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1. Convention For the European Patent For the Common Market (Community Patent

Convention) 1975 (76/76/EEC).
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legal protection of biotechnological inventions.

3. Directive 2004/27/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 31 March 2004

amending Directive 2001/83/EC on the Community code relating to medicinal products for

human use.
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2. Yamane, Hiroko, Interpreting TRIPS: Globalisation of Intellectual Property Rights and

Access to Medicines, Hart Publishing, USA, 2011, p.229.
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Third Edition, 2008, N. 2.275.
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