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ASIP welcomes the new coming members since their applications were ap-
proved for satisfying the required conditions. The new members are the follow-
ing Professors from Jordan: Randa George Najjar, Rami Sidggy Abu Alruz, baha’ 
Nathir Al Kharouf, Rash Al A’Ardha, Wa’el Ibraheem Abu Ghareebeh, and from 
the KSA: Hisham Bin Ibraheem Al Hmoud, Saleh Mohammed Al Shu’aiby, and 
from Bahrain: Hassan Ahmad badawy, Osama Ahmad Taha, and from Britain: Mo-
hammad Suleiman Al Ramahy.
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ASIP’s news

10 members join the ASIP

ASIP awarded the family of the late Hazem 
Al’ieneh G, the member of ASIP a certifi-
cate of appreciation, in appreciation for 
his effort and role in the establishment 
of the ASIP in 1987 and participating in 
the activities and programs aiming at 
promoting the concepts of Intellectual 
property rights.

“Ali”, his son, received the certificate from 
Mr. Mohammad Jameel Al Shalabi, the Di-
rector of the ASIP.

A Certificate of appreciation to The Late hazem 
Al’ieneh G

ASIP and the American Office of Patents and Trademarks will organize the first 
seminar on Geographical indicators in the Arab region in Beach Rotan Hotel, 
Abu Dhabi, April 12 and 13, 2005.

The seminar, which will be held under the patronage of Her Highness Al Sheikha 
Lubna Al Gassimy, the Minister of Planning in the UAE, will address a number of 
issued regarding the protection of geographical indicators in the Arab Coun-
tries, in addition to a number of case studies in Lebanon, Morocco, Tunisia, and 
the USA.

ASIP and the US Patents and Trademarks Office 
Organize the first International Seminar on Geo-

graphical indications
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The seminar will also include research presented by a group of well-known 
experts in this field, the first of whom is Mr. Tala Abu Gazaleh, the Chairman of 
Abu Ghazaleh Group for Intellectual Property and the ASIP, and Ms. Suzanne 
Anthony, the representative of the US Patents and Trademarks office.

With the participation of ASIP, A workshop on “made in Palestine” held in Gaza

Held in Gaza, Palestine on the 23 of March 2005, a workshop 
titled “Let’s all have the slogan made in Palestine” during the 
campaign of the 100 day plan for the Ministry of the National 
Economy with the participation of members of ASIP and a 
work team from Abu Ghazaleh for Intellectual Property in ad-
dition to representatives from the Official departments and 
specialized institutions.

Both Professor Manar Bashier and Professor Nida’ Karawan, 
from Abu Ghazaleh for intellectual Property, presented a 
work paper on the legal framework for patents and Intellec-
tual Property. Numerous questions were raised concerning 

patents and these questions were distributed to participants. 
The Director of Industrial Development, Mr. Muhareb Abdel 
Rahman, presented a work paper on promoting patents and 
their role in Industrial development.

Finally, the seminar resulted in recommendations the most 
important of which are establishing a joint committee from 
the Ministry of The National Economy and Abu Ghazaleh 
Group for Intellectual Property to hold seminars and work-
shops to explain clarify the concept of Intellectual Property 
to the Industrial Unions and Establishments and Universi-
ties.

With the Co-operation of the ASIP, a seminar is held in Dubai
on Evaluation methods and the Economic Benefits

Under the patronage of Sheikha Lubna Al Gassimy, the Min-
ister of Economy and Planning, Abu Ghazaleh for Intellectual 
Property organized a seminar on “The Trademark as an Asset 
of  a Company” in the Chamber of Commerce in Dubai, with 
the cooperation of ASIP and OHIM.

Specialists, experts, and others interested in the matters of In-
tellectual property in the various sectors of business partici-

pated in the seminar. The seminar addressed various matters 
on Trademarks and their value, Industrial models, protection 
and the administration of Intellectual Property Portfolios, in 
addition to licensing and privileges.

Fatima al Hussny, Director of Commercial Registration De-
partment and the Head of trademarks Section in the Minis-
try of Economy and Planning, and in a speech delivered On 
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behalf of Sheikha Lubna AlGassimy said, “The UAE was able, 
during more than three decades of development and estab-
lish an example model for many countries in the region to 
follow. The UAE gained a pioneering position in all fields, one 
of which is the Intellectual Property”.

Ms. Fatima stated that the Ministry of Economy and Plan-
ning has been able, during the past years, to receive more 
than (60,000) Trademarks and to register more than (40,000) 
Trademarks until now. This Made the UAE one on the few 
Arab Countries performing examinations, publishing, and 
registration during a period of (4 – 6) months.

The seminar addressed a number of vital issues affecting the 
subject matters of IP in general and the value of Trademarks 
as an asset of a company in particularly. This subject received 
the a wide concern in the country and the world , in addition 
to the subject of protection and Trademark registration for 
which the country provided legislations, laws, and effort to 
activate this protection.

Ms. Fatima also stated the Ministry values the effort of OHIM, 
ASIP, and AGIP for organizing such important seminar.

Mr. Waleed Hashim, the Executive Director of “Abu Ghazaleh 
International and CO”, Abu Dhabi, presented a speech on 
Trademarks as an asset of a company. He mentioned in his 
speech that the process of establishing a new enterprise is 
a process of money conversion of cash into various assets in 
order to draw more cash. This concept is called the “added 
Market Value”, which means rise in the equivalent value of the 
net assets of the establishment from the assets invested.

Mr. Hashim stated 
that one of the defi-
nitions of Trademark 
is the emblem of 
commercial fame, 
stressing that the 
value of this fame 
increases with the 
increase of sales 
and commercials. In 
addition, the Trade-
mark used success-
fully and with high 
promotion level 
achieves high com-
mercial fame.

He also stated that the economic benefits for the commercial 
establishment might be in the form of profit, services, use, or 
entertainment. However, in the case of commercial business, 
it is recommended to assess future economic benefits with 
income indicators.

On methods of evaluating Trademarks, Mr. Hashim stated 
that some of the methods are the method of tracking the 
historical cost, the method of the cost of redeveloping the 
Trademark, market evaluation, and the methods depending 
on income.

Mr. Nicolas Figinerone, and Glen Rassat from OHIM, Mu’tassem 
Abu Ghazale, the organizer of the seminar and the Director of 
the national Marketing in AGIP also participated in the seminar.

ASIP representative meets Pal-trade Organization in Ram Allah

A meeting was held in Ram Allah between the representa-
tive of ASIP Mr. Ma’en Nasser and the representatives fro 
Pal-Trade establishment. The participants addressed the 
protection of IP in General; on the other hand, stress was 
given to protecting the trademarks of the Palestinian pro-
ducers participating in exhibitions held abroad through our 
office lying in the other countries. A preliminary agreement 
was reached to hold a seminar specialized in the procedures 
of IP protection directed towards the Palestinian producers 
and Service Companies in Palestine.

The meeting also addressed all services provided by ASIP 

and AGIP, such as transfer of tech-
nology, projects and the possibil-
ity of finding distribution agents 
for Palestinian producers in the 
other Arab Countries, and the 
legal services of both fields con-
cerning IP and the commercial affairs, and other related 
matters.

It is worth mentioning that Pal-trade Is a non- profit organiza-
tion consisting of a general a assembly, the board of directors, 
with 175 members of the largest companies in Palestine.
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Unfair Competition; the concept and the protection principle in
the scope of Paris Convention on IP protection

By Professor Hamss Mdanat
The Director of Abu Ghazaleh for Technology Transfer
A Member of ASIP

The two principles of competition and unfair competition 
are of the inherent principles of any commercial economic 
systems of any country regardless of the size of that system. 
They are two principles imposed by the nature of that system 
characterized by competition between merchants and com-
mercial and industrial establishments.

However, unfair competition is a principle originated in the 
French legislation of 1850. Even though at that time there 
were no specific laws preventing acts of unfair competition, 
the French Legislator stated in the Civil Law a general princi-
ple for the Civil Liability. The legislators depended on this law 
to prosecute activities of unfair competition they considered 
interfering with public interest stemming from “error” in ac-
cordance with what is stated in Article 1382 of the French 
Civil Law; accordingly, they based a comprehensive system 
for unfair competition. Upon this statement, the principle of 
unfair competition received a special concern on the interna-
tional level as one of the branches of IP owing to the coun-
tries’ adopting commercial exchange between them and 
opening new markets; consequently, the countries wished to 
protect their capital. Owing to the developing awareness of 
the negative effect of unfair competition on the movement 
of capital and the interests of the commercial and industrial 
establishments, and on the economic movement in general, 
the industrial countries sought to adopt this principle on the 
international level, and to state it in international conventions. 
All countries shall commit to the effective protection against 
unfair competition for all citizens of the member countries at 
equal footing, activating the principle of “National Treatment”, 
according which all countries shall commit to the treatment 
of the foreign rights of IP the same way as the national rights 
of IP, and to grant it to its citizens regarding rights of IP.

The principle of unfair competition was one of the issues re-
ceiving special concern in Brussels Conference on Reviewing 
Paris Convention in 1900. The result of the conference was 
that the provision Article 10 of Paris Convention was modi-
fied. Before the amendment, the Article stated the following:
[Citizens of the member countries enjoy protection against 
unfair competition, granted by the member countries to its 
citizens in all countries of the union]

However, the current text, which depended on Stockholm 
Amendment 1967 as stated in Article (10 cf.), states the following:

[1. Countries of the union shall commit to providing ef 
fetive protection to citizens of the other union countries  
against unfair competition.

2. Any competition activity contradicting the decent 
practices of the commercial and industrial affairs is con-
sidered one of the activities of unfair competition.
3. The following are specially prohibited:

All activities inherently resulting in any way in con-
fusion with the competitive establishment, its prod-
ucts, or industrial and commercial activity.
Claims contradicting reality in trade practice inher-
ently distrusting an establishment of the competitor, 
its products, or commercial and industrial activity.
Data and claims whose use in commerce will inevita-
bly lead to misleading the public with regard to the 
nature of goods, the way of manufacture or characteristics.] 

Article (10 cf.) of the convention defined unfair competition 
as any activity contradicting decent practices in the indus-
trial or commercial affairs, leaving the determination of the 
criterion “decent practices” for the specialized administrative 
and the judicial departments in all member countries of the 
union, where member countries enjoy absolute freedom to 
provide protection higher than that provided by the coun-
tries, provided by the convention.

This results in a discrepancy in the concept of unfair competi-
tion between the member countries regarding what is consid-
ered unfair competition in one country might not be consid-
ered so in another, or might be subject to special conditions 
and requirements as competition. Each country, when stating 
about unfair competition, can add whatever considered ap-
propriate regarding activities deemed as dishonest provided 
commitment to sentence 2, and 3 of Article (10 cf.) of the 
convention. Accordingly, member countries, when applying 
the criterion of the decent practices observed in the member 
country requesting protection, must take into consideration 
the concept of those practices in the international trade. 

After stating the necessity of providing protection for its citi-
zens and the citizens of the member countries against unfair 
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competition, and after giving a flexible definition of unfair com-
petition as previously stated where the countries can easily 
add whatever they consider protection against practices they 
consider contradicting the decent practices in industrial and 
commercial matters, the third paragraph of the same article to 
state some cases, for example, considered specially prohibited 
practices because they are considered unfair competition.

The First group of the prohibited practices involves all practices 
inherently leading to misleading the public in any way with the 
establishment, the goods, or the industrial and the commercial 
activity of the competitor. This confusion might be caused by 
the competitor using trademarks or appellations comparable to 
those belonging to his/her competitor originally prohibited by 
the legislations regarding Trademarks and appellations.

This confusion might also take place because that competi-
tor used designs and models comparable to those used by 
his/her competitor to distinguish his/her products. Competi-
tion in this group might extend to include the even the way 
of advertising use by the competitor.

On the other hand, the second group of involves everything 
related to false claims in trade matters, which inherently de-
fame the reputation of the establishment, the goods, or the 
industrial and the commercial practice of the competitor, 
even with the absence of the ill well factor on the part of the 
doer., as will be explained later.

The Article left the choice to statutes to determine whether the 
false expressions with the meaning of the valid expressions is 
considered unfair competition in accordance with the provi-
sions of these laws to the criterion of unfair competition or not.

Furthermore, the third group of the prohibited practices in-
volves misleading statements; not those related to establish-
ments, goods, or the commercial and the industrial practice 
of the competitor, which were addressed by paragraph 2, but 
those practices related to establishments, goods, commercial 
and industrial practices of the same person who determines 
these statements misleading to the public, to wrongly hold 
mistaken belief about everything related to the commer-
cial establishment, the nature, the characteristics, and the 
quantity of the product, or the processing operations. The 
Article does not include the misleading claims regarding the 
source, identity, of the products, or the establishment or the 
commercial and the industrial practice of the owner of the 
claims; however, choice is dependent on the statutes and ju-
dicial preponderance to determine whether these claims are 
considered unfair competition because they contradict the 
honest practices in the commercial and industrial matters.

In addition to the previous issues, the definition brought 
about by the Article leaves space to add other practices to un-
fair competition; consequently, prohibiting them as since they 
contradict the honest practices, and this is dependent on the 
court concerned. Examples of what the judicial system brought 
about include the concept of commercial secrets and their pro-
tection considering disclosing these secrets is deemed unfair 

competition. New fronts emerged calling for the necessity of 
explicitly stating protection of commercial secrets in the stat-
utes and international conventions. This paved the way to in-
troducing the concept of the undeclared operations and their 
protection in accordance with Article (39) of Paris Convention, 
which I will address in the second subject.

Even though the Convention did not include what binds the 
countries to individualize a legislation for unfair competition, 
these countries are bound in accordance with Article (10) of 
the Convention to provide effective protection means against 
everything contradicting decent practices in the commercial 
and the industrial practice, especially the examples included 
in paragraph 2 of Article (10 cf.). This statement was implied 
in the prevailing legislations whether those involving IP, such 
as Trademarks and patents, or even the general legislations, 
such as the Civil Law and Trade Law.

Article (1/2) of the same Convention also included statement 
on protection against unfair competition in addition to pro-
tecting other branches of IP, such as patents, designs and in-
dustrial models, trademarks,  geographical indications, and 
others considering that unfair competition became part of 
the modern legislation as a part of Industrial Property.

Despite considering unfair competition part of the Industrial 
Property, protection against unfair competition differs from 
the cases of industrial property in many ways. For example, 
Trademarks Law does not incriminate forging a trademark 
unless it was appropriately registered with the Trademarks 
Registrar, and does not entitle the owner to file a suit of civil 
compensation. The law does not protect the shape of the 
product and whatever adopted to distinguish the product 
from others things, different from Trademarks and appella-
tions, such as drawings, inscriptions, and ways of packing. The 
Law of Unfair competition comes to complement this failure 
by granting protection to Trademarks regardless of its regis-
tration, prevent counterfeiting of everything used by others 
to distinguish their products in case this action might mis-
lead the public or cause confusion.

In addition to the compliance provided for by Article (10 cf.) 
of the Convention for the member countries providing effec-
tive protection against unfair competition, Article (10), in its 
third part, provides for the necessity of the member countries 
pledging to provide the citizens with all correction measures 
guaranteeing suppression of actions provided for by Article 
(10 cf.) of the Convention.

This Article also includes the countries pledging to provide all 
measures allowing the committees and union commissions 
representing parties with interest, such as merchants and pro-
ducers. The countries also pledge to take all judicial measures 
in front of administrative and judicial departments, aiming at 
suppressing unfair competition practices provided for by Ar-
ticle (10), providing that the existence of these committees 
and union commissions does not contradict the statutes of 
the country requesting protection, even in case this legislation 
gives these departments the right to take such measures.
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New Amendments to Copyright Law in Jordan

Amman: The department of the national library introduced new amendments to Copy-
right law in Jordan. The legislative measures were completed for this law and it awaits the 
Royal Decree to issue it in its final form, according to Jordan News Agency (Petra).

The law was complemented with some Articles mentioned in WIPO convention regard-
ing performance, audio recordings, and the treaty on free trade, in addition to the artists’ 
right of copying and distribution, explaining the rights and the neighboring rights and 
concerning songs, since there are rights for the producer, the distributor, and the writer.

The Director General of the National library, Mr. Ma’moun Al Talhoney, reaffirmed that Jordan is one of the advanced countries 
in the field of copyright protection, and this was obvious in the annual report of Davos conference where Jordan occupied 
the 28th from 104 countries applying IP rights, and the 3rd on the Arab level, preceded by Tunisia and the UAE. 

The law states that computer programs enjoy protection considering them as literary work, in addition to enjoying the right 
of rent similar to Cinema work and audio recordings. In addition, performance artists are entitled to establish their rights and 
keep the live audio performance in records attributed to them.

As far as folklore is concerned, Mr. Talhoney assured that the law authorizes the Minister of Culture to prevent deforming 
folklore, and the Minister has the right to refer any person trying to deform folklore to court.

The department of the National Library grants about 2,500 to 3,000 ISBNs yearly. The annual report for last year showed that 
1213 books, 88 songs, and 34 work of visual and photographic art and posters have been filed, in addition to filing 42 com-
puter programs.

As far as the new building for the department of the National Library is concerned, His Majesty King Abdullah The Second 
ordered, upon his visit to the department in 2003, Mr. Talhoney stated that the project will be built on a piece of land with the 
area of 3 Dunoms near the Royal cultural Center, and work will be concluded in two years.

Mr. Talhoney added that the new building consists of 6 stories according to the most modern international standards, and it 
includes a public library and a children’s library.

Mr. Talhoney invited writers and copyright owners to file their work in the department of the National library to secure the 
property of the literary work and avoid violation by others.

He also indicated that even though the registration of the work is not com-
pulsory, the registration of the work represents an official acknowledge-
ment whether it was a book, song, artistic painting, or any other work.

He also explained that Jordanian Authors residing abroad could register 
their work in the Department of the National Library according to laws 
and statutes.

As far as the National Record recently used  by the Ministry of Culture to 
keep Jordanian various files is concerned, he stated that this new project 
is a complement to the work of the Department of the National library and 
does not contradict it, since the department carries out filing in accord-
ance with a serial number, where as the National Record is merely consid-
ered a registration of the Jordanian work whether they were series, books, 
art work, or plastic paintings.

International News
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The International Law protects The Italian Mozzarella,
the most famous cheese in the world, from Counterfeiting

The Italian government underwent a few years ago, political 
and judicial fierce battles protecting the Trademark for the 
“Mozzarella”, the most famous cheese from counterfeiting 
and preventing the use of the name by other Italian produc-
ers, considering it an Italian tradition not susceptible for imi-
tation.

The Italian Nutritionist, Dr. Lukristia Bianky, to the Kuwaiti 
news Agency Kuna, that the Mozzarella cheese, which is con-
sidered the “Queen Italian cuisine”, whose Italian Origin has 
also been protected by the European Union since 2001, is 
produced in accordance with accurate standards and criteria, 

and a specific way of cooking 
that has been observed for 
hundreds of years.

The history of Mozzarella, 
which is specifically pro-
duced from buffalo milk, 
goes back to the 6th century 
AD. It has been mentioned in many documents and scribble 
from the 14th century, and the French writer, Alexander Du-
mas The father, described it in his book “The Cook Book” and 
named it “The buffalo Egg”. 
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Students and professionals will be able to benefit from a new 
and large group of courses on IP offered by the WIPO in 2005. 
The Academy program for 2005 includes a number of im-
provements introduced to the Distant Training Program, and 
the WIPO summer courses, which opens the chance in front 
of the students and professionals to go deep in IP affairs. Ap-
proximately 38,000 students and professionals from more 
than 180 countries have benefited from the WIPO Academy 
Courses since its establishment in 1998, as a response to the 
increasing demand on training and education in the field of 

IP, all over the world.

The WIPO Academic program aims at increasing the edu-
cational chance for a large number of students in the world 
through the Internet. What characterizes the educational 
methodology is its openness on the world and dispensing 
with all geographic and time restrictions. Any registered stu-
dent in any part of the world can benefit from the Distance 
Training Program at any time and place he/she deems ap-
propriate. 

The WIPO academy offers new courses in 2005

WIPO maintained its efforts, in 2004, aiming at preventing the 
arbitrary registration of trademarks as internet domains, or 
what is known as “Electronic Piracy”. WIPO received 1179 cas-
es in that year, and this number is 6.6% more than the cases 
received the year before. Since the “the standardized policy 
for the settlement of conflicts regarding domain names on 
the Internet” was applied in Dec. 1999, the WIPO center ad-
dressed more than 7,000 conflicts the parties of which were 
from 124 countries and included more than 12,500 domain 
field.

Mr. Francis Guarie, the Vice Director General of WIPO and 

the supervisor of the work center, stated that the “Standard-
ized policy has achieved a great success in establishing an 
effective restraint against Electronic Piracy and providing 
Trademark owners with an international means for receiving 
justice”. He also added, “The reception of three cases on aver-
age everyday justifies the necessity that IP owners should be 
more careful to protect their rights against Electronic Piracy”. 
Mr. Gourie also reassured that Electronic Piracy practices are 
still related to ill well, especially since more than 80% of the 
decisions issued by WIPO experts were in favor of the part 
owning the Trademark, whether it was a main multinational 
company or a middle or even small company.

WIPO maintains effort to prevent Electronic Piracy

The Director General of WIPO, Dr. Kamel Idreese, expressed 
his satisfaction about the results of the non-official discus-
sions on the future work of WIPO Permanent Committee for 
Patent law, which seeks to accommodate opinions about a 
treaty aiming at coordinating Laws of Patents in the world 
and issuing a decision the WIPO member countries took in 
Fall 2004. The Director General held non-official discussions 
on the future courses for this permanent committee. These 
discussions were held in Casa Blanca, Morocco, on Feb. 16, 
2005.

 Dr. Idreese announced, “Casa Blanca discussions were posi-
tive and very fruitful. They also led to support for WIPO Agen-
da, especially the field of the objective Patent law, Traditional 
Knowledge and Folklore, cases related to genetic resources 

and the suggestion aiming at setting an agenda for WIPO 
regarding development”. He also added, “The construction 
methodology adopted in these discussions will allow, in my 
opinion, going further in the settlement of all pending issues 
in these important fields, and this is proves commitment to 
multi-lateral work”.

The final declaration adopted by the participants upon the 
conclusion of the meeting included the following:

A declaration adopted upon the conclusion of the non-of-
ficial discussions in Casa Blanca on Feb. 16, 2005.

The Director General of WIPO, by the power invested in 
him by the General Assembly of WIPO in Sept. 2004, held 

A meeting leading to Recommendations Regarding Progress of WIPO future Agenda

WIPO’s News

1.
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non-official discussions about the future courses of the 
permanent committee for the Patent law, in Casa Blanca, 
Morocco on Feb. 16, 2005.

There was unanimous agreement on guiding the work 
of the committee in the future to address these issues to 
improve the quality of the patents granted, and thereby 
work to avoid any undesirable interference with pub-
lic property, in addition to reducing unjustified double 
work between patent offices. All of this will enable the 
achievement of numerous benefits since it will contrib-
ute to making the patent system easier to access and 
more cost effective.

In order to achieve these objectives, the participants 
agreed to confront the following (6) issues expediently in 
WIPO in order to gradually work to develop and finalize 
the International law of IP: Previous technology, periods 
of grace, Novelty, Innovative activity, sufficient Discovery, 
and genetic resources. These issues must be confronted 
in a balanced and expedient way, providing that the first 
four issues (Previous technology, periods of grace, Nov-
elty, and Innovative activity) be addressed within the 
framework of the permanent committee for the patent 
law. However, the other two issues (sufficient Discovery 
and genetic resources) within the framework of the Inter-
national Governmental committee for IP and the Genetic 
resources, Traditional Knowledge and folklore.

The two committees should agree on an agenda, 
and each should present to the other a report on the 
progress each achieve addressing these issues.

The participants also assured the importance of con-
tinuing effective follow up of discussions and work in 
WIPO regarding issues related to development and the 
IP, since WIPO agenda about IP is strong effective, and 
can be easily applied.

The participants’ recommendations to the Director Gen-
eral were the following:

Inviting the member countries to present suggestions 
on the international agenda regarding development 
in order to discuss these suggestions in the April 2005 
session, for the international official meeting between 
sessions. 
Holding the coming session for the permanent com-
mittee for patent law in May 2005, in order to review 
the abovementioned objectives and the program and 
adopt them.
Holding the coming session of the International offi-
cial committee for IP and the Genetic resources, the 
traditional knowledge and folklore in June 2005, in 
order to review the abovementioned objectives and 
programs and adopt them.
Referring the decisions of the abovementioned two 
meetings to the General Assembly in Sept. to address 
them, in addition to a timetable to finalize these issues 
in WIPO.

The participants expressed their great and sincere 
gratitude for the Authorities in the kingdom of Mo-
rocco for hosting these discussions

The Director General of WIPO, Dr. Kamel Idreese met the 
Executive Secretary of the Economic committee for Latin 
America and the Caribbean, Dr. Jose Louise Machinia, to ad-
dress the joint activities aiming at developing IP as a tool for 
development in Latin America and the Caribbean area. Dr. 
Idreese highly complimented the positive cooperation be-
tween the two organizations since signing the cooperation 
in April 2004 to organize work agreement between the two 
organizations. 

In the framework of this cooperation, the two organizations 
agree to develop research projects, methodologies, and guid-
ing principles on the regional level and beyond the national 
level, especially in the fields concerning IP and its effect on 

economic development. Therefore, and for this purpose, 
agreement was made on a number of points such as partici-
pating in the organization of training courses about IP for the 
benefit of the supervisors on technology, with the focus on 
strategies to protect intangible assets, evaluate IP rights, and 
include IP rights within the strategies of companies. In addi-
tion, they agreed to set policies regarding IP for universities 
and research center to develop the private sector, and man-
age IP rights and license and transfer technology.

For more information, call Liaison office, the section of public 
relations with the media and the public in WIPO, Tel: (+4122) 
3388161 / 3389547, or E-mail: publicint@wipo.int

WIPO and The Economic Committee for Latin America
and the Caribbean Address the joint Agenda

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.
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Ramallah + 970 2 2989401 + 970 2 2988150 agip.westbank@tagi.com 

Kuwait + 965 2433004 + 965 2440111 agip.kuwait@tagi.com 

Jeddah + 966 2 6685458 + 966 2 6685415 tagco.jeddah@tagi.com 

Riyadh + 966 1 4642936 + 966 1 4652713 agip.ksa@tagi.com 

Al-Khobar + 966 3 8820940 + 966 3 8821032 tagco.khobar@tagi.com 

Abu-Dhabi + 971 2 6724425 + 971 2 6723526 tagco.abudhabi@tagi.com 

Ras Al- Khaimah + 971 7 2288427 + 971 7 2285929 tagco.rak@tagi.com 

Dubai + 971 4 2663368 + 971 4 2665132 tagco.dubai@tagi.com 

Al-Sharjah + 971 6 5563484 + 971 6 5562947 tagco.sharjah@tagi.com 

Oman + 968 562467 + 968 563249 agip.oman@tagi.com 

Qatar + 974 4424023 + 974 4355175 tagco.qatar@tagi.com 

Bahrain + 973 215464 + 973 216322 agip.bahrain@tagi.com 

Sana’a + 967 1 240899 + 967 1 263053 agip.yemen@tagi.com 

Algeria + 213 21 748989 + 213 21 749292 agip.algeria@tagi.com 

Morocco + 212 2 2451946 + 212 2 2448394 agip.morocco@tagi.com 

Syria + 963 11 2316052 + 963 11 2312870 agip.Syria@tagi.com 

Turkey + 90 312 4686356 + 90 312 4686358 agip.turkey@tagi.com 

Tunisia + 216 71848499 + 216 71849665 agip.tunisia@tagi.com 

Iraq + 9641 7470527 + 964 1 7726367 agip.iraq@tagi.com 

Libya   agip.libya@tagi.com 

Sudan + 249 1 765771 + 249 1 765772 agip.sudan@tagi.com 

Pakistan + 92 21 4388113 + 92 21 4388115 agip.pakistan@tagi.com 

China + 8621 68762682 + 8621 58355336 agip.china@tagi.com 
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Applicant  

Membership Category: 

       Individual                               Company    

Academic Qualifications (Individual) / Form of Company

Profession /Primary Business or Service     

Experience and/or interests in IP issues

Nationality / Head Office    

Postal Address 

Tel.                                                      Fax

E-mail and Webpage (if applicable)  

Are you or have you ever been, a member of another 
organization with similar goals and activities, please name.   

References:

1.

2.

I have read the ASIP Articles of Association (published on the 
website). And wish to join in order to benefit from and 
participate in ASIP's work,events and activities.     

Date                                          Signature  

Return To:  Arab Society For Intellectual Property
P.O. Box  921100  Amman - Jordan
Tel.: 00962 6 5100 900          /           Fax: 00962 6 5100 902
Or by e-mail to: info@aspip.org 

The annual Membership fees are in USDollars: 100 for Companies 
and 50 for Individuals. The  fees are due in January of every year,  
and can be paid either in cash at ASIP's Liasion Office or by Check 
payable to ARAB SOCEITY FOR INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY.

Membership Enrollment Form á``jƒ°�©∏d ÜÉ``°ùàfG Ö∏W

www.aspip.org








