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TRADE MARKS, REGISTERED DESIGNS AND PLANT BREEDER’S RIGHTS
Trade Marks
Trade marks help consumers identify the goods and services they prefer, and can encourage businesses to build their brand and reputation. Trade marks now cover a letter, number, word, phrase, sound, smell, shape, logo or picture. 
Changes to Australia’s trade mark system may have resulted in more trade marks of lower quality being registered. Where trade marks are cast too broadly, they can reduce the ability of new firms to differentiate themselves and constrain competition. Trade marks can also contribute to consumer confusion, for example, when they include geographic names unrelated to the product or service.
Giving the Registrar of Trade Marks greater powers, and increasing application fees, would help make sure trade marks are not cast too widely. Consumer confusion can be addressed by allowing the Registrar of Trade Marks more scope to seek further information on, and to reject, trade marks making potentially confusing claims.
Some businesses, particularly small‑ and medium‑ enterprises, also struggle with the difference between trade marks and business names. The Government should link the trade mark database and business names register to help reduce unintentional infringement of trade marks.
Contrary to some commentary, parallel imports are genuine products, not counterfeits. While the law is intended to allow parallel imports, it has become unclear and unworkable, harming competition and Australian consumers. Amending the Trade Marks Act to allow parallel imports of marked goods would address this problem.
Registered Designs
Registered design rights protect the appearance of products with an industrial or commercial use. 
Some have argued Australia should join an international agreement (the Hague Agreement) covering registered designs, which would allow designers to apply for protection in a number of countries through a single international application. But joining would also require Australia to extend the term of protection for registered designs from 10 to 15 years.
The Australian Government should carefully assess the costs and benefits before making such commitments. This would help ensure the interests of Australian consumers are adequately considered, and that the gains from harmonisation outweigh the costs of extending term.
Plant Breeder’s Rights
Plant breeder’s rights provide rights holders with exclusive control over the sale and propagation of registered plant varieties — 25 years in the case of trees or vines, and 20 years for all other plants. 
Plant Breeder’s Rights have been successful in encouraging greater private sector plant breeding activity. However, plant breeders and other stakeholders have expressed concern that the scope of protection provided by Plant Breeder’s Rights is being undermined by technology changes, opening the door on unauthorised copying.
Amending the Plant Breeder’s Rights Act to close a loophole, would avoid situations where breeders can copy and sell protected varieties, so long as they do not attempt to register the copied varieties with IP Australia. 
The use of a market‑impact test would help to better differentiate new from existing plant varieties and so reduce the risk of fraudulent or copycat breeding and ensure that initial and follow‑on breeders share appropriately in the value each has contributed. 
Misrepresentation of varieties and refusal to pay royalties remains a concern in some areas. Improving compliance with royalty and licensing agreements is best achieved through closer cooperation and consultation, with industry groups best placed to lead these efforts. 
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	Want to know more about what the Commission said about these IP rights?

		Issue
	For more details and the Commission’s draft recommendation

	Designs
	

	The Hague Agreement 
	Pages 311‑315, recommendation 10.1

	Alternatives to registered design
	Pages 307‑310, finding 10.1

	Trade marks and geographical indications
	

	Reducing the scope for ‘cluttering’ of trade marks
	Pages 335‑337, recommendation 11.1

	Reducing confusion among users of trade marks
	Pages 339‑341, recommendation 11.1

	Improving efficiency by reforming parallel imports of trade marked goods and services
	Pages 344‑347, recommendation 11.2

	Challenges for trade marks in the digital age
	Pages 347‑349, information request 11.1

	Geographical indications in wine and future trade agreements 
	Pages 349‑352, information request 11.2

	Plant Breeder’s Rights
	

	Amending the PBR Act 1994 to constrain unauthorised copying
	Pages 366-367, recommendation 12.1

	An ‘impacts test’ to determine EDV status
	Pages 367‑368, information request 12.1

	Improving efficiency by end point royalty systems
	Pages 369‑373




	

	




	Having your say

	The Productivity Commission is keen to hear your feedback on this draft report. You are welcome to make a written submission to the Commission, preferably in electronic format, by 3 June 2016. More information on making a submission can be found on the inquiry website at http://www.pc.gov.au/inquiries/current/intellectual-property/make-submission
Public hearings will be held in mid June 2016 — likely locations are Canberra, Melbourne and Sydney (to be determined by participant demand). Information on hearing dates and venues will be available on the inquiry website http://www.pc.gov.au/inquiries/current/intellectual-property#draft.
The final report will be provided to the Australian Government on 18 August 2016.
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