OUTCOME DOCUMENT 1

Recommendation of Participants of V International Forum “The Innovation Development through the Market of Intellectual Property”

Moscow city                                                                                                          April 03rd, 2013

The participants of V International Forum “The Innovation Development through the Market of Intellectual Property”, had been held within the framework of World Intellectual Property Day under aegis of the United Nations on April 03rd, 2013 concurrently and jointly at one venue with XVI Moscow International Salon of Inventions and Innovative Technologies “Archimedes”, that gathered over 250 representatives from international organisations, heads and representatives from structures of public authority, science and business, institutes of higher education (IHE) and public organisations, mass media of CIS, EurAsEC, the Customs Union and EU, having discussed problems on the innovation development, taking into consideration the national and international experience of transition to the innovative economy through the formation of the Intellectual Property civilised market, including upon the international co-operation, the innovation motivation and consolidation of efforts of government, science and business, based on promulgated priorities in the Inter-State Programme on the innovation co-operation between the CIS member states for the period until 2020 and sharing the finding, made by the President of the Russian Federation, on the necessity of formation and development of the Intellectual Property market as the key condition for establishment of innovative economy, note that:

1. In the context of globalisation on the world market, along with the goods, work and services, “the fourth 

 basket” includes the rights on the results of intellectual activity – Intellectual Property. The structure of the market under conditions of transition to the new sixth technological mode and sharpening of competitive struggle has a steady tendency towards the change by 2015 in favour of the share of the market growth for Intellectual Property (15% GDP). The dependance of the further innovation development on the presence of the civilised market of Intellectual Property was long ago admitted by the USA, Japan, Germany, and afterwards, in the middle of 1990`s, by China, in 2010 – by the Russian Federation, in 2011 – by the European Union. Nowadays, the leading positions in the world trade of Intellectual Property are occupied by the APEC countries: the USA, Japan and China.     

According to the WIPO Report (2012), the share of “creative” economy for the product, connected to copyright and related rights only (press and literature – 40,5%, software and database – 23,2%, radio and television – 12,2%, advertisement – 8,6%, music and performances – 5,7%, organisation of copyright collective management – 4,1%,), in the total volume GDP of 30 countries being under research has averaged about 5,4%, incl.: the USA – 11,1%, Australia – 10,3%, PRC – 6,4%, RF – 6,1%. At the same time, the average share for copyright and related rights engaged in the industry made 5,6%, incl.: the USA – 8,2%, RF – 7,3%, Ukraine (1,9%).  

2. In the CIS countries a range of problems, concerned with the formation and development of the civilised 

market of Intellectual Property, has not yet been settled:

· the accounting for results of intellectual activity is being carried out for 3-5 types only out of 20 ones, in this case, protectable objects make up to 30% and guarded ones – to 7%;  

· in respect of the RIA`s absolute majority, the rights are not fixed on a non-confidential basis – through patenting (20% of the market) and on a closed basis – through know-how in the mode of commercial classified information (70% of the market);

· the external innovation activity of scientific organisations and IHEs is assessed by the number of publications, thesis, monographs, workshops (h.e. objects of copyright), while internal accounting is being effected predominatly by objects of patent right as a subject to state registration, but without the assessment for commercialisation of their rights; 

---------------------------------

1 The Outcome Document is discussed and recommended to be adopted by the Scientific Council of RSRIIP, admitted as a basis by the Forum participants on April 03rd, 2013, elaborated upon outcomes of agitation on the website of the Forum Directorate (April 04th - April 20th, 2013) and directed to international organisations (WIPO, CIS, EurAsEC, CU) and national government authorities of the CIS countries.

· within recent years in separate countries, incl. Russia, annualy the patents are issued less than previously granted ones are terminating, and with the budgetary financing on expenses for R&D at over 70%, Rospatent issues patents more than 40% for inventions to natural persons – the citizens of Russia, when among foreigners this index is 10 times less (4%, and over 95% - artificial persons), that is predetermined by high risks and expenses on the market research and further commercialisation of this Intellectual Property. With the policy of patent acquisition for the sake of report statistics for 1-2 years instead of 20 years of commercialisation, the countries lose the opportunities to fulfil  their convention priorities and technological advantages, conceding virtually at no cost these rights to foreigners;  

· the structure of the Intellectual Property market is hypertrophied to the benefit of intellectual rights` commercialisation on means of individualisation, that speaks more about enhancing of market relations in the sector of purchase and sale of foreign goods, than about the innovation activity of exclusive rightholders in their production.

· on the whole, the share of commercialisation for Intellectual Property, being protected by patents, is as very small as before, and in the CIS countries it ranges from 0,4% to 2%. The Intellectual Property market is still at the initial stage of formation. 

               3. The formula for success of the world`s leading economies as per the innovation development consists of the 

following components:

· the state strategy for the innovation development through the Intellectual Property market;

· horizontally and vertically centralised system of the state administration over processes in the field of Intellectual Property, purposed to smooth administrative barriers for the development of the market;

· uniform rules – the standards for formation, turnover (commercialisation) and protection of Intellectual Property;

· qualified personnel of proffesionals -  intermediate parties in the field of law, economics and Intellectual Property management (on the basis of 1 intermediate party for 10 researchers). 

                 4. In national strategies of the Intellectual Property development (adopted in most CIS countries: the Republic of Armenia, the Republic of Belarus, the Kyrgyz Republic, the Republic of Moldova, the Republic of Tajikistan, Ukraine), the above-mentioned segments and terms for formation of the Intellectual Property civilised market are taken into account not on a regular basis.   

 Having started in 2012, the arrangement of a long-term state strategy in the sphere of Intellectual Property until 2025 in Russia, as well as the previous arrangement in 2006 of “The Development Strategy of Intellectual Property in Russia for 2007-2012 yy.” is being implemented on a public basis, which makes the quality of its fulfilment by government authorities problematic.     

None of promotions for market relations` formation within “the fourth basket” of the world trade in the former Soviet Union arises on the part of scorecard for assessment of the innovation development in the field of scientific and technical work, fixed in the Inter-State programme of the innovation co-operation between the CIS member states for the period until 2020, borrowed from “knowledge economy”, to which had been specifically paid attention in the outcome document of the fourth International Forum “The Innovation Development through the Market of Intellectual Property” of April 26th, 2012.     

5. With the increase of expenses on research activities and R&D in 21st century their efficiency in various countries remains different: if in the USA with the expenses on R&D (the 1st place in the world – 382, 6 milliard $, or 2,7% GDP) the scientific product is being produced more than 21%, then in Russia with the increase of expenses on R&D in the last ten years by 10 times (over $ 23 milliard or 1% GDP – the 8th place in the world), the share of scientific product makes as before approximately 1% on the world market. 

At the same time, the structure of expenses on R&D during the last 20 years in Russia has not suffered significant changes: above ¾ - budget and ¼ - private sector, while abroad there is inverse proportion. The structure of research and development sector in the RF for 5 years (2007: SRI – 90%, enterprises – 6%, IHEs – 4%) has changed in favour of IHEs, while the core customer for R&D abroad has been and stays the enterprises (the USA – 69%, EU – 64%, China – 62%).

By force of absence of incentives towards the innovation activity, the industrial sector often is not interested in participation to implement strategic directions of research and development. In its turn, against the background of weak innovation activity of business, the science is compelled to orient itself towards the government order. The annual volume of government procurement in the RF makes approximately 6 trillion roubles, that together with procurement in the economic government sector – state corporations, natural monopolies, companies with government participation (7 trillion roubles per year), equals the annual budget of the country. 

Meanwhile, wih the increase of government expenses on the science, up to 90% of funds on the domestic industry modernisation are leaving abroad for procurement of import technologies. At no demand for the Russian scientific developments in the interests of the domestic industry modernisation, the level of import technology and equipment deliveries has been raised to the critical level in all basic industries. For example, with the increase of investment into research and development in 2011-2012 yy. for the companies with the government participation in power engineering of Russia (over 107 milliard roubles, that is 5 times more than for 2008-2010 yy.) above half of thermal stations (70% of electropower complexes) is being modernised at the cost of machinery import from two foreign firms (the total share of import by 2016 – 75%).        

6.  In the scientific and technical field, Intellectual Property performs the most important role as a mechanism for added value formation (the share of Intellectual Property makes to 10-15% of the price of the product sold), as the means for assets capitalisation of enterprises and organisations (through intangible assets) and as the investment resource (where on the security of Intellectual Property there are provided credits, loans and bank guarantees). The primary condition for this is the effective accounting policy for allocation and securing of rights on results of intellectual activity created in the course of R&D. 

In the meantime, for instance, the unified federal database of R&D had been carried out in the RF since 1982y. till January 01st, 2013, there have been registered about 1.2 million SRW and EDW, from which 84 898 ones were performed during the period from 2010-2012 yy., and according to results of R&D implementation, there have been registered 8 433 R&D deliverables only, h.e. – for 10 R&D there is less than 1 Intellectual Property result obtained (a potential object of Intellectual Property). At the same time, there are no effective tools to manage the government rights on results of intellectual activity, acquired upon budgetary financing.

It relates incl. to a high level of corruption in the field of R&D (both upon allocation of budget funds, as well as within external deals upon placement of government investment to modernisation of domestic production, where up to half of budget funds is leaving for “kickback”), that predetermines unwillingness of officials to change anything fundamentally.      

7. Since the middle of 20th century (establishment of WIPO in 1967), the centralisation and specialisation of state administering over processes in the sphere of Intellectual Property are being implemented around the world. In the CIS countries it reflected the establishment of unified inter-State and governmental bodies with consolidation of administration functions on copyright, related, patent and other rights in respect of all basic categories of the Intellectual Property objects (Inter-State Council of CIS on the issues of legal safeguard and protection of Intellectual Property (2011); the Republic of Armenia (2002), the Republic of Belarus (2004), the Republic of Kazakhstan (2003), the Kyrgyz Republic (2010), the Republic of Moldova (2004), Turkmenistan (2013), the Republic of Uzbekistan (2011), Ukraine (2010). The positive experience to improve the effectiveness of the state administration and to smooth administrative barriers in this sphere is the one of Kazakhstan`s, where following China the unified state structure in the form of Intellectual Property Committees is not centralised only, but is structured vertically up to municipalities.    

Although the given conclusion is being stated annualy in outcome documents of the present International Forum, in Russia this process is unjustifiably delayed. Hitherto, the functions of the government to administer Intellectual Property are dispersed between more than 20 federal authorities with the absence of “vertical” administration, that significantly reduces the possibility for formation of the Intellectual Property unified market and provision of competitive advantages with the fulfilment of the Innovation Development Strategy until 2020.    

8. The legislation of the CIS countries in the sphere of Intellectual Property mainly conforms to international standards, all countries take part in major international treaties and agreements in this sphere, incl. WIPO (24) and CIS (6). At the same time, the legal regime, when a range of these norms are being implemented, comes into conflict with real interests of national economies and business communities in the CIS countries, predominately as consumers, but not as producers of guarded results of intellectual activity. 

At this time, in the Inter-State Programme of the innovation co-operation between the CIS member states for the period until 2020 (adopted on October 18th, 2011) upon securing the need in formation of the inter-State market of goods, services, capital and labour, the inter-State innovation space and an effectively operating system of the government innovation co-operation between the CIS member states there is no aim, no principle, objective and condition of the innovation development – the Intellectual Property market.   

 Upon adoption of new inter-State treaties in the former Soviet Union in the sphere of Intellectual Property during last years (Agreement “On Unified Principles and Rules of Competition” (December 9th, 2010), the CIS Cooperation Agreement in the field of legal safeguard and protection of IP and establishment of the Inter-State council on the issues of legal safeguard and protection of IP (August 14th, 2011) the CIS Model Code of Intellectual Property adopted by the IPA CIS (2010), Agreement on a unified standard of turnover of the Intellectual Property objects across EurAsEC member states, Agreement on the protection and defence of the Intellectual Property rights in the EurAsEC member states, the Customs Union Agreement “On Unified Principles of Regulation in the spheres of  Intellectual Property rights` protection” (since January 01st, 2012), its implementation practice leaves much to be desired.    

 In the CIS countries, incl. within the framework of the Free Trade Agreement, EurAsEC and the Customs Union there are still no uniform legal regulations in the sphere of Intellectual Property, and the documents approved do not work effectively to their full extent.  

The primary reasons of the very legal situation are incl.: a replacement of the strategy, policy and indices of the innovation economy by the indicators of “knowledge economy”; the growth of active external and internal counteraction against the CIS countries entry into a new market of international division of labour in the sphere of Intellectual Property as sellers.  

9. A high level of legal and economic ignorance within state authorities, IHEs, scientific organisations with the absence of qualifed personnel in the sphere of economics, law and management of Intellectual Property locally is still the same. Although in 2011 RSAIP was defined as a basic organisation in CIS on personel training in the sphere of Intellectual Property, with the annual graduation of up to 200 specialists from the given IHE, these possibilities are not enough even for internal needs of Rospatent. The adoption of state standards by the Ministry of Education of Russia in education on qualifying bachelors and masters with the economics, law and Intellectual Property management orientation is being unjustifiably postponed.

10. The specified strategy risks in the spheres considered for the innovation future of the CIS countries can be overcome only upon an essential adjustment of the public policy in this sphere in all its dimensions: lawmaking, law enforcement and development of legal awareness.

When the world technological market has been already divided, the CIS countries initially are given, at best, the place of products` assembly on foreign technologies, quite often far from the most contemporary ones, and at prices, occasionally, at times, exceeding those on the market through procedures of “parallel imports”, that in advance enforces the products produced on this equipment to be not competetive in the global market. And in order to change the situation, as to be sellers instead of being buyers, it is required to be ready and able to fight for the national interests and to form primarily our own segment of the Intellectual Property market – along the Eurasian direction (within the Customs Union - EurAsEC- CIS).    
For the purpose of increase of the coordination and interaction level of all parties in interest and conditions` creation of transition to the innovation economy through formation of the civilised Intellectual Property market, the solutions on the above-mentioned problems, including within the international co-operation, and the increase of the innovation activity`s pace, taking into account the discussion had taken place, the participants of V International Forum “The Innovation Development through the Market of Intellectual Property” by common consent make the following decisions: 

1. To express in public the recognition to the heads of international organisations and state authorities of Russia for greeting and attention to the Forum activity.

2. To hold the sixth International Forum “The Innovation Development through the Market of Intellectual Property” on April 02nd, 2014 in Moscow. 

3. The Organising Committee and Forum Directorate are to inform WIPO, UNESCO, WTO and the European Commission EU of outcomes of Forum activities and recommendations adopted.  

4. To accept as the basis the draft of the Forum outcome document. To authorise the Organising Committee and the Forum Directorate to place the given document on the website of Forum, to elaborate, taking into consideration the comments and proposals received, and to forward to the corresponding international organisations, inter-State bodies CIS, EurAsEC and the Customs Union and national parliaments of CIS member states the following recommendations:

1. In the sphere of rule-making development:
1.1.   With arrangement and implementation of national strategies of the innovation development and strategies of the Intellectual Property growth, to provide for their interdependence and orientation for formation and development of the civilised Intellectual Property market bound to sectoral (within technological platforms), regional (within the innovation clusters) and federal (within the framework of contracting system) interests.

1.2.  With the further improvement of national and regional legislation in the sphere of Intellectual Property, the inter-State and national bodies of rule-making are to use broader as the criterion not formal positivistic correspondence to the standards of international law, adopted in 19-20 centuries, but the actual correspondence to the real economical and social needs of people, business and civil society in the third millenium on the basis of complex interdisciplinary assessment of effeciency and utility of the proper legal instructions to achieve the announced priorities and indices of the innovation development and quality of life.

1.3.  To suggest national parliaments taking measures, directed to the improvement of the order to assign and ensure effective use of budgetary funds on R&D with participation of a real sector of economics, including:

· participation of enterprises in defining the subject matter of state order (the interest in co-financing);

· reduction of corruption (kickbacks up to 40-50%);

· securing intellectual rights for the executors/ enterprise – customer with budgetary financing;

· change of indices to assess the efficiency of the innovation enterprises and organisations;

· lowering discretion of officials, incl. upon usage of the Intelectual Property results, obtained within the technologies of military-, special- and double-purpose in civil sector of economy;  

· inclusion of Intellectual Property in the price pattern of the innovation product upon the state order;

· change of terms and conditions for crediting and taxation of these activities and usage of their results to the level of the EU.      

1.4.  To recommend the elaboration and adoption of the Model Law that regulates the issues on ensuring the protection of intellectual rights in the information and communication network, including the rules and order of usage by the information intermediate party of measures, being taken upon the application from the rightholder concerning the infringement of his intellectual rights, to Interparliamentary Assembly of the CIS member states for the purpose of harmonisation of the legislative base, fixing standards common with the international experience and measures of the innovation development for the sake of uniformity of a legal environment and activity`s intensification for national parliaments; 

1.5.  With the improvement of international law standards within the framework of the Customs Union and common economic space, to take into consideration, incl. the solution for tasks of current importance that were submitted at International Forum “Anticontrafact-2012”:

· under legislation ensuring the balance of authors` interests, other rightholders and users by means of securing limits for the usage of intellectual activity results freely within capable digital (electronic) copying of such results and bringing them to the public notice in the information and telecommunication network;

· the increase of the effeciency of organisations` activity on the collective management of copyright and related rights, including the system`s improvement to collect and allocate remuneration for usage of copyright and related rights` objects, as well as measures on material incentives to the deviser and other objects of patent rights;

· delimitation of content reproduction, protectable by the copyright law, for personal purposes;

· determination of legal regime of access to cultural values being under public domain;

· distinct differentiation of corpus delicti for administrative and criminal infractions in the Intellectual Property sphere; 

· encouragement of a wide use for new proprietary technologies; enhancing guarantees to respect for third parties rights; prevention of unfair acts on the state registration and use of the industrial property objects.

1.6.  Considering the tendency in use of standardisation as unfair competition, incl. within the framework of WTO, to support the initiative on development and adoption of the first national standards in the sphere of Intellectual Property “Intellectual Property. Terms and Definitions”, “Intellectual Property. Scientific Discoveries” and “Intellectual Property. Scientific works”.

                In the face of numerous legal conflicts in the sphere of use and protection of Intellectual Property, to 

            recommend a greater use of standardisation for their settlement both nationally as well as on international basis.   

To consider it being urgent for the establishment of the International Committee on standardisation in the sphere of Intellectual Property (with jurisdiction for the countries of the Customs Union and EurAsEC), based on the experience of national technical committee on standardisation “Intellectual Property” (TC-481).

1.7.   In order to promptly solve the matters, which may become problematic upon formation in CIS the inter-State market of goods, services, capital and labour in the Inter-State programme of the innovation co-operation between the CIS member states until 2020, to provide for a special subprogramme on formation and development of the Intellectual Property market in each CIS member state.

2. Upon arrangement and implementation of programmes on the development of national, sectoral and regional markets of Intellectual Property as an integral part of the world Intellectual Property market under WTO and the basic condition required for carrying out the technological modernisation of domestic industry, it is appropriate to use as indicative indices the following ones:

· the share of the protectable intellectual activity results, obtained in the total volume of R&D;

· the share of Intellectual Property in the price pattern of the innovation product;

· the Intellectual Property use in economical activity of an organisation/ enterprise: the number of licence contract concluded and contracts of concession on the domestic market; the number of licences, sold abroad; the number of foreign licences, purchased from abroad; the share of contracts on commercial use of Intellectual Property to its total volume;

· the share of intangible assets from all the assets of the innovation sector;

· the share of counterfeit products, sold on the domestic market, incl. from abroad;

· provision of the qualified personnel in the sphere of Intellectual Property (for 1000 researchers). 

1.8.  To enhance the competitiveness of the CIS member states economy, its transformation into the  innovation economy through the Intellectual Property market, implementation of priorities of economic development based on effective interaction of national innovation systems in the integrated innovation space, establsihment of international authority of the Commonwealth as one of the world`s centres of technological leadership, to suggest the CIS Executive Committee and CIS Economic Council, national governments and parliaments of the CIS countries, upon adjustment and implementation of the Inter-State programme on the innovation co-operation between the CIS member states until 2020 and national strategies of the innovation development for the period until 2020 to draw attention to the inadmissibility to use objectives, principles and indices of the so-called “knowledge economy” as being contradicted to aims and principles of the innovation development proper.  

 Thus, it is important to apply “The Rule of 10’’, consisting of the following successful elements in the development of the Intellectual Property market:

· Not less than 10% of expenses on R&D- for securing the rights on RIA;

· Not less than 10% - the share of Intellectual Property in the price pattern of the innovation products;

· Not less than 10% - the share of experts – intermediate parties between sellers and buyers on the Intellectual Property market;    

· Not less than 10% - the share of Intellectual Property as the basis of intangible assets in assets of the enterprise; 

· Not less than 10% - the share of Intellectual Property in GDP.

2. In the sphere of the law-enforcement improvement:

2.1 With the enhancement of the public management system in the sphere of Intellectual Property, to take into consideration the positive experience of centralisation of the government administration over processes on smoothing administrative barriers in the sphere of Intellectual Property both “horizontally” (when in the early 21 century in the CIS countries (except Russia) the functions of the public management in the sphere of copyright and patent rights were combined in the unified state authority), as well “vertically” (when in Kazakhstan under Chinese practice there was established the unified Intellectual Property Committee at the Minisrty of Justice RK with the structure up to the municipalities) with the specialisation of corresponding subdivisions in the sphere of Intellectual Property.   

    2.2. For the purpose of effective inclusion in economic and civil turnover of Intellectual Property, being created 

under budgetary financing, to provide for: 

· formation of the accounting system, available for participants of civil turnover, on RIA and allocation of the rights on them;  

· motivation of the state customers towards decisions making on securing rights on the intellectual activity results, created under budgetary financing, for the executors of the given R&D; 

· the active use of methods, alternative to patenting, for securing the rights on RIA, created in the scientific and technical sphere;

· the use of open licences on the use of the intellectual activity results, for which the exclusive rightholder is the exchequer;

· the use of hardware for the sake of legal use of the copyright and related rights` objects in information and telecommunication network, including the Internet.   

· working out a mechanism to assess and transfer the package of exclusive rights on RIA, for which the rightholder is the government, to the authorised capital stock of companies with the state participation.   

          2.3. In order to enhance the effeciency of the state legal protection in the sphere of Intellectual Property, the inter-State executive offices of CIS, EurAsEC and the Customs Union, national governments and national judicial authorities of these countries are to provide for measures, on provision the effective coordination of interaction between state structures with a specialisation of corresponding subdivisions and raising the qualification of officials and employees, incl.:

· establishment within law machineries of specialised subdivisions on the protection of Intellectual Property in information and telecommunication network, including the Internet;

· establishment of judicial boards (constituent elements) on the affairs of Intellectual Property in regional courts and in those equal to them, the corresponding specialisation of judges in regional courts for ensuring the required level of judicial protection on such affairs; 

· creation of unified specialised information database (incl. creation of common database of court decree in the sphere of Intellectual Property) and the state information system on counteraction against infringements in the sphere of consumers` protection, Intellectual Property and product certification and provision of data communication in information network between the state and inter-State structures;    

· introduction of the Unified Customs register of the Intellectual Property objects within the Customs Union into effect, with providing for the number of object as subjects to the inclusion on the basis of national interests and practices of other countries (in Ukraine since June 01st, 2012 in the customs register, inventions, utility models and selection achievements can be put further to the existing in register objects of copyright, related rights, means of individualisation and industrial designs);

· empowering the customs authorities on the production of urgent investigative actions in regard to the Intellectual Property crime;

· simplifying the procedure and reduction of terms for adjustment of disputes within the framework of legal protection of public interests upon export of military-, special- and double-purpose products.

        2.4.  The CIS Economic Council and CIS Executive Committee, Integration Committee of EurAsEC and the Eurasian economic commission are to consider the report “On the State of legal protection, use and defence of Intellectual Property in CIS” had been drawn up at Republican Scientific Research Institute of Intellectual Property (RSRIIP) in accordance with the decision of the CIS Inter-State Council on the Protection of Industrial property (ICPIP)  and Joint Working Commission of member states of the Agreement on counteracting infringements in the sphere of Intellectual Property of September 09th, 2011 and to render assistance in furnishing necessary information in due time on the part of national government bodies and academies of science for its arrangement on a yearly basis for the purpose of its effective further use upon formation and implementation of the development policy of the Intellectual Property market.

        2.5. Recognising the positive practice of the given national report`s development by RSRIIP and of its issuing at the Council of the Federation of the Federal Assembly of the Russian Federation (since 2007), where have been stated results on monitoring of activities of more than 40 government authorities, state academies of science and corporations, non-governmental structures on formation of the Intellectual Property market in respect of 20 kinds of Intellectual Property objects through all stages of its life cycle (formation, use, commercialisation and protection), both at the federal level as well as regionally (83 federal subjects of the RF), to recommend national governments and parliaments to arrange and publish annually similar reports in all CIS countries as the government reports. To consider the use of the given reports as being important both while preparing and implementing national, sectoral, corporate and regional strategies and programmes of the innovation development through the Intellectual Property market, as well as while arranging the inter-State information exchange on prevention and suppression of infringements in the sphere of Intellectual Property.

3. In the sphere of legal awareness development:

3.1. To render organisational assistance to highly qualified peopleware providing implementation of inter-State programme of the innovation co-operation between the CIS member states for the period until 2020 in the field of organisational and legal support in higher education conversion, network organisation development of educational programmes and distant education in the sphere of Intellectual Property;

3.2. Within the framework of national, sectoral and regional programmes of the Intellectual Property market development, the state structures of executive authorities are to provide for formation of state and corporate orders on personnel training/ retraining, incl.:

· to work out the programme of teachers` retraining and professional development on Intellectual Property;

· within annual programmes of professional development and retraining of state employees and judiciary bodies, to provide for the means for raising the level of qualification in the field of law, economics and management of Intellectual Property; 

· to develop and adopt, as a matter of priority, the amendments to the corresponding legislative acts, securing the need in the presence of special qualification in the sphere of Intellectual Property in certain categories of working people of the innovation sphere; to adopt qualifying requirements for the specialist in the sphere of Intellectual Property;    

· to approve the educational standards for specialists, bachelors and masters training with orientation towards law, economics and management in the sphere of intellectual activity and to take measures on the system`s establishment of continuous vocational education in this sphere. 

3.3. Taking into account a significant delay in personnel training in the field of law, economics and management and apparent insufficiency for settling these matters for the CIS countries of educational potential of RSRIIP, to consider the information collection and analysis on the operation of national IHEs in this sphere as being of current importance, incl. arrangement and implementation of educational programmes, study courses and educational-methodical complex, establishment of special departments, and this experience dissemination through inter-State structures, as well as specialised academic journals, including “Intellectual Property Law” and “Information Law”.       

3.4. To provide mass media coverage of issues on popularisation of the Intellectual Property civilised market, problems of current importance on formation and development, significance and necessity of Intellectual Property`s legal use in the interests of the innovation development on a regular basis.  

3.5. To agree with the conclusion of the International Association of Intellectual Property Institutes (MAIIS), that for the sake of prevention of unfair competition under cover of struggle against counterfeit and formation of a new, more rational international economic order there is a need in the unified transparent and conventional methodology and methods to measure the counterfeit level in different countries. To address to the CIS Economic Council and CIS Executive Committee, Integration Committee EurAsEC and the Eurasian economic commission with the proposal on the given initiative to be considered and on its implementation in 2013-2014 yy. 
