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International Union for the Protection of New Varieties of Plants

Hanover, Germany, June 19, 2017

REPORT ON DEVELOPMENTS IN UPOV 
including relevant matters discussed in the last sessions of the 

Administrative and Legal Committee, 
the Consultative Committee and the Council

Office of the Union

TECHNICAL WORKING PARTY FOR 
AGRICULTURAL CROPS

Forty-sixth Session

The boundaries shown on this map do not imply the expression of any opinion whatsoever on the part of UPOV concerning the legal status of any country or territory

Members of UPOV (74) covering 93 States

Initiating States (16) and Organization (1)

States (24) and Organization (1) in contact with the UPOV Office

UPOV status
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The boundaries shown on this map do not imply the expression of any opinion whatsoever on the part of UPOV concerning the legal status of any country or territory

1991 Act:  56 members – Other Acts:  18 members

Kenya
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Taxa protected by the members of the Union (C/50/6) 

(6)
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IOD Evaluation Section, WIPO

October, 2016
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Financial Resources

Human Resources

Outreach Activities
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Elections ‐ for a term of three years ending in 2019…
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The TC agreed to recommend to the Council the 
election of the next chairpersons of the TWPs 
as follows: 

TWP Proposal

BMT Mr. Nik Hulse (Australia)
TWA Ms. Cheryl Turnbull (United Kingdom)
TWC Mr. Christophe Chevalier (France)
TWF Mr. Jean Maison (European Union)
TWO Mr. Henk de Greef (Netherlands)
TWV Ms. Romana Bravi (Italy)

Annex, page 9



Harmonization, Resources and Assistance

Harmonization Resources Training & assistance

PVP Law • UPOV Convention
• Explanatory Notes
• Information materials

• UPOV Lex

• Distance Learning
course

• Trainers

• UPOV events & 
activities

• Assistance by 
individual UPOV 
members

 Application • Model Application Form • EAF project

 Variety 
Denominations

• INF/12: “Explanatory Notes 
on Variety Denominations”

• UPOV Code

• PLUTO database 

 DUS Testing • General Introduction
• TGP Documents
• Test Guidelines
• Model Agreement 

(cooperation)

• GENIE Database
• Exchangeable 

softwareIM
PL

EM
EN

TA
TI

O
N
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Reference Explanatory Notes on: Timetable

UPOV/EXN/EDV/2
(revision)

Essentially Derived Varieties Adopted by the 
Council in April 2017

UPOV/EXN/PPM/1  Propagating Material Adopted by the 
Council in April 2017

Program for EXN/INF

Reference Explanatory Notes on: Timetable

UPOV/EXN/EDV/2
(possible revision)

Essentially Derived Varieties possible revision to be considered by 
CAJ in October 2017

UPOV/EXN/CAL 
(possible revision)

Conditions and Limitations possible revision to be considered by 
CAJ in October 2017

UPOV/EXN/PRP 
(possible revision)

Provisional Protection possible revision to be considered by 
CAJ in October 2017

Program for EXN/INF

UPOV/INF/5
(revision)

UPOV model plant breeders' 
rights gazette

Deferred by CAJ pending EAF 
developments

UPOV/INF/12
(revision)

Variety Denominations WG‐DEN

UPOV/INF/16
(revision)

Exchangeable Software Council in October 2017

UPOV/INF/22
(revision)

Software and Equipment Used 
by Members of the Union 

Council in October 2017
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UPOV Communication strategy

• New UPOV logo

• Stakeholder features

• UPOV Youtube channel

Annex, page 12



BREEDERS
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FARMERS AND GROWERS

POLICY MAKERS
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GENERAL PUBLIC
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FAQ on UN SDGs 
under development
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WG‐ISC

October 2016:

The Consultative Committee agreed the 
draft mandate and terms of reference for a 

Working Group on a 
Possible International System of Cooperation 

(WG‐ISC)
as follows:

Responsibilities
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Voluntary

Inclusive
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Efficient

WG‐ISC: identify needs of 
UPOV members and review 
how the issues raised by 

breeders correspond to those 
needs

Annex, page 19
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Closing remarks by the Co‐Moderators:  
Mr. Muhamad Sabran, 

Chairperson of the Seventh Session of the Governing Body, ITPGRFA and 
Mr. Raimundo Lavignolle, 

Vice‐President of the Council of UPOV

• We have seen the objectives and benefits of both treaties: UPOV 
Convention, ITPGRFA;

• It is important to interpret and implement the two treaties in a 
mutually supportive way in the context of each Contracting Party;

• In order to succeed in these objectives, it is important for the two 
organizations to work together and to provide the necessary 
support;

• The Symposium highlights the need to involve all stakeholders in 
this process.
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Jun Koide

Koshihikari Tsuyahime

High Level Study Tour (Japan, July 2016)
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Annual land productivity developments since Viet Nam joined 
UPOV in 2006 in 

Rice, Corn (maize) and Sweet Potatoes

• 1995‐2005:  increase in yield mainly through increased level of 
inputs – no detectable increase due to plant breeding

• 2006‐2016: annual land productivity increase due to plant 
breeding
– Rice  1.7 %

– Corn  2.1 %

– Sweet potatoes  3.1 %

STUDY in VIET NAM*

* “The socio‐economic benefits of UPOV membership in Viet Nam; An ex post assessment on plant breeding 
and agricultural productivity after 10 years” (Corresponding author: Steffen Noleppa) by HFFA Research GmbH

Without those developments since 2006, 
current annual yields in Viet Nam would be lower by: 

– Rice  16 %

– Corn  19 %

– Sweet potatoes  27 %

STUDY in VIET NAM
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STUDY in VIET NAM

INCOME of Vietnamese farmers has 
increased by 24% since 2006

MISSION STATEMENT

“To provide and promote an effective 
system of plant variety protection, with 
the aim of encouraging the development 
of new varieties of plants, […] ”
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Annual value added:

– Arable farming $2.3 billion

– Horticulture  $1.0 billion

– Floriculture $ 0.2 billion

– GDP added upstream/downstream (value chains)

$1.5 billion

TOTAL ADDED: $5 billion

(> 2.5% GDP)

STUDY in VIET NAM

MISSION STATEMENT

“To provide and promote an effective 
system of plant variety protection, with 
the aim of encouraging the development 
of new varieties of plants, for the benefit 
of society”
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International Union for the Protection of New Varieties of Plants

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE
Fifty-third Session

Difficulty to obtain plant material from breeders, 
especially when a variety was no longer in 
commercialization: 

Office of the Union to issue a questionnaire: 

approaches used to obtain plant material from breeders, 
especially when a variety was no longer in commercialization.  

approaches used on deciding on varieties whose existence is a 
matter of common knowledge

results of the survey should be presented to the TWPs and the 
TC at their sessions in 2018.  
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Discussion session

(a) Use of disease and insect resistance 
characteristics in DUS examination 

(b)Management of variety collections 

(c) Minimum distance between varieties

(d) Increasing participation of new members of 
the Union in the work of the TC and TWPs

Presentations available at: 
http://www.upov.int/meetings/en/details.jsp?meeting_id=42485
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• may be obstacles to cooperation in examination, including
exchange of DUS reports, and agreed to explore the
situation further

• as a starting point for discussion, Office of the Union to
conduct a survey of the current situation of members of
the Union and to report the results to the TC

Cooperation in Examination

TC/52 agenda item 3 
“Discussion on quality parameters for DUS examination” 

Responses to the Questionnaire:  28 (38%)
African Intellectual Property Organization 
(OAPI)

Latvia

Belarus Mexico

Costa Rica Netherlands

Croatia New Zealand

Czech Republic Norway

Denmark Panama

Ecuador Portugal

Estonia Republic of Moldova

European Union Russian Federation

Finland Serbia

France Sweden

Germany Turkey

Israel United Kingdom

Kenya United States of America
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Responses to the Questionnaire:  12/28 European Union
African Intellectual Property Organization Latvia

Belarus Mexico

Costa Rica Netherlands

Croatia New Zealand

Czech Republic Norway

Denmark Panama

Ecuador Portugal

Estonia Republic of Moldova

European Union Russian Federation

Finland Serbia

France Sweden

Germany Turkey

Israel United Kingdom

Kenya United States of America

SURVEY STRUCTURE
BACKGROUND Q1 - 6
OVERVIEW OF COOPERATION Q7
SECTION A:  RECEIVING DUS REPORTS

Receiving Type 1
Use of existing DUS reports from other UPOV 
members

Q8 – 11

Receiving Type 2
Requesting DUS reports from other UPOV 
members (examination in process but no existing 
DUS report)

Q12 – 13

Receiving Type 3
Requesting DUS examinations from other UPOV 
members (no examination in process)

Q14 – 16

General
Receiving DUS reports Q17 – 19
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SECTION B:  PROVIDING DUS REPORTS
Providing Type 1
Provision of existing DUS reports to other UPOV 
members 

Q20 – 23

Providing Type 2
Conducting DUS examinations for other UPOV 
members (examination in process but no existing 
DUS report)

Q24 – 27

Providing Type 3
Conducting DUS examinations for other UPOV 
members (no examination in process)

Q28 – 31

General
Providing DUS reports Q32 – 34

KNOWLEDGE OF COOPERATION Q35
EASE OF ARRANGEMENT OF COOPERATION Q36

SURVEY STRUCTURE

SURVEY STRUCTURE
BACKGROUND Q1 - 6
OVERVIEW OF COOPERATION Q7
SECTION A:  RECEIVING DUS REPORTS

Receiving Type 1
Use of existing DUS reports from other UPOV 
members

Q8 – 11

Receiving Type 2
Requesting DUS reports from other UPOV 
members (examination in process but no existing 
DUS report)

Q12 – 13

Receiving Type 3
Requesting DUS examinations from other UPOV 
members (no examination in process)

Q14 – 16

General
Receiving DUS reports Q17 – 19
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Question 7:
In general, which of the following options best describes the way in which 

your authority uses DUS reports provided by another UPOV member?

The DUS report is used as the basis for the 
DUS decision without the need for further 

information
The DUS report is used as the basis for the 

DUS decision, but a description of the 
variety grown in the territory of your 

authority must also be produced
The variety description attached to the DUS 

report is used as the basis for the DUS 
examination

The variety description attached to the DUS 
report is used as a complement to the DUS 

examination

The variety description is included in the 
variety collection

Other

50%

29%

18%

29%

21%

14%

SURVEY STRUCTURE
BACKGROUND Q1 - 6
OVERVIEW OF COOPERATION Q7
SECTION A:  RECEIVING DUS REPORTS

Receiving Type 1
Use of existing DUS reports from other UPOV 
members

Q8 – 11

Receiving Type 2
Requesting DUS reports from other UPOV 
members (examination in process but no existing 
DUS report)

Q12 – 13

Receiving Type 3
Requesting DUS examinations from other UPOV 
members (no examination in process)

Q14 – 16

General
Receiving DUS reports Q17 – 19
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Question 8:
Please describe the use of existing DUS reports by your authority:

My authority will use existing DUS 
reports from any UPOV member, for 

any crop/species

My authority will use existing DUS 
reports from any UPOV member, for 

selected crops/species

My authority will use existing DUS 
reports from selected UPOV members, 

for any crop/species

My authority will use existing DUS 
reports from selected UPOV members, 

for selected crops/species

My authority does not use existing DUS 
reports

Other

43%

7%

11%

32%

4%

4%

Question 9:
If your authority uses existing DUS reports, which of the following criteria must normally be met to use existing 
DUS reports?

There are no particular criteria

It must be the DUS report from the UPOV member in which 
the application was first made

UPOV Test Guidelines must be the basis for 
the DUS examination

The providing authority must use most of the characteristics 
that are examined by your authority

There is a written agreement (2) with the providing authority

The providing authority must have a quality assurance 
scheme that is recognized by your authority

The DUS trial must be located in a particular region

Your authority must have a detailed knowledge of the DUS 
trial arrangements of the providing authority

Your authority must have the possibility to visit the trial site

The DUS trial must be grown under certain conditions (e.g. in 
a greenhouse)

Your authority must have a detailed knowledge of the variety 
collection used by the providing authority

There must be a common database of varieties of common 
knowledge

There must be sufficient breeding activity in the UPOV 
member providing the DUS report

There must be no cost to your authority (3) (either the 
providing authority makes no charge, or the applicant pays the 

charge)
Other

10%

25%

68%

25%

21%

21%

29%

21%

21%

11%

14%

7%

11%

39%

7%
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Question 11:
Are there any practical measures that might facilitate the use of existing 

DUS reports by your authority?

No

Yes (please provide details)

• CPVO accreditation
• Better knowledge of variety collection and guidelines used
• Database of tests performed

70%

30%

SURVEY STRUCTURE
BACKGROUND Q1 - 6
OVERVIEW OF COOPERATION Q7
SECTION A:  RECEIVING DUS REPORTS

Receiving Type 1
Use of existing DUS reports from other UPOV 
members

Q8 – 11

Receiving Type 2
Requesting DUS reports from other UPOV 
members (examination in process but no existing 
DUS report)

Q12 – 13

Receiving Type 3
Requesting DUS examinations from other UPOV 
members (no examination in process)

Q14 – 16

General
Receiving DUS reports Q17 – 19
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Question 12:
Situation: No other UPOV member has an existing DUS report for a variety which is 
the subject of an application with your authority, but your authority is aware of an 
application for the same variety with another UPOV member for which a DUS 
examination has, is being, or will be organized: In the situation above, to avoid the 
need for a DUS examination by your authority and if requested by the applicant, 
would your authority request the other UPOV member to provide the DUS report at 
the end of the DUS examination?

Same answer as for Question 8

Yes, always

For selected UPOV members, for any 
crop/species

For selected UPOV members, for 
selected crops/species

No. My authority requires the applicant 
to provide all necessary information

60%

18%

7%

11%

4%

Question 13:
If your authority requests DUS reports in the situation described in Question 12, which of the following criteria 
must normally be met?

Same answer as for Question 9

There are no particular criteria

UPOV Test Guidelines must be the basis for the DUS examination

There is a written agreement (2) with the providing authority

The providing authority must have a quality assurance scheme that is 
recognized by your authority

The DUS trial must be located in a particular region

Your authority must have a detailed knowledge of the DUS trial 
arrangements of the providing authority

Your authority must have the possibility to visit the trial site

The DUS trial must be grown under certain conditions (e.g. in a 
greenhouse)

Your authority must have a detailed knowledge of the variety collection 
used by the providing authority

There must be a common database of varieties of common knowledge

There must be no cost to your authority (3) (either the providing authority 
makes no charge, or the applicant pays the charge)

The providing authority must provide interim reports

The providing authority must commit itself to complete the DUS examination 
and provide the DUS report even if the application with the providing 

authority is discontinued before the DUS examination was completed

Your authority must have the ownership of the DUS report and variety 
description

The providing authority must agree to perform further trials if required in 
connection with the application concerned

Other

79%
7%

21%
4%

7%
11%

4%
11%

4%
7%

4%
21%

25%
21%

14%
14%

4%
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SURVEY STRUCTURE
BACKGROUND Q1 - 6
OVERVIEW OF COOPERATION Q7
SECTION A:  RECEIVING DUS REPORTS

Receiving Type 1
Use of existing DUS reports from other UPOV 
members

Q8 – 11

Receiving Type 2
Requesting DUS reports from other UPOV 
members (examination in process but no existing 
DUS report)

Q12 – 13

Receiving Type 3
Requesting DUS examinations from other UPOV 
members (no examination in process)

Q14 – 16

General
Receiving DUS reports Q17 – 19

Question 14:
Situation: No other UPOV member has an existing DUS report for a variety which is 

the subject of an application with your authority and there is no application with 

another UPOV member. In the situation above, would your authority request another 

UPOV member to conduct the DUS examination on its behalf?

Yes, always

Yes, if my authority does not have the 
necessary expertise or conditions for 

conducting the DUS examination

No. My authority always conducts its own 
DUS examinations for all applications

No. My authority requires the applicant to 
provide all necessary information

No. The applicant must conduct the DUS 
examination in the territory of my authority

Other

11%

64%

4%

11%

4%

11%
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SURVEY STRUCTURE
BACKGROUND Q1 - 6
OVERVIEW OF COOPERATION Q7
SECTION A:  RECEIVING DUS REPORTS

Receiving Type 1
Use of existing DUS reports from other UPOV 
members

Q8 – 11

Receiving Type 2
Requesting DUS reports from other UPOV 
members (examination in process but no existing 
DUS report)

Q12 – 13

Receiving Type 3
Requesting DUS examinations from other UPOV 
members (no examination in process)

Q14 – 16

General
Receiving DUS reports Q17 – 19

Question 19:
Are there any practical measures that might facilitate requests for DUS 

examinations by your authority from other UPOV members?

No

Yes (please provide details)

79%

21%

• Database of tests performed
• CPVO Entrustment
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SECTION B:  PROVIDING DUS REPORTS
Providing Type 1
Provision of existing DUS reports to other UPOV 
members 

Q20 – 23

Providing Type 2
Conducting DUS examinations for other UPOV 
members (examination in process but no existing 
DUS report)

Q24 – 27

Providing Type 3
Conducting DUS examinations for other UPOV 
members (no examination in process)

Q28 – 31

General
Providing DUS reports Q32 – 34

KNOWLEDGE OF COOPERATION Q35
EASE OF ARRANGEMENT OF COOPERATION Q36

SURVEY STRUCTURE

Question 20:
Please describe the provision of existing DUS reports by your authority to 

other UPOV members:

My authority will provide existing 
DUS reports to any UPOV member, 

for any crop/species

My authority will provide existing DUS 
reports to any UPOV member, for 

selected crops/species

My authority does not provide existing 
DUS reports to other UPOV members

Other

50%

25%

14%

11%
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Question 21:
If your authority provides existing DUS reports, which of the following 

criteria are used in deciding whether to provide existing DUS reports?

There are no particular criteria

Your authority retains ownership of the 
DUS report and variety description

The authority of the other UPOV member 
must make the request to your authority

There is a written agreement with the 
receiving authority

The receiving UPOV member must be in a 
particular region 

There is an established custom and 
practice of providing DUS reports over 

many years
There must be payment of a fee for 

providing the DUS report

Other

7%

54%

71%

4%

4%

14%

57%

18%

SECTION B:  PROVIDING DUS REPORTS
Providing Type 1
Provision of existing DUS reports to other UPOV 
members 

Q20 – 23

Providing Type 2
Conducting DUS examinations for other UPOV 
members (examination in process but no existing 
DUS report)

Q24 – 27

Providing Type 3
Conducting DUS examinations for other UPOV 
members (no examination in process)

Q28 – 31

General
Providing DUS reports Q32 – 34

KNOWLEDGE OF COOPERATION Q35
EASE OF ARRANGEMENT OF COOPERATION Q36

SURVEY STRUCTURE
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Question 24:
Situation: A DUS report has not yet been produced by your authority for a variety 

which is the subject of an application with your authority; however, your authority is 

conducting, or is going to conduct, a DUS examination. In the situation above, 

would your authority agree, in advance, to provide the DUS report to another 

UPOV member at the end of the DUS examination?

Same as for Question 20

Yes, always

For any UPOV member, for 
selected crops

For selected UPOV members, 
for any crop/species

No

Other

64%

7%

11%

4%

4%

11%

Question 26:
In the situation in Question 24, would your authority agree, in advance, to 

complete a DUS examination and provide a DUS report to another UPOV 

member, even if the application was discontinued in your territory before 

the DUS examination was completed?

Same as for Question 20

Yes, always

For any UPOV member, for 
selected crops

For selected UPOV members, 
for any crop/species

No

Other

61%

14%

4%

4%

4%

14%
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SECTION B:  PROVIDING DUS REPORTS
Providing Type 1
Provision of existing DUS reports to other UPOV 
members 

Q20 – 23

Providing Type 2
Conducting DUS examinations for other UPOV 
members (examination in process but no existing 
DUS report)

Q24 – 27

Providing Type 3
Conducting DUS examinations for other UPOV 
members (no examination in process)

Q28 – 31

General
Providing DUS reports Q32 – 34

KNOWLEDGE OF COOPERATION Q35
EASE OF ARRANGEMENT OF COOPERATION Q36

SURVEY STRUCTURE

Question 28:
If your authority has not received an application for a variety concerned 

but your authority has the necessary expertise and conditions for 

conducting the DUS examination, would your authority conduct a DUS 

examination on behalf of another UPOV member, if so requested?

Same as for Question 20

For any UPOV member, 
for selected crops/species

No

Other

39%

25%

21%

14%
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SECTION B:  PROVIDING DUS REPORTS
Providing Type 1
Provision of existing DUS reports to other UPOV 
members 

Q20 – 23

Providing Type 2
Conducting DUS examinations for other UPOV 
members (examination in process but no existing 
DUS report)

Q24 – 27

Providing Type 3
Conducting DUS examinations for other UPOV 
members (no examination in process)

Q28 – 31

General
Providing DUS reports Q32 – 34

KNOWLEDGE OF COOPERATION Q35
EASE OF ARRANGEMENT OF COOPERATION Q36

SURVEY STRUCTURE

Question 32:
Please describe any restrictions on the use of DUS reports you provide to 

the authority of another UPOV member

There are no restrictions

The DUS report must only be used 
for the purpose of examination of an

application in the other authority

The DUS report and the variety 
description must not be published

The DUS report must not be 
published, but the variety description 

and other
information may be published

Other

54%

32%

4%

7%

7%
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SECTION B:  PROVIDING DUS REPORTS
Providing Type 1
Provision of existing DUS reports to other UPOV 
members 

Q20 – 23

Providing Type 2
Conducting DUS examinations for other UPOV 
members (examination in process but no existing 
DUS report)

Q24 – 27

Providing Type 3
Conducting DUS examinations for other UPOV 
members (no examination in process)

Q28 – 31

General
Providing DUS reports Q32 – 34

KNOWLEDGE OF COOPERATION Q35
EASE OF ARRANGEMENT OF COOPERATION Q36

SURVEY STRUCTURE

Question 35:
How confident are you that you know all the options for cooperation 

between UPOV members in DUS examination?

Not at all confident

Fairly confident

Very confident

7%

75%

18%
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Question 36:
In your experience, how easy is it to arrange cooperation in DUS 

examination with other UPOV members?

Not at all easy

Fairly easy

Very easy

29%

29%

43%

UPOV members that have data in GENIE and 
completed the DUS survey 

(26)

Belarus Finland Netherlands Russian 
Federation

Croatia France New Zealand Serbia

Czech Republic Germany Norway Sweden

Denmark Israel Panama Turkey

Ecuador Kenya Portugal United Kingdom

Estonia Latvia Republic of 
Moldova

United States of 
America

European Union Mexico
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UPOV members that have data in GENIE and 
completed the DUS survey 

13 non-EU / 13 EU

Belarus Finland Netherlands Russian 
Federation

Croatia France New Zealand Serbia

Czech Republic Germany Norway Sweden

Denmark Israel Panama Turkey

Ecuador Kenya Portugal United Kingdom

Estonia Latvia Republic of 
Moldova

United States of 
America

European Union Mexico

UPOV members that have data in GENIE but 
did not complete the DUS survey 

(36)
Albania Colombia Republic of Korea

Argentina Georgia Romania
Australia Hungary Slovakia
Austria Ireland Slovenia

Azerbaijan Italy South Africa
Belgium Japan Spain

Bolivia (Plurinational 
State of) Lithuania Switzerland

Brazil Morocco The former Yugoslav 
Republic of Macedonia

Bulgaria Nicaragua Tunisia
Canada Paraguay Ukraine

Chile Peru Uruguay
China Poland Viet Nam
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UPOV members that have data in GENIE but 
did not complete the DUS survey 

(24 non-EU / 12 EU)
Albania Colombia Republic of Korea

Argentina Georgia Romania
Australia Hungary Slovakia
Austria Ireland Slovenia

Azerbaijan Italy South Africa
Belgium Japan Spain

Bolivia (Plurinational 
State of) Lithuania Switzerland

Brazil Morocco The former Yugoslav 
Republic of Macedonia

Bulgaria Nicaragua Tunisia
Canada Paraguay Ukraine

Chile Peru Uruguay
China Poland Viet Nam

Costa Rica

African Intellectual Property Organization 
(OAPI)

UPOV members that do not have data in GENIE 
but completed the DUS survey

(2)
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UPOV members that do not have data in GENIE 
and did not complete the DUS survey 

(10)

Dominican Republic Oman

Iceland Singapore

Jordan Trinidad and Tobago

Kyrgyzstan United Republic of 
Tanzania

Montenegro Uzbekistan

• 93% respondents fairly/very confident of options for
cooperation
– but only 38% of UPOV members replied

• 50% respondents: DUS report is used as the basis for the
DUS decision without the need for further information
– need for additional information for other 50% in GENIE?
– only 38% of UPOV members replied

• 30% respondents considered that further practical measures
might facilitate the use of existing DUS reports
– practical tools (accreditation, databases, information…?)

• 29% of respondents found that cooperation in DUS
examination was “not at all easy”
– and only 38% of UPOV members replied

• WG-ISC to consider need to accept DUS reports from any
member of the Union without further consideration

• Explain the issues and fill in the gaps…?

Reflections
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