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Topics to Consider
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Examples for Positive Development in Selected
(Developing and Newly Industrialized Countries
(after TRIPS)
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Foreign Trade Balance
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Brazil & R. Korea Compared

BRAZIL 1987
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Patent Offices
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H.2 Patents Granted by Office
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US Patents Granted to Certain Developing Countries (1985 — 2000)

1983 1990 1995 2000

Taiwan 199 861 2087 5806
Rep. of Korea 50 290 1240 3472
66 151 248 548
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China as Test Case for GATT/TRIPS
Scientific and R&D Personnel
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continued

China as Test Case for GATT/TRIPS
Investment in Research
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Global Ranking in R&D Investment
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continued

China as Test Case for GATT/TRIPS
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National Investment in Research

[in percentage of GNP]
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China: Development of Wages & Prices
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India as Test for GATT/TRIPS

« EDL:

1 ]
© J. Straus 2007 16



Number of patent pleas in India’s “mailbox” by country

Aumier of patest pliud |8 Il “Rflen” by coerlry
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U.S. Patents in Drugs Granted to Indian Inventors from 1997-2001

Figere ¥: LS. Papents as Dirogs Granted re bndian Invennees from
997 = 1]
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Dr. Reddy’s & Ranbaxy’s US Patent Activities

Published patent applications in the Publishes patents in the US
US as at March 23 2006 as at March 28 2006
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Chasing China

GDP, annual % increase
Five-year moving average
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Weaknesses of Pre-TRIPS Systems
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Pre-TRIPS Situation — Exclusions from Patentability

in Paris Union Member States
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TRIPS Objectives — Article 7

 The protection and enforcement of IPRs should contribute
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TRIPS Principles — Article 8

« Members may adopt
— Measures necessary to protect public health and
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TRIPS — Basic Rules

Basic Principles
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Mandatory TRIPS Protection Standards

* Patents must be available for inventions in all fields of
technology — no discrimination allowed (Art. 27 (1))

 Exclusions allowed — if necessary to prevent commercial
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Room to Manoeuvre
— Patentable Subject Matter —

* Notion of Invention — Discovery — Product of Nature
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Room to Manoeuvre
as to the Effects of Patents

 Research Exemption covering: research for further
improvements and further developments, clinical trials of all
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Impact of IP on investment in research
— The GATT/TRIPS Context
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Impact of IP on investment in research
— The GATT/TRIPS Context
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The Aim of Flexibility
= Macro-Economically “Optimal” Legal Solution
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