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Statement by the European Union and its Member States 

WIPO - Standing Committee on the Law of Patents 

Twenty-second session 

Geneva, 27-31 July 2015 

Item 6 

SCP/22/3 and SCP 22/4 

 

Madam Chair, 

 

In order to reduce the number of interventions, the EU and its Member States will address all the 

issues under item 6 (i) of the agenda in a single statement.  

 

The European Union and its Member States would like to thank WIPO for the two studies being 

presented in relation to the work strand on Quality of patents. Once again we would like to reiterate 

our support for advancing work on quality of patents.  

 

Document SCP/22/3 contains a study on inventive step. The study addresses core elements in the 

patent system, such as the 'person skilled in the art', 'methodologies employed for evaluating an 

inventive step', and 'obviousness'. The study contains input from a broad range of WIPO's 

membership. We emphasize the importance of further examining the inventive step concept as well 

as methods of evaluating inventive step in WIPO Member States according to the proposal made by 

Spain and endorsed by all other Member States of the European Union (document SCP/19/5Rev), 

such as cases where the outcome of the assessment of inventive step varies among Member states.  

 

Document SCP/22/4 contains a study on sufficiency of disclosure. It consists of three parts, the 

enabling disclosure requirement, the support requirement, and the written description requirement. 

The study contains information based on the contributions of 58 Member States and 3 regional 

offices. We have read the study with great interest, and look forward to the discussions this week.  

 

Regarding the other documents under this agenda item, we believe a work program should be 

established in relation to quality of patents,  based on the proposals made by the Delegations of 

Canada and the UK (document SCP/17/8), the Delegation of Denmark (document SCP/17/7), the 

Delegation of the US (document SCP/17/10), and by the Delegation of Spain, as endorsed by all 
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other Member States of the European Union (document SCP/19/5 Rev.). We remain in favor of 

launching a questionnaire containing the elements of all the proposals by the Delegations of Canada 

and the UK, Denmark and the US.  

 

As regards opposition systems, the elaboration of a compilation of models of opposition systems 

and other administrative revocation and invalidation mechanisms, in a non-exhaustive manner, 

should be considered. 

 

On work-sharing programs a dedicated page on the WIPO website for work sharing activities 

would improve awareness of existing initiatives and enable patent offices to collaborate more 

effectively. Conferences on the margins of the SCP sessions would allow for the exchange of 

experiences on work-sharing programs and explore ways to improve the usefulness of these 

programs to IP offices, to users of the IP system and to the general public. A study by the WIPO 

Secretariat into how different laws and practices limit the potential for work-sharing and what 

voluntary measures could be put in place to address any problems at the international level, could 

identify areas where initiatives could be undertaken to improve the efficiency of the patent system. 

Given the optional nature of the schemes endeavors, any efforts to improve the quality and 

efficiency of the patent system should not be hindered. 

 

Thank you.  

 


