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• Regulation (EU) No 386/2012 of 19 April 
2012

• Observatory goes from Commission to 
OHIM (EUIPO as from 5 June 2016) 
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LEGAL BASIS



• All Member States

• 67 European and international 
associations from private sector

• 8 Associations representing 
consumers and civil society

• 10 MEPS

• European Commission (DG GROW, DG TAXUD, DG 
TRADE, DG CNECT, OLAF, JRC)

• EU and International organisations (Europol, Eurojust, 
Cepol, EPO, WIPO, Interpol, WCO, WTO, OECD)
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THE OBSERVATORY IS A NETWORK
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Where do 

fakes 

originate?

5



Whose rights are 

being infringed? 
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INFRINGEMENT QUATNITFICATION – TRADE IN COUNTERFEIT GOODS

7



8

Europol IP Crime Coordination Coalition (IPC3)
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Test case in Sweden
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Test case in Bulgaria
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EUROPEANS AND IP

Widespread support for IPR among the EU citizens
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INCREASED TOLERANCE  FOR BUYING COUNTERFEIT PRODUCTS
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ACCESSING  PIRATED  CONTENT

VS.10%
in 2017

Accessed content 

from illegal online 

sources 

intentionally

VS.

9%
in 2013

15 - 24 years

THE MAIN ISSUE 

IS AVAILABILITY 

AND DIVERSITY
31%

of respondents believe that it is 

acceptable to obtain content illegally 

when there is no legal alternative
22%VS.

27%
in 201715 - 24 years

26%
in 2013

Online

Content
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