
Technical Assistance Services 
and Intellectual Property

Michel Kostecki
The Enterprise Institute, Université de Neuchâtel (Switzerland)



TASIP 
Technical assistance services 

related to intellectual property



The Distinctive Features of TASIP and Critical Problem Areas



The TASIP Issue Matrix



Typology of TASIP Activities



The Leading Determinants of the TASIP Performance
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Hypothesis

• H1:  TASIP has a strategic role to play in the process of economic 
development in the contemporary information economy.

• H2: Most technical assistance programs aim at making the infringement 
of intellectual property rights not pay. 

• H3: Impact of TASIP is often reduced by the “inside the box thinking”
of the provider institutions.
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Hypothesis (continued 1)

• H4: Many technical assistance programs are perceived as promotional 
tools for the organisations which deliver those programs to encourage a 
wider acceptance or better implementation of the IP treaties that they 
administer (provider bias).

• H5: TA consultants who are IP experts tend to favour stricter protection 
of IP rights (expert bias).

• H6: TASIP know-how and do-how is focused on developed country 
experience and concerns (content bias). 
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Hypothesis (continued 2)

• H7: Most TASIP programs ignore or underestimate the theory of 
development stages in the field of intellectual property (ideological 
bias).

• H8: Business IP issues tend to be underestimated in TASIP 
programs.

• H9: Most TASIP programs overemphasise the message that lower 
standards of IP protection would limit rather than attract FDI  
(FDI bias).
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Hypothesis (continued 3)

• H10: TASIP tends to encourage pro IP groups.

• H11: Informal sector is a reality in developing countries, but its IP
dimension tends to be perceived as particularly distorting because 
it directly affects the interests of developed countries.

• H12: Development dimension of TASIP is often restricted by the 
lack of neutrality and legitimacy of the TASIP decision-making 
process.



Making the infringement of IPRs not pay



TASIP and Making the Infringement of IPRs not Pay
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Tentative Conclusions
(Empirical Research Results)

• The major North-South divergencies of views on 
IP are reflected in TASIP

• In LDCs, TASIP is largely perceived as a 
promotion tool aimed at improved IP protection

• TASIP suffers from a bias: (i) provider institution, 
(ii) expert, (iii) contents, and (iv) ideology.

• TASIP tends to reinforce pro-IP interest groups
• TASIP is strategic for economic 

development



TASIP is needed
but it should change!

How?
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What should change?

• Move towards a multi-stakeholder model of 
decision making (to correct bias)

• Less government more NGOs and private 
providers

• Increase effectiveness: use rules rather than 
measures, favour entrepreneurship & competition, 
limit bureaucracy, encourage hands-on projects

• Independent audit & feedback 
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