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Introduction

Rapnieciska 1paSuma tiesibu aizsardziba
un priek§noteikumu radi8ana tas attistibai ir
katras valsts ekonomiskas attistibas pamats.
Katrs uznémums, gan liela korporacija, gan vi-
déjie un mazie uznéméji, ir rapnieciska ipasuma
tiesibu Tpasnieki. L1dz ar to ir svarigi apzinaties,
ka rlpnieciskais Tpasums ir vértiba, kas var vai-
rot uznémeéju pelnu, paaugstinat konkurétspéju
un veicinat uznémuma attistibu. Nemot véra
minéto, ir nepiecieSams nodroS$inat rlpniecis-
ka TpaSuma tiesibu atbilstoSu aizsardzibu gan
katras valsts nacionéalaja, gan starptautiskaja
[TmenT. Aizsargajot rupnieciska Tpasuma tiesi-
bas, tiek nodroSinata inovaciju attistiba, jaunu
tehnologiju un panémienu ievieSana razosana,
ka arT jaunu ideju TstenoSana komercdarbiba.
Rapnieciska Tpasuma tiesibas nodrosina katras
personas iespéju aizsargat tas radito izgudro-
jumu, pre€u zimi un dizainparaugu. Aizsargajot
rapnieciska Tpasuma tiesibas, més veidojam
attistitu, iniciativas bagatu, atvértu un radosu
sabiedribu.

Lai nodroSinatu rapnieciska Tpasuma tie-
sibu aizsardzibu Latvijas Republikas teritorija,
parskata perioda Patentu valde, tapat ka ikvie-
na Eiropas Savienibas un citu valstu patentu
iestade, veica pieteikumu pienems$anu, to ek-
spertizi un IEmumu pienemsanu attieciba uz
ripnieciska Tpasuma tiestbu registraciju un
aizsardzibu. Patentu valde parstavéja Latvi-
jas Republiku darba grupas un pastavigajas
komitejas, sniedzot viedokli par starptautisko
konvenciju un noligumu pieméro$anu un nepie-
cieSamo uzlabojumu veikSanu starptautiskajos
tiesibu aktos, kas regulé ripnieciska ipasuma
tiesibu aizsardzibu.

Mes velamies pateikties visam valsts insti-
tdcijam, augstskolam, patentpilnvarotajiem un
nevalstiskajam organizacijam, kuras parskata
perioda bijusas Patentu valdes sadarbibas part-
neri, ka arm mdsu arvalstu kolégiem par savstar-
péjo sadarbibu un konstruktivu, profesionalu
pieeju problémjautajumu risina8ana.

Apzinoties ripnieciska ipasuma tiesibu aiz-
sardzibas nozimigumu, Patentu valde plano Ts-
tenot pasakumus un aktivitates, kuras ir verstas
uz rapnieciska Tpasuma tiesibu aizsardzibas

Protection of industrial property and creat-
ing preconditions for its development is the core
of each country’s economic growth. Each com-
pany, including big corporations as well as small
and medium-sized companies are owners of in-
dustrial property rights. It is thereby important to
realise that industrial property is a value capable
of enhancing the profit of entrepreneurs, raising
their competitiveness and promoting develop-
ment of the company. This is why it is necessary
to provide the respective protection of industrial
property rights both on the national level as well
as internationally. By protecting industrial prop-
erty rights we also guarantee the development
of innovations, introduction of new technologies
and methods of production as well as implemen-
tation of new ideas into the commercial activities.
Industrial property rights provide for a possibility
of protecting each person’s invention, trademark
or design. By protecting industrial property rights
we are building a developed, full of initiative,
open and creative society.

In order to protect the industrial property
rights in the territory of the Republic of Latvia,
during the reporting period its Patent Office, like
any other patent office of the European Union
and other countries, accepted applications, car-
ried out their examination and adopted deci-
sions on registration and protection of industrial
property rights. The Patent Office represented
Latvia in workgroups and standing committees
providing its opinion regarding the application
of international conventions and agreements
and regarding the need to improve international
legislation that regulates protection of industrial
property rights.

We would like to thank all state institutions,
universities, patent attorneys and non-govern-
mental organisations that have been Patent Of-
fice’s cooperation partners during the reporting
period, as well as our foreign colleagues for co-
operation and for constructive and professional
approach to problem solution.

Knowing the importance of protection of
industrial property rights, the Patent Office
plans to carry out activities aimed at promot-
ing protection of industrial property rights in



veicinaSanu Latvija un iedzivotaju izpratnes par
rdpnieciska Tpasuma tiestbam paaugstinasanu.
Ipada uzmaniba tiks pievérsta visplagako iedzi-
votaju slanu izglito$anai rlpnieciska T1pasuma
aizsardzibas joma, patentu informacijas attisti-
bai un apmacibai.

Visi kopa stradasim pie rapnieciska 1pasu-
ma tiesibu jomas pilnveidoSanas un attistibas,
nodros$inot madsdienigu un efektivu ripnieciska
TpasSuma tiesibu aizsardzibas pasakumu kopu-
ma izveidoSanu valsti!

Direktora p.i.
J. Macuka

Latvia and at raising the awareness of Latvia’s
people on industrial property rights. Particular
attention will be devoted to education of broad
audience in issues of industrial property pro-
tection, development of patent information and
training.

We will be working together at the improve-
ment of the industrial property rights sector
thereby developing a modern and effective set
of activities for protection of industrial property
rights in this country.

Acting Director
J. Macuka

HEEEER
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Improvement of the Norms

Property

Parskata perioda Patentu valdes specia-
listi sadarbiba ar Tieslietu ministriju un citam
institdcijam ir veiku8i ievérojamu darba apjomu
Patentu valdes kompetencé eso3o normativo
aktu pilnveido$anas joma. Sa darba rezultatiem
ir jarada pamats aizvien produktivakai rapnie-
ciska TpasSuma tiestbu normu piemérosanai,
veicinot rdpnieciska Tpasuma aizsardzibas at-
tistibu Latvija un starpvalstu sadarbibu $Sajos
jautajumos.

LIKUMPROJEKTA ,RUPNIECISKA TPASUMA
LIKUMS” IZSTRADE

Ar tieslietu ministra rikojumu izveidota
darba grupa Patentu valdes Apelacijas pado-
mes reorganizacijas nodrosinasanai, kura kopa
ar Tieslietu ministrijas un Latvijas Patentu piln-
varoto asociacijas specialistiem bija ieklauti arT
Patentu valdes darbinieki, parskata perioda tur-
pindja un galvenajas linijas nobeidza darbu pie
uzdevuma — izstradat jaunu, veiksmigaku Ape-
lacijas padomes institucionalo modeli un stridu
izskatiS8anas procesualo reguléjumu. Rapnie-
ciska Tpasuma apelacijas padomes koncepcija,
kuru Ministru kabinets apstiprinaja 2009. gada
4. augusta, satur situacijas analizi un iespégja-
mo risinajumu apskatu un izvertéjumu. Par eso-
§as situacijas galvenajam problémam koncep-
cija tika atzitas Apelacijas padomes institucio-
nala modela nepilnibas, administrativa procesa
nepiemérotiba Apelacijas padomes |émumu
pienem$8anas un parstidzeésanas proceddram,
ka art parsudzibas instanCu nevajadzigi lielais
skaits.

Saskana ar pastavo$o reguléjumu Ape-
lacijas padome stridus izskata sastava, kura
bez Patentu valdes darbiniekiem ietilpst ar-
Stata specialisti. llgstoSi darbojoties Apelaci-
jas padomeé, vairaki musu piesaistitie arstata
specialisti ir ieguvusi uzteicamas iemanas un
autoritati. Patentu valde ir [oti pateiciga Siem
entuziastiem, kas veltl daudzas stundas sava
laika darbam Apeléacijas padomé, vienlaikus
bGdami augsti atziti specialisti sava nozare.
Tomeér ir visai grati arStata specialistus regu-
lari pieaicinat uz Apelacijas padomes sédém
un pienacigi apmaksat vinu darbu. Apelacijas
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During the reporting period, the experts of
the Patent Office in cooperation with the Ministry
of Justice and other institutions have performed
a considerable amount of work in order to im-
prove the regulatory acts that are in the Patent
Office’s competence. The results of this work are
aimed at more productive application of the pro-
visions on industrial property rights, thus stimu-
lating industrial property protection in Latvia and
international cooperation in this field.

DRAFTING OF INDUSTRIAL
PROPERTY LAW

A working group for reorganization of the
Patent Office’s Board of Appeal that was estab-
lished by the Order of the Minister of Justice and
consisted of the representatives of the Ministry of
Justice, the Association of Latvian Patent Attor-
neys and the Patent Office during the reporting
period continued to work on the development of a
new and better institutional model of the Board of
Appeal and the norms on dispute procedures and
this work has been basically finished. The Con-
cept of the Industrial Property Board of Appeal
approved by the Cabinet of Ministers on August 4,
2009, contained analysis of the situation and an
overview and evaluation of possible solutions.
The shortcomings of the Board of Appeal’s insti-
tutional model, the unsuitability of the administra-
tive procedure rules in the process of adopting the
Board of Appeal’s decisions and in the procedure
of reviewing these decisions, as well as the un-
necessarily great number of instances for review
were recognized as the main problems.

Under the current regulation disputes are ex-
amined by the Board of Appeal that consists of the
Patent Office’s representatives, as well as outside
specialists. Several of the involved outside special-
ists have worked on the Board of Appeal for a long
time and have acquired remarkable experience
and authority. The Patent Office is grateful to these
enthusiasts who, while being high-level experts of
their respective branches, spend many hours work-
ing on the Board of Appeal. It is difficult to regularly
invite outside specialists to participate in the Board
of Appeal’s sittings and to offer adequate payment
for their work. Most of the Board of Appeal’s work is



padomes darba lielako apjomu izpilda daZzi
Patentu valdes darbinieki, kuri katru lietu sa-
gatavo izskatiSanai, savac papildu informaci-
ju, noskaidro Eiropas Savienibas tiesas (EST)
praksi konkrétaja jautajuma, vada Apelacijas
padomes sédi, sagatavo IEmumu un parsudzi-
bas gadijuma parstav Patentu valdi adminis-
trativaja tiesa, turklat veicot Sos pienakumus
paraléli saviem tieSajiem darba uzdevumiem.
Administrativa procesa likums, ka arf adminis-
trativo tiesu un EST prakse tamlidziga rakstura
stridos, kas k|Ust arvien detalizétaka, kopuma
izvirza augstas prasibas pret Apelacijas pado-
mes lemumiem. Tadéjadi Apelacijas padome,
pretéji rGpnieciska Tpasuma pieteicéju, Tpasnie-
ku un treSo personu interesém, nespé&j nodroSi-
nat lietu izskatiS8anu un IEmumu sagatavo$anu
likuma paredzétajos terminos. Stridu izskati$a-
na un motivétu IEmumu sagatavosSana ievelkas
uz daudziem méneSiem.

Dazus pédéjos gadus divi Patentu valdes
darbinieki tos pienakumus, kas saistiti ar Ape-
lacijas padomi, veic ka pamatdarbu. Negativas
iezimes Apelacijas padomes darbiba tas ma-
zina, taCu pilniba nenovérs. Laika neizskatito
lietu un termina nenodoto Iémumu joprojam ir
daudz. Jasecina, ka Apelacijas padomi ir ne-
piecieSams komplektét no darbiniekiem, kuriem
attiecigo stridu izskatiSana ir galvenais piena-
kums.

Ar Administrativa procesa likuma stasanos
speka 2004. gada, pielidzinot Apelacijas pado-
mes lemumu administrativajam aktam, Apelaci-
jas padomes lemumu parsudziba tika izslégta
no visparejas jurisdikcijas tiesu kompetences un
pargaja jaundibinato administrativo tiesu kom-
petencé. Var teikt, ka administrativas tiesas at-
zistami atri apguva ripnieciska Tpasuma stridu
specifiku. Tadu Apelacijas padomes lémumu
skaits, kurus administrativa tiesa ir atcélusi, ir
niecigs. Ta apstiprinas Apelacijas padomes dar-
bibas kvalitate un stabilitate.

Administrativa procesa pieméroSana
Apelacijas padomes un tas lemumu parsu-
dzéSanas proceddras, ipasi iebildumu lietas,
tomér nonak pretruna ar attiecigo stridu bati-
bu. lebildumu lietas strids ir saistits nevis ar
iestades attiecibam ar privatpersonu, bet gan
ar divu privatpersonu savstarpéjam tiesiskam
attiectbam, un $adu stridu izskati8ana daudz
pareizak butu piemérot civilprocesa principus,
ka tas bija ITdz administrativa procesa ievie-
Sanai. Privatpersona, kas iesniedz iebildu-
mu pret Patentu valdes registrétu rlpnieciska
Tpasuma objektu, faktiski neapstrid Patentu
valdes lémumu, bet gan atbilsto$i tam citai
personai pieskirtas privattiesibas, konkrétu
privattiestbu objektu. Sadam stridam ir izteik-

performed by a few employees of the Patent Office
who prepare each case for examination, gather ad-
ditional information, study the practice of the Court
of Justice of the European Union on the matter, chair
the sitting of the Board of Appeal, draw up the written
decision and, when the Board of Appeal’s decision
is reviewed by court, represent the Board of Appeal
before the administrative court, performing all these
tasks alongside with their basic work. The Adminis-
trative Procedure Law, the practice of the adminis-
trative courts, as well as the practice of the Court of
Justice of the European Union in similar disputes
which is becoming more and more detailed, place
high demands on the quality of the Board of Appeal’s
decisions. Therefore the Board of Appeal, contrary to
the interests of industrial property applicants, owners
and third parties, are unable to examine cases and
draw up decisions within the time limits prescribed
by law. Examination of disputes and drawing up of
motivated decisions lasts for months.

During the last few years, two employees
of the Patent Office have been performing the
tasks related to the Board of Appeal as their ba-
sic work. This has reduced the negative aspects
of the Board of Appeal’s work but has not fully
eliminated them. Many cases are not reviewed in
good time and decisions are handed in too late.
We can therefore come to the conclusion that the
staff of the Board of Appeal should be made up
from employees whose primary task would be
examination of industrial property disputes.

When the Administrative Procedure Law, that
treated the Board of Appeal’s decision as an admin-
istrative act, entered into force in 2004, the review of
the Board of Appeal’s decisions was transferred from
general jurisdiction courts to the newly established
administrative courts. We should admit that admin-
istrative courts have quickly mastered the specific
nature of industrial property disputes. The number of
Board of Appeal’s decisions revoked by administra-
tive courts is insignificant. This is proof of the quality
and consistency of the Board of Appeal’s practice.

The application of the administrative procedure
rules with respect to the procedures of the Board of
Appeal and the procedures for review of its decisions
by court, especially in opposition cases, often contra-
dict the substance of the dispute. In opposition cases
the dispute concerns the legal relations between two
private persons, not the relations between the office
and a private person, therefore it would be more ap-
propriate to apply the principles of civil procedure to the
examination of these disputes, just like it was before the
introduction of the administrative procedure. A private
person who submits an opposition against an industrial
property object registered by the Patent Office does
not contest the decision taken by the Patent Office but
rather the private rights conferred by the decision on
another person, the protected subject matter of private

HEEEE



ti civiltiesisks raksturs. Ja Apelacijas pado-
mes lémums tiek parstdzéts administrativaja
tiesa, iestade ir atbildetajs, I1dz ar to netieSi
klUstot par tas strida puses intereSu parstavi,
kura iebilduma lieta ir uzvaréjusi, bet adminis-
trativaja procesa tiesa piedalas tikai ka tresa
persona. Administrativaja procesa tiek veikta
kontrole par Apelacijas padomes IEmumu, vai
tas ir tiesisks un lietderigs. TaCu objektivi ir
nepiecieSams, lai IEmuma parsudzibas ga-
dijuma tiesa stridu izskatitu péc batibas, no-
skaidrotu iesaistito personu tiesibu apjomu, to
pamatotibu vai nepamatotibu un civiltiesiskas
attiecibas ar treSajam personam.

Turklat izveidojas situacija, ka Apelacijas
padomes Iémumu parstdziba administrativa-
ja tiesa neattaisnojami ieilgst. Procesualas
ekonomijas princips valstij uzliek pienakumu
izveidot tadu proceddru, lai tiesai paklautais
jautajums tiktu izlemts péc iespéjas efekil-
vak, atrak, objektivak. Rupnieciska Tpasuma
objektu pieteicéji ir ieintereséti savas tiesibas
noskaidrot péc iespéjas atrak, it 1pasi, ja sais-
tiba ar tam izcélies strids. Apelacijas padome
lietas izskata un Iémumus pienem kolegiali,
tatad tai piekritigajos stridos Apelacijas pa-
domi varétu pielidzinat pirmas instances tie-
sai. Tomér paSreizéjais reguléjums paredz, ka
S§ada strida dalibnieki péc lietas izskatiSanas
Apelacijas padomé var izmantot vél tris admi-
nistrativo tiesu instances, tatad kopa Cetras
instances. Administrativo tiesu parslogotibas
dé| lietu izskatiS8ana kavéjas. Rezultata admi-
nistrativais process ir ilgaks un mazak efek-
tivs par civilprocesu. Analoga strida gadijuma
civilprocesuala kartiba, pieméram, ja vispa-
réjas jurisdikcijas tiesa iesniegta civilprasiba
par tada paS$a rlpnieciska TpaSuma tiesibu
objekta atziSanu par spéka neesoSu, strida
dalibnieki var izmantot tikai tris instances.

Papildus visam minétajam, par klumi-
gu jaatzist ta situacija, ka, izskatot analoga
rakstura lietas administrativajas tiesas un
visparéjas jurisdikcijas tiesas, var izveidoties
divéjada, pretruniga tiesu prakse. Pamatoti
var runat par administrativa procesa un civil-
procesa sadursmi rupnieciska Tpasuma stridu
izskatiSanas joma.

Tadéjadi Patentu valdes Apelacijas pado-
mes darbiba un ripnieciska TpaSuma aizsar-
dzibas joma kopuma bija nobriedu$as vairakas
batiskas problémas, kuram bija nepiecieSams
steidzams risinajums. Procesualos jautajumus
Apelacijas padomes darbiba un lemumu parsa-
dzibas lietas nevaréja atrisinat, vienlaikus nepre-
cizejot Apelacijas padomes institucionalo pama-
tu. Nemot véra ari, ka Sim nolukam nepietiek ar
atseviSkiem grozijumiem eso$ajos rupnieciska

rights. Such a dispute has a distinctly civil-law nature.
When the Board of Appeal’s decision is reviewed by
administrative court, the office is the defendant, thus
indirectly representing the interests of the party of the
dispute who has won the opposition case but who
participates in the administrative procedure only as a
third party. In the administrative procedure the deci-
sion of the Board of Appeal is subjected to control in
order to establish if it is legal and useful. But, when
the Board of Appeal’s decision is reviewed by court,
itis necessary that the court examines the dispute on
the merits in order to establish the scope of rights of
the persons involved in the dispute, how these rights
are justified, as well as the civil-law relationship of the
persons involved with third persons.

The review of the Board of Appeal’s decisions
by administrative courts lasts too long without a good
reason. The principle of procedural economy obliges
the State to establish such a procedure that would
enable the court to decide the issue within its jurisdic-
tion as quickly, effectively and objectively as possible.
The applicants of industrial property objects are inter-
ested in establishing their rights as soon as possible
especially when there is a dispute about these rights.
The Board of Appeal examines cases and takes de-
cisions collegially therefore with respect to disputes
that are within the Board of Appeal’s jurisdiction, it
can be treated as a court of the first instance. How-
ever the current norms provide that, after the case
has been examined by the Board of Appeal, the par-
ties to the dispute can turn to three more instances
of administrative courts, that makes four instances
altogether. Due to overburdening of administrative
courts examination of cases is delayed. As a result
administrative procedure is more time-consuming
and less effective than civil procedure. If an analo-
gous dispute is reviewed under civil procedure, e.g.,
a civil action is brought before a general jurisdiction
court for invalidation of a similar object of industrial
property rights, only three instances are available to
the parties of the dispute.

In addition to all the above mentioned, we must
admit that it is an unfortunate situation where a dual
and even controversial court practice may develop
when similar cases are adjudicated by administrative
courts and general jurisdiction courts. There is a rea-
son to speak of a collision between the administrative
procedure and civil procedure regulation in the field
of industrial property disputes.

Thus several serious problems had developed
in the Board of Appeal’s work and in the field of in-
dustrial property protection in general that called for
immediate response. The procedural issues con-
cerning the Board of Appeal’s work and review of
its decisions could not be solved without making
the institutional grounds of the Board of Appeal
more precise. Taking into account that individual
amendments to the existing industrial property laws



Tpaduma jomas likumos vai Apelacijas padomes
nolikuma, bet ir nepiecieSams izstradat jaunu
reguléjumu likuma [imeni, darba grupa nonaca
pie atzinas, ka vienlaikus ar Apelacijas padomes
reformu ir mérktiecigi precizét vairaku citu jauta-
jumu reguléjumu ripnieciska Tpasuma joma, vei-
cot vismaz daléju §1s nozares normu kodifikaci-
ju. Tika nolemts izstradat Rupnieciska ipaSuma
likumu, ietverot taja normas, kas ir kopigas Pa-
tentu valdes kompetencé esoSajiem rlpnieciska
TpaSuma tiestbu objektiem (patentiem, precu
zimém, dizainparaugiem un pusvaditaju izstra-
dajumu topografijam) un tam proceddram, kuras
saistitas ar $o objektu registraciju, bet saglabajot
attiecigo specialo likumu reguléjumu tiktal, ciktal
to noteikumi par katru rapnieciska TpaSuma ob-
jektu ir atSkirigi. Darbs pie likumprojekta ,Rip-
nieciska Tpasuma likums” pirmas versijas tika
pabeigts 2010. gada nogalé.

Paredzéts, ka Ruipnieciska 1pasuma li-
kumu veidos tris lielakas sadalas: ,Visparigie
noteikumi un procediras Patentu valdé”, ,Radp-
nieciska ipasuma apelacijas padome un stridu
izskatiSana taja” un ,Personu parstaviba ripnie-
ciska Tpasuma lietas”.

Tatad, pirmkart, jaunais likums precizés
paSas Patentu valdes institucionalos pamatus
un proceddras. Patentu valdei savu funkciju
labakai un mérktiecigakai izpildei ir jak|Ust par
institGciju, kas ir batiski ieintereséta savu pakal-
pojumu kvalitates un darbtbas operativitates uz-
labo$ana. Domajams, ka to vissekmigak varétu
panakt, Patentu valdi reorganizéjot par valsts
agentdru, kas personam piedava un pardod
maksas pakalpojumus rUpnieciska Tpasuma
tiestbu joma. Lidzigi ir veidoti vairaku arvalstu
intelektuala TpaSuma iestazu darbibas pama-
ti. Patentu valdes riciba esoSajiem resursiem
ir jak|uost tieSi atkarigiem no paSas iestades
darbibas rezultatiem, nevis no ta, cik no valsts
kopbudZeta viena vai cita gada tai tiek atveléts.
Tadejadi paraditos ikviena Patentu valdes dar-
binieka ieinteresétiba vislabakajos sava darba
rezultatos. Turklat rastos iespéja vairak atbal-
stit izgudrotajdarbibu un aktivitates rlpnieciska
Tpasuma tiesibu izpratnes veicina$anai. Sobrid
Patentu valdes darbibas rezultata iegltie valsts
budzZeta ienémumi batiski parsniedz tos budze-
ta izdevumus, kuri tiek izlietoti Patentu valdes
funkciju nodroSinasanai.

Ar iepriek§ minéto ir saistitas tas likumpro-
jekta normas, kuras paredz precizét rupniecis-
ka Tpasuma tiesibu objektu registru veido$anu
un uzturéSanu Patentu valdé, So registru zinu
publiskuma (sabiedriskas pieejamibas) un ofi-
cialas publicéSanas jautajumus Patentu valdes
timekla vietn&, noteikumus par Patentu valdes
amatpersonu kompetenci un nepiecieSamajiem

or to the By-Laws of the Board of Appeal would not
be enough for this purpose and that it was neces-
sary to work out new regulation at the level of law,
the working group came to a conclusion that, in
parallel to the reform of the Board of Appeal, it
would be useful to make the regulation on several
other industrial property aspects more precise, thus
achieving at least partial codification in this branch.
It was decided to draft the Industrial Property Law
so as to include norms that concern all industrial
property objects within the competence of the Pat-
ent Office (patents, trademarks, industrial designs
and semiconductor topographies) as well as the
procedures for registration of these objects, while
the regulations of the special laws would remain
in force insofar as they contain specific provisions
on each of the industrial property objects. Work on
the first version of the draft Industrial Property Law
was completed at the end of 2010.

The Industrial Property Law is expected
to consist of three main divisions: “General Pro-
visions and Procedures before the Patent Of-
fice”, “Industrial Property Appeal Board and Ad-
judication of Disputes” and “Representation of
Persons in Industrial Property Cases”.

The new law will first of all define in greater
detail the institutional grounds and procedures
of the Patent Office itself. The Patent Office, in
order to perform its functions more efficiently,
should develop into an institution that is seriously
interested in improving the quality of its services
and the efficiency of its work. We believe this
aim could best be achieved by transforming the
Patent Office into a state agency that would offer
and sell chargeable services in the field of indus-
trial property rights. Several foreign intellectual
property offices operate on similar grounds. The
financial resources available to the Patent Office
should be directly dependent on the results of the
office’s work rather than on the funds allocated
from the State budget each year. Every employ-
ee of the Patent Office would therefore be inter-
ested in achieving the best results in his or her
work. Besides it would allow to increase support
to inventorship and activities for raising aware-
ness of industrial property rights. At present the
State budget income originating from the Pat-
ent Office’s activities considerably exceeds the
budget expenditures allocated for supporting the
Patent Office’s functions.

In connection with the above mentioned,
the draft law contains more precise provisions
on building and maintenance of industrial prop-
erty registers by the Patent Office, provisions on
public availability of these registers and official
publication of the data contained in the registers
on the Patent Office’s website, provisions on the
competence of the Patent Office’s officials and
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ierobezZojumiem, tai skaita ierobezojumiem ar
noldku nodroSinat Sai nozarei tik specifiskas in-
formacijas droSu saglabasanu, ka arl Patentu
valdé iesniedzamo dokumentu noformésanas,
to iesniegSanas un attiecigo maksajumu veikSa-
nas kartibu.

Nakamais butiskais jautajums ir Ape-
lacijas padomes darbibas institucionalie pa-
mati. Paredzéts, ka Rudpnieciska Tpasuma
apelacijas padome (jauns nosaukums) bds
funkcionali neatkariga institlcija, kura tikai
noteiktos administrativas parvaldes aspektos
bUs saistita ar Patentu valdi, bet nekadi ne-
bUs ietekméjama Iemumu pienems8anas zina.
RiUpnieciska Tpasuma apelacijas padomes
locek|us un priek§sédétaju uz septiniem ga-
diem apstiprinas Ministru kabinets péc tieslie-
tu ministra priekSlikuma rdpigas pretendentu
atlases rezultatad. Sis personas savus piena-
kumus Rupnieciska ipaSuma apelacijas pado-
meé veiks ka pamatdarbu, un sanems zinamas
valsts garantijas, lai vinu darbibu nevarétu ie-
tekmeéet. Arm STm personam paredzéti noteikti
ierobezojumi un atbildibas reguléjums, ieskai-
tot disciplinaratbildibu.

Apjoma zina lielaka likumprojekta dala
attiecas uz Rupnieciska Tpasuma apelacijas
padomes darbibas procesualo reguléjumu.
Nemot véra padomes darbibas specifiku, pro-
jekts paredz Tpasu, jauktu procesu — civilpro-
cesu ar atseviSskiem administrativa procesa
elementiem. STs normas, misuprat, veicinas
attiecigo stridu operativu izskatiSanu un Iému-
mu pienemsanu. Nemot véra uzkrato pieredzi,
ka arTm kartibu, kada pastav lidzigas Eiropas
Savienibas iestadés, priekSroka dota stridu
rakstveida izskatiSanas procesam, neizslée-
dzot iespéju lietas izskatit mutvardos Ripnie-
ciska Tpasuma apelacijas padomes sédé. Lie-
tas izskata kolegiali, — katrai konkrétai lietai
tiek apstiprinats lietas izskatiS8anas sastavs
(trt's padomes locekli), bet atseviSskus proce-
suala rakstura IEmumus lietas sagatavoSanas
posma pienem lietas izskatiSanas sastava
priek8sédetajs.

Projekta ietvertas normas par lietas da-
[Tbniekiem, to tiestbam un pienakumiem, par
lietas ierosinaSanu un virzibu, procesualajiem
terminiem, pieradijumiem un to novértésanu,
lietas izskatiSanas gaitu rakstveida un mut-
vardos, lietas izskatiSanas atlikSanu, lietvedi-
bas apturéSanu un atjaunoSanu, lietvedibas
izbeigSanu, ka ari par Ripnieciska TpasSuma
apelacijas padomes dazada rakstura nolému-
miem. Padomes pienemto Iémumu parska-
tiSanai paredzéeta 1pasa kartiba. Ja strids ir
starp personu un Patentu valdi (apelaciju lie-
tas), Iemumu parstdz administrativaja tiesa

the necessary limitations, including limitations
aimed at ensuring safekeeping of the specific
information of this field, as well as provisions on
the procedures for drawing up the documents to
be submitted to the Patent Office, their submis-
sion and making of the respective payments.

Another important issue is the institutional
grounds of the Appeal Board’s functioning. The In-
dustrial Property Appeal Board (a new name) will
be a functionally independent institution associ-
ated with the Patent Office only in certain adminis-
trative management aspects but its decision-mak-
ing process will not be influenced in any way. The
members and chairman of the Industrial Property
Appeal Board will be appointed for a period of
seven years by the Cabinet of Ministers upon the
nomination of the Minister of Justice made after a
thorough selection of candidates. These persons
will perform their tasks at the Industrial Property
Appeal Board as their basic work and will receive
certain support from the State so as to prevent a
possibility to influence their work. Certain limita-
tions, as well as provisions on liability, including
disciplinary liability, will be applicable with respect
to these persons.

The largest part of the draft law concerns the
procedural norms governing the Industrial Prop-
erty Appeal Board’s functioning. Considering the
nature of the Appeal Board’s activities the draft
law provides for a specific mixed procedure — civil
procedure with individual elements of adminis-
trative procedure. We believe these norms will
encourage speedy examination of disputes and
adoption of decisions. Considering the acquired
experience and the accepted procedures of simi-
lar institutions in the European Union, preference
is given to adjudicating disputes by way of written
procedure without excluding a possibility of oral
procedure at a sitting of the Industrial Property
Appeal Board. Cases are adjudicated collegially —
the panel for review of the matter (three members
of the Board) is appointed for examining each par-
ticular case, while certain decisions of procedural
nature during the preparatory stage of the matter
can be taken by the chairman of the panel.

The draft law contains provisions on the parties
of the case, on their rights and obligations, on initia-
tion and conduct of proceedings, on procedural time-
limits, on assessment of evidence, on written and
oral proceedings, on adjournment of proceedings,
on stay and renewal of proceedings, on termination
of proceedings, as well as on various decisions of
the Industrial Property Appeal Board. A special pro-
cedure is provided for reviewing the Appeal Board’s
decisions. When the dispute is between a person
and the Patent Office (appeal cases), the decision
is appealed to an administrative court (directly to the
Administrative Regional Court) but when the dispute



(uzreiz — Administrativaja apgabaltiesa), bet,
ja strids ir starp privatpersonam (iebildumu
lietas), Iemums nestajas spéka, ja saistiba ar
to noteikta termina tiek iesniegta prasiba vis-
parigas jurisdikcijas tiesa. Ka paredzets, ta ir
RTgas apgabaltiesas Civillietu tiesas kolégija,
kas attiecigo civilprasibu izskata ka pirma in-
stance, bet tai seko vienigi kasacijas instan-
ce — Senats. lzskatiSanai Rigas apgabaltiesa
bUs apelacijas instances pazimes, jo, ka pare-
dzéts attiecigu Civilprocesa likuma grozijumu
projekta, tiesa sprieduma motivu dala analizés
ari Rupnieciska Tpasuma apelacijas padomes
[emumu. Tiesa tomér nelems par Rupnieciska
Tpasuma apelacijas padomes Iémuma spéka
esamibu (ka tas bitu sidzibas gadijuma), bet
iz8kirs stridu péc butibas.

Nemot véra, ka visparéjas jurisdikcijas tie-
sas ir vairak sagatavotas stridiem rUpnieciska
TpaSuma materialtiesisko normu pieméro3anas
jautajumos, ka art to, ka administrativa procesa
batiba nav vérsta uz privattiesisku stridu izSkir-
Sanu, darba grupa sakotnéji bija ieceréjusi daudz
vérienigaku procesualo reformu: visu rdpniecis-
ka TpaSuma stridu izskatiSanu civilprocesuala
kartiba. Var piekrist, ka tagad projekta ietvertais
vairaku apsvérumu de| ir tikai daléjs risinajums,
ar kompromisa raksturu, jo apelaciju lietas admi-
nistrativa procesa piemérosana turpinasies. To-
meér kopuma ir ceriba panakt daudz lielaku vien-
veidibu rdpnieciska Tpasuma stridu izskatiSana
neka Sobrid. Administrativo tiesu kompetencé
paliks nieciga dala stridu, jo par Patentu valdes
IeEmumiem iesniegto apelaciju skaits pedéejos ga-
dos ir visai neliels.

Likumprojekta pédeja sadala attiecas uz
personu parstavibu rlpnieciska ipasuma lietas.
Taja reguléti parstavibas visparigie jautajumi Pa-
tentu valdé un Rupnieciska TpaSuma apelacijas
padomé: parstavibas pamatprincipi, parstavibas
pilnvarojums, pilnvarojuma pieradisana. Pilnva-
ra nebls nepiecieSama profesionalajiem patent-
pilnvarniekiem (ko Sobrid sauc par profesiona-
lajiem patentpilnvarotajiem). Salidzinajuma ar
pasreizéjo, visai pieticigo reguléjumu (Patentu
likuma 26. pants) paredzéts, ka valsts sniegs
daudz talejosakas profesionalo patentpilnvar-
nieku profesijas atbalsta garantijas, vienlaikus
izvirzot stingrakas prasibas personas k|USanai
par profesionalo patentpilnvarnieku un patent-
pilnvarnieka darbibai. Visi Latvijas profesionalie
patentpilnvarnieki bls biedri sava profesionalaja
korporacija — Latvijas Profesionalo patentpiln-
varnieku asociacija, kas bus pasparvaldes pub-
lisko tiesibu autonoms subjekts un veiks atbil-
digu darbibu augstu profesionalo standartu un
étikas normu uzturé$ana, tadéjadi nostiprinot Sis
profesijas prestizu Latvija un arpus tas.

is between private persons (opposition cases), the
decision does not come into effect if with respect to
it an action is brought before a general jurisdiction
court within a prescribed time limit. It is supposed to
be the Civil Division of Riga Regional Court that will
adjudicate the respective civil cases as a court of the
first instance that will be followed only by the cassa-
tion instance — the Senate. Adjudication of cases in
Riga Regional Court will have certain features of an
appeal instance, since according to the proposed
amendments to the Civil Procedure Law the rea-
soned part of the judgement will contain analysis
of the Industrial Property Appeal Board’s decision.
However the court will not decide on the validity of
the Industrial Property Appeal Board’s decision (as
in case of complaint) but will settle the dispute on
the merits.

Considering that general jurisdiction courts
are better prepared for dealing with substantive
law provisions in industrial property disputes, as
well as the fact that administrative procedure is not
aimed at settling private law disputes, the work-
ing group had initially planned a more extensive
procedural reform: examination of all industrial
property disputes under civil procedure. We can
agree that the draft law now contains only a partial
compromise solution since administrative proce-
dure will continue to be applied in appeal cases.
Nevertheless we can hope for a greater uniformity
in examination of industrial property disputes than
we have had until now. Only a tiny part of disputes
will remain within the jurisdiction of administra-
tive courts taking into account that the number of
Patent Office’s decisions appealed to courts has
been insignificant during the last few years.

The last division of the draft law deals with rep-
resentation of persons in industrial property cases.
It contains provisions on general aspects of rep-
resentation before the Patent Office and Industrial
Property Appeal Board: the basic principles of rep-
resentation, authorization of representative, proof of
authorization. Professional patent attorneys will be
allowed to represent their clients without submitting
the power of attorney. As compared to the current
rather limited regulation (Section 26 of the Patent
Law) the State is expected to provide more exten-
sive support guarantees to the profession of patent
attorneys while imposing stricter requirements for
a person to become a professional patent attorney
and afterwards to perform the functions of a patent
attorney. All Latvia’s professional patent attorneys
will be members of their professional corporation —
the Association of Latvian Professional Patent Attor-
neys that will be a self-governing autonomous body
governed by public law and will take responsible
actions to maintain high professional and ethical
standards thus strengthening the prestige of the
profession in Latvia and abroad.



Pasreizéja laikposma turpinas darbs pie
RUpnieciska Tpasuma likuma projekta saska-
nosanas un precizé$anas, nemot véra dazadu
institlciju viedok|us, ka arT darbs pie attiecigu
grozijumu izstrades un saskanoSanas Patentu
likuma, likuma ,Par pre¢u zimém un Jeografis-
kas izcelsmes noradém”, Dizainparaugu likuma,
Pusvaditaju izstradajumu topografiju aizsardzi-
bas likuma, Civilprocesa likuma un likuma ,Par
nodokliem un nodevam”. Saskano$anas proce-
sa mekléjot kompromisus, ir svarigi nepazau-
dét visa projekta izveides pamata liktas idejas
un nostadnes, lai saglabatu iecerétas reformas
virzibu uz Latvijas rUpnieciska TpaSuma aizsar-
dzibas sistémas butisku pilnveidoSanu un attis-
tibu.

GROZIJUMI PATENTU LIKUMA

Lai precizétu atseviSskas 2007. gada
15. februara Patentu likuma normas, tika saga-
tavots likumprojekts ,Grozijumi Patentu likuma”.
Sie grozijumi stajas spéka 2010. gada 17. no-
vembrt.

Cita redakcija tika izteikts likuma
11. pants, kas veltits izgudrojumiem, kuri
skar valsts aizsardzibas intereses. Aizsar-
dzibas ministrija izgudrojumam var pieskirt
slepena izgudrojuma statusu. Patenta pie-
SkirSanas proceddra $adu patenta pieteiku-
mu un patentu nepublisko. PubliskoSana var
notikt péc slepenibas statusa atcelSanas.
Paredzéts art reguléjums par patentipasnie-
ka mantisko tiestbu apjomu slepena izgudro-
juma gadijuma.

Patentu valdes oficiala izdevuma ,Patenti
un Prec¢u Zimes” publikacija papira forma pédéja
laika bija maz pieprasita un izraisija neattaisnoti
lielas izmaksas. Kops$ Sis izdevums tiek publicéts
elektroniska forma, tas ir érti un bez maksas pie-
ejams lietotajiem Patentu valdes timek|a vietné.
Lai precizétu elektroniskas publikacijas juridisko
spéku, jauna redakcija izteikts Patentu likuma
23. pants.

Likuma 26. pants ir papildinats ar noteiku-
miem par valsts nodevu par profesionalo patent-
pilnvaroto kvalifikacijas eksamena kartoSanu
un grozijumiem Profesionalo patentpilnvaroto
registra. ArT agrak par eksamena kartoSanu tika
iekaséta valsts nodeva, jo, rikojot eksamenu,
valsts sniedz pakalpojumu privatpersonam un
nodroSina pamatojumu profesionalo patentpiln-
varoto saimnieciskajai darbibai.

Patentu likuma 38. panta ietverta norma,
kas nosaka patentipasnieka pienakumu neka-
véjoties pazinot Patentu valdei par grozijumiem
vai konstatétajam klGdam registra zinas, ka art
S§adu grozijumu un K|Gdu labojumu veik§anas
kartibu.

_Jio) ]|

Work on coordination and specification of
the draft Industrial Property Law, taking into ac-
count the opinions of various institutions, is cur-
rently in progress, just like work on drafting and
coordination of amendments to the Patent Law,
the Law on Trade Marks and Indications of Geo-
graphical Origin, the Law on Industrial Designs,
the Law on Protection of Topographies of Semi-
conductor Products, the Civil Procedure Law
and the Law on Taxes and Fees. While seeking
compromises during the coordination process it
is essential not to lose the ideas and viewpoints
laid at the basis of the whole project in order to
continue the progress of the proposed reform to-
wards the development of the system of indus-
trial property protection in Latvia.

AMENDMENTS TO THE PATENT LAW

In order to define more precisely some pro-
visions of the Patent Law of February 15, 2007,
a draft law “Amendments to the Patent Law” was
drawn up. The amendments entered into force
on November 17, 2010.

Section 11 of the Patent Law dealing with
inventions affecting the interests of State defence
was expressed in new wording. The Ministry of
Defence may allocate the status of secret inven-
tion to such an invention. In this case the patent
application and the patent are not made public
during the procedure for patent granting. They
can be made public following the revocation of the
secret status. The law will also contain provisions
on the scope of the ownership right of the holder
of the patent to the secret invention.

During the last few years there was little de-
mand for the paper version of the Patent Office’s
official publication ,Patenti un PreCu Zimes” and
the costs of printing were too high. The electronic
version of the official publication is now available
free of charge on the Patent Office’s website. In
order to establish the legal effects of the electronic
publication Section 23 of the Patent Law was ex-
pressed in new wording.

Section 26 of the law has been supplemented
by provisions on the State fee for taking the qualifica-
tion examination of patent attorney and for making
amendments to the Register of professional patent
attorneys. A State fee for taking the qualification ex-
amination was charged in the past as well since by
organizing the examination the State offers a service
to private persons and provides the basis for eco-
nomic activities of professional patent attorneys.

Section 38 of the Patent Law stipulates that
the owner of the patent shall inform the Patent
Office without delay about any amendments or
mistakes detected in the data included in the reg-
ister, as well as defines the procedure for making
such amendments and correcting mistakes.



SINGAPURAS LIGUMA
SPEKA STASANAS UN GROZIJUMI
LIKUMA ,PAR PRECU ZIMEM UN
GEOGRAFISKAS IZCELSMES
NORADEM”

Latvija bija sesta valsts, kas savulaik rati-
ficeja 2006. gada 27. marta Singapdras ligumu
par preCu zimém. Singapdras ligums attieciba
uz ta pirmajam 10 daltbvalstim, Latviju ieskai-
tot, stajas speka 2009. gada 16. marta. Izpildot
prasibas, kas ietvertas Singapiras liguma, tika
sagatavoti grozijumi likuma ,Par preCu zZimém
un geografiskas izcelsmes noradém”. Grozijumi
stajas spéka 2010. gada 17. novembrl.

Singapdras ligums talak izvérs un papildina
1994. gada 27. oktobra Pre¢u zimju liguma notei-
kumus, kuri Latvija bija spéka jau kops 1999. gada
28. decembra. So starptautisko normu mérkis ir
harmonizét precu zimju registracijas administra-
tivo procedidru elementus, nosakot maksimalas
prasibas, kddas precu zimju redistracijas iesta-
de var izvirzit iesniedzamajiem dokumentiem,
dokumentu iesniegSanas un darbibu veikSanas
kartibai. Latvija pastavoso $o jautajumu regulé-
jumu un Patentu valdes praksi jau agrak varéja
uzskatit par mdsdienigu, iznemot vienu aspektu.
Proti, noteikumi par personai pieejamiem atvieg-
lojumiem gadijumos, kad nebija ievérots kads
termin$ darbibu izpildei iestade, tikai dalgji atbil-
da Singaplras llguma noteikumiem. Tagad cita
redakcija izteiktais likuma 22. pants saglaba ie-
Sp€ju sanemt termina pagarindjumu, ja persona
to 10dz brid1, kad termin$ vél nav nokavéts, bet,
ja termins jau beidzies, no jauna ieviestais regu-
[8jums 22.1, 22.2 un 22.3panta paredz lietvedibas
turpinaSanas iespéju un zaudéto tiesibu atjau-
noSanas iespéju. Sie noteikumi ir piemérojami
ar zinamiem nosacijumiem, ieskaitot attiecigas
valsts nodevas samaksu, un paredzéti iznému-
mi, kad tos piemérot nevar. Terminu atviegloju-
mi ir lTdzigi Patentu likuma noteiktajiem, ka art
attiecigiem noteikumiem Kopienas pre€u zimju
registracijas procedara.

Saistiba ar jauna Maksatnespéjas likuma
staSanos spéka bija nepiecieSami papildinaju-
mi likuma ,Par preCu zZimém un Jeografiskas
izcelsmes noradém” 25." panta, lai nodroSinatu
iespéju precu zimju registra fiksét ne tikai precu
Zimes iesaistiSanu maksatnespéjas procesa vai
apkilasanu, bet arT gadijumus, kad pre€u zime
iesaistita komercsabiedribas tiesiskas aizsardzi-
bas procesa.

Likuma izdariti arm dazi sikaki grozijumi.
Sniegtas atsauces uz Eiropas Savienibas aktu
jaunajam, kodificétajam versijam — PreCu zimju
direktivu 2008/95/EK un Kopienas pre€u zimju
regulu (EK) Nr. 207/2009, ka arT precizétas dazas
iekSéejas atsauces uz konkrétam likuma normam.

ENTRY INTO FORCE OF THE SINGAPORE
TREATY ON THE LAW OF TRADEMARKS
AND AMENDMENTS TO THE LAW ON
TRADE MARKS AND INDICATIONS
OF GEOGRAPHICAL ORIGIN

Latvia was the sixth country to ratify the Singa-
pore Treaty on the Law of Trademarks of March 27,
2006. The Singapore Treaty entered into force
with respect to the first ten member states (includ-
ing Latvia) on March 16, 2009. In order to comply
with the provisions of the Singapore Treaty amend-
ments to the Law on Trade Marks and Indications
of Geographical Origin were drafted. The amend-
ments entered into force on November 17, 2010.

The Singapore Treaty expands on and comple-
ments the provisions of the Trademark Law Treaty
of October 27, 1994, that had been in force in the
territory of Latvia since December 28, 1999. The
aim of the international norms is to harmonize the
administrative procedures for trademark registration
by establishing the maximum requirements that a
trademark registration office may impose with re-
spect to procedures before the office. The norms
that were in force in Latvia, as well as the Patent Of-
fice’s practices could be regarded as up-to-date with
one exception. The provisions on relief measures
in case of failure to comply with time limits only par-
tially complied with the provisions of the Singapore
Treaty. The new wording of Section 22 of the Law on
Trade Marks and Indications of Geographical Origin
retains a possibility of receiving extension of terms if
a person requests such extension while the term in
question has not yet expired but in cases when the
term has been missed the newly introduced Sec-
tions 22.", 22.2 and 22.3 provide for a possibility of
continued processing and reinstatement of rights.
These norms are applicable under certain condi-
tions, including payment of a State fee, and provide
for exceptions when these norms cannot be applied.
Relief measures in case of failure to comply with time
limits are similar to those of the Patent Law, as well
as the provisions under the Community trademark
registration procedure.

In connection with the entry into force of the new
Insolvency Law, Section 25." of the Law on Trade
Marks and Indications of Geographical Origin had to
be supplemented to provide for a possibility to record
in the trademark register not only involvement of a
trademark in insolvency proceedings or its attachment,
but also cases when a trademark is involved in legal
protection proceedings of a commercial company.

A few minor amendments have been made
as well. The law includes references to the new
codified versions of the European Union legis-
lation — the Trade Marks Directive 2008/95/EC
and the Community Trade Mark Regulation (EC)
207/2009. Also some internal references to spe-
cific provisions of the law have been updated.

BN



PATENTU LIGUMA SPEKA
STASANAS

Saeima 2009. gada 26. novembrT pienéma
likumu ,Par Patentu ligumu”. 2000. gada 1. jini-
ja Patentu lgums, [dzigi Singapdras Ilgumam
precu zimju joma, regulé patentu administrativo
procediru elementus ar mérki starptautiski har-
monizét un vienkarsot Sadas proceddras, tadéja-
di atvieglinot ar patenttiesibu iegiSanu un spéka
uzturéSanu saistito darbibu izpildi daltbvalstis.
Patentu ligums Latvija stajas spéka 2010. gada
12. janija.

CITAS AKTIVITATES

Patentu valdes sniegto maksas pakalpoju-
mu cenradis tika papildinats ar jauniem maksas
pakalpojumiem, ka art svitroti atseviSki pakalpo-
jumi, kuri faktiski netika izmantoti. Attiecigi grozi-
jumi Ministru kabineta 2005. gada 1. novembra
noteikumos Nr. 828 ,Noteikumi par Patentu val-
des sniegto maksas pakalpojumu cenradi”’ sta-
jas spéka 2010. gada 11. septembri.

Lai panaktu rdpnieciska TpaSuma valsts
nodevu atbilstibu Patentu likuma un likuma ,Par
preCu zZImém un geografiskas izcelsmes nora-
dem” izdaritajiem grozijumiem, 2010. gada no-
galé tika sagatavoti projekti attiecigiem groziju-
miem Ministru kabineta noteikumos. Grozijums
Ministru kabineta 2007. gada 4. decembra notei-
kumos Nr. 824  Noteikumi par valsts nodevu par
izgudrojumu tiesisko aizsardzibu” un grozijumi
Ministru kabineta 2008. gada 1. aprila noteiku-
mos Nr. 225 ,Noteikumi par valsts nodevu par
pre€u zimju tiesisko aizsardzibu” stajas speka ar
2011. gada 26. februari.

Ta ka Patentu likums paredz valsts node-
vu par profesionalo patentpilnvaroto eksamena
kartoSanu un par grozijumiem Profesionalo pa-
tentpilnvaroto registra, tika sagatavoti art grozi-
jumi Ministru kabineta 2007. gada 4. septembra
noteikumos Nr. 602 ,Noteikumi par profesio-
nalo patentpilnvaroto registra saturu, registra
uzturéSanas kartibu un patentpilnvaroto kvali-
fikacijas eksamena kartibu”. PaSreizéjo formu
tie gan ieguva tikai 2011. gada 30. april1, kad
stajas spéka jauni Ministru kabineta 2011. gada
26. aprila noteikumi Nr. 317 ,Noteikumi par
profesionalo patentpilnvaroto registra saturu,
registra uzturé$anas kartibu un patentpilnva-
roto kvalifikacijas eksamena kartibu”, kuri visai
batiski precizéja pieteikSanos eksamenam un
eksamena norisi.

Patentu valdes specialisti parskata perio-
da turpinaja piedalities ripnieciska TpaSuma
organizaciju aktivitatés, kas vérsti uz starptau-
tiskd un regionald normativa regul€juma un
prakses attistibu: Pasaules Intelektuala 1pa-
Suma organizacijas (WIPO), Eiropas Patentu

HEEE

ENTRY INTO FORCE OF THE
PATENT LAW TREATY

The Saeima (Parliament) adopted the Law on
the Patent Law Treaty on November 26, 2009. Like
the Singapore Treaty in the field of trademarks, the
Patent Law Treaty of June 1, 2000, governs patent
administrative procedures in order to internationally
harmonize and simplify these procedures, there-
by facilitating the activities related to the acquisi-
tion and maintenance of patent rights in Member
States. The Patent Law Treaty entered into force
with respect to Latvia on June 12, 2010.

OTHER ACTIVITIES

The price-list for chargeable services ren-
dered by the Patent Office has been supplemented
by new services while some of the unused services
have been deleted. The respective amendments to
Cabinet Regulations No. 828 of November 1, 2005,
“Regulations on the Price-List for Chargeable Serv-
ices Rendered by the Patent Office” entered into
force on September 11, 2010.

In order to achieve compliance of industrial
property State fees with the provisions of the Pat-
ent Law and the Law on Trade Marks and Geo-
graphical Indications, as amended, the relevant
amendments to Cabinet regulations were drawn
up at the end of 2010. Amendment to Cabinet
Regulations No. 824 of December 4, 2007, “Regu-
lations on the State Fee for Legal Protection of
Inventions” and amendments to Cabinet Regula-
tions No. 225 of April 1, 2008, “Regulations on the
State Fee for Legal Protection of Trademarks”
came into force on February 26, 2011.

Since the Patent Law provides for a State fee
for taking the examination of professional patent at-
torneys and for making amendments to the Regis-
ter of professional patent attorneys, amendments to
the Cabinet Regulations No. 602 of September 4,
2007, “Regulations on the Contents of the Register
of Professional Patent Attorneys, Procedures for the
Maintenance of the Register and Procedures for the
Qualification Examination of Patent Attorneys” were
prepared. They obtained the current form only on
April 30, 2011, when the new Cabinet Regulations
No. 317 of April 26, 2011, “Regulations on the Con-
tents of the Register of Professional Patent Attorneys,
Procedures for the Maintenance of the Register and
Procedures for the Qualification Examination of Pat-
ent Attorneys” entered into force and substantially
changed the procedure for applying for the examina-
tion, as well as the examination process.

During the reporting period the Patent Office’s
staff continued to participate in the activities of in-
dustrial property organizations aimed at the devel-
opment of international and regional legal regula-
tions and practices: such as standing and special
committees, expert groups, working groups and



organizacijas (EPO), lek$gja tirgus saskano-
Sanas biroja (ITSB) un citu organizaciju pa-
stavigajas un specialajas komitejas, ekspertu
grupas, darba grupas un sazinas sanaksmes.
Jaatzist gan, ka ierobezota finanséjuma dé|
Patentu valdes parstavju Iidzdaliba Sajos pa-
sakumos parskata laikposma bija mazak ak-
tiva, neka batu vélams. Tomér art tie forumi,
kas bija musu specialistiem pieejami, deva
iespéju sekot starptautiskajai attistibai rtpnie-
ciska TpaSuma aizsardzibas joma un sniedza
daudz jaunu atzinu.

liaison meetings of the World Intellectual Property
Organization (WIPO), the European Patent Organi-
zation (EPO), the Office for Harmonization in Inter-
nal Market (Trade Marks and Designs) (OHIM) and
other organizations. We have to admit that due to
limited funding the participation of the Patent Office’s
representatives in these activities was less active
during the reporting period than it should have been.
However, those forums that could be attended by our
experts, allowed them to follow the tendencies of in-
ternational development in the field of industrial prop-
erty protection and gave them new knowledge.

HEER
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Department of Examination of Inventions

PIETEICEJU AKTIVITATE

Pieteicéju vélme iesniegt pieteikumus
parskata perioda saglabajusies pietiekoSi aug-
sta. Ta atbilst arT Latvijas rlpniecibas stavok-
lim. 2009. gada iesniegti 243 pieteikumi, bet
2010. gada — 185 pieteikumi. Priecé, ka pedé-
jos gados pieaudzis no Latvijas iesniegto Eiro-
pas patentu pieteikumu skaits — 2007. gada —
20, 2008. gada — 44 un 2009. gada — 49, Tpasi
ievérojot, ka izmaksas Latvijas pieteicgjiem ir
relativi augstas. Japateicas arT Eiropas Savie-
nibas uznéméjdarbibu veicinoSu programmu
darbibai. Péd&jos gados ir palielinajies arT pa-
tentu pieteicéju skaits, kuru atraSanas vieta ir
arpus Rigas.

Aplukojot lielakos pieteicéjus, var secinat,
ka Latvija pédéjos gados raksturigs pieteikumu
skaita pieaugums no augstskolam, un neap-
Saubama Ilidere patentu pieteikumu iesniegSa-
na ir Rigas Tehniska universitate. Pieaudzis art
iesniegto pieteikumu skaits no Latvijas Lauk-
saimniecibas universitates un Rigas Stradina
universitates. Salidzindjumam — Latvija spéka
esoSo Eiropas patentu Tpasnieki galvenokart ir
farmacijas uznémumi, kas aizsargd savus iz-
gudrojumus Kimijas un farmacijas jomas (C un
A klasé). Tas norada uz to, ka citas nozarés
arvalstu uzpémumi konkurentus Latvija nesa-
skata.

ACTIVITY OF APPLICANTS

In the reporting period the willingness of
applicants to submit applications was consider-
ably high. This is in accord with the actual situ-
ation in Latvia’s industry. 234 applications were
filed in 2009 whereas 185 applications were filed
in 2010. It is pleasant that the number of Europe-
an patent applications submitted from Latvia has
been on the rise in recent years — 20 in 2007,
44 in 2008 and 49 in 2009, noting that the ap-
plication costs are considerably high for Latvia’s
applicants. European Union programs for promo-
tion of entrepreneurship have also contributed to
this effect. In recent years the number of patent
applicants from outside Riga has increased.

Looking closer at the applicants the conclu-
sion is that Latvia’s higher educational establish-
ments have shown an increased activity over
the past years, Riga Technical University being
an absolute leader in submitting patent applica-
tions. The number of applications from Latvia
filed by the Latvian Academy of Agriculture and
Riga Stradin$ University has also increased. To
compare — owners of European patents valid
in Latvia are mostly pharmaceutical companies
that protect their inventions in the areas of chem-
istry and pharmacy (Class C and Class A). This
means that foreign companies see no competi-
tors in other sectors in Latvia.

Patentu pieteikumu skaits (2006.—-2010. gads). Sadalijjums pa kategorijam
Number of Patent Applications (2006—-2010). Breakdown by Categories

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Nacionalie pieteikumi 131 147 215 243 185
National applications

To skaita Latvijas pieteicéju pieteikumi 114 139 206 240 178

Including domestic applications
Starptautiskie pieteikumi (PCT)
International (PCT) applications 20 15 ! 0 0
Kopa 151 162 222 243 185
Total




PIETEICEJU AKTIVITATE ACTIVITY OF APPLICANTS

Pieteicéju vélme iesniegt pieteikumus In the reporting period the willingness of
parskata perioda saglabajusies pietiekoSi aug- applicants to submit applications was consider-
sta. Ta atbilst arT Latvijas rGpniecibas stavok- ably high. This is in accord with the actual situ-
lim. 2009. gada iesniegti 243 pieteikumi, bet ation in Latvia’s industry. 234 applications were

Pieskirto patentu skaits (2006.—2010. gads). Sadalijums pa kategorijam
Number of Granted Patents (2006—2010). Breakdown by Categories

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
Pieskirto patentu skaits, pamatojoties uz
nacionalajiem pieteikumiem 90 110 163 194 184
Granted patents for national applications
To skaita Latvijas pieteicgjiem piesSkirtie patenti 81 96 150 184 178
Including patents granted to domestic applicants
Pieskirto patentu skaits, pamatojoties uz
starptautiskajiem ple_telkuml_em (PCT)_ . 29 12 15 8 0
Granted patents for international applications
(PCT)
Apstiprinatie Eiropas patenti
Validated European Patents 0 16 147 370 540
Attiecinatie Eiropas patenti
Extended European Patents 701 665 547 424 309
Registrétie Eiropas patenti 1 0 0 0 0
Registered European patents
Kopa 821 | 87 | 872 | 99 | 1033
Total
Galvenie nacionalo patentu pieteikumu iesniedzéji
Major Applicants under the National Procedure

Pieteicejs Kopa

Applicant 2009 2010 Total

RIGAS TEHNISKA UNIVERSITATE 47 33 80

RIGA TECHNICAL UNIVERSITY

LATVIJAS LAUKSAIMNIECIBAS UNIVERSITATE 18 19 37

LATVIAN UNIVERSITY OF AGRICULTURE

RIGAS STRADINA UNIVERSITATE 10 12 29

RIGA STRADINS UNIVERSITY
TETRA, SIA 1 2 13
LATVIJAS UNIVERSITATE

UNIVERSITY OF LATVIA 3 3 6
LATVIJAS BIOMEDICINAS PETIJUMU UN STUDIJU

CENTRS 5 1 6
LATVIAN BIOMEDICAL RESEARCH AND STUDY

CENTRE

INTERNATIONAL CLASSIC COSMOENERGY > 4 6
FEDERATION

GRINDEKS, A/S 5 0 5
JASTREBOVS Valerijs 3 2 5
DZINTARS, A/S 4 1 5
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Uznémumi, kuriem ir visvairak Eiropas patentu, kas stajusies spéka Latvija
Companies having the Greatest Number of European Patents Valid in Latvia

Pieteicéjs Valsts Kopa
Applicarjrt Country 2009 2010 TotI:\I
ELI LILLY AND COMPANY us 18 23 41
AstraZeneca AB SE 25 15 40
Sanofi-Aventis FR 13 23 36
Janssen Pharmaceutica NV BE 1" 17 28
Grunenthal GmbH DE 13 15 28
Les Laboratoires Servier FR 9 19 28
EURO-CELTIQUE S.A. LU 17 9 26
GLAXO GROUP LIMITED GB 10 13 23
NOVARTIS AG CH 7 16 23
F.HOFFMANN-LA ROCHE AG CH 14 9 23
BASF SE DE 9 13 22
Schering Corporation us 10 12 22
ALCON INC. CH 8 12 20
Bayer Schering Pharma Aktiengesellschaft DE 9 8 17
SIGMA-TAU Industrie Farmaceutiche Riunite S.p.A. IT 9 7 16
Boehringer Ingelheim International GmbH DE 7 8 15
Sanofi-Aventis Deutschland GmbH DE 11 4 15
Genentech, Inc. us 4 10 14
N.V. Organon NL 8 4 12
Philip Morris Products S.A. CH 7 5 12
Aventis Pharma S.A. FR 6 5 11
Merck & Co., Inc. us 7 4 11
Bristol-Myers Squibb Company us 5 5 10
Pfizer Products Inc. us 2 7 9
TELIASONERA AB SE 3 6 9
Immatics Biotechnologies GmbH DE 3 6 9
Nestec S.A. CH 8 0 8
Arena Pharmaceuticals, Inc. us 3 5 8
H. LUNDBECK A/S DK 6 2 8
Merck Sharp & Dohme Corp. us 0 7 7
INDENA S.p.A. IT 3 4 7
Tibotec Pharmaceuticals Ltd. IE 2 5 7
Wobben, Aloys DE 4 3 7
OTSUKA PHARMACEUTICAL CO., LTD. JP 1 6 7
Solvay Pharmaceuticals B.V. NL 5 2 7
Amrona AG CH 4 2 6
DOMPE" pha.rma S.p.A. IT 2 4 6
Boehringer Ingelheim Pharma GmbH & Co.KG DE 4 2 6
Aventis Pharmaceuticals Inc. us 2 4 6
EGIS Gydgyszergyar Nyrt HU 3 3 6
SMITHKLINE BEECHAM CORPORATION us 3 3 6
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Nycomed GmbH DE 4 2 6
INDAG Gesellschaft fur Industriebedarf mbH & Co.

Betriebs KG DE 6 0 6
Abloy Oy Fl 0 5 5
ETHICON ENDO-SURGERY, INC. us 4 1 5
Aziende Chimiche Riunite Angelini Francesco T 2 3 5
A.C.RAF. Sp.A.

Almirall, S.A. ES 0 5 5
Pfizer Limited GB 2 3 5
Merck Serono SA CH 3 2 5
X-Technology Swiss GmbH CH 3 2 5
YEDA RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT CO., LTD. IL 3 2 5
CEPHALON, INC. us 3 2 5
Japan Tobacco Inc. JP 3 2 5
Tehalit GmbH DE 4 1 5
Merck Patent GmbH DE 4 1 5

2010. gada — 185 pieteikumi. Priecé, ka pede-
jos gados pieaudzis no Latvijas iesniegto Eiro-
pas patentu pieteikumu skaits — 2007. gada —
20, 2008. gada — 44 un 2009. gada - 49, 1pasi
ieverojot, ka izmaksas Latvijas pieteicgjiem ir
relativi augstas. Japateicas ar1 Eiropas Savie-
nibas uznéméjdarbibu veicinoSu programmu
darbibai. Pédéjos gados ir palielingjies arT pa-
tentu pieteicéju skaits, kuru atraSanas vieta ir
arpus Rigas.

Aplukojot lielakos pieteicgjus, var secinat,
ka Latvija pedé&jos gados raksturigs pieteikumu
skaita pieaugums no augstskolam, un neap-
Saubama Iidere patentu pieteikumu iesniegSa-
na ir Rigas Tehniska universitate. Pieaudzis art
iesniegto pieteikumu skaits no Latvijas Lauk-
saimniecibas universitates un Rigas Stradina
universitates. Salidzindjumam — Latvija spéka
esoSo Eiropas patentu Tpasnieki galvenokart ir
farmacijas uznémumi, kas aizsargad savus iz-

filed in 2009 whereas 185 applications were filed
in 2010. It is pleasant that the number of Europe-
an patent applications submitted from Latvia has
been on the rise in recent years — 20 in 2007,
44 in 2008 and 49 in 2009, noting that the ap-
plication costs are considerably high for Latvia’s
applicants. European Union programs for promo-
tion of entrepreneurship have also contributed to
this effect. In recent years the number of patent
applicants from outside Riga has increased.
Looking closer at the applicants the conclu-
sion is that Latvia’s higher educational establish-
ments have shown an increased activity over
the past years, Riga Technical University being
an absolute leader in submitting patent applica-
tions. The number of applications from Latvia
filed by the Latvian Academy of Agriculture and
Riga Stradin$ University has also increased. To
compare — owners of European patents valid
in Latvia are mostly pharmaceutical companies

Latvijas patentu skaits 2009.—-2010. gada. Sadalijums péc izcelsmes valsts
Number of Latvian Patents 2009—-2010. Breakdown by Origin

Valsts Country 2009 2010
Latvija LV 240 178
Kipra CcY 0 3
Lietuva LT 0 2
Danija DK 0 1
Taivana TW 0 1
Igaunija EE 2 0
Krievija RU 1 0
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Eiropas patentu skaits 2009.—2010. gada. Sadalijums péc izcelsmes valsts
Number of European Patents 2009-2010. Breakdown by Origin

Valsts Country 2009 2010
Vacija DE 161 162
ASV us 139 157
Sveice CH 86 81
Francija FR 66 79
Italija IT 56 61
Lielbritanija GB 30 51
Belgija BE 21 34
Zviedrija SE 38 32
Niderlande NL 29 24
Austrija AT 19 21
Japana JP 14 20
Somija Fl 16 18
Spanija ES 13 18
Luksemburga LU 20 14
Trija IE 10 12
Danija DK 17 11
Paréjas valstis Other countries 59 54

gudrojumus Kimijas un farmacijas jomas (C un
A klasé). Tas nordda uz to, ka citas nozarés
arvalstu uzpémumi konkurentus Latvija nesa-
skata.

Pédejos gados pieaug art pieskirto paten-
tu skaits. 2010. gada spéka stajusos patentu
skaits parsniedz 1000, sasniedzot skaitli —
1033. 178 no Siem patentiem pieder Latvijas
pieteic&jiem.

PATENTU IZCELSMES VALSTIS

Lielakais skaits 2009. un 2010. gada pie-
Skirto patentu Latvija (nacionalie un Eiropas
patenti) pieder Latvijas fiziskajam un juridis-
kajam personam — 418 vai 20,6%. Vacijas un
ASV personam pieder attiecigi 323 (15,9%) un
296 (14,5%) Saja laika posma pieskirto patentu.
Salidzinot ar laiku pirms pieciem gadiem, ne-
daudz pieaudzis Latvijas personam piederoso
patentu skaits (2006. gada tas bija 10%). Dati
liecina, ka Latvija nav izteiktas Iideres starp
ripniecibas nozarém, kura tehniskos risinaju-
mus visvairak aizsargatu ar patentiem. lespé-
jams ar1, ka Sie dati pilntba neraksturo Latvijas
pieteicéju aktivitati, jo ne vienmér viniem nepie-
cieSams aizsargat izgudrojumu Latvija. Atsevis-
ki uznémumi izvélas citu stratégiju — aizsarga
savus izgudrojumus valstis, kuras atrodami vinu
konkurenti.

HOHEE

that protect their inventions in the areas of chem-
istry and pharmacy (Class C and Class A). This
means that foreign companies see no competi-
tors in other sectors in Latvia.

The number of granted patents is also on
the rise in recent years. Over 1000 patents en-
tered into effect in 2010 and reached the number
of 1033. 178 of these are owned by Latvia’s ap-
plicants.

COUNTRIES OF ORIGIN OF PATENTS

Majority of patents in Latvia granted in 2009
and 2010 (national and European patents) are
owned by Latvia’s natural and legal persons —
418 or 20.6%. Persons from Germany and U.S.
own 323 (15.9%) and 296 (14.5%) respectively
of the patents granted within this period. As com-
pared to five years ago the number of patents
owned by Latvia’s persons has risen slightly
(10% in 2006). Figures show that there is no
distinct leader among Latvia's industries where
technical solutions would be protected with pat-
ents the most. It may be also that these figures
do not characterise the activity of Latvia’s ap-
plicants precisely because it is not always that
they need to protect their inventions in Latvia.
Individual companies choose another strategy —
to protect their inventions in the countries where
their competitors are located.



Pieskirto patentu skaits atkariba no ekspertizes ilguma (2009.—2010. gads)
Number of Granted Patents as Related to the Time of Examination (2009-2010)
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EKSPERTIZES DARBS

Latvijas Patentu valdes neliela eksper-
tu kolektiva darbu raksturo termini, kuros tiek
pieskirti patenti. Latvija nav aizkavé$anas un
nav uzkrajusies neizskatiti pieteikumi. Patentu
pieSkirS8ana notiek taltt péc 18 ménesu beigam
vai, ja pieteikumam ir prioritate vai pieteicéjs
prasa paatrinatu izskatidanu, tad, nemot véra,
ka netiek veikta ekspertize attieciba uz novi-
tati vai izgudrojuma Iimeni, to iesp&jams veikt
1saka laika. Salidzinot ekspertizes laiku perio-
da no 2009. Iidz 2010. gadam ar iepriek8&jo
divu gadu periodu no 2007. lldz 2008. gadam,
varam secinat, ka lagumu skaits par patentu
pieteikumu paatrinatu izskatiS8anu nav 1pasi sa-
mazindjies. Tadéel nakotné batu vélams izvertet
lietderigd modela aizsardzibas sistémas ievie-
Sanu, grozot arT patenta pieskirSanas procedu-
ru, lai pieteikumam vismaz tiktu veikts patenta
meklgjums.

EXAMINERS’ WORK

The work performed by the small staff of the
Department of Examination of Inventions of Latvia’s
Patent Office is characterized by the timeframes of
granting patents. There is no delay in Latvia and no
unexamined applications have accumulated. The
patents are granted immediately after the end of the
18-month period, or in case it is a priority application
or the applicant requests accelerated examination,
taking into account that novelty or invention level
is not examined, the process may take less time.
Comparison of the examination time from 2009 to
2010 with the previous two-year period from 2007
to 2008 reveals that the number of requests for
accelerated examination of patent applications has
not dropped remarkably. Due to this it would be
desirable to evaluate the possible introduction of
the utility model protection system also amending
the patent granting procedure so that at least patent
search would be made for the application.

HEEEN
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Department of Trademarks and Industrial Designs

Patentu valdes Pre¢u zimju un dizain-
paraugu departaments 2009. un 2010. gada
ir attistijies un pilnveidojies I1dzigi visiem pa-
réjiem Patentu valdes departamentiem, par
saviem galvenajiem uzdevumiem uzskatot
prec¢u zimju un dizainparaugu registraciju Lat-
vija, ar $o registraciju saistito proceddru no-
dro8inasanu un pilnveidoSanu, ka arT ar pre¢u
zImju un dizainparaugu registraciju, biezi art
plasaka nozimé — ar to aizsardzibu — saistito
praktisko un teorétisko jautajumu risinasanu
Latvija.

Departamenta darbinieki piedalijuSies
Pasaules Intelektuala TpaSuma organizacijas
rikotajas Nicas Savienibas (Nicas noligums
par pre¢u un pakalpojumu starptautisko kla-
sifikaciju zimju registracijai) Sagatavo$anas
darba grupas sesijas, Pre€u zimju, dizainpa-
raugu un geografisko norazu pastavigas ko-
mitejas sesijas, Madrides sistémas (Madrides
noligums par zimju starptautisko registraciju
un Madrides noliguma par zimju starptautis-
ko registraciju protokols) pilnveido$anas dar-
ba grupas sesijas, lek3éja tirgus saskano-
Sanas biroja (preCu zimes un dizainparaugi)
(turpmak — ITSB) sazinas sanaksmés, ka art
parstavéjusi Latvijas Republiku Eiropas Pado-
mes un Komisijas darba grupas, kuras skatiti
ar pre€u zimju un dizainparaugu aizsardzibu
saistiti jautajumi.

PRECU ZIMES

2009. un 2010. gada Patentu valdes dar-
btba pre€u zimju joma ir turpinajies iepriek-
8éjo regularo preu zimju pieteikumu izska-
tiSanas darbs gan attieciba uz nacionalaja
procedura iesniegtajiem pieteikumiem, gan
attieciba uz starptautiskajam registracijam,
kas stajusas speéka saskana ar Madrides no-
[Tlgumu par zimju starptautisko registraciju
(turpmak — Madrides noligums) un Madrides
noliguma par zimju starptautisko registraciju
protokolu (turpmak — Madrides protokols). Sa-
[Tdzinot ar iepriek8€jiem gadiem, redzams, ka
2009. gada Patentu valdé nacionalaja proce-
ddra sanemts lidz 8im vismazakais pieteiku-

The Department of Trademarks and Industri-
al Designs has been progressing and developing
during 2009, and 2010 along with other depart-
ments of the Patent Office. Its main tasks were
to register trademarks and industrial designs in
Latvia, to carry out and improve the necessary
procedures related to the registration of trade-
marks and industrial designs, as well as to deal
with the theoretical and practical aspects of their
registration and protection in Latvia.

The employees of the department have tak-
en part in the sessions of the Preparatory Working
Group of the Nice Union (the Nice Agreement Con-
cerning the International Classification of Goods
and Services for the Purposes of the Registration
of Marks), of the Standing Committee on the Law
of Trademarks, Industrial Designs and Geographi-
cal Indications, of the Ad Hoc Working Group on
the Legal Development of the Madrid System (the
Madrid Agreement Concerning the International
Registration of Marks and the Protocol Related
to the Madrid Agreement), all of them organized
by the World Intellectual Property Organization,
as well as in the Liaison Meetings of the Office
for Harmonization in the Internal Market (Trade
Marks and Designs) (hereinafter — OHIM). They
have also represented the Republic of Latvia in
the working groups of the European Council and
the Commission dealing with the issues of trade-
mark and industrial design protection.

TRADEMARKS

The Latvian Patent Office's trademark-
related activities in 2009 and 2010 have been
a continuation of the previously done work re-
lated to the examination of regular trademark
applications (the applications filed under the
national procedure, as well as international
registrations under the Madrid Agreement Con-
cerning the International Registration of Marks
(hereinafter — the Madrid Agreement) and the
Protocol Relating to the Madrid Agreement Con-
cerning the International Registration of Marks
(hereinafter — the Madrid Protocol)). Compared
to the previous years, in 2009 the Patent Office
received the smallest number of applications



mu skaits — tikai 1382 jeb 72% no 2008. gada
sanemto pieteikumu skaita. Tas acimredzot
saistits ar visa pasaulé, tai skaita ari Latvi-
ja, Saja gada pardzivoto ekonomisko krizi.
2010. gada pieteikumu skaits nacionalaja pro-
cedura atkal ir audzis, sasniedzot 1580, kas
ir par 15% vairak neka 2009. gada un, cita
starpa, liecina arT par ekonomiskas dzives ak-
tivizéSanos. Salidzinot ar iepriek§éjo parskata
periodu, par apméram vienu treSdaju samazi-
najies art Madrides sistémas ietvaros sanemto
pieteikumu skaits. 2010. gada Madrides sis-
témas ietvaros sanemts Iidz Sim vismazakais
pieteikumu skaits — tikai 1931, bet 2009. gada
tas bijis apméram tads pats ka 1995. — pir-
maja gada, kad Latvija bija Madrides noligu-
ma dalibvalsts. PreCu zimju pieteicégji, lai aiz-
sargatu savas zimes Latvija, aizvien vairak
izmanto iespéju to izdarit ar Kopienas precu
zimes palidzibu — gan piesakot to registracijai
ITSB, gan izmantojot Madrides protokola doto
iespéju aizsargat precu zimi visas Eiropas Sa-
vienibas dalibvalstis, to attiecinot uz Eiropas
Kopienu.

2009. gada beigas Latvija bija spéka
29 284, bet 2010. gada beigas — 29 504 na-
cionalaja procedira registrétas precu zI-
mes. 2009. gada beigas Latvija bija spéeka
51 421 starptautiskaja procedira registréta pre-
Cu zime, bet 2010. — 51 595. 2010. gada beigas
Latvija bija spéka ar1 690 725 registrétas Kopie-
nas preCu zimes. lespéja iznémuma tiesibas uz
pre¢u zimi Latvijas teritorija iegat ar registrétu
Kopienas preCu zimi iespaidojusi arT aktivako
valstu sarakstu nacionalaja un starptautiskaja
procedura sanemto pieteikumu skaita zina — tur
jau kop$ 2004. gada izteikts Iideris ir padmaju
pieteicéji. 2009. gada Latvijas izcelsmes pietei-
kumi sastadija 30,2% no pieteikumu kopskaita,
bet 2010. gada — jau 35,9% no pieteikumu kop-
skaita.

Par nozimigu notikumu Prec¢u zimju un di-
zainparaugu departamenta darba jauzskata tas,
ka Patentu valdes majaslapa kop$ 2010. gada
1. februara ir pieejama Latvija pieteikto un re-
gistréto precu zimju datubaze. Lai $adu pieeju
varétu nodroSinat, liels darbs tika ieguldits arT
iestades iekSiené lietojamas precu zimju infor-
macijas sistémas PATIS uzlaboSana. Pieeja
datubazei ir bez maksas, un taja vienmeér atro-
dama aktuala informacija. Par nozimigu uzla-
bojumu klientu apkalpo$ana jauzskata ari tas,
ka no 2010. gada oktobra Patentu valde ka
maksas pakalpojumu piedava veikt preCu zim-
ju mekléjumus nacionalaja proceddra registréto
pre€u zimju datubazeé ne tikai péc pre€u zimju
vardiskas dalas, bet arl péc to grafiskajiem ele-
mentiem.

under the national procedure so far — only 1382
or 72% of the number of applications received in
2008. This is apparently due to the global eco-
nomic crisis experienced worldwide, Latvia in-
cluding. Whereas in 2010 the number of applica-
tions filed under the national procedure was on
the rise again and reached 1580, which is 15%
up from 2009 and, among all, proves the grow-
ing activity of the economic life. Compared to the
previous reporting period, the number of applica-
tions filed under the Madrid System has dropped
by about one third. The smallest ever number of
applications was filed within the Madrid System
in 2010 — only 1931, whereas in 2009 it nearly
equalled the figure of 1995 — the first year that
Latvia was member of the Madrid Agreement.
In order to protect their trademarks in Latvia,
the trademark applicants more and more often
choose to do this with the help of the Community
marks — both applying their trademark for reg-
istration to OHIM as well as making use of the
Madrid Protocol for protecting the trademark in
all European Union member states by designat-
ing the European Community.

29,284 trademarks registered under the
national procedure were valid in Latvia as of the
end of 2009, and 29,504 as of the end of 2010.
51,421 trademarks registered under the interna-
tional procedure were valid in Latvia as of the
end of 2009, and 51,595 as of the end of 2010.
690,725 registered Community marks were valid
in Latvia as of the end of 2010. The possibility
of obtaining exclusive rights for a trademark on
the territory of Latvia by registering a Community
mark has affected the list of the most active coun-
tries (considering the number of applications filed
under the national and international procedures).
Since 2004, the leading position has been taken
by domestic applicants. In 2009, the number of
trademark applications of Latvian origin consti-
tuted 30.2% of the total number of applications,
whereas in 2010 it went up to 35.9% of the total.

Since February 1 of 2010 the database of
trademarks filed and registered in Latvia is avail-
able on the Patent Office’s homepage, which is
a notable event in the work of the Department of
Trademarks and Industrial Designs. In order to
guarantee such access, huge work was invest-
ed into the improvement of the office’s internal
trademark information system PATIS. Access to
the database is free and it always offers up-to-
date information. It is also an important achieve-
ment that since October of 2010 the Patent Of-
fice offers as chargeable service a possibility to
perform trademark search in the database of
trademarks registered under the national proce-
dure not only by the verbal part of trademarks
but also by their graphic elements.
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PRECU ZIMJU REGISTRACIJA PEC
NACIONALAS PROCEDURAS

2009. gada saskana ar nacionalo registra-
cijas procediru Patentu valdé sanemti 1382 pre-
¢u zZimju pieteikumi no 40 valstim, 2010. gada —
1580 precu zimju pieteikumi no 38 valstim. Lat-
vijas izcelsmes pieteikumu starp 2009. gada ie-
sniegtajiem ir 1109 jeb 80,2%, bet 2010. gada —
1260 pieteikumi jeb 79,7%. Latvijas izcelsmes
pieteikumu skaita Tpatsvars pédéjos gados ir
nostabilizéjies ap 80% no nacionalas registra-
cijas procediras kartiba iesniegtajiem pieteiku-
miem.

Arvalstu izcelsmes pieteikumu vida lielakais
skaits joprojam ir no Amerikas Savienotajam Val-
stim — 2009. gada 61 (4,4%), bet 2010. gada —
61 (3,9%), kam seko Sveices pieteicgji. Arval-
stu pieteicéji tomér parsvara izmanto So valstu
precu zimju Tpasniekiem daudz értako iespéju —
starptautisko precu zimju registracijas proceda-
ru (Madrides sistému), ka arT kop$ 2004. gada
1. maija — iespéju iznémuma tiesibas uz precu
Zimi Latvijas teritorija iegat ar registrétu Kopie-
nas precu zimi.

Patentu valdé 2009. gada sanemti 34,
bet 2010. gada — 43 no ITSB parsatiti ie-
sniegumi par Kopienas pre€u zimes parveidi
(konversiju) par pre€u zimes pieteikumu Lat-
vija.

TRADEMARK REGISTRATION
UNDER THE NATIONAL PROCEDURE

A total of 1382 trademark applications from
40 countries were filed with the Latvian Patent
Office under the national procedure in 2009 and
1580 applications from 38 countries in 2010.
1109 of the applications filed in 2009 were of
Latvian origin, which constituted 80.2% of the
total number of filings; in 2010 it was 1260 ap-
plications or 79.7%. The proportion of domestic
applications has stabilised over the past years
and constitutes around 80% of applications filed
within the national procedure.

Among foreign applications, the greatest
number comes from the U.S.A. — 61 (4.4%) in
2009 and 61 (3.9%) in 2010, followed by Swit-
zerland. However, foreign applicants prefer in-
ternational trademark registration (Madrid Sys-
tem) that is much more convenient for trademark
holders from these countries, as well as the new
opportunity available from May 1, 2004 — to ob-
tain exclusive rights for a trademark on the ter-
ritory of Latvia by registering it as a Community
mark.

34 applications for conversion of Com-
munity trademarks into national applications
were forwarded to the Latvian Patent Office
by the OHIM in 2009, and 43 applications
in 2010.

Preéu zimju registracija Latvijas Republika péc nacionalas procediiras 2009.-2010. gada
Trademark Registration under National Procedure 2009-2010

2009 2010

Precu zimju registracijas pieteikumu kopskaits
Trademark registration applications — total

1382 1580

No tiem Latvijas izcelsmes pieteikumi
Including domestic applications

1109 1260

Procentos no kopskaita
% of the total

80,2% 79,7%

Arvalstu izcelsmes pieteikumi
Foreign applications

273 320

Procentos no kopskaita
% of the total

19,8% 20,3%

Registrétas precu zimes
Registered trademarks

1594 1311

Number of valid registrations at the end of year

Spéka esoso precu zimju redistraciju skaits gada beigas

29284 29504

STARPTAUTISKAS PRECU ZIMES

Latvija ir gan Madrides noliguma, gan art
Madrides protokola dalibvalsts. 2009. gada
starptautiskas precu zimes sastadija 62,4%
no kopé€ja preCu zimju pieteikumu skaita, bet

HEEE

INTERNATIONAL TRADEMARKS

Latvia is a member state of both the
Madrid Agreement and the Madrid Protocol.
In 2009 the ratio of international applications
was 62.4% of the total amount of filings, and



2010. gada — 55,0%. Tatad joprojam vairak neka
pusi no visiem precu zimju pieteikumiem sasta-
da starptautiskas pre€u zimes.

2009. gada aizsardzibu Latvija ieguvusi
2291 starptautiska pre€u zime, bet 2010. gada —
1931 starptautiska preCu zime, kas ir mazakais
skaits, kop$ Latvija ir Madrides sistéemas da-
[Tbvalsts. No pieteikumu kopskaita 2009. gada
1998 ir jaunas registracijas, bet 293 — teritorialie
paplasinajumi. 2010. gada attiecigi 1630 ir jau-
nas registracijas, bet 301 — teritoridlais paplasi-
najums. 2009. gada ir atjaunotas 2158 uz Latvi-
ju attiecinatas starptautiskas pre€u zimes, bet
2010. gada — 2422.

Uz Latviju attiecinato starptautisko precu
Zimju izcelsmes daltjjuma diezgan izteikti domi-
né Krievijas Federacija, kurai seko Vacija, Svei-
ce un Kina.

Latvijas preCu zimju Tpasnieki apliecina no-
turigu interesi par zimju aizsardzibas iegisanu
arvalstis ar starptautiskas registracijas palidzi-
bu. Tas acimredzot izskaidrojams ar to, ka Latvi-
jas uznemejiem interesé gan Latvijas rietumos,
gan austrumos esoS3ais tirgus, un iesp€ju ar
vienu pieteikumu aptvert abus 3o0s virzienus —
gan Eiropas Savienibas, gan bijusas Padomju
Savienibas valstis — nodroSina tieSi Madrides
noligums un Madrides protokols. 2009. gada
stajusas spéka 99 starptautiskas registracijas ar
Latvijas izcelsmi, bet 2010. gada — 133. Katru
starptautiskaja registracija noradrtto valsti skaitot
atseviski, Latvijas pieteicégji, izmantojot Madrides
sistemu, 2009. gada veikusi 848 preCu zimju re-
gistracijas, bet 2010. gada — 901 registraciju, kas
ir nozimigs skaits. Tradicionali Latvijas pieteicéju
starptautiski registrétajas precu zZimés ka attie-
cinajuma valstis visbiezak noraditas Krievijas
Federacija, Ukraina, Lietuva, Igaunija un Balt-
krievija.

in 2010 it was 55%. Thus international trade-
mark applications still account for more than a
half of the total number of trademark registra-
tion applications.

2291 international trademarks gained pro-
tection in Latvia in 2009, and 1931 in 2010. This
is the lowest number of international registrations
since Latvia has become member of the Madrid
System. In 2009, there were 1998 new registra-
tions, and 293 territorial extensions. In 2010,
there were 1630 new registrations, and 301 terri-
torial extensions. 2158 international trademarks
extended to Latvia were renewed in 2009, and
2422 in 2010.

Russia shows distinct predominance in the
distribution by place of origin of international
trademarks extended to Latvia. It is followed by
Germany, Switzerland and China.

Latvia’s trademark holders express a stead-
ily growing interest in obtaining trademark pro-
tection abroad through international registration.
This can obviously be explained with the fact that
Latvia's entrepreneurs are interested both in the
market to the West and to the East. The Madrid
Agreement and the Madrid Protocol offer a pos-
sibility to cover both areas — the European Union
and the former Soviet Union by one application.
99 international registrations of Latvian origin
entered into force in 2009 whereas in 2010 the
number reached 133. If each country designated
in such an international registration is counted
separately, we can say that Latvian applicants
have obtained 848 trademark registrations via
the Madrid system in 2009, and 901 registrations
in 2010. Traditionally, the designated countries
most often mentioned by Latvia's applicants in
their international trademark registrations are the
Russian Federation, the Ukraine, Lithuania, Es-
tonia, and Belarus.

Starptautisko prec¢u zimju izplatiba uz Latvijas Republiku 2009.-2010. gada
International Trademarks Relating to the Republic of Latvia 2009-2010

2009 2010
Jaunz?\s starpltautlskas_ reg|§traC|Jas 1998 1630
New international registrations
Agraku starptautisko registraciju teritorialie paplasinajumi
L . S . . : 293 301
Territorial extensions of earlier international registrations
Starptautisko zimju kopskaits ar aizsardzibu Latvija
. ) ) 2291 1931
International marks protected in Latvia — total
Atjaunota§ starptguhskas zimes 2158 2492
Renewed international marks
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Latvijas izcelsmes starptautiski registrétas preé¢u zimes
(Madrides noliguma un ar to saistita protokola ietvaros)
International Trademark Registrations of Latvian Origin
(under the Madrid Agreement and the Madrid Protocol)
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Precu zimju pieteikumu sadalijums pa izcelsmes zemém 2009.-2010. gada
(15 aktivakas valstis)
Breakdown of Trademark Applications by Origin in 2009-2010
(15 most active countries)

2009
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UA

BX
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Nacionalaja
proceddra
National
Procedure

1109

10

16

30

61

Starptautiska-
ja procedura
International
Procedure

265

182
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85 | 78

71
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1109

275

198

169
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120
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1260
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Precu zimju pieteikumu skaits Latvija 2001.—-2010. gada
Number of Trademark Applications 2001-2010
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DIZAINPARAUGI

Nacionalaja procedira 2009. gada iesnieg-
ti 108, bet 2010. gada — 68 pieteikumi dizain-
paraugu registracijai (attiecigi 189 un 135 di-
zainparaugi, jo dala pieteikumu ir kompleksi, un
tas nozimé, ka tajos ietverts ligums registrét
vairakus dizainparaugus). Latvijas izcelsmes
dizainparaugu Tpatsvars 2009. gada ir 98%, bet
2010. gada — 97% (zemo arvalstu pieteicéju ak-
tivitati var izskaidrot ar pladajam iespéjam iegat
dizainparauga aizsardzibu Latvija, izmantojot
starptautiskas vai Kopienas dizainparauga re-
gistracijas prieksrocibas).

Aizsardzibai pieteikto dizainparaugu jau ie-
rasta kolekcija — iepakojums, iepakojuma grafika
un mébeles — papildindjusies ar pieteikumiem
mobila telefona, galda spélu laukuma izkartoju-
ma, spélu kaulinu un spélu karsu registracijai.

Ka katru gadu, ar Saja parskata perio-
da starp dizaineriem, kuru veikums Latvija no-
vértéts ar atzinibu, sastopami misu registréto
dizainparaugu Tpasnieku vardi. Par vienu no
konkursa ,Gada Balva dizaina 2009” laureatiem
atzits Gints Zommers (dizainers Sobrid spéka
esosai registracijai D 15 241 — Sdpulttis). Kon-
kursa ,Gada Balva dizaina 2010” laureatu vidd
atrodama |oti interesanta un savdabiga darba
autore Inga Garniere (D 15 277 — transformé-
jams paklajs bérniem). Uz So balvu pretendéja
arT Reinis Adovi¢s (D 15 339 — krésls), Agnese
Irbe (D 15 323 — kartona majina) un Aigars Len-
kevi¢s (D 15 358 — apgaismes kermeni, proti,
lampas un to konstrukcijas elementi).

2010. gada nogalé rikotas Latvijas izgudro-
jumu izstades laika ka perspektivako un origina-
lako izstradajumu autori tika nominéti Baiba Cie-
kure (D 15 341 — trisdimensiju tafele), Agnese
Irbe (D 15 323 — kartona majina) un Inese Leite
(D 15 276 — transformé&jams paklajs).

Interese par iesp&jam nostiprinat intelek-
tuala TpaSuma tiestbas joprojam ir liela. Kon-
sultacijas Saja jautajuma tiek sniegtas gan pa
telefonu, gan arT tieSi Patentu valdé. Joprojam,
izvertéjot potenciala tirgus iespéjas, Latvijas
pieteicéjs dod prieksroku dizainparaugu regis-
treSanai visa Eiropas Savienibas teritorija. Ne-
reti Patentu valdé tiek ltgta palidziba vai nu tikai
sagatavot, vai arT nosutit pieteikumu uz lek$éja
tirgus saskanosanas biroju (turpmak — ITSB)
Kopienas dizainparauga registracijai. Ta ka sa-
skana ar Zenévas akta 4. panta pirmas dalas
,D” punktu, pieteikumu dizainparaugu starptau-
tiskajai registracijai nevar iesniegt ar Latvijas
Republikas Patentu valdes starpniecibu, pie-
teiceji tika konsultéti pieteikumu noformésa-
na. Ja pieteicéjs to vélas, tad ar 30, Pasaules
Intelektuala TpaSuma organizacijas (WIPO)
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INDUSTRIAL DESIGNS

108 applications for industrial design registra-
tion were filed under the national procedure in 2009,
and 68 applications were filed in 2010 (189 and
135 designs respectively since part of the applica-
tions are multiple which means that they comprise
arequest to register several industrial designs). The
proportion of Latvian-origin industrial designs was
98% in 2009 and 97% in 2010; the low activity of
foreign applicants could be explained with the vast
possibilities of obtaining industrial design protection
in Latvia by enjoying the advantage of international
or Community industrial design registration.

The traditional range of the applied de-
signs — packaging, packaging graphics and fur-
niture — was supplemented with applications for
registration of mobile phones, field division of
board games, game pieces and playing cards.

The same as every year names of owners
of our Latvia-registered designs were among
designers who were highly estimated in Latvia.
Gints Zommers was among the award win-
ners in the annual competition Annual Design
Award 2009 (designer of the currently valid de-
sign registration D 15 241 — cradle). Author of a
very interesting and original design (D 15 277 —
transformable carpet for children) Inga Garniere
was among the award winners of the Annual
Design Award 2010. Reinis Adovi¢s (D 15 339 —
chair), Agnese Irbe (D 15 323 — cardboard house)
and Aigars Lenkevi¢s (D 15 358 — illumination,
namely, lamps and their construction elements)
were also candidates for the award.

During the exhibition of inventions held in late
2010 Baiba Ciekure (D 15 341 — three-dimensional
blackboard), Agnese Irbe (D 15 323 — cardboard
house) and Inese Leite (D 15 276 — transform-
able carpet) were nominated as authors of most
perspective and original products.

The interest in possibilities of securing intel-
lectual property rights is still great. Consultations
on the subject are provided at the Patent Office
as well as over the phone. Having evaluated the
potential market opportunities Latvia’s applicants
still prefer registration of industrial designs in the
whole of the European Union territory. Quite often
they seek the advice of the Patent Office either only
in preparation or also in sending an application to
the Office for Harmonization in the Internal Market
(hereinafter — OHIM) for registration of Community
designs. Since under the provisions of Article 4(1)
(b) of the Geneva Act applications for international
registration of industrial designs may not be filed
via the Latvian Patent Office, the applicants were
only consulted on drawing up the applications.
At the option of the applicants, they may obtain
protection of their industrial design, among other



Starptautiskaja biroja Zenéva iesniegto pietei-
kumu, dizainparaugs iegust aizsardzibu art Lat-
vija (iepriek$éja bazes registracija Latvija nav
nepiecieSama).

Starptautiskajad procedira registréto un
uz Latviju attiecinato dizainparaugu skaits —
2009. gada 20 registracijas (117 dizainparaugi),
bet 2010. gada 16 registracijas (63 dizainparau-
gi). Kopuma no 2005. gada 26. jilija (kad Latvija
stijas spéka Zenévas akts) uz Latviju attieci-
natas 414 registracijas (1575 registréti dizain-
paraugi). Uz Latviju registracijas attiecinajusi
galvenokart Vacijas pieteicégji, visbiezak véloties
aizsargat automasinu virsblves aréjas apdares
elementu dizainu. 2010. gada pirmo reizi atjau-
notas 57 uz Latviju attiecinatas registracijas,
jo 26. julija apritéja 5 gadi kop$ Latvija stajies
speéka 1925. gada 6. novembra Hagas vienosa-
nas par dizainparaugu starptautisko registraciju
1999. gada 2. jilija Zenévas akts.

ITSB, kas ir Kopienas dizainparaugus re-
gistréjosa iestade Alikanté (Spanija), katru gadu
riko sazinas sanaksmes par jautajumiem, kas
saistiti ar dizainparaugu registracijas praktis-
kajiem aspektiem. Atskaites perioda notikusas
2 3adas sanaksmes. 2009. gada rudens sanak-
smé Latvijas delegacija sniedza zinojumu jau-
tajuma par kompleksu izstradajumu sastavdalu
jeb komponentu aizsardzibas iespéjam.

2010. gada sanaksmes ieskana ITSB par-
stavis atskaitijas par to, ka veicas ar vienotas
visu ES ripnieciska Tpasuma iestazu dizainpa-
raugu datubazes izveidoSanu (Iidzek|u trGkuma
dé| ne visas iestades — tostarp ar1 Latvijas Paten-
tu valde — Sobrid ir gatavas So projektu atbalstit).
Datubaze ievérojami atvieglotu dizainparaugu
mekléjumu procesu.

Uz daziem darba kartibas jautajumiem
atbildes tika meklétas praktiskajas darbnicas
(‘workshop’), kuras ar savam praktiskajam un
teorétiskajam zinaSanam dalijas visu daltbvalstu
delegacijas. Sadi, meklgjot variantus definicijai,
tika diskutéts par joprojam aktualo ‘get-up’ (‘apda-
re’) tému. Interesantas diskusijas raisijas par tadu
dizainparaugu, kuros izmantota Sarkana Krusta
embléma, registréSanu. Tika piedavati konkréti
pieméri un veikta aptauja, kura noskaidroja, ka
iestades rikotos attiecigajos gadijumos. Praktis-
kajas darbnicas tika runats art par pieteikumu ie-
sniegSanu elektroniska veida. Delegacijas, kuru
iestadés pienem elektroniskos pieteikumus, atzi-
meéja Sis iespé€jas prieksrocibas salidzinajuma ar
iesniegumu pienemsanu papira formata.

lek§éja tirgus saskano$anas biroja
2009. gada iesniegti 19 048 Kopienas dizain-
paraugu registracijas pieteikumi, no kuriem
88 no Latvijas (7 — ar Patentu valdes starpnie-
cibu). 2010. gada iesniegti 20 288 pieteikumi,

countries, also in Latvia by filing an application with
the International Bureau of the World Intellectual
Property Organization (WIPO) (earlier basic reg-
istration in Latvia is not necessary).

The number of international design reg-
istrations extended to Latvia was 20 in 2009
(117 industrial designs) whereas the figure was
16 in 2010 (63 industrial designs). Since July 26,
2005, when the Geneva Act entered into force
with respect to Latvia, a total of 414 registrations
(1575 registered designs) have been extended
to Latvia. Latvia was designated mostly by the
applicants from Germany who most often want-
ed to protect car body exterior design elements.
57 registrations extended to Latvia were renewed
in 2010 as five years passed on 26 July since the
Geneva Act of July 2, 1999, of the Hague Agree-
ment Concerning the International Registration
of Industrial Designs of November 6, 1925 had
entered into effect in Latvia.

OHIM - the office that registers Communi-
ty designs, located in Alicante (Spain) — organ-
izes annual liaison meetings on the practical
aspects of industrial design registration. Two
such liaison meeting were held in the reporting
period. At the 2009 autumn meeting the Latvi-
an delegation delivered a report on protection
possibilities of complex product constituents or
components.

At the beginning of the 2010 meeting the
OHIM representative reported on the progress re-
garding the establishment of an industrial design
database of all the EU industrial property offices
(due to the lack of funding not all offices — Latvia’s
Patent Office among them — can support the project
at the moment). The database would considerably
ease the search process of industrial designs.

Some issues of the agenda were discussed
at practical workshops where the delegations
of all member states shared their practical and
theoretical knowledge. This way the participants
tried to formulate versions for a definition and dis-
cussed the topical issue of ‘get-up’. Interesting
discussions were focussed on the registration of
industrial designs that utilise the Red Cross em-
blem. Individual examples were given and a poll
carried out to find out how the offices would act
in the respective cases. The practical workshops
also discussed the issue of electronic filing of
applications. Delegations whose offices accept
applications electronically noted the advantages
of this possibility as compared to accepting ap-
plications on paper.

A total of 19,048 Community design appli-
cations were filed with the OHIM in 2009, includ-
ing 88 applications of Latvian origin, 12 of which
were filed through the Latvian Patent Office.
20,288 applications were filed in 2010, including
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no kuriem 69 no Latvijas (2 — ar Patentu valdes 69 applications of Latvian origin, 12 of them
starpniecibu). 2009. gada registréti 71 468, bet through the Latvian Patent Office. 71,468 Com-

2010. gada — 73 228 Kopienas dizainparaugi. munity designs were registered in 2009, and
Razenakais Kopienas dizainparaugu registraciju 73,228 in 2010. During the reporting period joint-
Tpasnieks Latvija atskaites perioda ir akciju sa- stock company “Grindeks” was the most active
biedriba ,Grindeks”. in Latvia registering its Community designs.

Dizainparaugu aizsardziba Latvijas Republika 2009.—2010. gada
Protection of Industrial Designs in Latvia 2009-2010

2009 2010

Dizainparaugu pieteikumu kopskaits
Design applications — total

No tiem — Latvijas izcelsmes pieteikumi
Including domestic applications

108 68

106 66

Procentos no kopskaita
% of the total

Arvalstu izcelsmes pieteikumi
Foreign applications

98% 97%

Procentos no kopskaita

0, 0,
% of the total 2% 3%

Pieteikumos ietverto dizainparaugu kopskaits*

Number of designs included in the applications* 189 135

Dizainparaugu registracijas

Number of registrations 73 64

Registracijas ietverto dizainparaugu kopskaits*

Number of designs included in the registrations™ 132 12

Spéka esoSo dizainparaugu registraciju skaits gada beigas

Number of valid design registrations at the end of the year 495 530

* Atbilstosi Dizainparaugu likuma 16. panta noteikumiem, viena pieteikuma var ietvert ligumu registrét vairakus dizain-
paraugus. Lidz ar to registracijai pieteikto un ar registréto dizainparaugu skaits ir lielaks par pieteikumu un registraciju
kopskaitu

* Under the provisions of Section 16 of the Law on Industrial Designs, one application can contain a request for reg-
istration of several industrial designs. Therefore the number of filed or registered industrial designs exceeds the total
number of applications or registrations
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Board of Appeal

Latvijas Republikas Patentu valdes Apelaci-
jas padomei (turpmak — Apelacijas padome) ap-
rit piecpadsmitais darba gads. Spitéjot gratibam,
Apelacijas padome joprojam izskata rupnieciska
Tpasuma stridus (apelaciju un iebildumu lietas),
ka arT turpina iesakto darbu saistiba ar Apelaci-
jas padomes reorganizaciju (galvenokart notiek
darbs pie likumprojekta ,Rupnieciska 1pasuma
likums” izstrades, kura bus jauns reguléjums art
par Ripnieciska ipasuma apelacijas padomi un
stridu izskatiSanu taja).

Nevar noliegt, ka lebildumu un apelaci-
ju nodalai (kas Patentu valdé tika izveidota
2008. gada, lai uzlabotu Apelacijas padomes
darbibu) nav izdevies batiski mazinat laika neiz-
skatito lietu skaitu, tomér nodala ir nodro$inajusi
lietu izskatiSanu vismaz tada apjoma, kas nepa-
lielina neizskattto lietu uzkrajumu (gada laika tiek
sanemti aptuveni 100 iebildumi un apelacijas, no
kuriem 30 tiek atsaukti, bet 70 lietas nonak lidz
izskatiSanai).

2009. gada iesniegtas 2 apelacijas par
Patentu valdes |émumiem atteikt precu zimju
registraciju. lzskatitas 4 apelacijas, no kuram
2 ir par Patentu valdes Iemumiem atteikt precu
zimju registraciju (1 apelacija noraidtta, 1 — da-
|éji apmierinata), bet 2 — par IEmumiem noraidit
pieteikumus par papildu aizsardzibas sertifikatu
pieskirSanu (1 apelacija apmierinata, 1 — norai-
dita).

2010. gada iesniegtas 11 apelacijas, no
kuram 7 ir par Patentu valdes Iemumiem atteikt
pre¢u zZimju registraciju, 2 — par Patentu valdes
[emumu izdarTt kilas tiesibu atzimes attieciba
uz precu zimes registraciju, 1 — par lEmumu no-
raidit pieteikumu par papildu aizsardzibas ser-
tifikatu pieskirSanu un 1 — par [Emumu noraidit

The Board of Appeal of the Republic of Latvia
Patent Office (hereinafter — the Board of Appeal)
is stepping into its 15th year of operation. Despite
of all difficulties the Board of Appeal still examines
industrial property disputes (appeal and opposition
cases) and continues work regarding reorganisa-
tion of the Board of Appeal (this mostly refers to
the ongoing work with the draft “Industrial Property
Law” that will also introduce new regulation for the
operations of the Industrial Property Board of Ap-
peal and examination of disputes there).

To admit here that the Department of Opposi-
tions and Appeals (established at the Patent Office
in 2008 to improve the operations of the Board of Ap-
peal) has failed to considerably reduce the number
of cases not examined in due time, however the
department managed to guarantee the examina-
tion of cases in such a scope that would keep the
amount of unexamined cases down to the previous
level (approximately 100 oppositions and appeals
are filed within a year, of which 30 are withdrawn
and 70 cases are forwarded to examination).

In 2009, two appeals were filed on the Patent
Office’s decisions to refuse trademark registration.
Four appeals were examined, two of which pertained
to the Patent Office’s decisions to refuse trademark
registration (one appeal was rejected, one — satis-
fied in part), whereas two pertained to its decisions
to reject applications for supplementary protection
certificates (one — satisfied, one — rejected).

In 2010, eleven appeals were filed, seven of
which pertained to the Patent Office’s decisions
to refuse trademark registration, two pertained to
the decision to record pledge rights with regard
to trademark registration, one — to the decision
to reject an application for supplementary protec-
tion certificate and one — to the decision to reject

Apelacijas padomeé izskatito lietu dinamika 2004.—2010. gada
The Number of Cases Examined by the Board of Appeal in 2004-2010

2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010
Apelacijas 11 5 12 4 8 4 5
Appeals
lebildumi 87 | 57 | 3 | 3 71 | 62 | 75
Oppositions
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izgudrojuma patenta pieteikumu. Izskatitas
5 apelacijas, no kuram 4 ir par Patentu valdes
[Emumiem atteikt precu zimju registraciju (visas
apelacijas noraiditas), bet 1 — par léemumu no-
raidit izgudrojuma patenta pieteikumu (apelacija
noraidita).

Nemot véra iesniegtas apelacijas, var se-
cinat, ka to skaits joprojam nav liels, turklat par-
svars ir apelacijam prec¢u zimju joma. Ta, pieme-
ram, Apelacijas padome ir apstiprinajusi Patentu
valdes lémumus atteikt registrét Sadas precu
zimes: attieciba uz 9. klases precem prec€u zimi
NEW BUSINESS GENERATION, attieciba uz
1.,6., 7,8, 9., 17., 19. un 20. klases precém
prec¢u zimi EUROGIPS, attieciba uz 3. un 5. kla-
ses precém precu zimi SNIEDZ SOLITO, attie-
ciba uz 16. klases precém figuralu precu zimi
VALSTS, attieciba uz 29. un 30. klases precém
prec¢u zimi TRADICIJA.

Tapat ka agrak, ari $aja laika posma ape-
laciju izgudrojumu joma nav daudz. Péd€jos ga-
dos lielaka dala apelaciju ir saistitas ar Patentu
valdes atteikumu pieskirt papildu aizsardzibas
sertifikatu attieciba uz zalem. Tomér viena ape-
lacija tika izskatita saistiba ar Patentu valdes
[emumu noraidit izgudrojuma patenta pieteiku-
mu — Bioenergétiskas iedarbibas ierice un ho-
meopatisko preparatu energoinformativo Ipasi-
bu parneses panémiens. Atteikuma lemums bija
pamatots ar Patentu likuma 37. panta ceturto
daju un 30. panta pirmo dalu — izgudrojuma
objekts ir pretruna ar zinatniski apstiprinatiem
dabas likumiem (izgudrojuma tehniskais uzde-
vums un ta risindjums nav saprotami definéts,
un tapéc izgudrojums saskana ar pieteikumu
nav viennozimigi realiz€jams). Apelacijas pado-
me noraidija apelaciju, uzskatot, ka piedavatais
panémiens ir klasificéjams ka hipotétisku darbi-
bu kopums, kuru visi cilveki nespéj izpildit, un
tapéc tas neatbilst tadam izgudrojuma patent-
spéjas kritérijam ka ,rdpnieciska izmanto$ana”,
kas paredz, ka izgudrojums ir jaspé€j 1stenot pil-
nigi vienadi ar vienadu rezultatu neierobezota
skaita gadijumu.

2009. gada iesniegti 106 iebildumi, no ku-
riem 105 — pret pre€u zimju registracijam, bet
1 — pret dizainparauga registraciju. lzskattti
62 iebildumi, no kuriem 2 iebildumi — pret dizain-
paraugu registracijam (viens noraidits, otrs — ap-
mierinats). Kopuma apmierinati 46 (12 no tiem —
dalgéji), bet noraiditi — 16 iebildumi. Lietvediba
izbeigta attieciba uz 29 iebildumiem (iebildumi
atsaukti).

2010. gada iesniegti 105 iebildumi, no ku-
riem 104 — pret pre¢u zZimju registracijam, bet 1 —
pret dizainparauga registraciju. lzskatiti 75 iebil-
dumi (3 no tiem ne péc bdatibas), no kuriem 1 ie-
bildums — pret dizainparauga registraciju (iebil-
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an application for invention patent. Five appeals
were examined, four of which pertained to the
Patent Office’s decisions to refuse trademark
registration (all were rejected) and one — to the
decision to reject an application for invention pat-
ent (the appeal was rejected).

Taking into account the filed appeals, the con-
clusion is that their number is still low, and appeals
in the field of trademarks prevail. For instance, the
Board of Appeal has approved the Patent Office’s
decisions to refuse registration of the following
trademarks: with regard to goods of Class 9 —
trademark NEW BUSINESS GENERATION, with
regard to goods of Classes 1, 6, 7, 8, 9, 17, 19
and 20 — trademark EUROGIPS, with regard to
goods of Classes 3 and 5 — trademark SNIEDZ
SOLITO, with regard to goods of Class 16 — figu-
rative trademark VALSTS, with regard to goods of
Classes 29 and 30 — trademark TRADICIJA.

Like before, the number of appeals in the
field of inventions was not large during this period,
either. In recent years the maijority of appeals per-
tained to the refusal of the Patent Office to issue
supplementary protection certificates for medicinal
products. However one appeal pertaining to the
Patent Office’s decision to reject an application for
invention patent — device of bioenergetic influence
and transfer mode of energoinformative properties
of homeopathic preparations was examined. The
decision to reject the application was based on the
Patent Law’s Paragraph four of Section 37 and
Paragraph one of Section 30 — the invention shall
not be in conflict with the scientifically attested
laws of nature (the technical task of the invention
and its solution was not clearly defined and there-
fore the invention cannot be unanimously imple-
mented in accordance with the application). The
Board of Appeal rejected the appeal believing that
the offered method shall be classified as a set of
hypothetic actions that all people cannot perform
and therefore it does not correspond to such a pat-
entability criterion as “industrial application” which
prescribes that it must be possible to implement
the invention absolutely equally with the same re-
sult in an unlimited number of cases.

In 2009, 106 oppositions were filed, 105 of them
against trademark registrations and one against de-
sign registration. 62 oppositions were examined,
two of which against design registrations (one was
rejected, the other satisfied). A total of 46 opposi-
tions were satisfied (12 of them in part) while 16 op-
positions were rejected. 29 opposition cases were
terminated (oppositions were withdrawn).

In 2010, 105 oppositions were filed, 104 of
them against trademark registrations and one
against design registration. 75 oppositions were
examined (three of them not to the substance),
one of which against design registration (it was



dums noraidits). Kopuma apmierinati 54 (18 no
tiem — dalgji), bet noraiditi — 20 iebildumi (2 no
tiem ne péc bitibas). Lietvediba izbeigta attie-
ciba uz 27 iebildumiem (26 iebildumi atsaukti,
1 lieta lietvediba izbeigta Apelacijas padomes
sédé).

Mazliet ieskicéjot Apelacijas padomes
praksi iebildumu lietas, ka jaunus apstak|us,
kuri bija jaizverté Apelacijas padomei, ir verts
izcelt lietas, kuras ir analizéti pamatojumi at-
tiectba uz agraku Kopienas preu zimi, kam ir
laba reputacija Eiropas Kopiena (likuma ,Par
preu zimém un geografiskas izcelsmes no-
radém” 39.% panta pirma dala). Apelacijas pa-
dome ir atzinusi, ka laba reputacija ir zimem:
CITIBANK banku pakalpojumu nozaré (iebildu-
ma lieta pret figuralas pre¢u zimes CITICOM
Property Advisers ar reg. Nr. M 58 546 registra-
ciju Latvija), DIVANI & DIVANI attieciba uz mé-
belém un to tirdzniecibu (iebilduma lieta pret
figuralas preéu zimes DIVANI UN DIVANI ar
reg. Nr. M 59 398 registraciju Latvija). Abas mi-
nétajas iebildumu lietas konstatéti apstakli, kas
paredzéti likuma ,Par pre€u zimém un geogra-
fiskas izcelsmes noradém” 39.% panta pirmaja
da|a, I1dz ar to Apelacijas padome abus iebildu-
mus atzina par pamatotiem. Savukart nepietie-
kamu pieradijumu dé| Apelacijas padome nav
atzinusi agrakas zimes reputaciju zimei WOLF
transporta Ilidzek|u tehnisko ellu, Skidumu un
smérvielu joma (iebilduma lieta pret pre€u zi-
mes POJI® ar red. Nr. WO 927 166 spéka sta-
Sanos Latvija).

rejected). A total of 54 oppositions were satisfied
(18 of them in part) while 20 oppositions were re-
jected (two of them not to the substance). 27 op-
position cases were terminated (26 oppositions
withdrawn, one opposition case terminated at
the Board of Appeal meeting).

Briefly outlining the practice of the Board of
Appeal in opposition cases, we should single out
as new conditions that the Board of Appeal had to
evaluate the cases which analysed motivation with
regard to an earlier Community trademark that has
good reputation in the European Community (Sec-
tion 393, Paragraph one of the Law on Trademarks
and Indications of Geographical Origin). The Board
of Appeal ruled that the following trademarks have
good reputation: CITIBANK in the field of banking
services (opposition case against registration of
figurative trademark CITICOM Property Advisers
in Latvia with reg. No. M 58 546), DIVANI & DI-
VANI pertaining to furniture and trade of furniture
(opposition case against registration of figurative
trademark DIVANI UN DIVANI in Latvia with reg.
No. M 59 398). In both the above opposition cases
conditions prescribed in Section 39°, Paragraph
one of the Law on Trademarks and Indications of
Geographical Origin were ascertained, thereby
the Board of Appeal declared both oppositions
grounded. Meanwhile due to insufficient evidence
the Board of Appeal did not recognise the reputation
of an earlier trademark WOLF in the field of technical
oils, liquids and lubricants for transport vehicles (op-
position case against entering into effect of POJI®
trademark in Latvia with reg. No. WO 927 166).

Parskats par iebildumiem (2009.—2010. gads)
Overview of Oppositions (2009-2010)

2009 2010 1995-2010
lesniegti
Filed 106 105 1987
Izskatl 62 75 1322
Examined
Tles_él_pérsudzén Iém_uml 6 3 106
Decisions appealed in court

Parskats par apelacijam (2009.—2010. gads)
Overview of Appeals (2009-2010)

2009 2010 1995-2010

lesniegtas
Filed 2 11 296
Izskatitas
Examined 4 S 275
Tiesa parsudzeéti [Emumi

.y . 2 0 13
Decisions appealed in court
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Ir japiemin arT iebildumu lietas, kuras iz-
vértéeti pieradijumi par agrakas Kopienas precu
zimes izmantoSanu Eiropas Savieniba (likuma
.Par preCu zimém un Jeografiskas izcelsmes
noradém” 19. panta septita dala un 39.# pants).
Pieméram, attieciba uz apsildes un védinasa-
nas sistémam Apelacijas padome atzina Kopie-
nas preCu zimju Comfosystems izmantoSanu
vairakas Eiropas Savienibas valstis (iebilduma
lietd pret figuralas prec¢u zimes Comfort ar reg.
Nr. M 59 031 registraciju Latvija). Attieciba uz
farmaceitiskajiem preparatiem rozacijas arste-
Sanai Apelacijas padome ir atzinusi Kopienas
preCu zimes ROZEX izmanto$Sanu Latvija, kas
ir viena no Eiropas Savienibas valstim (iebildu-
ma lieta pret figuralas prec¢u zimes 30OPEKC ar
reg. Nr. WO 911 588 spéka staSanos Latvija).
Bet nepietiekamu pieradijumu de| nav atzita Ko-
pienas pre¢u zimes THE IMAGE BANK izman-
toSana attieciba uz pakalpojumiem, kas saistiti
ar fotografiju izmantosSanu (iebilduma lieta pret
prec¢u zimes imagebank.lv ar reg. Nr. M 57 007
registraciju Latvija).

Saja laika perioda Apelacijas padomei bija
iespéja uzkrat pieredzi trijas iebildumu lietas,
kuras apstridétas dizainparaugu registracijas.
Viena gadijuma tika apstridéts dizainparaugs —
dvielis (Nr. D 15 117 3.01), kura centra attélots
stilizéta trusa (vai zaka) galvas veidols. lebildu-
ma iesniedzéjs uzskatija, ka Saja dizainparauga
izmantots uznémumam ,Playboy” piedeross ap-
ZIméjums — trusa (zaka) galvas ziméjums, kas
ir iebilduma iesniedzéja Latvija un pasaulé plaSi
pazistama pre€u zime. Apelacijas padome pie-
vienojas iebilduma iesniedzéja secinajumiem
un atzina attiecigo dizainparaugu par spéka ne-
esoSu. Otra lieta tika apstridéts dizainparaugs —
plaujmasina (reg. Nr. D 15 113), kas péc iebildu-
ma iesniedzéja ieskata atdarinaja jau sabiedribai
zinamu citu rokas plaujmas$inu — dizainparaugu
(reg. Nr. D 15 049). lebilduma iesniedzéjs nepie-
radija minéto apgalvojumu, tade| iebildums tika
noraidits. TreSaja lieta tika apstridéts dizainpa-
raugs — konditorejas izstradajumu iepakojums
(reg. Nr. D 15 167), jo tas nav jauns un pirms
ta pieteikuma iesnieg8anas datuma sabiedribai
jau tapis zinams cits — iebilduma iesniedzéja
dizainparaugs — konditorejas izstradajumu ie-
pakojums, kas pieteikts un registréts Krievijas
Federacija. lebildums tika noraidits, jo iebilduma
iesniedzéjs nepieradija, ka apstridétajam dizain-
paraugam trikst novitates.

2009. un 2010. gada Apelacijas padomes
sastava darbojas 9 locekli — Patentu valdes par-
stavji: Dace Liberte (Apelacijas padomes prieks-
sédétaja), Janis Ancitis, leva Plime-Popova,
Karina Kropa, Mara Rozenblate, Janis Rate-
nieks, ka art arstata specialisti Karlis Krimins,

HEEE

It is also pertinent to mention the cases
that evaluate evidences on the use of an earlier
Community trademark in the European Union
(Section 19, Paragraph seven and Section 39*
of the Law on Trademarks and Indications of
Geographical Origin). For instance, with regard
to heating and ventilation systems the Board of
Appeal admitted the use of the Community trade-
marks Comfosystems in various European Union
countries (opposition case against registration of
figurative trademark Comfort in Latvia with reg.
No. M 59 031). With regard to pharmaceutical
preparations for treatment of rosacea the Board
of Appeal has recognized the use of the Com-
munity trademark ROZEX in Latvia, which is one
of the European Union countries (opposition case
against entering into effect of figurative trademark
30PEKC in Latvia with reg. No. WO 911 588).
Whereas the use of the Community trademark
THE IMAGE BANK with regard to services per-
taining to the use of photographies has not been
recognized due to insufficient evidence (opposi-
tion case against registration of trademark image-
bank.lv in Latvia with reg. No. M 57 007).

During this time the Board of Appeal had an
opportunity to gain experience in three opposi-
tion cases that dispute registration of designs. In
one case a design — towel (No. D 15 117 3.01)
was disputed, with a stylised image of a rabbit’s
(or hare’s) head in the centre. The opposition fil-
er believed that a symbol belonging to the com-
pany “Playboy” — drawing of a rabbit’s (hare’s)
head — was used in this design, which is a well-
known trademark of the opposition filer in Latvia
and in the world. The Board of Appeal backed
the conclusions of the opposition filer and ruled
the respective design invalid. In the other case
the design — a mover (reg. No. D 15 113) — was
disputed, which according to the opposition
filer imitated the already widely known push
mower — design (reg. No. D 15 049). The op-
position filer failed to prove the above state-
ment, thereby the opposition was rejected. In the
third case a design — packing for confectionery
(reg. No. D 15 167) — was disputed, because it
was not new and before the filing date another
packing for confectionary was already known —
the design of the filer, filed and registered in the
Russian Federation. The opposition was rejected
because the filer failed to prove that the disputed
design lacked novelty.

In 2009 and 2010 nine members, representa-
tives of the Patent Office, worked on the Board of
Appeal: Dace Liberte (Head of the Board of Ap-
peal), Janis Ancitis, leva Plime-Popova, Karina
Kropa, Mara Rozenblate, Janis Ratenieks, as well
as outside specialists Karlis Kriimin$, Alberts Paze,
Uldis Viesturs, while the office work in 2009 was



Alberts Paze, Uldis Viesturs, bet tas lietvedibu
2009. gada nodroSinaja sekretars Kaspars Rubi-
kis, bet 2010. gada — sekretare Agnese Nagle.

Velamies pateikties rdpnieciska Tpasuma
objektu pieteicéjiem, Tpasniekiem un to parstav-
jiem, Tpasi patentpilnvarotajiem, par sadarbibu,
izpratni un atsaucibu.

performed by secretary Kaspars Rubikis, whereas
in 2010 — by secretary Agnese Nagle.

We would like to express our thanks to the
applicants and owners of industrial property ob-
jects and their representatives, patent attorneys
in particular, for their cooperation, understanding
and responsiveness.
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Department “Patent and Technology Library”

2009. — 2010. gada akreditéta valsts nozi-
mes Patentu tehniska biblioteéka (turpmak tek-
sta — Bibliotéka) turpinadja veikt $adas funkcijas:

1. Pilnveidot informativo vidi rGpnieciska
Tpasuma tiesibu aizsardzibas joma — at-
tistit informacijas pakalpojumus, nodro-
Sinat informacijas publisku pieejamibu,
attistit elektroniskos pakalpojumus un
piesaistit virtualos lietotajus.

2. Attistit bibliotekas krajumu — Latvijas
nacionala biblioteku krajuma sastavda-
lu.

3. Izglttot Bibliotékas lasitajus informacijas
resursu izmanto$ana. Informét un izgli-
tot sabiedribu par rdpnieciska Tpasuma
aizsardzibas objektiem un aktualitatem
Saja joma.

RUPNIECISKA IPASUMA INFORMATIVAS
VIDES PILNVEIDOSANA

LIETOTAJU APKALPOSANA.
INFORMACIJAS PAKALPOJUMU ATTISTIBA

Bibliotekas mérkauditorija ir izgudrotaji,
mazo un vidéjo uznémumu, universitasu, tehno-
logiju parneses centru parstavji, uznéméji, zinat-
nieki, patentpilnvarotie, Patentu valdes eksperti
un studenti.

2009. — 2010. gada registréti 774 jauni la-
sitaji. Biblioteékas tieSsaistes informacijas resur-
sus izmantoja 70 830 virtualie lietotaji. Pavisam
registréti 91 414 bibliotekas apmeklgjumi, t.sk.
9784 tradicionalie un 81 630 virtualie apmeklée-
jumi. Biblioteékas lietotajiem izsniegtas 264 586
informacijas vienibas (52,1% no tam e-vidé).

Parskata perioda patentu informacijas lasi-
tajiem sniegtas 22 826 uzzinas par intelektuala
Tpasuma aizsardzibas visparigiem jautajumiem,
t.sk. 1541 informacijas mekl&jums par ripniecis-
ka TpaSuma objektiem.

Lasttajus intereséja patentu mekléSanas
riki un iespéjas, ka art jautajumi par patenta sa-
nemsanas proceduru Latvija un Eiropa, izgudro-
juma aizsardzibu citas valstis, ka art par dizain-
paraugu un prec€u zimju aizsardzibu u.c.

Biblioteka veikti 10 878 patentsaistes in-
formacijas meklgjumi, t.sk. 1663 normativteh-

In 2009 and 2010 the Patent and Technolo-
gy Library (hereinafter — the Library), functioning
as an accredited library of national significance,
continued to perform the following functions:

1. To expand information environment in
the area of industrial property protec-
tion — develop information services, pro-
vide accessibility of information, develop
electronic services and attract virtual us-
ers;

2. To expand the library collection as part
of the Latvian national library collection.

3. To educate the Library users as to the
use of information resources. To inform
and educate the public on industrial
property protection objects and topical
issues in the field.

DEVELOPMENT OF THE INDUSTRIAL
PROPERTY INFORMATION ENVIRONMENT

SERVICE OF USERS. DEVELOPMENT OF
INFORMATION SERVICES

Inventors, representatives of small and me-
dium-sized companies, universities, technology
transfer centres, entrepreneurs, scientists, patent
attorneys, Patent Office’s experts as well as stu-
dents all form the target audience of the Library.

A total of 774 new users were registered
in 2009-2010. 70,830 virtual users utilised the
Library’s online resources. All in all 91,414 visits
were registered in the Library, of which 9,784 were
traditional visits and 81,630 — virtual. A total of
264,586 information units were handed out to the
Library users (52.1% of which virtually).

22 826 references regarding general is-
sues of intellectual property protection were pro-
vided during the reporting period, among them
1541 information searches on industrial property
objects.

The users were interested in patent search
tools and possibilities, as well as in patent receiv-
ing procedure in Latvia and Europe, protection of
inventions in other countries, protection of indus-
trial designs and trademarks and other issues.

10,878 patent-associated information
searches were performed in the Library, of which



niskas dokumentacijas mekl€jumi. Lietotajus
visvairak intereséja informacija par masinbadvi,
energétiku, kokapstradi, celtniecibu, arhitektdru
un dizainu.

No Bibliotékas krajuma Starpbibliotéku
abonementa karta uz citam Latvijas un arval-
stu bibliotékam izsniegti 57 izdevumi, savukart
no citam Latvijas un arvalstu bibliotekam pie-
gadati 95 izdevumi. Parskata perioda elektro-
niska veida lietotajiem tika piegadati 102 do-
kumenti.

Biblioteka e-vidé piedavaja uzzinas un
jaunumus ripnieciska Tpasuma joma Virtualaja
uzzinu dienesta (http://ptb-vud.blogspot.cony/)
un Bibliotekas timek|a vietnes Jaunumu sadala
(http./patentu-biblioteka.blogspot.com/). Regu-
lari sniegta aktuala informacija minibloga http./
twitter.com/Patbib.

2010. gada Biblioteka tika apstiprinata
dalibai Eiropas Patentu organizacijas pilotpro-
jektam PATLIB centru parorientacijai. Projekta
virsmérkis ir attistit patentu informacijas centros
plasaku ar patentiem saistitu inovaciju atbalsta
pasakumu klastu, veidot izpratni par intelektualo
Tpadumu un ta izmantoSanu dazados uznemej-
darbibas procesos, pétniecibas un izgudrojumu
komercializacija. Bibliotekas mérkis ir attistit jau-
nus pakalpojumus, popularizét tos un k|Gt par
Patentu informacijas centru k& nacionala ino-
vaciju atbalsta tikla dalu. Biblioteka sagatavoja
projekta pieteikumu un izstradaja darba planu
2010. — 2013. gadam.

KRAJUMA ATTISTIBA

Parskata perioda krajums papildinajas ar
3 348 953 vienibam, t.sk. 3 2345 554 patentu
dokumentiem.

2010. gada 31. decembrT bibliotékas kra-
juma ir 39 268 308 vienibas, no kuram vairak
neka 38,6 milj. patentu dokumentu (digitalie do-
kumenti — 87,1%).

2010. gada tika uzsakta Bibliotekas kraju-
ma optimizacija. No Bibliotekas krajuma atlastta
informacija (gramatas, zurnali un normativteh-
niska dokumentacija) nodoSanai citam biblioté-
kam, ka art veikta gramatu, zurnalu, normativ-
tehniskas un patentu dokumentacijas krajuma
norakstiSana. Turpmak galvena uzmaniba tiks
pievéersta krajumu veidoSanai intelektuala 1pasu-
ma joma.

INFORMACIJAS RESURSU
VEIDOSANA

Biblioteka turpinaja apkopot jaunako in-
formaciju rdpnieciska 1paSuma aizsardzibas
joma. Bibliotékas veidotie tieSsaistes, lokalie un
tradicionalie informacijas resursi papildinati ar
17 716 ierakstiem, t.sk.:

1,663 were searches of regulatory and technical
documents. The users were mostly interested in
information on machine-building, energy, wood
processing, building, architecture and design.

57 books from the Library’s collection were
loaned to other libraries in Latvia or abroad
through the inter-library loan system and 95 books
were delivered to the Library’s users from other
Latvia’s or foreign libraries. 102 documents were
delivered to users electronically within the report-
ing period.

The Library offered electronical information
and news in the area of industrial property in its
Virtual information service (http:/ptb-vud.blogs-
pot.com/) and News section of the Library’s web
page (http./patentu-biblioteka.blogspot.con/).
Topical information was regularly provided in the
miniblog http./twitter.com/Patbib.

In 2010 the Library was approved for partici-
pation in the European patent Organization’s pilot
project for reorientation of PATLIB centres. The
main goal of the project is to develop a wider range
of patent-related innovation support activities in the
patent information centres, to form understanding
about intellectual property and its application in
various entrepreneurial processes, commerciali-
zation of research and inventions. The aim of the
Library is to develop new services, to popularize
them and to become the Patent information centre
as part of the national innovation support network.
The Library worked out a project application and
developed a work plan for the years 2010-2013.

COLLECTION BUILDING

In the reporting period, 3,348,953 en-
tries supplemented the collection, among them
3,2345,554 patent documents.

As of 31 December, 2010 the Library’s col-
lection includes 39,268,308 entries, of which
over 38.6 million patent documents (87.1% —
digital documents).

Optimization of the Library’s collection was
launched in 2010. Information (books, magazines
and regulatory technical documentation) was se-
lected from the Library’s collection for forwarding
to other libraries as well as books, magazines
and regulatory technical and patent documenta-
tion collection was written off. In the future, main
attention will be devoted to formation of collec-
tions in the area of intellectual property.

DEVELOPMENT OF INFORMATION
RESOURCES

The Library continued collecting recent in-
formation in the area of industrial property pro-
tection. The Library’s on-line, local and tradition-
al information resources were supplemented by
17,716 entries:
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- tieSsaistes datubaze ,Latvijas rlpnieci-
bas vésture” kops 2003. gada ievaditi
49 919 ieraksti;

- tieSsaistes analitiskaja datubaze ,Rup-
nieciska un intelektuala TpaSuma aizsar-
dziba Latvija” kop$ 2008. gada ievadtti
1 558 ieraksti.

Biblioteka turpinaja piedalities projekta
»Augstskolu un specialo biblioteku elektroniskais
kopkatalogs”.

Biblioteka pieejamajos tieSsaistes informa-
cijas resursos tika veikti 147 304 mekl€jumi.

- 49,919 records have been entered into
the on-line database The History of
Latvian Industry since 2003;

- 1,558 records have been entered into
the on-line analytical database Indus-
trial and Intellectual Property Protection
in Latvia since 2008.

The Library carried on its participation in
the project The Electronic Union Catalogue of
Academic and Special Libraries.

147,304 searches were performed in the on-
line information resources available at the Library.

Finansu Iidzek|i krajuma komplektéSanai pa veidiem (2008.-2010. gads)
Financing for Building the Library’s Collection (2008-2010).
Breakdown by Types of Publications
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Parskata perioda sérija ,Latvijas izgudrota-
ji” sastaditi biobibliografiskie raditaji: ,Profesors
Artars Mikelsons”, ,Akadémikis Igors Kaba$-
kins”, ,Zinatnieks un pétnieks Ivans Grinevics”
un ,Dr.habil.sc.ing. Vladislavs Pugacevs”. Sa-
stadits bibliografiskais raditajs par Latvijas rap-
niecibas vésturi ,SIA daudznozaru kompanija

2993

,Daugava”.

SABIEDRIBAS INFORMESANA,
IZGLITOSANA

2009. — 2010. gada Bibliotéka turpinaja lie-
totaju apmacibu par patentu un tehniskas infor-
macijas resursu izmantoSanu: patentu informa-
cifas resursa Espacenet izmanto$ana; datubazu
EBSCO izmantoSana; informacijas meklésana
Latvijas bibliotéku elektroniskajos katalogos. Pa-
visam tika apmaciti 1193 lasitaji.
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During the reporting period the following bio-
bibliography indicators were compiled in the series
“Inventors of Latvia”: “Professor Artirs Mikelsons”,
“Academician Igors Kabaskins”, “Scientist and Re-
searcher Ivans Grinevi¢s”and “Dr.habil.sc.ing. Via-
dislavs Pugacevs”. A bibliography indicator on the
history of Latvia’s industry “SIA multi-branch com-

pany “Daugava” was compiled.

INFORMATION AND EDUCATION
OF THE SOCIETY

In the years 2009-2010 the Library contin-
ued education of users on the use of patent and
technical information resources: utilisation of the
patent information resource Espacenet; EBSCO
data base utilisation; information search in the
electronic catalogues of Latvia’s libraries. All in
all 1,193 readers were trained.



Inovativo biznesa ideju konkursa /Ideju
kauss 2010 finalistiem tika sniegtas konsultaci-
jas un apmaciba izgudrojumu mekléSana. Ap-
maciti 69 finalisti.

Parskata perioda turpinajas sadarbiba ar
Latvijas Izgudrotaju biedribu: sniegta palidziba
informacijas mekléSana, apmaciti interesenti un
sniegts zinojums Vienkar$a patentu mekléSana
Jjeb ka novértét sava izgudrojuma vai idejas no-
vitati. Bibliotéka ar informacijas stendu piedalijas
Izgudrotaju dienai veltitaja Latvijas izgudrojumu
izstade.

Pasaules Intelektuala TpaSuma dienas ie-
tvaros Biblioteka organizéja atverto durvju dienu
pasakumus, t.sk., 4 patentzinibu seminarus.

Biblioteéka piedalijas starptautiskaja izstadé
Riga Food 2009.

Biblioteka izveidoja astonas tematiskas
izstades par Latvijas zinatniekiem un izgudrota-
jiem, kuri 2009. — 2010. gada atzimé&ja nozimi-
gas dzives jubilejas.

2009. gada Biblioteka organizé€ja Eiropas
Patentu iestades un Patentu valdes kopigi rikoto
seminaru Eiropas patentu sistémas nodevu re-
forma un finanséjuma nodrosinajums.

2010. gada oktobrT Biblioteka uzsaka jaunu
pakalpojumu — organiz€ja interesentiem bez-
maksas patentpilnvaroto konsultacijas.

2010. gada Krajuma un pakalpojumu no-
dalas vaditaja I. Gruntina Pasaules Intelektu-
ala Tpasuma organizacijas (WIPO) organizétaja
starpregionalaja simpozija Patentu informacijas
pieejamibas un izmanto$anas ietekme uz ino-
vaciju attistibas jomu sniedza zinojumu Intelek-
tuala ipaSuma aizsardzibas zinaSanu izplatibas
pasakumi Latvija.

Uzzinu un informacijas nodalas vecaka spe-
cialiste E. Lande Patentu valdes rikotaja diskusija
par intelektuala paSuma apmacibu universitatés
sniedza informaciju par Eiropas Patentu iesta-
des izstradato patentzinibu materialu komplektu
Patent Teaching Kit. Latvijas Lauksaimniecibas
universitates Tehnologiju un zindSanu parneses
centra organizétaja seminara Intelektuala ipa-
Suma aizsardziba E. Lande sniedza informaciju
par patentu informacijas meklésanu.

Biblioteéka turpinaja koordinét Eiropas Pa-
tentu akadémijas projektu par intelektuala ipa-
Suma zinasanu izplatiSanu universitateés. Tika
nodrosinata Latvijas parstavju daliba progresa
sanaksmé 2010. gada junija Ving, rikotas pie-
cas projekta vadibas grupas sanaksmes, apzi-
nati intelektuala TpaSuma pasniedzéji Latvijas
augstskolas un 2010. gada novembri organizéta
pasniedz€ju diskusija.

2010. gada aprilt tika organizéta Patentu
valdes un WIPO starpregionala diskusija par
Intelektuala TpaSuma aizsardzibas aktualajiem

Advice and training in the field of invention
search was provided to finalists of the innovative
business idea competition /dea Cup 2010. 69 fi-
nalists were trained.

During the reporting period the Library con-
tinued cooperation with the Latvian Inventors’ As-
sociation: It provided assistance in the information
search, trained interested individuals and delivered
a report Simple patent search or how to assess
the novelty of your invention or idea. The Library
exhibited its information stand at the exhibition of
Latvia’s inventions devoted to the Inventors’ Day.

Within the framework of the World Intel-
lectual Property Day the Library held open door
events including four patent science seminars.

The Library took part in the international
Riga Food 2009 exhibition.

The Library set up eight thematic exhibitions
on Latvia’s scientists and inventors who marked
notable birthdays in the years 2009-2010.

In 2009 the Library organized a joint semi-
nar held by the European Patent Office and the
Latvian Patent Office Fees Reform and Sus-
tainable Financing of the European Patent Sys-
tem.

In October of 2010 the Library launched a
new service — held free consultations of patent
attorneys for interested individuals.

In 2010 Head of Collection and Services Di-
vision Inguna Gruntina delivered a report Activi-
ties for Spreading Intellectual Property Protection
Knowledge in Latvia at the inter-regional sympo-
sium of the World Intellectual Property Organiza-
tion (WIPO) Access to Patent information and its
Strategic Use for Promotion of Innovation.

Senior professional of the Reference and
Information Division Evita Lande informed about
the Patent Teaching Kit developed by the Euro-
pean Patent Office at the discussion on intellec-
tual property education at universities, organized
by the Patent Office. Lande also provided infor-
mation on patent information search at the semi-
nar Intellectual Property Protection organized by
the Technology and Knowledge Transfer Centre
of the Latvia University of Agriculture.

The Library continued to coordinate a
project of the European Patent Academy on
spreading intellectual property knowledge at
universities. Participation of Latvia’s representa-
tives was organized at the progress meeting in
June of 2010 in Vienna, five project manage-
ment group’s meetings were held, lecturers on
intellectual property in Latvia’s universities were
acknowledged, a discussion of lecturers was
held in November of 2010.

In April of 2010 an inter-regional discussion
of the Patent Office of Latvia and WIPO was held
on topical issues of intellectual property protection.
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jautajumiem. Diskusija piedalijas 25 valstu na-
cionalo patentu iestazu vaditaji un starptautisko
organizaciju (WIPO, EPO, PTO) parstaviji.

Parskata perioda tika koordinéta Patentu
valdes u.c. iestazu parstavju daliba Pasaules
Intelektuala Tpasuma organizacijas (WIPO), Ei-
ropas Patentu iestades (EPI) rikotas apmacibas
un citos pasakumos.

2009. gada Biblioteka piedalijas Latvijas
Republikas Patentu valdes un AzerbaidZzanas
Republikas Standartizacijas, metrologijas un
patentu valsts komitejas sapraSanas memo-
randu par informacijas apmainu rdpnieciska
TpasSuma tiesibu aizsardzibas joma sagata-
voSana. Ligums tika parakstits 2009. gada
10. augusta.

PERSONALS

Parskata perioda Bibliotekas darbinieki pa-
pildindja profesionalas zinadSanas Eiropas Pa-
tentu iestades Patentu akadémijas un Pasaules
Intelektuald 1pasuma organizacijas (WIPO) ri-
kotajos apmacibu pasakumos. Tika izmantotas
e-apmacibas iesp€jas.

20 Bibliotekas darbinieki apmekléja 38 da-
zadu Latvijas institliciju organizétos profesiona-
Ias pilnveides pasakumus.

2010. gada Krajuma un pakalpojumu no-
dalas vaditaja I. Gruntina ieguva socialo zinatnu
magistra gradu bibliotékzinatné un informacija.

2009. gada, atzimejot Patentu tehniskas
bibliotekas 60. gadskartu, 4 darbinieki sanéma
Tieslietu ministrijas apbalvojumus un 25 darbi-
nieki Patentu valdes atzintbas rakstus un patei-
cibas. 2010. gada Uzzinu un informacijas noda-
|las vecaka specialiste Natalja Kozlova par darba
pienakumu priek§zimigu pildiSanu sanéma Ties-
lietu ministrijas Goda Diplomu.
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Heads of national patent offices from 25 countries
and representatives of international organizations
(WIPO, EPO, WTO) took part at the discussion.

During the reporting period the Library coor-
dinated participation of representatives from the
Patent Office and other institutions at the training
and other activities held by the World Intellectual
Property Organization (WIPQO) and the European
Patent Office (EPO).

In 2009 the Library took part in preparing
the understanding memorandum of the Republic
of Latvia Patent Office and the State Committee
on Standardization, Metrology and Patents of the
Azerbaijan Republic on information exchange in
the field of industrial property rights’ protection.
The agreement was signed on 10 August 2009.

THE PERSONNEL

During the reporting period the Library per-
sonnel improved their professional knowledge
at the training activities organized by the Patent
Academy of the European patent Office and the
World Intellectual Property Organization. Oppor-
tunities offered by e-training were made use of.

20 employees of the Library attended pro-
fessional development events organized by
38 various institutions of Latvia.

In 2010 Head of Collection and Services Divi-
sion Gruntina received her Social Sciences Mas-
ter's Degree in library sciences and information.

In 2009, marking the 60th anniversary of the
Patent and Technology Library, four employees
received the Ministry of Justice awards and 25
employees received Patent Office’s Certificates
of Acknowledgement. In 2010 senior profes-
sional of the Reference and Information Division
Natalja Kozlova received a Diploma of Honour
for excellent performance of her duties.



FlnanS|aI Act|V|t|es

Patentu valdes ienémumi un izdevumi 2009.-2010. gada
Patent Office’s Income and Expenditure 2009-2010

leskaitits valsts pamatbudzeta

Transferred to the state general budget AN AU
Nodevas.par rUpnlemské Tpasuma .alzsardszu 1166 961 1 208 035
Fees for industrial property protection

Resursi Patentu valdes darbibas nodrosinasanai 2009 2010
Resources for ensuring Patent Office’s functioning

Dotacijas no wspéréj!em ienémumiem 657 487 661 491
Grants from general income

Maksas pakaIpOJ.um| 46 104 28 652
Chargeable services

Kopa 703 591 690 143
Total

lzdevumi

Expenditures AL 2
Atalgojums 390 530 371 576
Salaries

Dart_>a devéja sgmélé nodokla iemaksas 95 574 89 660
Social taxes paid by employer

Komandgjumi 664 1218
Business trips

Pakalpojumu aprr_laksa 174 226 140 384
Payment for services

Krajumi, materiali, energoresursi, preces, biroja preces un

atri noheto;am.als inventars _ _ _ 9 933 24 625
Stocks, materials, energy supplies, goods, office supplies

and short-life inventory

Biedru naudas |emaksas stgrptaunskajé_lm prganlzécuém 19 743 44 684
Payment of dues to international organizations

Kaplltélle izdevumi 19 973 3989
Capital expenses

Dgzéd| (izdevumi p_erlpdlkas iegadei) 2 281 6 775
Miscellaneous (periodicals)

lzdevumi kopa 712 924 682 911
Total expenses
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Structure of the Patent Office of the Republlc of Latvia

A4

1pasuma jautajumos

Direktora vietnieks riipnieciska

Patentu valdes

direktors

A4

}

lzgudrojumu ekspertizes
departaments

Valsts registru un
dokumentacijas nodala

i

| Juridiska nodala

| Publikaciju nodala

T T

lebildumu un apelaciju
nodala

Precu zimju un dizainparaugu
departaments

Direktora vietnieks Patentu
tehniskas biblioteékas
jautajumos

l

Nacionalo zimju nodala

Starptautisko zimju nodala

Departaments
"Patentu tehniska biblioteka"

FinansSu planosSanas un
gramatvedibas nodala

Informacijas tehnologiju
nodala

Krajuma un pakalpojumu
attistibas nodala

Uzzinu un informacijas
nodala

—>I VadoS$ais zinatniskais konsultants I

l

Saimniecibas nodala

Patentu valdes
Apelacijas padome

Direktora paligs

Personalvadibas nodala

Saskana ar 2010. gada 7. janija Patentu valdes reglamentu
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Director of the

¥ Patent Office N
Deputy Director for Deputy Director
Industrial Property Matters for the Matters of the Patent
and Technology Library
l Department of Trademarks
and Industrial Designs ] l
Department of Examination
of Inventions Division of National Marks Department “Patent a:ld
Technology Library
Division of International Marks Collecti d Servi
Division of State Registers || 5’ ecl lon an " D_er_v!ces
and Documentation evelopment Livision
Financial Planning and | Reference and Information
Legal Division }‘_ Accounting Division Division
Publications Division }4— IT Division
—>‘ Counsellor
Division of Oppositions | Maintenance and |
and Appeals Procurement Division
—>‘ Assistant to the Director
Board of Appeal

of the Patent Office

—>‘ Personnel Management Division ‘

In compliance with the Regulations of the Patent Office of June 7, 2010
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LATVIJAS REPUBLIKAS PATENTU VALDIE
PATENT OFFICE OF THE REPUBLIC OF LATVIA
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