could apply in Suggested
Solutions Nos. 6 and 17. In this connection, attention was drawn to
rapid technological developments, which changed the meaning of
'microorganism' for the purposes of all Suggested Solutions.

Pre-existing Material. Suggested Solution No. 8 read
as follows:
"As long as a claimed product has not been sufficiently disclosed
to the public before it became the subject ofa patent application, the
said product shall not be considered as a 'discovery' or 'natural
material' excluded from patent protection or as lacking novelty,
only because it was an unseparated part ofa pre-existing, known or
unknown natural or artificial material. "

The corresponding passage of the report reads as
follows:
"Attention was drawn to the need for correcting the expression
'indissociable' in the French version (for example, by using the
expression 'non dissocié').
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It was also suggested that the proposal be again reviewed to
determine if the expression 'natural or artificial' was necessary, as
these terms were thought by some to be superfluous.
The question was also raised whether the Suggested Solution
could apply to plants and, if so, whether this would require a change
in its drafting.
During the general discussions of this Suggested Solution,
attention was drawn to instances where natural material had been
taken from some parts of the world and presented in other parts of
the world as patentable material. It should be studied whether in
such circumstances the grant of a patent would be justified and if
so, whether such patent would be invalidated on the basis of new
information regarding public availability of the patented material
elsewhere, it being understood that one decisive test for considering material as part of the state of the art was whether it was
available to the public at the date of filing the patent application or
earlier. A view was expressed that public availability could be
negated, for example, if the material had not been separated and
made useful, and thus was not a part of the prior art at the time the
patent application was filed."

Plants, Animals, Microorganisms.
Solution No. 9 read as follows:

Suggested

"(]) An Invention shall not be excludedfrom patent protection
for the reason only that it concerns a plant, an animal or a microorganism (or a plant or animal variety or a strain of microorganism)
or, where applicable, any part or vegetative or generative propagating material of any of these.
(2) If, despite the solution suggested in paragraph (1), plant or
animal varieties or strains of microorganisms are excluded from
patent protection, such an exclusion shall not extend to the
patenting of plants or animals or microorganisms as distinguished
from plant or animal varieties or strains ofmicroorganisms or to the
patenting of parts of plants, animals or microorganisms as defined
by reference to a variety or strain, with the exception ofvegetative or
generative propagation material of plant or animal varieties. The
effects of patents for such inventions shall not be affected by any
exclusion of plant and/or animal varieties or strains of microorganisms from patent protection. "

The corresponding passage of the report reads as
follows:
"While there was full support for this Suggested Solution
among a number of the delegations, there were a number of reservations expressed by others, particularly to the provision which
would provide patent protection for new plant or animal inventions and particularly for inventions of new plant or animal varieties.
It was also suggested that the title of this Solution be changed to
conform with the title of Suggested Solution No. 1 since this
Suggested Solution No. 9 was referring to the products resulting
from the processes of Suggested Solution No. 1.
In this regard, a general discussion took place concerning the
relationship of two different systems of protection for plant inventions, namely, the UPOV Convention for the Protection of New
Varieties of Plants and patent protection under the Paris
Convention for the Protection of Industrial Property. The Delegation of Japan was of the opinion that there was no logical reason
to exclude bio technological inventions, even where they related to
plants, from patent protection. While the Delegation of the United
States of America expressly agreed with the position of Japan and
stated that, since the United States of America gave strong and
certain protection for all aspects of biotechnological inventions, it
viewed paragraph (2) of this Suggested Solution as suggesting an
exclusion from such full patent protection. For this reason, the
United States of America would have a problem approving the
Suggested Solution in its present form. The Delegation of the
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United States of America also stated that it considered the provisions of Suggested Solutions Nos. 1,2, 13, 14 and IS as containing
further exclusions of certain subject matter from or limitations on
patent protection and not in keeping with the present practice in
the United States of America. This Delegation stated that any such
exclusions from or limitations on patent protection should be
identified as such and made time-dependent, so that in the future
such exclusions or limitations would no longer appear.
Representatives of European research-based industry drew
attention to the disadvantages of the exclusionary provisions in
European patent laws for biotechnological research. The archaic
provision in the UPOV Convention, which prohibited simultaneous protection by patents and plant variety rights, was no longer
justified. Pending a revision ofthe UPOV Convention, a pragmatic
approach had to be applied in order to minimize the resulting
damage in the meantime.
On the other hand, a number of delegations suggested that the
UPOV Convention should remain the principal basis of protection
for new plant varieties and that the Convention should be
strengthened. Many of these delegations specifically noted that
their government had special plant variety legislation pursuant to
the UPOV Convention. It was further noted that the UPOV
Convention had proven to be useful in that it offered a balanced
solution to the problem of protecting new plant varieties, taking
into particular account the interests of farmers. It was also indicated that a recommendation to change Article 2 of the UPOV
Convention and allow double protection of plant varieties by both
patents and plant variety rights would require further study.
It was emphasized that when an invention was made in plant
science, the product which was sold was a plant variety, and the
only technology which was repeated was the propagation of the
variety. It was therefore essential that if a return was to be earned
on the investment of the invention, the inventor needed to control
the sale of the variety. Thus, plant variety protection was
necessary, but at the same time, certain plant inventions would
require patent protection. Thus, both forms of protection should be
available, and normally there would not be any correspondence,
since an invention would come under the patent system, and a
plant variety would be the subject of a plant variety right
Finally, it was observed that the main problem seemed to be a
problem of information, since the provisions of the patent system
were not sufficiently known to all concerned. In addition, there was
a fear that patenting of plants and animals could have undesirable
consequences. It was therefore important that the information gap
be closed and that, in particular, a concerted effort be made by
WIPO and UPOV in order to overcome any such problem of
information.
It was also stressed that the aim of the current work should be
to create a link and delimitation between the two systems. This
would facilitate for States concerned to consider lifting the ban on
double protection, and thus to open up the possibility of obtaining
patents for all biotechnological inventions, where the legal conditions of patentability were fulfilled.
It was also suggested that in paragraph (1) the expression in
brackets should be deleted.
With respect to paragraph (2) of the Suggested Solution, it was
noted by the non-governmental organizations that it only
concerned the existing situation of exclusion—in several countries—of plant and animal varieties and—in a few countries—of
strains of microorganisms, and that it could be accepted as an
intermediary solution pending action to be taken according to
paragraph (1). A majority of the delegations of the represented
States noted that this problem needed further intense study."

Industrial Applicability. Suggested Solution No. 10
read as follows:
"Any product capable of being obtained, by or used in, an
activity ofan industrial enterprise shall be regarded as industrially
applicable. "
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There was
Solution.

no comment on

this

Suggested

replication or differentiation, or the products of replication and
differentiation (in whichever order), obtained therefrom. "

Effect of Deposit for Disclosure of a Product.
Suggested Solution No. 11 read as follows:

The corresponding passage of the report reads as
follows:

"A deposit of a product of a kind which is admitted for deposit
with a recognized depositary institution under the proper conditions
shall be able to replace, in a patent application, a written description
of a process to obtain such a product, whether the said product is
claimed per se or is a material necessary for carrying out the claimed
invention. "

The corresponding passage of the report reads as
follows:
"It was suggested that the terms 'recognized institution' and
'proper conditions' should be defined. While it was noted that the
term 'recognized institution' referred to a depositary institution
which was recognized by the State or the authority concerned, and
that 'proper conditions' were those set out by the party concerned
or those defined under national law, it was pointed out that
national laws normally did not determine what was acceptable for
deposit; rather, this determination was made by each depositary
authority itself, and these conditions might vary with the different
depositary authorities.
The question was asked whether the purpose of the deposit was
to complete the written disclosure of the process by which a
product was produced or even to replace such a written disclosure.
The responses to this question varied. It was suggested that, while
some delegations were basically in support of this Suggested
Solution, it would be improved if the term 'replace' [...] were to be
changed to either 'supplement' or 'complete,' since it was noted
that use of the term 'replace' might be interpreted as not requiring
any written description at all. It was further suggested that the
phrase 'to guarantee the reproducibility or the repeatability of the
process' be added [...] after the phrase 'such a product,' while some
delegations questioned the necessity to make such modifications to
this Suggested Solution.
It was further observed that there were situations where a
deposit of a microorganism could completely replace a written
description of a process such as where the starting material was
itself a microorganism from which antibodies were produced. In
such an instance, the deposit of the microorganism was the only
way to put the reader of the patent or one skilled in the art in a
position to know and have what was needed to practice the
invention. It was finally suggested that a patent applicant should
make a full written description of his invention if he was able to do
so, but if he had doubts about the sufficiency of the disclosure, the
applicant would be on the safe side to make a complementary
deposit. It was ultimately concluded that the Suggested Solution
needed further review in the light of the comments made in the
Committee of Experts."

"A number of delegations and representatives of several nongovernmental organizations fully supported the principle included
in this solution. In this connection, the Delegation of the United
States of America drew attention to the envisaged change in the
patent law of its country, which would provide for an extension of
process patents to products obtained by the patented process.
Nevertheless, other delegations emphasized the fact that
protection could only extend to products directly obtained by the
patented process, but not to subsequent generations of products,
unless they are themselves the subject of a claim.
The Delegation of Bulgaria said that Suggested Solutions No.
12 and 13 would provide for a scope of protection, beyond that
provided in its country, in particular since in Bulgaria only
inventors' certificates were available for certain products. For
these reasons those Suggested Solutions were not acceptable.
The Delegations of Cuba, Brazil and India reserved their positions concerning Suggested Solution No. 12.
It was suggested that the wording 'or differentiated form' [...] be
deleted and that after the word 'replication' [wherever it appeared]
the phrase 'as long as the products have the same characteristics as
the initial product' should be inserted.
On the other hand, the view was expressed that differentiation,
if interpreted in the sense of e.g., the regeneration of a plant from a
plant cell, was quite acceptable.
It was stated that the protection provided under Suggested
Solution No. 12 could extend to matter excluded from per se
protection, e.g., food or pharmaceuticals.
It was stated that this Suggested Solution may be directed to a
non-problem. While novel products could be protected per se,
known material was more likely to be produced by reliance on the
self-replicating nature of the material rather than by use of the
patented process."

Genetic Information as an Essential Characteristic of
the Patented Product. Suggested Solution No. 13 read as
follows:
"Patent protection for a product that consists of, or contains,
particular genetic information as an essential characteristic of the
invention shall extend to any product (the second product)
containing the patented product or obtained from such product
which contains the said genetic information and in respect of which
the said genetic information is of essential importance for the industrial applicability of the said second product. "

The corresponding passage of the report reads as
follows:
Extension of Process Patents to Products which are
Living Matter, etc. Suggested Solution No. 12 read as
follows:
"Where a patent has been granted for a process for the
production ofliving matter or other matter containing genetic information permitting multiplication of the said matter in identical or
differentiatedform, the extension ofthe process patent protection to
the product obtained by the process shall not only cover the product
initially obtained by the patented process but also the products of

"Some delegations said that Suggested Solution No. 13, could
only be accepted if the suggested scope of protection was
narrowed.
On the other hand, a number of other delegations thought that
the protection suggested in this solution was unduly limiting,
particularly as a result of the phrase [starting with the words] 'in
respect of.' These delegations, therefore, suggested that this phrase
be deleted.
One delegation supported the deletion mentioned in the
previous paragraph, provided that the products covered by this
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solution should have the same characteristics as the original
product.
It was suggested that the phrase referred to, above, could be
replaced by the words 'and in respect of which the said genetic
information is expressed.'
It was pointed out that an exemption from infringement may
be necessary in respect of the growing of crops containing the
genetic information of the patented product.
Finally, it was recommended that, in order to clarify certain
unclear points and some other terms of conditions, the International Bureau should revise this Suggested Solution."
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A number of representatives of non-governmental organizations supported the principle of the Suggested Solution, indicating
that the owner of the patent must have the opportunity of making
more than one single first sale.
The Chairman summarized the discussion by stating that,
since a considerable number of delegations had reservations about
accepting this Suggested Solution in its entirety, further study of
this Suggested Solution was needed."

Dependency License. Suggested Solution No. 15 read
as follows:
Exhaustion. Suggested Solution No. 14 read as
follows:
"Where a patent has been grantedfor a product which is living
matter, replication or differentiation of, or derivation from, such a
product which has been put on the market by the owner ofthe patent
or with his consent shall not be considered as a permitted use on the
ground of exhaustion of rights, unless, and only to the extent that,
such replication, differentiation or derivation is unavoidable for a
use which is different from replication, differentiation or derivation. "

The corresponding passage of the report reads as
follows:
"It was explained that the principle of exhaustion of a product
patent normally applied only to the act of use of products
purchased from the patent owner, but not to the act of producing
additional products thereof. In case of a patent for living matter,
however, this principle needed to be modified. Nevertheless, the
application of the exhaustion principle to multiplication of the
purchased material should be limited to the extent that the
production of such additional amounts of the purchased material
was unavoidable for the intended use of such material. For
example, where a baker purchased baking powder and produced an
additional amount ofthat powder, exhaustion of the patent would
not apply to such production because there was no necessity of the
said production for the use intended. However, where a farmer
purchased a particular wheat seed protected by a patent,
exhaustion of the patent would apply to the act of sowing and
harvesting the crop because he could not use the purchased seed
properly without the said act of producing an additional amount of
seed. If he saved seed for the next crop, however, such production
of an additional amount of seed could no longer enjoy the benefit of
exhaustion.
It was suggested by several delegations that the last [part]
starting with the word 'unless' should be deleted because any use of
the product would infringe the patent for such product independently of the purpose of the use.
A few delegations, however, opposed such a deletion on the
ground that the equivalent of the farmers' exemption under the
UPOV Convention might as well exist also in the field of patent
protection.
It was proposed that the [part] suggested to be deleted, above,
should be replaced by the phrase 'only to the extent that the replication is implied in the intention and circumstances of sale.'
One delegation stated that, whereas no problem was found in
the case of replication, further study should be carried out
concerning differentiation of, or derivation from, a patented
product.
It was suggested that the first [part] should read, 'Where a
product constituting a living matter is protected by a patent.'

"A person who carries out an activity concerning a new plant or
animal variety which represents significant progress compared with
an invention in that area protected by a patent, shall have, to the
extent that this is necessary in order to avoid infringement of the
patent, a right to obtain a license under the said patent in order to
carry out such an activity. Such a license shall be subject to the
payment ofreasonable remuneration, having regard to the nature of
the patented invention and providing due reward to the inventor or
his employer for the investment made in order to develop the
invention. Where such a license has been granted, the owner of the
licensed patent shall have a right to obtain a license under any
patent, plant variety right or animal variety right that the licensee
may have obtained in connection with the activity referred to
above. "

The corresponding passage of the report reads as
follows:
"The view was expressed that the dependency license could be
justified on the ground of public interest.
Several delegations supported this Suggested Solution on the
assumption that the activity referred to in line one of the Suggested
Solution was a protected activity, namely, an activity which was
the subject of a patent or a plant variety right. However, some
delegations were of the opinion that only a patent could constitute
such a protective right.
It was suggested, therefore, that the first [sentence] of the
Suggested Solution should clarify that the person carrying out the
activity should have a protective right in it. In this case, it was
noted that the word 'significant' in [that sentence] would be unnecessary and that the words 'may have' in [the last sentence] could be
replaced by the word 'has. ' With respect to the suggested deletion of
the word 'significant,' attention was drawn to the fact that, under
the UPOV Convention, no condition of progress was required to
obtain a plant variety right.
With respect to the last sentence, starting with the words 'where
such a license ...,' it was suggested that it should be necessary to
meet specific requirements concerning, for example, the public
interest, instead of an automatic grant of a license, when the owner
of the licensed patent wished to obtain a license, in turn, from the
licensee of the said patent. In relation to this suggestion, concern
was also expressed because of the question of whether such crosslicense might cause a problem of a grant back in connection with
antitrust laws. It was further stated that such a cross-license should
give a right to remuneration in the same way as the dependency
license.
It was suggested that the technological field dealt with in this
Suggested Solution should not be limited to a new plant or animal
variety but should rather cover the whole of biotechnology.
The Delegation of the United States of America stated that,
under the patent law of its country, no obligation could be imposed
for granting a license. Thus the concept of this Suggested Solution
and its impact on research and development needed further
study.
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The Representatives of ICC and UNICE, supported by some
other non-governmental organizations, were opposed to this
Suggested Solution since compulsory licenses should only be
available in very exceptional cases, such as the cases of public
interest and/or abuse of a patent. In any event, it was not
considered sufficient justification to require a compulsory license
where the later proprietor was the owner of a plant variety
right.
It was noted that as a result of dependency licensing, patents
and plant variety rights would overlap. It was therefore suggested
that joint work by WIPO and UPOV would be desirable in order to
solve the difficult problems in this Suggested Solution.
In relation to the system [for] obtaining a license, the Delegation of the Republic of Korea referred to the arbitration system
provided for in the patent law of its country where any person
wishing to obtain a license under a patent after four years from the
filing date could submit a request for a license to the Commission
of Patents Administration, if consultations were not successful
following the patent owner's refusal to grant such a license. The
Delegation considered that the said arbitration system would be
useful to enhance the development of technology.
It was pointed out that no measure for the settlement of
disputes was referred to in this Suggested Solution. In this regard,
reference was made to court procedures. The Delegation of Ghana
suggested that the International Bureau should conduct a detailed
study of the possibility of including an international dispute
settlement procedure and also on the question of an extension of
WIPO's jurisdiction in these matters relating to the intellectual
property issues arising from activities in the field of biotechnology
for the next meeting of the Committee of Experts.
The Delegation of Cuba reserved its position concerning paragraph (2) of Suggested Solution No. 15."

Experimental Use. Suggested Solution No. 16 read as
follows:
"The use of a patented product that comprises, or consists of,
genetic information for the development of another such product
shall not be regarded as permitted experimental use if the progeny of
the developed product obtained from such a use is used in identical
or differentiated form for use other than private or experimental
purposes. "

The corresponding passage of the report reads as
follows:
"It was explained that this Suggested Solution was based on the
assumption that the progeny of the product obtained from an
experimental use of a patented product did not fall within the scope
of the patent claims.
It was stated that there was a need for permitting experimental
use in order not to hold back the development of technology. On
the other hand, attention was drawn to the fact that the kind of
experimental use referred to in the Suggested Solution went far
beyond normal experimental use because of the use of the
progeny.
Concern was expressed in respect of the meaning of the word
'experimental.' It was said that improper interpretation of this
word might allow any person to obtain a patented product and, by a
modification through the act of a single experimental use, sell
unlimited amounts of the modified product which did no longer
fall within the scope of the patent claims.
It was suggested that the meaning of the word 'patented
product' should be extended to a product enjoying process-derived
protection.
The Delegation of Ghana reserved its position concerning
Suggested Solution No. 16.

In conclusion, it was recommended that this Suggested
Solution be «examined in the light of the discussions in the
Committee of Experts."

Meaning of the Term "Microorganism." Suggested
Solution No. 17 read as follows:
"The term 'microorganism, 'as used in national laws and international treaties concerning patent procedure, shall be understood
in the widest sense, comprising
(i) any matter which is self-replicable, in particular viruses,
replicons, cell lines, and hybridoma cells, and
(ii) any matter which is contained in, or can be incorporated
into, a host organism and which is replicable through replication of the host organism,
and which can be deposited. "

The corresponding passage of the report reads as
follows:
"General. The question was raised whether the Suggested Solutions concerning deposits ofmicroorganisms were to be considered
as applying only under the Budapest Treaty on the International
Recognition of the Deposit of Microorganisms for the Purposes of
Patent Procedure (hereinafter referred to as the 'Budapest Treaty'),
and it was proposed that ifthis was the case the relevant title should
reflect this. It was replied that this part of the Suggested Solutions
dealt with questions of deposit of microorganisms both under the
Budapest Treaty and under national and regional laws.
The question was raised which organ should be competent for
endorsing the definition of microorganism in the Suggested
Solution. In this connection, it was pointed out that such a definition could be adopted as an agreed interpretation by the Assembly
of the Budapest Union. Such procedure would have the advantage
of clarifying which matters could be deposited under the Budapest
Treaty, and would have a harmonization effect on national and
regional laws.
Different opinions were expressed concerning the scope of the
definition contained in the Suggested Solution. Some delegations
indicated that the definition was too broad and that its scope
should be restricted, while others pointed out that the meaning of
the term 'microorganism' should be understood in the widest sense
and that no definition of this term should be given. Concern was
also expressed that, to the extent that the definition included seeds
and fertilized eggs, it was more a fiction than an interpretation and
that such a fiction would probably not be accepted by national
courts. Furthermore, a different definition for microorganism on
the one hand for purposes of deposit, and on the other hand for
purposes of patentability, was thought to create problems.
It was proposed that it should be examined whether the definition of microorganism in all of the Suggested Solutions should be
the same.
It was suggested that consideration be given to the scientific
definition of microorganism.
It was suggested that the word 'especially' be added after the
word 'comprising' in the third line of the definition.
It was proposed to clarify the words 'and which can be
deposited' at the end of the Suggested Solution by adding
'according to the Budapest Treaty,' in order to make sure that the
provisions ofthat Treaty concerning the duration of storage, the
issue of a viability statement and the furnishing of samples would
apply. In this connection, it was also suggested that the said words
could be replaced by the words 'and which are admitted for
desposit by a depositary institution.'
Subparagraph (i). It was indicated that 'viruses' and 'replicons'
were not self-replicating matters but needed a host to replicate, and
it was therefore suggested that they should be deleted from subparagraph (i) and included in subparagraph (ii).
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It was suggested that 'seeds' should be included in paragraph (i)
since they were self-replicable matter.
It was proposed that the word 'including' should be added after
the word 'in particular.'
It was also proposed that, as far as multicellular bodies are
concerned, only products consisting essentially of undifferentiated
cells should be included.
Subparagraph (ii). In reply to the question of whether a DNA
fragment should be included under subparagraph (ii), it was indicated that a DNA fragment was a chemical substance which could
be described in writing and needed not to be deposited. It should
therefore not be included in the Suggested Solution.
It was suggested that the words 'host organism' be clarified."

Requirement of Deposit. Suggested Solution No. 18
read as follows:
"Where an invention involves the use ofa microorganism which
is not available to the public and which cannot be described in a
patent application in such a manner as to enable a person skilled in
the art to carry out the invention, or where an invention concerns a
microorganism per se, such an invention shall be regarded as having
been sufficiently disclosed only if the microorganism has been
deposited with a recognized depositary institution. "

The corresponding passage of the report reads as
follows:
"It was suggested that the requirement of deposit should be
supplemented by the requirement that samples of a deposited
microorganism should be actually furnished to the public upon
request
It was indicated that the word 'readily' should be added before
'available to public' in the [second] line of the Suggested
Solution.
It was proposed that the word 'such' should be added before the
words 'microorganism per se' [...]. In this connection, it was also
proposed that the word 'new' should be added before the words
'microorganism per se.'
It was pointed out that the Suggested Solution needed to be
harmonized with Suggested Solution No. 11.
It was suggested that the words 'or a microorganism per se'
should be added after the words 'the use of a microorganism' in the
first line of the Suggested Solution and that the words 'or where an
invention concerns a microorganism perse' should be deleted so as
to make it clear that the same conditions must be met for both types
of inventions.
It was proposed to include in the Suggested Solution the
requirements of Rule 28(1 Kb) of the Regulations under the
European Patent Convention concerning information available to
the applicant on the characteristics of the microorganism.
It was noted that the requirement of deposit of microorganisms
should not discourage disclosure of and access to new technologies
and that it should only complement the written description of the
invention in the patent application and not substitute such
description."

Furnishing of Samples. Suggested Solution No. 19
read as follows:
"(i) Samples of the deposited microorganism shall befurnished
by the depositary institution on request to a third party (hereinafter
referred to as the 'requesting party'), under conditions which
comprise, or consist of the conditions referred to in paragraphs (2) to
(4).
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(2) The request shall be based on an application for a patent, or
a patent, which refers to the deposit ofthe microorganism a sample
of which is requested.
(3) The requesting party shall have residence:
(i) in the country where the depositary institution is located,
or
(ii) in a country in which or for which an application for a
patent was filed or a patent was granted on which a request
can be based according to paragraph (2).
(4)(a) Samples shall not be furnished before the publication of
the patent or patent application on which the request is based, unless
the requesting party has a right to inspect the files.
(b) Samples shall be furnished only if the requesting party has
undertaken vis-à-vis the owner of the patent or the patent application on which the request is based, for the period during which the
patent is in force or during which the patent application is pending
and the patent resulting from the application is in force:
(i) not to make the deposited microorganism or any microorganism derived therefrom available to any third party;
(ii) to use the deposited microorganism or any microorganism
derived therefrom only for experimental purposes
concerning the invention;
(Hi) not to export the deposited microorganism or any microorganism derived therefrom to any other country or, if the
sample was obtained in the country where the depositary
institution is located and that country is not the country in
orfor which the patent on which the request was based has
been granted or the relevant application has been filed, to
any other country than the country in or for which the
relevant patent has been granted or the relevant application
has been filed.
(c) The requesting party shall have the burden of proof
concerning compliance with the undertakings referred to in subparagraph (b).
(5) For the purposes of paragraph (4), any microorganism shall
be deemed to be derived from the deposited microorganism if it is
derived therefrom by culturing or in any other way of replication,
provided that the derived matter still exhibits those characteristics of
the deposited microorganism which are essential for the carrying out
of the invention. "

The corresponding passage of the report reads as
follows:
"General. The Delegation of Sweden pointed out that several of
the provisions included in the Suggested Solution required an Act
of [...] Parliament, in particular the provisions under paragraph 4(c)
relating to the reversal of the burden of proof. Moreover, it
appeared that the Suggested Solution referred to matters which
should be examined and discussed in the framework of the
Assembly of the Budapest Treaty.
The Delegation of Hungary referred to paragraph 184 of the
Notes3 on the Suggested Solution and asked how the Suggested
Solution should supplement Rule 11.3 ofthe Regulations under the
Budapest Treaty. It was replied that the question of the relationship
between the Suggested Solution and the Budapest Treaty could be
clarified in due course, and that for the time being the approach
taken by the Suggested Solution was intentionally very broad,
concerning both the Budapest Treaty and national and regional
laws, and was not designed to directly amend the Treaty.
The Delegation of Ireland said that in its country no specific
rules existed on the question of the furnishing of samples of
deposited microorganisms. However, the Suggested Solution
appeared to be in line with the general thinking in its country on
this question.
1
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The Delegation of the Netherlands pointed out that in its
country there did not exist a special rule on the furnishing of
samples of deposited microorganisms, but only decisions of the
Board of Appeal. Under the practice of its country, the requesting
party was only required to give its name and address and to
undertake vis-à-vis the depositor not to give the furnished sample
to any third party.
The Delegation of the United States of America stated that in
its country no restriction existed on the availability ofsamples once
the patent was issued. Under the law in the United States of
America, in exchange for the protection granted by the patent, the
patentee agreed to fully disclose the invention to the public, which
included the furnishing of samples of deposited microorganisms.
The Delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany said that
in its country there was no special rule concerning the furnishing of
samples of deposited microorganisms. Court decisions constituted
the only form of regulation in this area, and the matter was still
under discussion with the circles concerned.
The Delegation of Norway supported the reservations
expressed by the Delegation of Sweden.
The Representative of the European Patent Organisation
pointed out that Rule 28 of the Regulations under the European
Patent Convention, which was amended in 1979 to take into
account the views expressed by the interested circles, constituted a
balance between public and private interests in this area. The
Representative said that the Suggested Solution went further than
the present scope of Rule 28 and that a change ha[d] neither been
initiated by any of the Contracting States to the European
Convention, nor suggested by the interested circles.
The Delegation of Ghana pointed out that it favored the availability of samples of deposited microorganisms without restrictions and that any such restrictions on availability would be
contrary to some objectives of the patent system, such as access to
technology.
The Delegation of Japan said that it supported the international harmonization activity and further stressed that the limitations placed on the availability of microorganism samples should
be considered from the point of view of maintaining a proper
balance between the interests of the depositor and those of the
requesting party. This Delegation also stated that further consideration and study was needed on the question of the burden of
proof.
The Delegation of India stated that if there [was] a misuse or an
abuse made of samples of deposited microorganisms, efforts
should be made to eliminate the misuse or abuse, but not to restrict
the supply or availability of the supply of the microorganism.
Paragraph (1). It was indicated that the words 'requesting
party' were defined in Rule 11.3(b) of the Regulations under the
Budapest Treaty and that it was not deemed appropriate to use
them in a different meaning than in that Treaty. Moreover, it was
noted that the Suggested Solution did not mention industrial
property offices either as a party to whom samples of deposited
microorganisms should also be furnished upon request or as an
organization which has any role in the proposed procedure for the
furnishing of samples.
Paragraph (2). It was clarified that the Suggested Solution was
limited to the case of furnishing of samples of microorganisms
deposited for the purposes of patent procedure and did not cover
cases of microorganisms deposited for scientific purposes.
Paragraph (3). Paragraph (3)(i) was not supported by any delegation because it established a discrimination based on the residence of the party requesting a sample of a deposited microorganism in a country where the depositary institution was
located.
Concerning subparagraph (ii), the views were divided. Some
delegations indicated that they were prepared to accept the
restriction based on the residence of the requesting party in a
country for or in which a patent application was filed or a patent
was granted; some delegations expressed themselves against this
restriction and others indicated that the question required further
study. In this connection, it was also pointed out that under the

patent law of certain countries any person, regardless of the
person's residence, could file an opposition against the grant of a
patent following its publication for this purpose. Furthermore, it
was noted that the territorial restrictions on the availability of a
microorganism [were] a contradiction to the principle of
worldwide state of the art, a principle which has been accepted by
many modern patent systems and would result in substantial
problems in the examination of patent applications.
Paragraph (4)(a). It was suggested that this provision should be
drafted in a positive manner, so that an obligation to furnish
samples would be established. In this connection, it should also be
clarified that a right to obtain samples had to be certified by the
competent industrial property office, according to Rule 11.3 of the
Budapest Treaty, and that a right to inspect the files existed only
under the applicable provisions of the national or regional laws.
As regards the point in time as of which samples should
become available, views differed. Some delegations agreed with the
solution that availability should start with the publication of the
patent or patent application. Other delegations and a number of
non-governmental organizations expressed the view that samples
should become available only after the grant of the patent, or—as a
minimum—after the publication for the purposes of opposition, if
such publication was accompanied by a certain degree of
protection conferred [on] the applicant, but not at the time of the
first publication, when no enforceable right existed. It was added
that, ifagreement could not be reached in the sense that availability
should start only at the time of the grant of the patent, then, as a
compromise solution, the possibility of release only to an independent expert between first publication and grant, as provided for
in the European Patent Convention, should be considered.
Attention was drawn to the need that each industrial property
office should have access to samples of deposited microorganisms
as of the date on which an application was filed with it.
Paragraph (4)(b). The provision contained in item (i) was
supported by a number of delegations and representatives of intergovernmental and non-governmental organizations. The wish was
expressed to better define what was meant by 'third party.'
With respect to the provisions contained in item (ii), it was
suggested to explain the expression 'concerning the invention,' in
order to clarify whether this expression only referred to the
invention as claimed by the applicant, or whether experiments •
should be permitted also in respect of related technology.
Several delegations expressed the view that the need to provide
an undertaking on experimental purposes was not justified after the
grant of a patent, whereas representatives of non-govemmental
organizations underlined that, even after the grant of a patent, the
said restriction was necessary, in order to protect legitimate
interests and to prevent abuses.
With respect to the provisions contained in item (iii), it was
noted that the suggested prohibition to export the deposited
microorganism should be reexamined in the light of conclusions to
be drawn with respect to paragraph (3) : if paragraph (3) was deleted
so that release could be requested by any interested party, wherever
its country of residence was, it would not be justified to maintain
the prohibition to export samples of the deposited microorganism
to other countries. In any case, such a prohibition would create
problems for those having residence in a country not satisfying
paragraph(3Xii) and wishing to file opposition or nullity suits
against the relevant patent rights, and also for a large corporation
which maintained research laboratories in countries other than the
country in which it had its residence, because such a corporation
would be prevented from testing the sample obtained in its
research laboratory.
Paragraph (4)(c). It was pointed out that the application of
paragraph (4)(c) would be difficult in connection with paragraph
(4)(b)(i) and (ii), because the requesting party would have to prove
that it did not make the deposited microorganism available to any
third party, and did not export it. Such a proof of a negative fact
would hardly be possible. Moreover, there could be a problem with
the shifting of the burden of proof where there [was] more than one
requesting party. It was replied that the reversal of the burden of
proof, provided for in paragraph (4Xc), would apply only where
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indicative facts had been established that the requesting party had
violated one or several of the undertakings referred to in paragraph
(4)(b)(i), (ii) or (iii). It was also observed that the reversal of the
burden of proof was necessary because release of a sample of a
deposited microorganism practically amounted to an invitation to
infringe the patent. It was also pointed out that the question of the
reversal of the burden of proof was under consideration by the
Committee of Experts on the Harmonization of Patent Laws and
further that there should be no deviation of the rules for biotechnology as compared to other kinds of patentable inventions.
Paragraph (5) did not give rise to any observations."

Future Action
During the course of its third session, the Committee
of Experts also discussed any future action to be taken.
In this regard, a clear majority of delegations and
observers agreed that work should continue in this field
where it was thought that much work remained to be
done to assure adequate legal protection for the costly
developments which were taking place in this area of
technology. It was recommended that, since some States
had not been able to submit their responses to the questionnaires in time for such responses to figure in the
International Bureau's analysis, the International
Bureau should prepare a revised version of its report.
December 31, 1987, was suggested as the deadline for
receipt by the International Bureau of any additional
responses or of amendments to prior responses made to
the questionnaires by any government, intergovernmental organization and/or non-governmental organization.
Finally, the wish was expressed by a clear majority
that at least one more session of the Committee of
Experts was needed to finalize its discussions and to
agree on the suggested solutions. The Director General
said that, taking into account the wish of the delegations
to have another meeting of the Committee of Experts,
he would make the necessary suggestions to the
Governing Bodies.4
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4
In their session of September/October 1987, the Governing
Bodies of WIPO approved a proposal by the Director General that he
would convene, in 1988/89, at least one more session of the Committee
of Experts on Biotechnological Inventions and Industrial Property.
** A list containing the titles and functions of the participants may
be obtained from the International Bureau of WIPO.
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WIPO Meetings
(Not all WIPO meetings are listed. Dates are subject to possible change.)

1988
April 18 to 22 (Paris) — Committee of Governmental Experts on Photographic Works (convened jointly with Unesco)
April 18 to 22 (Geneva) — Madrid Union: Assembly (Extraordinary Session)
April 25 to 28 (Geneva) — Committee of Experts on Measures Against Counterfeiting and Piracy
May 2 to 6 (?) — Permanent Committee on Industrial Property Information (PCIPI): Ad hoc Working Group on the Revision of the Guide to the
IPC
May 16 to 20 (Geneva) — Permanent Committee for Development Cooperation Related to Industrial Property (Twelfth Session)
May 24 to 27 (Geneva) — Consultative Meeting of Experts from Developing Countries on Legal Matters Relating to Intellectoal Property in Respect of
Integrated Circuits
May 25 to June 1 (Geneva) — Permanent Committee on Industrial Property Information (PCIPI): Executive Coordination Committee (second
session) ; Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) Committee for Technical Cooperation (PCT/CTC) (eleventh session); PCIPI Ad hoc Working Group
on Management Information
May 30 to June 1 (Geneva) — Review Meeting on Intellectual Property in Respect of Integrated Circuits
June 2 and 3 (Geneva) — Permanent Committee on Industrial Property Information (PCIPI): Ad hoc Working Group on IPC Revision Policy
June 6 to 17 (Geneva) — Permanent Committee on Industrial Property Information (PCIPI): Working Group on Search Information
June 13 to 17 (Geneva) — Committee of Experts on the Harmonization of Certain Provisions in Laws for the Protection of Inventions (Fifth
Session)
June 20 to 24 (Geneva) — Nice Union: Preparatory Working Group (Ninth Session)
June 27 to July 1 (Geneva) — Committee of Governmental Experts for the Synthesis of Principles Concerning the Copyright Protection of Various
Categories of Works (convened jointly with Unesco)
September 12 to 19 (Geneva) — International Patent Classification (IPC) Union: Committee of Experts (Seventeenth Session)
September 14 to 16 (Geneva) - WIPO Worldwide Forum on the Impact of Emerging Technologies on the Law of Intellectual Property
September 22 and 23 (Geneva) — Permanent Committee on Industrial Property Information (PCIPI) (Second Session)
September 26 to October 3 (Geneva) - Governing Bodies (WIPO Coordination Committee; Executive Committees of the Paris and Berne Unions)
(Nineteenth Series of Meetings)
October 10 to 14 (Geneva) — Permanent Committee on Industrial Property Information (PCIPI): Working Group on General Information (Second
Session)
October 24 to 28 (Geneva) — Committee of Experts on Biotechnological Inventions and Industrial Property (Fourth Session)
November 21 to December 2 (Geneva) - Permanent Committee on Industrial Property Information (PCIPI): Working Group on the Search
Information (Second Session)
November 28 to December 2 (Geneva) - Committee of Experts on Model Provisions for Legislations in the Field of Copyright
December 5 to 9 (Geneva) - Madrid Union: Preparatory Committee for Diplomatic Conference for the Adoption of Protocols to the Madrid
Agreement
December 12 to 16 (Geneva) - Permanent Committee on Industrial Property Information (PCIPI): Executive Coordination Committee (Third
Session); Ad hoc Working Group on Management Information (Second Session)
December 19 (Geneva) - Information Meeting for Non-Governmental Organizations on Intellectual Property

UPOV Meetings
1988
April 18 to 21 (Geneva) — Administrative and Legal Committee
April 22 (Geneva) — Consultative Committee
June 7 to 9 (Edinburgh) - Technical Working Party on Automation and Computer Programs
June 13 to 15 (Wageningen) - Technical Working Party for Vegetables
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June 16 and 17 (Wageningen) — Workshop on Variety Examination (for Lettuce)
June 20 to 24 (Meile) — Technical Working Party for Ornamental Plants and Forest Trees
June 28 to July 1 (Hanover) — Technical Working Party for Fruit Crops, and Subgroups
July 5 to 8 (Surgères) — Technical Working Party for Agricultural Crops
September 27 and 28 (Cambridge) — Workshop on Variety Examination (on Examination Techniques)
October 11 to 14 (Geneva) — Administrative and Legal Committee
October 17 (Geneva) — Consultative Committee
October 18 and 19 (Geneva) — Council
October 20 and 21 (Geneva) — Technical Committee

Other Meetings Concerned with Industrial Property
1988
April 10 to 15 (Sydney) — International Association for the Protection of Industrial Property (AIPPI): Executive Committee
April 15 (Vienna) — International League for Competition Law (LIDC): Colloquium on Aspects of Competition Law in Distribution Systems,
Including EEC Law
May 1 to 4 (Phoenix) — The United States Trademark Association (USTA): Annual Meeting
June 6 to 10 (Munich) — European Patent Organisation (EPO): Administrative Council
June 7 to 10 (Strasbourg) — Center for the International Study of Industrial Property (CEIPI): Licensing and Technology Transfer Course (first
module)
June 27 to July 1 (Cannes) — International Federation of Industrial Property Attorneys (FICPI): World Congress
July 24 to 27 (Washington, D.C.) — International Association for the Advancement of Teaching and Research in Intellectual Property
(ATRIP): Annual Meeting
September 15 to 18 (Angers) — International League for Competition Law (LIDC): Congress
September 28 to 30 (Stockholm) — Pharmaceutical Trade Marks Group (PTMG): Conference on "A Commission of Enquiry—In Search of a
System"
October 4 to 7 (Strasbourg) — Center for the International Study of Industrial Property (CEIPI) : Licensing and Technology Transfer Course (second
module)
November 7 to 11 (Buenos Aires) — Inter-American Association of Industrial Property (ASIPI): Congress
December 5 and 6 (Ithaca, New York) — Cornell University, Department of Agricultural Economics : Animal Patent Conference (Consideration of
Applicable United States and International Law, Technicalities of Deposit Requirements, Status of Animal Science Research into Potentially
Patentable Animal Types, Anticipated Impact of Patents on Livestock Breeding Sector and Production Agriculture, and Perspectives of Farmers
and Those Concerned About Ethical Issues Involved)
December 5 to 9 (Munich) — European Patent Organisation (EPO): Administrative Council

