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IPO advocates for effective and affordable worldwide IP ownership rights and offers a Micky Minhas
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importance of intellectual property rights. B N e Rao
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What might be less appreciated is that IP rights enable the exchange of practical details
necessary to deploy and refine innovations. These vital interactions between technology
developers, their suppliers, and other partners can accelerate the introduction of technology to
more people and places. Essentially such collaborations help innovators move faster by allowing
them to leverage expertise in many forms, including by gaining local insights, which help
identify the most fruitful approaches to solve a given challenge.

Without a supportive policy framework in place, however, revealing or implementing the
knowledge gained from innovative efforts can erode their investment value. There are
compelling reasons to share information with those who can contribute to an innovator’s success.
If the result of information exchange, however, puts others in a position to use those
developments without co-investing or otherwise participating, that would deter rather than
encourage innovation. This is the main reason why the existence of robust local patent systems
are essential; they underpin necessary and mutually beneficial collaborations by providing
tangible reassurance that cooperation will not end up jeopardizing innovators’ investments. For
example, strong patent systems allow innovators to better leverage global supply chains.

Yet patent protection can only provide this support if patents are reliably obtainable and
enforceable in local jurisdictions. The transfer of knowledge only works if innovators feel
secure that patent rights will function as intended. Policies that encourage the weakening of
patent rights create increased uncertainty. The use of exceptions and limitations to patent rights,
for example exempting certain areas of technology from patent protection or imposing
compulsory licensing, can impair innovators’ desire and ability to collaborate with partners.
These policies hinder the exchange of information and discourage investment and development,
even if they are seldom implemented, and can leave countries without their much needed
innovations.

Exceptions and limitations to patent rights can also negatively impact the Small and Medium-
sized Enterprises (SMESs) otherwise poised to become an engine of economic growth for many
countries. Many of these entities need partners to scale their solutions. When faced with
uncertain patent protection in their country, however, SMEs can struggle to attract investors or
partners.

Discussions within the Standing Committee on Patents appear to indicate that at least some
Member States view exceptions and limitations as a preferred policy to gain access to
technology. We are concerned that this policy actually makes it more difficult for innovators to
share what knowledge with potential partners globally and to scale solutions for widespread
deployment. Therefore, we suggest policymakers consider that exceptions and limitations are a
tool of last resort.

We thank you for permitting IPO to provide comments and would welcome any further dialogue
or opportunity to provide additional information to assist your preparation for the meeting of the
Standing Committee on Patents in Geneva in December.

Sincerely,

it

o

Mark W. Laurdesch
Executive Director



