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AGENDA FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF AN 

INTERNATIONAL PATENT SYSTEM 
On August 2001, WIPO suggested the creation of an action plan for the development of an international patent system.
Being convinced that the Industrial Property was able to support and encourage technical innovation, bring more and better quality products on the market in the interest of everyone and promote investments and transfer of technology, WIPO intended to give a strong impulse in favour of the development of an international patent system. This was done in order to improve the release of a creativeness potential generating economical advantages on an international scale.
The measures which could be taken into consideration might perfectly well be paralleled with other existing works and studies in connection with harmonization of the Patent Law, such as PLT and SPLT, or the PCT Reform.

The first step of this agenda consisted in drawing a list of 31 questions gathered under the following headings : 

· General policy and structure of the international patent system ;
· Services for Users ; 

· Costs ; 
· Search and examination ; 

· Sharing of information and resources among Patent Offices ; 

· Avoiding unnecessary duplication of work ; 

· Techniques of information and communication ;

· Circulation of information to the public ; 

· Orientation towards licensing and marketing ; 

· Resolution of post-grant disputes ; 

· Smaller Patent Offices ; 

· Cooperation for development.

This is an ambitious programme.
There were quite a lot of responses given by governmental administrations and non-governmental organisations, and FICPI of course, also provided a complete response to this questionnaire. FICPI's main conclusions are linked with the respect of the following criteria ; 

· Preserve flexibility ;

· Maintain quality and efficiency ;

· Increase the predictability of grant and right enforcement ; 
· Maintain an appropriate balance between third parties and patentees and also at the State level ; 
· Maintain reasonable costs for the whole system of protection, especially at right enforcement level.

In connection with the first purpose of keeping a total flexibility of the system, it seemed essential to FICPI to act in favour of maintaining the existence of national patents beside regional or international ones, as it appears to be a necessary condition to maintain and develop the profession of Intellectual Property Counsel in each country in the greatest interest of the national industry. 

Indeed, a national patent quickly granted at a reasonable cost, could be considered for example, as the ideal tool in order to protect inventions in the field of technologies with a rapid tendency to obsolescence.

This agenda, strongly supported by FICPI, should nevertheless keep all the flexibility in order to fit in with the developing countries, less developed countries or countries in transition.
Even in these specific countries, the patent system can and must support the development of economic activities in the way of encouraging investment towards developing and exploiting novel products and processes. The appropriate tool in these countries remains perhaps, the national patent, in particular the importation or revalidation patent.

We now expect to get answers to the following questions :

· Why has WIPO been at the origin of such an initiative ?

· How has WIPO been able to concretely exploit the already received answers, and in particular ;

· Has WIPO already come out with an overall sight or general purposes which could allow the drawing up of guidelines for such an agenda for the future of the international patent system ?

· Will the measures, which are to be taken into account, go beyond the limits of the known treaties, and ?

· What kind of impact might these proposals have on our profession of Intellectual Property Counsel ?
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