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Abstract

Since the conclusion of the Agreement on
Trade-Related Intellectual Property Rights
(TRIPs) of the World Trade Organization
(WTO), the protection of intellectual
property rights (IPRs) has marched from

domestic level towards the governance of
international basic standards. As
biotechnology has developed rapidly and its
related industry has become a promising and
profitable one, the universal protection of
IPRs indisputably will provide a huge
incentive for its research, and, thus facilitate
the development. On the other hand,
biogenetic resources have played an
increasingly significant role in the sphere of
world agriculture, food security and the
globa economy. The United Nations
Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) is
based upon the principle of sustainable
development, requiring the fair and equitable
sharing of the benefits arising out of the
utilization of genetic resources, inter alia, by
appropriate transfer of technologies. In the
international society, there is a growing
attention on the compatibility of the
principles honored by both regimes,
underling the inherent inconsistence between
the developed and devel oping nations on this
issue. Accordingly, the question may arise as
to whether there is a conflict between TRIPs
and CBD in the light of their objectives and
practices. As our country is applying for the
entrance to the WTO, the issue certainly
cannot be ignored. The project will center on
the following aspects:

1. Study the nature and implications of the
provisions between TRIPs and CBD in
determining the existence of mutual
contradiction

2. Examining the interaction between the
two regimes in the light of nationa
practices

3. Study the resolution on the reconciliation
of the two systems to reach the win-win
goal
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Property Rights, Biotechnology, Biological
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