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The Madrid system
started 110 years ago (1893)

with
four European and one African countries

The Madrid system
started 110 years ago (1893)

with
four European and one African countries
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SWITZERLANDSWITZERLAND
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TUNISIATUNISIA
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BELGIUMBELGIUM
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FRANCEFRANCE
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SPAINSPAIN
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MORE EXAMPLES OF IRMORE EXAMPLES OF IR
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MORE EXAMPLES OF IRMORE EXAMPLES OF IR
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The Madrid Protocol started in 1989
(operational as from 1st April 1996)

Now: 66 countries

The Madrid Protocol started in 1989
(operational as from 1st April 1996)

Now: 66 countries
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COUNTRIES AGREEMENT PROTOCOL BOTH
MEMBERSHIP (1/5)MEMBERSHIP (1/5)

* CURRENT EU MEMBER STATES
(.)FROM 15-12-2005

Albania -------------------------------------------------------------------------------------X
Algeria --------------------------------- X
Antigua and Barbuda ---------------------------------------------- X
Armenia ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------- X
Australia -------------------------------------------------------------- X
*Austria ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------- X
Azerbaijan ---------------------------- X
Bahrain (.) ------------------------------------------------------------- X
Belarus ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ X
*Belgium ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------- X
Bhutan ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ X
Bosnia and Herzegovina ----------- X
Bulgaria ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------- X
China -------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- X
Croatia ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ X
Cuba --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- X



© 2005 DURAN-CORRETJER  /  http://www.duran.es 12/45

COUNTRIES AGREEMENT PROTOCOL BOTH

* CURRENT EU MEMBER STATESMEMBERSHIP (2/5)MEMBERSHIP (2/5)

* Cyprus -------------------------------------------------------------------------------------X
Czech Republic ---------------------------------------------------------------------------- X
Dem. People’s of Korea ------------------------------------------------------------------ X
* Denmark ----------------------------------------------------------- X
Egypt ----------------------------------- X
*Estonia --------------------------------------------------------------- X
European Community --------------------------------------------- X
*Finland --------------------------------------------------------------- X
* France ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ X
Georgia ---------------------------------------------------------------- X
*Germany---------------------------------------------------------------------------------- X
*Greece ---------------------------------------------------------------- X
*Hungary ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------- X
Iceland ----------------------------------------------------------------- X
Iran ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- X
*Ireland---------------------------------------------------------------- X
*Italy ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------X
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COUNTRIES AGREEMENT PROTOCOL BOTH

* CURRENT EU MEMBER STATESMEMBERSHIP (3/5)MEMBERSHIP (3/5)

Japan ------------------------------------------------------------------ X
Kazakhstan ----------------------------- X
Kenya --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- X
Kyrgyzstan -------------------------------------------------------------------------------- X
*Latvia ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- X
Lesotho ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- X
Liberia -----------------------------------X
Liechtenstein ------------------------------------------------------------------------------ X
*Lithuania ----------------------------------------------------------- X
*Luxembourg ----------------------------------------------------------------------------- X
Monaco ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- X
Mongolia ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------- X
Morocco ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ X
Mozambique ------------------------------------------------------------------------------ X
Namibia------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- X
*Netherlands ------------------------------------------------------------------------------ X
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COUNTRIES AGREEMENT PROTOCOL BOTH

* CURRENT EU MEMBER STATESMEMBERSHIP (4/5)MEMBERSHIP (4/5)

Norway ---------------------------------------------------------------- X
*Poland ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ X
*Portugal----------------------------------------------------------------------------------- X
Republic of Korea--------------------------------------------------- X
Republic of Moldova -------------------------------------------------------------------- X
Romania ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------- X
Russian Federation -----------------------------------------------------------------------X
San Marino --------------------------- X
Serbia and Montenegro ---------------------------------------------------------------- X
Sierra Leone ------------------------------------------------------------------------------ X
Singapore-------------------------------------------------------------- X
*Slovakia ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------- X
*Slovenia ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------- X
*Spain -------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- X
Sudan----------------------------------- X
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COUNTRIES AGREEMENT PROTOCOL BOTH TOTAL

* CURRENT EU MEMBER STATESMEMBERSHIP (5/5)MEMBERSHIP (5/5)

Swaziland ------------------------------------------------------------- X
*Sweden ----------------------------------------------X
Switzerland----------------------------------------------------------- X
Surian Arab Rep.---------------------------------------------------- X
Tajikistan -------------------- X
The former Yugoslav
Rep. of Macedonia -------------------------------------------------- X
Turkey ----------------------------------------------- X
Turkmenistan -------------------------------------- X
Ukraine ---------------------------------------------------------------- X
*United Kingdom---------------------------------- X
United States of America ------------------------ X
Uzbekistan ------------------- X
Viet nam---------------------- X
Zambia ---------------------------------------------- X

TOTAL          11 21 66       45                77
AGREEMENT PROTOCOL

56
TOTAL UNDER THE SYSTEM?
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MADRID SYSTEM BASIC PRINCIPLESMADRID SYSTEM BASIC PRINCIPLES

• REQUIRES A BASIC APPLICATION / REGISTRATION IN THE HOME COUNTRY OF 
THE APPLICANT FOR: FILING

KEEPING IR FOR FIRST 5 YEARS

• THE IR NEVER PROTECTS THE MARK IN THE HOME COUNTRY (THIS IS DONE 
BY THE BASIC APPLICATION / REGISTRATION)

• IR IS FILED BEFORE TRADE MARK OFFICE OF HOME COUNTRY

• THERE IS AN INTERNATIONAL PUBLICATION AND EVENTUAL 
REPUBLICATIONS IN DESIGNATED COUNTRIES

• THERE IS A FIXED TERM             MONTHS FOR REPORTING ON OBJECTIONS / 
OPPOSITIONS IN ALL COUNTRIES  - OTHERWISE:  REGISTRATION

12
18

• IR EQUIVALENT TO NATIONAL REGISTRATIONS IN DESIGNATED COUNTRIES 
FOR: PROSECUTION UNTIL REGISTRATION / REJECTION

INVALIDATION
ENFORCEMENT

RENEWAL
• APPLICATIONS FOR CHANGE OF NAME/ADDRESS CENTRALLY TO WIPO

ASSIGNMENT

EXAMPLE
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RETURN
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AGREEMENT

GRANTED

FLAT FEE

YES

12 MONTHS

YES

PROTOCOL

PENDING

INDIVIDUAL FEE

YES BUT CONVERSION

18 MONTHS

YES

BASIC APPLICATION

COUNTRY DESIGNATION FEE

CENTRAL ATTACK (5 YEARS)

TERM TO OBJECT NATIONALLLY

SAFEGUARD CLAUSE

DIFERENCES BETWEEN MADRID
AGREEMENT AND PROTOCOL

DIFERENCES BETWEEN MADRID
AGREEMENT AND PROTOCOL
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FEESFEES

BASIC FEE (INCLUDING REGISTRATION FEE 
FOR 10 YEARS) (FOR 3 CLASSES)

WITH COLOUR

ADDITIONAL CLASS FEE (PER CLASS)

DESIGNATION FEE (PER COUNTRY)

* JAPAN SPLITS FILING AND REG.

653

903

73

73

94/600*

226

171

754

Flat

Individual

Filing 

Registration (per class)

1 class

per add. class

463

641

52

52

67/426

161

121

535

SF         US
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MADRID PROTOCOL PROSECUTIONMADRID PROTOCOL PROSECUTION
NATIONAL FILING

INTERNATIONAL FILING
Claim of Priority (within 6 months)

Within 2 months if not loss

At National
Office

Formalities Examination
i.e.: Classification

By WIPO
NOTIFICATION TO

DESIGNATED OFFICES

TRANSMISSION TO WIPO
(GENEVA) of filing (priority date)!

By WIPO

PUBLICATION IN GAZETTEBy WIPO

NATIONAL PROCEEDINGS
i.e.: Examination, opposition, etc.

Each designated
Office

At National
Office

By National
Office

18 months to notify
objections

AUTOMATIC REGISTRATION
IF NO OBJECTION RECEIVED

OBJECTION      REPLY       DECISION
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TERRITORIAL EFFECTTERRITORIAL EFFECT

• SAME AS A NATIONAL OR REGIONAL APPLICATION / REGISTRATION

• CANNOT EXTEND EFFECTS TO COUNTRY OF ORIGIN (PROTECTED 
THROUGH BASIC APPLICATION)

• AN INTERNATIONAL REGISTRATION CAN BE EXTENDED AFTER 
REGISTRATION TO ADDITIONAL COUNTRIES

TERRITORIAL EXTENSION: - NEW BASIC FEE
- COUNTRY DESIGNATION FEE

PRIORITY       FILING DATE T.E.
- NEW PROSECUTION FOR NEW 

COUNTRIES
- DURATION : WHAT REMAINS 

FOR ORIGINAL IR
- RENEWAL TAKES PLACE FOR 

NEW AND OLD COUNTRIES AT 
THE SAME TIME
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REPLACEMENT OF NATIONAL OR 
REGIONAL REGISTRATIONS BY IR
REPLACEMENT OF NATIONAL OR 
REGIONAL REGISTRATIONS BY IR

1) 2 IDENTICAL MARKS

2) BOTH SAME APPLICANT

3) ALL GOODS / SERVICES OF NATIONAL OR 
REGIONAL REGISTRATIONS INCLUDED IN IR

4) IR REPLACES NATIONAL OR REGIONAL 
REGISTRATIONS 

NATIONAL / REGIONAL 
(EARLIER)

IR (LATER)
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NATIONAL PROCEEDINGS FOR IRNATIONAL PROCEEDINGS FOR IR

REFUSAL ON GROUNDS APPLIED 
BY NATIONAL LAW TO 

NATIONAL APPLICATIONS 
UNDER THE PARIS CONVENTION

NOTIFICATION TO WIPO OF 
PROVISIONAL REFUSAL

NOTIFICATION TO APPLICANT 
/ REPRESENTATIVE

REPLY FOLLOWING 
NATIONAL RULES

DECISION COUNTRY BY COUNTRY

NOTIFICATION TO WIPO AND TO APPLICANT

ABSOLUTE GROUNDS :
i.e.:  
- Lack of distinctiveness
- Similarity earlier Mark
- Opposition

TERM : 12 or 18 months

By National
Office

By National
Office

By WIPO

To National
Office

By National
Office

THROUGH LOCAL 
COUNSEL

EXAMPLE

ON CTM IT IS POSSIBLE TO
CONVERT INTO NATIONAL
APPL. OR DESIGNATIONS
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RETURN
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DURATIONDURATION

- 10 YEARS FROM FILING

- RENEWALS FOR TEN YEARS PERIOD 

DEPENDENCE OF BASIC APPLICATION OR REGISTRATION

6 months before due date
6 months after (with fine)

- 5 YEARS FROM FILING DATE

- IR DISAPPEARS

- CONVERSION CAN BE FILED IN EACH DESIGNATED STATE WITHIN 3 
MONTHS

IF BASIC A / R

IF FINAL DECISION TAKEN ON
(begun within 5 years)

- WITHDRAWN
- LAPSES
- RENOUNCED
- FINAL DECISION

- Rejection
- Revocation
- Cancellation
- Invalidation

Appeal against refusal

Action

Opposition

Withdrawal 
Revocation 
Cancellation 
Invalidation
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ASSIGNMENTS, CHANGES OF NAMEASSIGNMENTS, CHANGES OF NAME

- MADE THROUGH A SINGLE REQUEST

LANGUAGES

- AGREEMENT : FRENCH
- PROTOCOL : FRENCH / ENGLISH/SPANISH

PAYMENT OF FEES

DEBITED TO CURRENT ACCOUNT 
POSTAL CHEQUE 
BANK ACCOUNT 
BANK CHEQUE 
CASH
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COUNTRIES THAT REPUBLISH IR 
APPLICATIONS

COUNTRIES THAT REPUBLISH IR 
APPLICATIONS

AUSTRALIA MOZAMBIQUE
CUBA NORWAY
DENMARK POLAND
ESTONIA PORTUGAL
FINLAND REP. OF KOREA
GEORGIA SERBIA AND
GREECE MONTENEGRO
IRELAND SINGAPUR
ICELAND SWEDEN
JAPAN TURKEY

THE OTHER COUNTRIES RELY ON 
THE PUBLICATION  MADE BY 

WIPO

EXAMPLES
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RETURN

JAPAN

AUSTRALIA

DENMARK

ESTONIA

FINLAND

GREECE
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COUNTRIES WITH 
EXAMINATION

ON ABSOLUTE GROUNDS

COUNTRIES WITH 
EXAMINATION

ON ABSOLUTE GROUNDS

ALL COUNTRIES
EXCEPT

LIECHTENSTEIN
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COUNTRIES WITH EXAMINATION
ON RELATIVE GROUNDS

COUNTRIES WITH EXAMINATION
ON RELATIVE GROUNDS

ARMENIA
AUSTRALIA
BAHRAIN
BELARUS
BULGARIA
CHINA
CUBA
ESTONIA
FORMER YUGOSLAV REP.

OF MACEDONIA
RUSSIAN FEDERATION
FINLAND
GEORGIA
GREECE
HUNGARY
IRELAND
ICELAND
JAPAN

MOZAMBIQUE
NAMIBIA
NORWAY
POLAND
PORTUGAL
REPUBLIC OF KOREA
MOLDAVIA
POPULAR REP. OF KOREA
CZECH REPUBLIC
ROMANIA
UK
SERBIA AND MONTENEGRO
SINGAPUR
SLOVAK REPUBLIC
SWEEDEN
SYRIA
TURKMENISTAN
UKRAINE
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COUNTRIES WHERE IT IS  POSSIBLE
TO FILE OPPOSITION

COUNTRIES WHERE IT IS  POSSIBLE
TO FILE OPPOSITION

COUNTRY
AUSTRALIA
BAHRAIN
BENELUX
CHINA
CUBA
DENMARK
ESTONIA
European Union
FINLAND
FRANCE
GEORGIA
GERMANY
GREECE
IRELAND
IRAN
ISLAND
ITALY
JAPAN
LATVIA
MONGOLIA
MOZAMBIQUE

TERM
3 MONTHS
60 DAYS
2 MONTHS
3 MONTHS
60 DAYS
2 MONTHS
2 MONTHS
3 MONTHS
2 MONTHS
FIRST DAY 
3 MONTHS
3 MONTHS
4 MONTHS
3 MONTHS
30 DAYS
2 MONTHS
3 MONTHS
2 MONTHS
4 MONTHS
18 MONTHS
60 DAYS

STARTING FROM
OWN PUBLICATION
OWN PUBLICATION
WIPO GAZZETTE (TO BE IMPLEMENTED)
WIPO GAZZETTE
WIPO GAZZETTE
OWN PUBLICATION
OWN PUBLICATION
OWN PUBLICATION
OWN PUBLICATION
FOLLOWING MONTH TO WIPO PUBLICATION
OWN PUBLICATION
WIPO GAZZETTTE
15th OF MONTH FOLLOWING PUBLICATION
OWN PUBLICATION
OWN PUBLICATION
OWN PUBLICATION
IDEM FR. (YET TO BE IMPLEMENTED)
OWN PUBLICATION
WIPO GAZZETTE
FILING DATE
OWN PUBLICATION
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COUNTRIES WHERE IT IS  POSSIBLE
TO FILE OPPOSITION

COUNTRIES WHERE IT IS  POSSIBLE
TO FILE OPPOSITION

COUNTRY
NAMIBIA
NORWAY
POLAND
PORTUGAL
REP. OF KOREA
MOLDAVIA
POPULAR REP.
OF KOREA
(NORTH KOREA)

CZECH REP.
ROMANIA
UK
SINGAPUR
SLOVAK REP.
SLOVENIA
SPAIN
SWEDEN
SWITZERLAND
TURKEY

TERM
2 MONTHS
2 MONTHS
6 MONTHS
2 MONTHS
1 MONTHS
12 MONTHS

12 MONTHS
3 MONTHS
3 MONTHS
3 MONTHS
2 MONTHS
3 MONTHS
3 MONTHS
2 MONTHS
2 MONTHS

3 MONTHS

STARTING FROM
OWN PUBLICATION
OWN PUBLICATION
OWN PUBLICATION
OWN PUBLICATION
OWN PUBLICATION
WIPO GAZZETTE

FILING DATE
WIPO GAZZETTE
WIPO GAZZETTE
OWN PUBLICATION
OWN PUBLICATION
IDEM FR.
WIPO GAZZETTE
PUBLICATION NOTICE IN SPANISH GAZZETTE
OWN PUBLICATION

OWN PUBLICATION
FIRST DAY OF THE MONTH FOLLOWING WIPO GAZZETTE
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1) NATIONAL APPLICATIONS

2) CTM APPLICATIONS* 

3) MADRID 
AGREEMENT
&
PROTOCOL

FILING
SYSTEMS
IN THE
EUROPEAN
UNION

FILING
SYSTEMS
IN THE
EUROPEAN
UNION

since
April 1,

1996

since
April 1,

1996(+)

(+)

* Can be designed under the Madrid Protocol
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•NATIONAL (*) :
1 PER COUNTRY :

•FILING
•PROSECUTION
•REGISTRATION
•RENEWAL
•REVOCATION/CANCELLATION
•ENFORCEMENT

(*) Also International Madrid 
Agreement & Protocol except filing and 
renewal that is made by a single 
application.

A    O
F

B
U    R
N    I
D    G
L    H
E    T

S

•CTM SYSTEM :
1 PER 15+10=25
COUNTRIES :
UNITARY RIGHT
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I
NATIONAL
SYSTEMS

- RESTRICTS  INVALIDITY / 
OPPOSITION TO A 

COUNTRY PER COUNTRY 
BASIS

- INDEPENDENT OF HOME 
REG.

-IN EXAMINATION 
COUNTRIES MORE LEGAL 

CERTENTY

II
MADRID

PROTOCOL

- SAME AS (I)

- DEPENDENCY OF BASIC 
APPLICATION FOR 5 

YEARS

-SAME AS (I)

III

CTM

- EXPANDS RISKS OF 
INVALIDITY/OPPOSITION 

TO ANY OF MEMBER 
STATES (MORE 
VULNERABLE)

-SAME AS (I).
(IF NOT FILED THROUGH 

MADRID)

- NO EXAMINATION ON 
EARLIER RIGHTS (LESS 

LEGAL CERTENTY THAN 
IN EXAMINATION 

COUNTRIES)

ADVANTAGES /DISADVANTAGES OF NATIONAL,
MADRID PROTOCOL AND CTM SYSTEMS (1/3)

ADVANTAGES /DISADVANTAGES OF NATIONAL,
MADRID PROTOCOL AND CTM SYSTEMS (1/3)
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I
NATIONAL
SYSTEMS

- PROFESSIONAL FEES OF 
LOCAL ATTORNEYS

- SEE (II)

-REQUIRES NEW FILING 
TO COVER NEW EU 

COUNTRIES

II
MADRID

PROTOCOL

- SAVING OF PROF. FEES 
OF LOCAL REPR. AT 

FILING/RENEWAL/ASSIG.
(SAVE OF COSTS)

- NO SENIORITY
UNLES CTM DESIGNATED

-REQUIRES TERRITORIAL 
EXTENSION TO COVER 
NEW EU COUNTRIES, 

EXCEPT IF CTM IS 
DESIGNATED

III

CTM

- ONLY PROF. FEES OF 
EUROPEAN ATTORNEY 

AT FILING/REN./ASS.
(SAVE OF COSTS)

SPLIT OF COSTS :  FILING
REGISTRATION

- SENIORITY PERMITS TO 
CONSOLIDATE EARLIER 
RIGHTS (SAVE OF COSTS 

AND MANAGMENT)

- AUTOMATIC 
ENLARGEMENT OF 

PROTECTION TO NEW EU 
COUNTRIES

ADVANTAGES /DISADVANTAGES OF NATIONAL,
MADRID PROTOCOL AND CTM SYSTEMS (2/3)

ADVANTAGES /DISADVANTAGES OF NATIONAL,
MADRID PROTOCOL AND CTM SYSTEMS (2/3)
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I
NATIONAL
SYSTEMS

-CAN BE ASSIGNED 
WITHOUT RESTRICTIONS 

OF NATIONALITY OF 
ASSIGNEE

- ENFORCEMENT 
COUNTRY PER COUNTRY

II
MADRID

PROTOCOL

- CANNOT BE ASSIGNED 
TO NON MADRID 

MEMBERS (NATIONAL  
OR WITH 

ESTABLISHMENT)

-SAME AS I

III

CTM

- CANNOT BE ASSIGNED 
FOR A PART OF EU 
MEMBER STATES 
(UNITARY RIGHT)

-EU-WIDE INJUCTION

ADVANTAGES /DISADVANTAGES OF NATIONAL,
MADRID PROTOCOL AND CTM SYSTEMS (3/3)

ADVANTAGES /DISADVANTAGES OF NATIONAL,
MADRID PROTOCOL AND CTM SYSTEMS (3/3)
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NEW ROLE OF LOCAL COUNSEL
UNDER THE PROTOCOL

NEW ROLE OF LOCAL COUNSEL
UNDER THE PROTOCOL

- ADVISE ON SEARCHING BEFORE FILING.

- ADVISE AND REPLY ON OFFICIAL ACTIONS/OPPOSITIONS, LETTERS OF
CONSENT, SETTLEMENTS, ETC.

NATIONAL
- WATCHING AND FILING OPPOSITION TO NEW MADRID          APPLS.

CTM
(INCREASINGLY IMPORTANT DUE TO
HIGH NUMBER OF APPLICATIONS AND LOW FILING COSTS).

- ADVISING AND PROSECUTING IN ONFRINGEMENTS.

- ADVISING IN LICENSING, ASSIGMENTS, ETC.
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COMPARISON OF PROCEDURAL STEPSCOMPARISON OF PROCEDURAL STEPS

Process National Language Madrid Protocol Language

Filing National Office Of country      WIPO EN/FR/SP

Formal Examination National Office Of country      WIPO EN/FR/SP
Publication National Office Of country      WIPO (optional EN/FR/SP

republication by
national office)

Substantive Opposition National Office Of country       National Office Of Country

Optional Opposition National Office Of country       National Office Of Country

Time Limit (for objections) NO Of country       12/18 Months -------

Time Limit (for deciding) NO Of country       No -------

Decision National Office Of country       National Office EN/FR/SP

Renewals National Office Of country       WIPO EN/FR/SP
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EFFECTS OF MADRID PROTOCOLEFFECTS OF MADRID PROTOCOL

- FOR NATIONALS OF A DESIGNATED COUNTRY (I)

- FOR OTHER MEMBERS OF THE PROTOCOL (II)

- FOR NATIONAL OFFICES (III)

- FOR THE TRADEMARK SYSTEM AS A WHOLE (IV)
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FOR NATIONALS OF A DESIGNATED 
COUNTRY (I)

FOR NATIONALS OF A DESIGNATED 
COUNTRY (I)

- ADVANTAGES FOR APPLICANTS OF THE COUNTRY EXTENDING
MARK ABROAD

- MORE REGISTERED MARKS MORE COMPLEXITY OF SEARCHES

MORE DIFICULT TO ADOPT AND

REGISTER NEW MARKS

INCREASES WATCHING AND

OPPOSITION COSTS

- EVENTUAL DELAYS IN PROSECUTION OF DOMESTIC APPLICATIONS
IF TM OFFICE IS UNABLE TO HANDLE IN TIME ALL CASES (MADRID
PROTOCOL HAS PRIORITY DUE TO TIME LIMITS)

- IF NATIONAL OFFICE DOES NOT REPUBLISH OR TRANSLATE
GOODS / SERVICES THEY ARE NOT TRANSLATED INTO
LOCAL LANGUAGE LACK OF LEGAL CERTENTY
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FOR OTHER MEMBERS OF THE 
PROTOCOL (II)

FOR OTHER MEMBERS OF THE 
PROTOCOL (II)

- EASIER TO PROTECT IN FOREING MARKETS

- TENDENCY TO OVERPROTECT, JUST IN CASE

- PROTECTION APPLIED IN MANY COUNTRIES FOR COST
REASONS

- ABANDON WHEN AN OBJECTION IS RAISED TO AVOID
COSTS
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FOR NATIONAL OFFICES (III)FOR NATIONAL OFFICES (III)

- MORE PROSECUTION WORK, WITH TIME LIMITS

NEED TO APPLY MORE RESOUCES

- WHEN ONLY PART OF MADRID APPLICATIONS
OBJECTED REPLIED MISUSE OF OFFICE RESOURCES

- MORE REGISTRATIONS INCREASE IN NUMBER OF

OBJECTIONS IN NEW APPLICATION

COMPLEXITY OF EXAMINATION
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FOR THE TRADEMARK SYSTEM AS A 
WHOLE (IV)

FOR THE TRADEMARK SYSTEM AS A 
WHOLE (IV)

- FACILITATES INTERNATIONAL PROTECTION AT LOW COST
ON SCOPE

- PROMOTES OVERPROTECTION
ON GEOGRAPHIC COVERAGE

- OVERCROWDS REGISTERS OF MARKS

- MANY REGISTRATIONS ARE MADE WITHOUT A REAL INTENTION
TO BE USED

SEARCHING

- COMPLICATES EXAMINATION
ADOPTION OF NEW MARKS
WATCHING / OPPOSITIONS

- NEED FOR A BALANCE
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IMPACT OF MADRID PROTOCOLIMPACT OF MADRID PROTOCOL

- THE MADRID PROTOCOL ONLY CAN BE USED TO FILE TM’s ABROAD

NO BENEFITS FOR APPLICANTS THAT ONLY USE MARKS IN DOMESTIC
MARKET

- MAKES CHEAPER TO FILE AND RENEW TM’s ABROAD FOR THOSE WHO
NEED TO DO SO

- BECAUSE IT IS CHEAPER TO EXTEND MARKS IN FOREING MARKS MANY
FOREING APPLICANTS PROTECT MARKS IN OTHER COUNTRIES THAT
OTHERWISE WOULD NOT BE PROTECTED EVEN IF THE DO NOT ACTUALLY
NEED IT

- DUE TO LOW COST DESIGNATIONS COVER BROAD LISTS OF GOODS /
SERVICES AND MANY CLASSES

- WHEN THESE DESIGNATIONS ARE OBJECTED, PARTICULARY, OUTSIDE THE
MAJOR MARKETS, OFTEN THEY ARE NOT REPLIED

- THE MADRID PROTOCOL AS AN EFFECT TO INCREASE THE NUMBER OF
MARKS PROTECTED IN A PARTICULAR COUNTRY


