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FRUIT CROPS
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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
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UPOV Membership

m Membars

= O States to which UPOW Convention applies
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UPOV Membership

1991 Act: 56 members — Other Acts: 18 members
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Number of UPOWY members

Plant variety protection statistics (C/50/7)
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Plant variety protection statistics (C/50/7)
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Taxa protected by the members of the Union (C/50/6)
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c/s0/12
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DATE: October 17. 2016
INTERNATIONAL UNION FOR THE PROTECTION OF NEW VARIETIES OF PLANTS

Geneva

COUNCIL

Fiftieth Ordinary Session
Geneva, October 28, 2016

PERFORMANCE REPORT FOR THE 2014.-2015 BIEENNIUM

DOCument Jvepdred Oy Me OMce of e Unon

1 Thes document presents the Performance Report for the 2014-2015 Bennium on the basss of he
Program and Budget for the 2014.2015 Biennum adopled by the Councll (see document C/47/4 Rev
“Program and Buoget for the 2014-2015 Blennum”)

2 The performance report for e 2014.2015 Bennium provides nformation on expendture, total
number of posts for the Office of the Union and results and performance ndcaiors by subprogram on he

DS of the program 3nd DUSgE 200pied by Te Councll.  This Socument MSO PEovices 3 view of Yends over
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Evaluation of the International Union for
the Protection of New Varieties of Plants

10D Evaluation Section, WIPO

October, 2016
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Recommendation

Financial Resources

Strategic
B us l ness Human Resources
Plan

Outreach Activities

Elections - for a term of three years ending in 2019...
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Chair, Administrative and Legal Committee (CAJ) /
Président, Comité administratif et juridique (CAJ) /
Vorsitzender, Verwaltungs- und Rechtsausschuf8 (CAJ) /
Presidente, Comité Administrativo y Juridico (CAJ)

Mr. Antnoey Parker, Commessiongs, Plantt Breeders’ Rights Office. Canadian Food
Inspection Agency (CFIA), Ctawa, Canaca
(Mol +1 613 7737188 e-mad. anthony parker@inspection oc £3)

Vice-Chair, Administrative and Legal Committee (CAJ)/
Vice-président, Comité administratif et juridique (CAJ) /
Stellvertretender Vorsitzender, Verwaltungs- und
Rechtsausschuf (CAJ) / Vicepresidente, Comité
Administrativo y Juridico (CAJ)

Mr. Patrick Ngwediagl, Registrar, Plant Breeders’ Rights Office, Ministry of
Agricuiture, Food Security and Cooperatves. Dar es Sataam, Uned Repubic of
Tarcania

(bl «255 22 2851404 e-mail. ngwedi@yanoo. com)

' Chair, Technical Committee / Président, Comité
technique / Vorsitzender, Technischer AusschuB8 /
Presidente, Comité Técnico

Mr. Kees van Eftekoven, Senlor PYP Policy Advsor, Naktuinbouw NL, Sotaweg
22, Postbus 40, NL-2370 AA Roelofarendsveen, Netherlands
(el +3171 332 6128 e-mail: cveltekoven@nakauindouw.nl)

Vice-Chair, Technical Committee / Vice-président,
Comité technique / Stellvertretender Vorsitzender,
Technischer Ausschuf} / Vicepresidente, Comité
Técnico

Mr. Nik Hutse, Chief of Plant Breeders’ Rights, Plant Breeder's Rights Office, IP
Australia, Woden, Australia
(el +61 2 6283 7982 e-mail. nikhulse@ipaustralla gov.au)




TWF/48/4
Annex, page 9

The TC agreed to recommend to the Council the
election of the next chairpersons of the TWPs
as follows:

TWP

Proposal

BMT
TWA
TWC

T™WO
WV

Mr. Nik Hulse (Australia)

Ms. Cheryl Turnbull (United Kingdom)
Mr. Christophe Chevalier (France)
Mr. Jean Maison (European Union)
Mr. Henk de Greef (Netherlands)

Ms. Romana Bravi (ltaly)

Harmonization, Resources and Assistance

Training & assistance

IMPLEMENTATION
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Program for EXN/INF

Reference Explanatory Notes on:
UPOV/EXM/EDV/2  Essentially Derived Varieties
[revision)

UPOV/EXM/PPM/1 Propagating Material

Timetabie

Adopted by the
Council in April 2017
Adopted by the
Council in April 2017

Program for EXN/INF

Reference Explanatory Notes on:
UPOV/EXM/EDVS2  Essentially Derived Varieties
(possible revision)

UPOV/EXM/CAL Conditions and Limitations
(possible revision)

UPOV/EXMN/PRP Provisional Protection

(possible revision)

UPOVSINF /S UPOV model plant breeders'
[revision) rights gazette

UPOVSINFf12 Variety Denominations
(revision)

UPOV/INF /16 Exchangeable Software
[revision)

UPOVSINFS22 Software and Equipment Used
[revision) by Members of the Union

Timetabie

possible revision to be considered by
CAl in October 2017

possible revision to be considered by
CAJ in October 2017

possible revision to be considered by
CAJ in October 2017

Deferred by CAI pending EAF

developments
WG-DEN

Council in October 2017

Council in October 2017
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UPOV Communication strategy
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FARMERS AND GROWERS
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GENERAL PUBLIC
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UPOV e
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WG-ISC
October 2016:

The Consultative Committee agreed the
draft mandate and terms of reference for a
Working Groupon a
Possible International System of Cooperation
(WG-ISC)

as follows:

Purpose | Responshilities |
1. To prepare proposals for consideration by the Consultative Committee conceming a possible ISC

that would

(a) not affect responsibiity of the members of the Union in relabon to the granllmd protection of
breeders’ S, of . ‘

(b) be relevant for all members of the Union, wrespective of the Act of the UPOV Convention by
which they are bound

(c) would not affect thele:usum; ﬂexrbdﬂE of members of the Union to formulate %éland to
address their own speci circumstances accor to redevant of the
UPOV Convention,

(d) be based on voluntary participation by members of the Unson according to thes measures for
participation;

(e) allow members of the Union to choose to participate in selected elements of an ISC,

(f) bebased on voluntary cooperation between members of the Union,

(g) not affect cooperation with, and between, members of the Union that did not participate in
an ISC,

(h) be based onffiling of appications with individual members of the Uniorfand not with the Office of
the Union;

(i} not be based g

() not affect the

be based as far as possible on exsting UPOV nftiatives and matenals, including i particular
the GENIE database, the Electronic Apphcation Form (EAF) project, the UPOV similarty search
tool for vaniety denommation purposes; and UPOV information matenals
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Purpose | Voluntary |
1. To prepare proposals for consideration by the Consultative Committee conceming a possible 1ISC

that would

(a) not affect the responsibiity of the members of the Union in relation to the grant and protection of
breeders’ nghts, or other international obigations,

(b) be relevant for al members of the Union, wrespective of the Act of the UPOV Convention by
which they are bound,

(c) would not affect the existing flexibiity of members of the Union to formudate policy and to
address their own specific needs and circumstances according to the relevant Act of the
UPOV Con

(d) be based on ohn!arypmwabmbymembefso(meUmnlachngkomamemfm
partic !

(e) allow of the Union to choose to ate in ed of anISC;

(f) be based onjvoluntary cooperation between members of the U

(g) I:x affect cooperation with, and between, members of the Unnonltha did not participate in

(h)
(i

TIow,

be based on filing of appications with individual members of the Union and not with the Office of
the Union;

not be based on examination of applications by the Office of the Union;

(j) not affect the determination and payment of fees by individual members of the Union;

(k) not affect the nght of each member of the Unson to conduct its own examination for the granting
of breeders’ nghts,

() be based as far as possible on exssting UPOV intiatives and matenals, including i particular:
the GENIE database; the Electronic Apphcation Form (EAF) project; the UPOV similarty search
tool for vaniety denommation purposes; and UPOV information matenals

Purpose | Inclusive |
1. To prepare proposals for consideration by the Consultative Committee conceming a possible 1ISC
that would

(a) not aﬂectthe responsnbity of the nmheﬁofﬂmeUmonnrelabonlothegradaﬁptotecmnol

i it N )¢ il ) LR N

(b)

(c) would not affect the existing flexibiity of members of the Union to formudate policy and to
address their own specific needs and circumstances according to the relevant Act of the
UPOV Convention,

(d) be based on voluntary participation by members of the Unson according to thes measures for
participation;

(e) allow members of the Union to choose to participate in selected elements of an ISC,

(f) bebased on voluntary cooperation between members of the Union,

(g) not affect cooperation with, and between, members of the Union that did not participate in
anISC,

(h) be based on filing of apphcations with individual members of the Union and not with the Office of
the Union;

(i} not be based on examination of appications by the Office of the Union;

(j) not affect the determination and payment of fees by individual members of the Union;

(k)
U

not affect the nght of each member of the Unson to conduct its own examination for the granting
of breeders’ nghts,

be based as far as possible on exsting UPOV mtiatives and matenals, including in particular:
the GENIE database; the Electronic Apphcation Form (EAF) project; the UPOV similarty search
tool for vaniety denommation purposes; and UPOV information matenals
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Purpose l Efficient |

1. To prepare proposals for consideration by the Consultative Committee conceming a possible ISC
that would

(a) not affect the responsibiity of the members of the Union in relation to the grant and protection of
breeders’ nghts, or other international obigations,

(b) be relevant for al members of the Union, wrespective of the Act of the UPOV Convention by
which they are bound,

(c) would not affect the existing flexibility of members of the Union to formudate policy and to
address their own specific needs and circumstances according to the relevant Act of the
UPOV Convention,

(d) be based on voluntary participation by members of the Unson according to thes measures for
participation;

(e) allow members of the Union to choose to participate in selected elements of an ISC,

(f) be based on voluntary cooperation between members of the Union,

(g) not affect cooperation with, and between, members of the Union that did not participate in
an ISC,

(h) bebJsed on filing of appications with individual members of the Union and not with the Office of
the Union;

(i} not be based on examination of appications by the Office of the Union;

(j) not affect the determination and payment of fees by individual members of the Union;

(k) not affect the nght of each member of the Unson to conduct its own examination for the granting

' nghts;

U

tool for vanety denomatnon putposes and UPOV nformwon matenals

2. For the above proposals, to provide the Consultative Committee with an analysis of the:

(a) the need for an 1SC,

bass under the Acts of the UPOY Convention;
% legislation, administrative procedures, nghls and policy framework, in
t of the UPOV Convention, for the PVP Offices of UPOV members;

{d) impact on do
redation to the

(e} potential advantages

(i) society i the mem

() PVP Offices of o, including:
+ costs and income
« number of applications and i

(i) domestic and forewgn bresders,

(iv) farmers, and

(v) UPOV.

for applications;
and redum-sized enterprses (SMEs);

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

breeders correspond to those
needs
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HOME ¢ MEETRON o
Symposium on Possible Interrelations between the International
Treaty on Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture
(ITPGRFA) and the International Convention for the Protection of
New Varieties of Plants (UPOV Convention) (UPOV-
ITPGRFA/SYM/GE/16)

October 26, 2016 (Geneva, Switzeriand)
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Closing remarks by the Co-Moderators:
Mr Muhamaod Sabran,
Chairperson of the Seventh Session of the Goveming Body, ITPGRFA and
Mr Roimundo Lavignolie,
Vice-President of the Council of UPOV

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

* |t 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.

UPOV e

ABDUT UPON MM RS UaOe SYSTEM PP DATA L STATISTICS MLCETINGS

MEETINGS

Seminar on Propagating and Harvested Material in the Context of
the UPOV Convention (UPOVISEMIGE/G)

Detobed 24, 2010 (Gondia, Swilzeviand)
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Jun Koide

Tomochika MOTOMURA

High Level Study Tour (Japan, July 2016)

Koshihikari | | Tsuyahime |
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STUDY In VIET NAM*
See http:/iwww.upov.int/about/en/benefits upov system.html

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%

* *The= soCiC~e0onOmic berestits of UPOY memibership in Viet Nam; A6 e post acoscoment on plant bresding
ared mgricatbural productiity afber 10 pmars” (Connespording sartvor: Shafen Moleppa) by HFR Resssnd SminH

STUDYIn VIET NAM
LA
L w AJS: " i

Wlthout those developments since 2006
current annual yields in Viet Nam would be lower by:

— Rice 16 %
— Corn 19%
— Sweet potatoes 27 %
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STUDYInVIET NAM
A e L
INCOME of Vietnamese farmers has

increased by 24% since 2006

f

8

A Flgure 4.6: Income of a Vietnamese farmer mduced by plant breeding
successes for major arable crops since UPOV membership vs.
other income in arable farming (in USD)

| | |
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700

B Other Income B income induced by plant breeding successes

Source: Own figure and calculations.

UPOV

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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STUDY in VIET NAM

Annual value added:

— Arable farming %2.3 hillion
— Horticulture 51.0 hillion
— Floriculture % 0.2 hillion

— GDP added upstream/downstream [value chains)
51.5 hillion

TOTAL ADDED: $5 billion
(> 2.5% GDP)

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE
Fifty-third Session

UPov

Uimikorn for The Prodsction of Mew Varketies of Plans
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Difficulty to obtain plant material from breeders,
especially when a variety was no longerin
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.

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

Prezentations available at:
http:/ v upov.int/meetings/en/details jsp?meeting_id=42485
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Current aariculture is endanaered hv a decline
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Cooperationin Examination

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

* 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
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Responses to the Questionnaire: 28 (38%)

African Intellectual Property Organization | Latvia
(OAPI)
| Belarus Mexico |
Costa Rica Netherlands
|Crnatia 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 |

Fullresults in Document TG 23/ 20 “Cooperation in Examination”
=

Responsesto the Questionnaire: 12/28 European Union

African Intellectual Property Organization | Latvia

Belarus Mexico

[ Costa Rica
MNew Zealand

MNorway

Panama

Ecuador

Republic of Moldova

Russian Federation

Serhia

United States of America
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SURVEY STRUCTURE

BACKGROUND

OVERVIEW OF COOPERATION

SECTION A: RECEIVING DUS REPORTS
Receiving Type 1
Use of existing DUS reports from other UPOV
members
Receiving Type 2
Requesting DUS reports from other UPOW
members (examination in process but no existing
DUS report)
Receiving Type 3
Requesting DUS examinations from other UPOW
members (no examination in process)

General
Receiwing DUS reports

Q1-6
Qi

Q8 -1

Q12 -13

Q214 - 16

Q17 - 19

SURVEY STRUCTURE
SECTION B: PROVIDING DUS REPORTS

Providing Type 1

Provision of existing DUS reports to other UPOV
members

Providing Type 2

Conducting DUS examinations for other UFOW
members (examination in process but no existing
DUS report)

Providing Type 3

Conducting DUS examinations for other LUPOWY
members (no examination in process)

General
Providing DUS reports

KNOWLEDGE OF COOPERATION
EASE OF ARRANGEMENT OF COOPERATION

220 - 23

Q24 - 27

Q228 - 3

Q32 - 34

Q35
(236
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SURVEY STRUCTURE

BACKGROUND Q1-6
OVERVIEW OF COOPERATION ar
SECTION A: RECEIVING DUS REPORTS

Receiving Type 1

Use of existing DUS reports from other UPOV Qg -1
members

Receiving Type 2

Regquesting DUS reports from other UPOW
members (examination in process but no existing
DUS report)

Receiving Type 3

Requesting DUS examinations from other UPOV Q14 - 16
members (no examination in process)

Q12 - 13

General

7—
Receinving DUS reports Q7 — 13

7

Question 7:

In general, which of the following options best describes the way in which

oo

your authority uses DUS reports provided by another UPOV member?

The DUS report is used 3= the basis for the
DU 5 decisionwithoutthe need for further
information

The DUS report is used a=sthe basis for the
DUS decision, buta deseription of the
variety grown in the territory of your
authority mustalsobe 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 a5 3 complement to the DUS
examination

The variety descriptionis included in the
variety collection

Orther

]
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SURVEY STRUCTURE

BACKGROUND Q1-6
OVERVIEW OF COOPERATION Qi
SECTION A: RECEIVING DUS REPORTS

Receiving Type 1

Use of existing DUS reports from other UPOW Qas-NM

members

Receiving Type 2

Requesting DUS reports from other UPOW Q12 — 13

members (examination in process but no existing

DUS report)

Receiving Type 3

Reguesting DUS examinations from other UPOW Q14 - 16
members (no examination in process)

General -
Receiving DUS reports

Question 8:

Please describe the use of existing DUS reports by your authority:

Wy authority will use existing DUS
reports from ary UPOV member, for
any crop/species

My authaority will use existing DUS
reports from amy POV member, for
selected cropsispecies

My authaority will use existing DUS
reports from sekced POV members,
fior amy crop/species

Wy authaority will use exising DUS

reports from selected UPOY members,
for selected crops/species

My authority does mot use existing DUS
raports

Orther

4. 3%,
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Question 9:

If your authority uses existing U5 reports, which of the following criteria must normalhy be met to use existing
DUS reports?
There ane mo parzicular oriberls ' 10%

2 vt e e DAUIS, respont froem e WIPON masminer i winkch J_' 25’:}
e application wes firs? madie

VPOV Test Guidelines must be the basis for . 6a%
1 ination
Pe providing suhorty ST uSe most of e characeriss 25%
Tt are examined by pour Uy )
Thare Is & writen agresmeant () with The providing sy ' 21%
Th= providing sunorsy must R s gually sssorsnoe | ' 21%
scheme That s necognilzed oy your oy |
Trez DS Trial mus? e located In & partioular regilon lm
Your sudhorky must howe & desallad nowledge of e DU I 21%
Tial arangemeans of The providing oty '
|
Your aumhorty mus: iase e possiolilsy 2o visk The Tial she ' 1%
Thez DUS Trial must b2 grown under cerain condilons (2. in l '.1.1%
& pre=nnouwss) l
Your suhorty must have & detalied inowledpe of The variesy l 14%

COlb=CTion usad Oy e providling SuThorsy

Theans mus? e & common datsinese of yarkatles of common

T
kg |y -l

There mus: b2 sufficlent breading activEy In e UPDY ' 11%
memibar providling The DS repor

= =
ﬂpw mioi Charpe, of The sopllcant nays e
Znamgs) J—' T%
S

L=y )

-'.-I.-ll-n‘l."-.l' W #h i ig % '--u'---'-.u' |-r-

Question 11:

Are there any practical measures that might facilitate the use of existing

DUS reports by your authority?

No T0%

es (please provide detailz) l J0%

LR EEEEEE EEEEE LT EE]
* CPVO accreditation

* Better knowledge of variety collection and guidelines used
* Database of tests performed

Fd
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SURVEY STRUCTURE

BACKGROUND Q1-6
OVERVIEW OF COOPERATION Qi
SECTION A: RECEIVING DUS REPORTS

Receiving Type 1

Use of existing DUS reports from other UPOV Qi - M

members

Receiving Type 2

Requesting DUS reports from other UPOW Q12 — 13

members (examination in process but no existing
DUS report)

Receiving Type 3

Requesting DUS examinations from other UPOV Q14 - 16
members (no examination in process)

General -
Recewing DUS reports

Question12:
Situation: Mo other UPOY  Question 8: riety whichis
the subjectof an applicati  Fiesss ST ube of sxiting DS eeports by your shorty vare of an
applicationfarthe samew albDuUs
examination has, is being 0 avoid the
needfora DUS examinati ipplicant,
would your autharity regun LIS repart at
the end of the DLIS exami

Same answer as for Question B0%

“fes, always 18%
Far selected UPOWV members, for any %
Crop/species
For salected UPOV members, for 11%
selected crops/species

M. My authority requires the applicant 4%
to provide all necessany information

e 1 2 3 & & &4 7 & 4 i 0 12 13 14 18 @ 7
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Question13:

If your suthority requests DUS reports in the situation described in Question 12, which of the following criteris

mist normalhy be met?

Same armwe &S ior Susston S

Thre are no kb ohars T
LR Tas: Suldelhe mues De e Desis for T DUS scerimetion 21%
Thane s awrisen agresmen(Z) with Te provtiig ashaty A%

T provicling sunorty M e aquaity sers
racogrizs

The DUS i mues e locsed in

Your suhorty msthaee 8 desilad nowid
amangemens o e

Your sumorty st have he oeasbilty |

The DIUS il Fruss e grown uiter cereain ©

VoL MUy TSt e ceala knowisnge o T
e oy T

Thans mus? e & memerDn dataneese of varkeh=s of @
Tremne: FusT e nD DR 300U SETRTEy (3 (aiier e
e, o Chpe, O T sl

Thee providing schorty mus moy

The pving muthoty must conmit e o compiete &
e povice the DUS mepat sven 1 the sppicatio

mihoiy; ocdecotned before the DUS acemim

Yioar mushorty s e e owrership of e DLE

UPO

by s spres 9o periorm furdhe
commacTion with e s

Question 9;

79%

F o wilfee by g mensbrg CHFS sppehy whec b of P doliowers; £ rieras maed mormaly be med b g g

B ik

SURVEY STRUCTURE

BACKGROUND

OVERVIEW OF COOPERATION

SECTION A: RECEIVING DUS REPORTS

Receiving Type 1

(3]

=

Use of existing DUS reports from other UPOV Qs -1
members

Receiving Type 2

Requesting DUS reports from other UPOW Q12 — 13
members (examination in process but no existing .
OUS report)

Receiving Type 3

Requesting DUS examinations from other UPOV Q14 - 16
members (no examination in process)

General Q17 - 19

Recewing DUS reports

55
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Question 14:

Situation: Mo other UPOY memberhas an existing DUS repaortfoar a variety which is
the subject of an application with your authority andthere is no application with
another UPOY member. In the situation above, would your authority request another

LPOYW memberto conductthe DUS examination an its behalf?

Yes, always

Yes, ifmy authority does not have the
necessary expertise or conditions for
conducting the DU S examination

Na. My authority akways conducts its own
DS excaminations for all applications

Nao. My authority requires the applicant to
prowide all necessany information

Ma. The applicant must conduct the DUS
examination in the teritony of my authority

1%

2 3 4 65 & ¢+ & g w1 02 13 e 5 | 7 e

Orther

SURVEY STRUCTURE

BACKGROUND
OVERVIEW OF COOPERATION
SECTION A: RECEIVING DUS REPORTS

Receiving Type 1
Use of existing DUS reports from other UPOV Qs -1

MEempers

]
—_
k]

]

Receiving Type 2

Requesting DUS reports from other UPOW an g
- e F : : . B T Q12 - 13

members (examination in process but no existing

DUS report)

Receiving Type 3

Requesting DUS examinations from other UPOV Q14 - 16

members (no examination in process)

General

Receiving DUS reports Q17 - 13
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Question19:

Are there any practical measures that might facilitate requests for DUS

examinations by your authority from other UPOWY members?

Mo

Yes (please provide details) 21%

* Database of tests performed
* CPVO Entrustment

9%

SURVEY STRUCTURE

SECTION B: PROVIDING DUS REPORTS

Providing Type 1
Provision of existing DUS reports to other UPOV Q20 - 23
members

Providing Type 2
Conducting DUS examinations for other LUPOW

e e e e Q24 — 27
members (examination in process but no existing
DUS report
Providing Type 3
Conducting DUS examinations for other UPOV Q28 - 3
members (no examination in process
General e
o - Q32 - 34
Providing DUS reports
KHNOWLEDGE OF COOPERATION 135

EASE OF ARRANGEMENT OF COOPERATION (236
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Question 20:

Please describe the provision of existing DUS reports by your authority to
other UPOW members:

My authority will provide existing
DUS reports to any UPOYV member, 50%
for any crop/species

My authority will provide existing DUS
reports to any UPOWV member, for 25%
selected crops/species

My authority does not provide existing 4%
DUS reports to other UPOY members

Orther 1M1%

6 1 ¢ 8 § § & 7 & § b 0 1z m i

Question 21:

If yvour authority provides existing DUS reports, which of the following

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

There are no particulsr criteria

Your authority retains ownership of the
DU S report and variety description

The authority of the other IPOY membsar
must make the request to your suthority

1%

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

Orther

e
] ] ] & £ w12 1 B’ 2 2
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SURVEY STRUCTURE
SECTION B: PROVIDING DUS REPORTS

Providing Type 1
Provision of existing DUS reports to other UPOV Q20 - 23
members

Providing Type 2

Conducting DUS examinations for other LUPOY

e - Q24 - 27
members (examination in process but no existing
DUS report)
Providing Type 3
Conducting DUS examinations for other UPOV Q28 -
members (no examination in process)
General
Q32 -3
Providing DUS reports e
KNOWLEDGE OF COOPERATION Q35
EASE OF ARRANGEMENT OF COOPERATION 236
Question 24:

Situation: A DUS report has notyet been pro
which is the subject of an application with you

conducting, or is going to conduct, a DUS ex
wouldyour autharity agree, in advance, to pr
LIPOY member atthe end of the DUS exami

Same as for Question 20 G4%
es, always ™
For any UPOW member, for
selected crops 1%
For zelected UPOW members, 4%
for any crop/species
Mo 4%
Other 1%

o0 2 3 4 5 &8 7 & 8 1011 92 13 14 15 B 17 18
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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 UPOW
member, even ifthe application was discontinued in your territory before

the DUS examination was completed?

Same as for Question 20 1%

ez, alwavs

For any UPOW member, for
selected crops

For selected UPOY members,
for any crop/species

Mo
Other

72 3 8 8 & 7 & 9 0 11 12 13 14 15 @ 17

SURVEY STRUCTURE

SECTION B: PROVIDING DUS REPORTS
Providing Type 1
Provision of existing DUS reports to other UPOV Q20 - 23
members
Providing Type 2
Conducting DUS examinations for other UPOV
members (examination in process but no existing
DUS report)
Providing Type 3
Conducting DUS examinations for other LUPOWY Q28 — 31
members (no examination in process)

Q24 - 27

General -
Providing DUS reports
KNOWLEDGE OF COOPERATION Q235
EASE OF ARRANGEMENT OF COOPERATION (236
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Question 28:

If your authority has not received an application for a variety concerned
but your authority has the necessary expertise and conditions far
conducting the DUS examination, would your authority conduct a DUS

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

Same as for Question 20

Faor any UPOV member,
for selected crops/spedes

Mo
Other

39%

SURVEY STRUCTURE
SECTION B: PROVIDING DUS REPORTS

Providing Type 1
Provision of existing DUS reports to other UPOV Q20 - 23
members

Providing Type 2

Conducting DUS examinations for other UPOV

- L Q24 - 27
members (examination in process but no existing
DUS report)
Providing Type 3
Conducting DUS examinations for other LUPOW Q28 — 31
members (no examination in process)
General
Providing DUS reports Q32 -34
KNOWLEDGE OF COOPERATION Q235

EASE OF ARRANGEMENT OF COOPERATION (236
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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

54%

for the purpose of examination of an 3%,
application in the other authority
The DUS report and the variety
description must not be published 4%
The DUS report must not be
published, butthe variety description T
and other
information may be published
Other ™
I L] T 3 B iz i\
SURVEY STRUCTURE
SECTION B: PROVIDING DUS REPORTS
Providing Type 1
Provision of existing DUS reports to other UPOV Q20 - 23
members
Providing Type 2
Conducting DUS examinations for other UPOV Q24 _ 27
members (examination in process but no existing -
DUS report)
Providing Type 3
Conducting DUS examinations for other LUPOW Q28 — 31
members (no examination in process)
General
Q32 -3
Providing DUS reports e
KNOWLEDGE OF COOPERATION Q35
EASE OF ARRANGEMENT OF COOPERATION Q36
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Question 35:

How confident are you that you know all the options for cooperation

between UPOV members in DUS examination?

Mot at all confident ™
Fairly confident 5%
Very confident 18%
i H ] ] ] 1] 2 1] ] T &
Question 36:

In your experience, how easy is it to arrange cooperation in DUS

examination with other UPOV members?

Mot at all easy

Fairly easy 43%

Yery easy
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UPOV members that have datain GENIE and
completed the DUS survey

(26)
Belarus Finland Metherlands F{ussia_n
Federation
Croatia France Mew Zealand Serbia
Czech Republic Germany Morway Sweden
Denmark |srael Panama Turkey
Ecuadaor Kenya Paortugal nited Kingdom
) i Republic of Lnited States of
Estonia Latia Moldova America
European Union Mexico

=53

UPQOV members that have datain GENIE and

completed the DUS survey
13 non-EU /13 EU

Belarus

Mexico

Russian
Federation

Mew Zealand
Morway

Panama

Republicof
Moldova

Serbia

Inited States of
America
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UPOV members that have datain 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 T e Switzeriand
State of)
i The former Yugoslaw
AR L Republic nfh.l'lagednnia
Bulgaria Micaragua Tunisia
Canada Paraguay Lkraine
Chile Peru Uruguay
China Paoland Viet Mam

UPOV members that have datain GENIE but
did not complete the DUS survey
(24 non-EU / 12 EU)

Colombia Fepublicof Korea

Georgia

Albania
Argentina
Australia

Bolivia (Plurinational
State of)

Brazil

South Africa

Switzerland

The formerYugoslay
Republic of Macedonia
Micaragua Tunisia

Canada Paraguay Lkraine

Chile Peru Uruguay
China Wiet Nam

Maracco




TWF/48/4
Annex, page 44

UPQOV members that do not have datain GENIE
but completed the DUS survey

(2)

CostaRica

African Intellectual Property Organization
(QAPD)

UPOV members that do not have datain GENIE
and did not complete the DUS survey

(10)

Dominican Republic man
lceland Singapore
Jordan Trinidad and Tobago

LUnited Republic of

] Tanzania

Montenegro Lzbekistan
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Reflections

93% respondents fairlyfvery confident of options for
cooperation

— but only 38% of UPOW members replied

H50% 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 GEMIE?

— only 38% of UPQOV members replied

30% respondents considered that further practical measures
might facilitate the use of existing DUS reports

— practical tools (accreditation, databases, information...7)

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...7

[End of Annex and of document]



