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 I. Introduction 

1. The UNECE Team of Specialists on Intellectual Property (TOS-IP) was established 
under the auspices of the Committee on Economic Cooperation and Integration (CECI) in 
December 2006 as a result of the 2005 ECE reform. The Economic Commission for Europe 
has decided to conduct in the period 2011-2012 a five-year review of the reform and has 
invited its Executive Committee to take the lead in this review.  

2. As part of the review, the Executive Committee has requested the secretariat to 
provide it with a clear picture of the current mandates of the Committees and their 
subsidiary bodies; the extent to which these mandates have been carried out over the past 
years in a resource efficient way; and their added value vis-à-vis activities currently 
undertaken by other UN bodies or international organisations. For this, a complete picture 
of the activities, the input (human and financial resources) and the output (list of results) 
per subsidiary body was considered to be useful. 

3. The present note provides the requested information for the Team of Specialists on 
Intellectual Property.  

 II. Mandate of the Team of Specialists on Intellectual Property 

4. Within the overall mandate of the UNECE Committee on Economic Cooperation 
and Integration, the Team of Specialists on Intellectual Property addresses issues related to 
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the role of intellectual property rights in economic development of the UNECE 
member States, with specific focus on transition economies. 

5. The overall goal of the Team of Specialists is to build up local innovation systems, 
to help in commercializing intellectual property and to improve the investment environment 
in creative, innovative and high technology industries in the UNECE region among others 
through effective enforcement of intellectual property rights.  

6. The activities of the Team of Specialists aim at facilitating the effective regulatory 
protection of intellectual property rights and strengthening their role in innovative 
development. In its work, the TOS responds to the needs of Governments, and takes into 
account the needs of the private sector, consumers, researchers and civil society. 

7. The Team of Specialists supports the Committee and member States in the following 
policy development and capacity building objectives: 

a) Improved implementation of intellectual property rights (IPRs) in countries 
in the region; 

b) The development of support frameworks covering, in a holistic manner, all 
aspects of intellectual property rights commercialization and implementation, for those 
governments who request such assistance; 

c) Improved awareness by domestic private sectors of their intellectual property 
rights and the means available for implementing them; and 

d) Better communication and cooperation between the holders of IPRs and the 
civil servants involved in their protection. 

8. The activities of the Team of Specialists in support of the above objectives are based 
on the following principles: 

a) Public and private sector partnership to promote improvements in the 
commercialization, protection and exploitation of intellectual properties to the benefit of 
economies of member States: 

b) A focus on assistance and recommendations rather than evaluation or 
judgment, when working with governments to improve the implementation of intellectual 
property rights; 

c) The paramount importance of building confidence and an understanding of 
the mutual interest of the public and private sector participants in the Team; and 

d) Full cooperation and coordination in all the Team’s activities with the major 
international programmes on intellectual property, including the World Intellectual 
Property Organization (WIPO), World Trade Organization (WTO) and the European 
Union. 

9. Expenses associated with the implementation of the TOS's plan of work are 
covered mostly through extra-budgetary contributions of member States and other 
stakeholders to be provided, managed and used in accordance with United Nations 
rules and regulations. 

10. The Team of Specialists was originally established in December 2006 for a period of 
two years with a possibility of extension if so decided by CECI. At its third session on 3-5 
December 2008 in Geneva CECI recommended to renew the mandate of the Team for the 
period 2009-2010 (ECE/CECI/2008/2, paragraph 32(j), p.13). At its fifth session on 1-3 
December 2010 in Geneva CECI recommended to renew the mandate of the Team for the 
period 2011-2013 (ECE/CECI/2010/2, paragraph 63, p.10). However, the Executive 
Committee of ECE decided that the mandates of all subsidiary bodies, including that of 
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the Team of Specialists on Intellectual Property, would be extended only until the end of 
the 5-year review of the results of the 2005 UNECE reform. 

 III.  Work programme 

General approach 

11. The approach of the UNECE Team of Specialists on Intellectual Property has been 
based on the notion that intellectual property is an essential part of knowledge-based 
economic development. It is not possible to address knowledge-based economic 
development without considering intellectual property issues. As such, the work of TOS-
IP is an integral part of CECI’s work.  

12. In its policy development work, TOS-IP has identified key links with other 
policies in the innovation policy mix, as developed by the UNECE Team of Specialists 
on Innovation and Competitiveness Policies and the expert networks on financing 
innovative development and on entrepreneurship and enterprise development. The policy 
recommendations on IP developed within TOS-IP form an integral part of CECI’s policy 
advisory work on innovation.  

13. In its capacity-building work, the key links with other policies in the innovation 
policy mix have been reflected in integrated capacity-building events, which cover the 
role of IP in the financing of innovation, strategies for enterprise development or research 
management in publicly-funded institutions. 

14. Another guiding principle has been that the commercialization and enforcement of 
intellectual property rights are two sides of the same coin. On the one hand, intellectual 
property rights can be used to create new, commercially successful products and services 
only if the IPRs can be enforced in a reliable and cost-effective manner. IPRs that cannot be 
enforced have no commercial value. On the other hand, the ability to effectively enforce 
IPRs will not contribute to economic development without effective legal and regulatory 
frameworks and policy support for commercializing IPRs. Without such frameworks and 
policy support, innovative activity cannot develop, little commercially valuable intellectual 
property will be created, and IPR enforcement will remain an empty promise. 

15. TOS-IP's approach has also been to assist member States with economies in 
transition in building their IPR capacity on the basis of good practices and policy 
recommendations developed by harnessing the wealth of experience available throughout 
the UNECE region, from both advanced market economies and countries with economies in 
transition. The involvement of experts from advanced market economies also reflects the 
interest of these countries in improved IPR systems and policy in countries with economies 
in transition, as this contributes to improving business climates and thereby increases 
trading and investment opportunities in these countries for businesses from advanced 
market economies. 

16. The approach of TOS-IP has also been guided by involving all relevant stakeholder 
groups both in the development of good practices and policy recommendations and in the 
capacity-building efforts. This includes researchers and the managers of academic 
institutions and their technology transfer offices, small and medium-sized innovative 
companies and their associations, large multinational companies owning significant IPRs, 
intermediaries such as IP law firms, and law enforcement agencies such as customs, police 
and the judiciary. The experience of stakeholders who work within the established legal and 
regulatory frameworks and who are the targets of policy support is key in determining 
which frameworks and policies can be recommended as good practice.  

 



ECE/CECI/IP/2012/3 

4  

Building on previous work and building the wider network of experts 

17. In its inception phase, TOS-IP built upon the work of the previous UNECE 
Advisory Group on Intellectual Property by drawing on the results of several country-level 
surveys and missions which the Advisory Group had undertaken to assess intellectual 
property laws and regulations in UNECE member States with economies in transition. 
Building on the work of the previous Advisory Group was facilitated by the fact that the 
chairman of the Global Anti-Counterfeiting Groups Network, who had played a leading 
role in the previous Advisory Group, agreed to serve as vice-chairman of TOS-IP. 

18. From its very first session in December 2006, TOS-IP has reached out to other 
multilateral organizations working in the field of intellectual property and economic 
development, most notably the World Intellectual Property Organization, but also the 
World Trade Organization, the United Nations Conference on Trade and Development, the 
Commission of the European Union, and the European Patent Office. As a result of these 
outreach efforts, representatives of these organizations have participated regularly in the 
activities of TOS-IP and have shared their expertise on a pro bono basis for the benefit of 
member States with economies in transition. 

19. Also from the beginning, TOS-IP has reached out to the business community, both 
to make their expertise available for the development and dissemination of good practices 
and policy recommendations, and in order to raise key extra-budgetary resources for 
attendant capacity-building activities. The strong relationship with the business community 
is reflected inter alia in the fact that a vice-president of the All-Russian Association of 
Small and Medium-sized Enterprises (OPORA) is serving as vice-chair of the Team. It is 
also reflected in the regular cooperation between TOS-IP and REACT and the IPR Business 
Partnership, two associations of major multinational IP-owning companies.  

Defining the scope of the work and developing good practices and policy 
recommendations 

20. The first step in the work of TOS-IP consisted in defining priority areas of work. 
This was necessary because even within the above mandate, the number of issues 
potentially to be addressed was vast, and was clearly beyond the resources available to the 
team. Based on a survey of Team members and consultations with our wider network of 
experts, the following four priority areas were established: 

a) The role of IP in the transfer of technology from academic research 
institutions to the business community 

b) IP management in small and medium-sized enterprises 

c) IP auditing, accounting and valuation 

d) IPR enforcement 

21. During its first year, TOS-IP developed a set of good practices and policy 
recommendations on these topics. These have since been disseminated through the UNECE 
website and through an official UN publication. They have also formed the basis for 
capacity-building conferences which have been organized at a sub-regional level.  

22. In subsequent years, the substantive segments of the annual sessions of TOS-IP 
reviewed the experience gained thus far, and on this basis identified and developed 
complementary good practices and policy recommendations in relation to the above priority 
themes and their implementation.  

23. Initial experience showed that, once good practices have been identified, the 
challenge remains of how to translate these into effective capacity-building programs that 
deliver sustained impact. This became the topic of the substantive segment of the third 
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session of the Team. The results of the exchanges of experience at the session were then fed 
into subsequent capacity-building activities.  

24. Another lesson from early experience was that innovation processes are increasingly 
becoming "open" in the sense that leading innovative companies acquire knowledge and 
technology from the outside by buying companies or licensing in technologies, or by 
developing technology in cooperation with research institutions or other companies. At the 
same time, leading innovative companies also generate revenue by selling or licensing out 
to third parties technologies which they have developed in-house. Moreover, this process of 
"open" innovation takes place increasingly across borders, be it within different units of a 
multinational enterprise, or be it in cross-border collaborations such as those promoted for 
instance in the 7th European Research Framework Program. Cross-border open innovation 
has become a major source of competitive advantage for companies and a major driver of 
technology transfer, productivity gains and economic growth for countries. At the same 
time, the need to manage IPRs in cross-border relationships also raises additional issues for 
IPR enforcement. The substantive segment at the fourth annual session of the Team 
therefore developed good practices and policy recommendations to promote open 
innovation and to support research organizations and companies, particularly SMEs, from 
countries with economies in transition in engaging in cross-border open innovation.  

25. A third issue that came to the fore in the course of TOS-IP's work on the above 
priority topics was awareness raising. A major obstacle to the effective use of IPRs in 
transferring technologies from academic research institutions to industry has been the lack 
of understanding of academic researchers of the benefits which IPRs can bring and of the 
ways in which IPR protection can be made compatible with traditional academic goals such 
as publishing. A major obstacle to the effective use of IPRs by innovative SMEs has been 
the lack of understanding of entrepreneurs of the opportunities held out by IPR protection 
for growing their business, and the dangers for their businesses of infringing third party 
IPRs. A major obstacle to effective IPR enforcement has been the lack of understanding of 
consumers and other customers of the potential health and safety dangers of counterfeit 
goods and the economic damage which counterfeiting and piracy can do to innovative 
businesses and to economies at large. The fifth annual session of TOS-IP therefore 
developed good practices and policy recommendations on raising awareness about the 
benefits of IPRs and the dangers and costs of IPR infringements.  

Capacity-building activities 

26. From 2007 onwards, TOS-IP has organized capacity-building activities based on the 
above good practices and policy recommendations. These activities have been organized in 
Member States with economies in transition in response to demand from these countries. 
They have always been organized in cooperation with at least one local partner 
organization, most often the Intellectual Property Office. On several occasions they were 
also organized together with WIPO or the United States Patent and Trademark Office. 
WIPO in particular supported most of these activities by sending their own staff to share 
their expertise on a pro bono basis. The business community did the same. 

27. Organizing the activities in countries has enabled the Team to reach a much larger 
audience than would have been possible if these activities had been held in Geneva. 
Moreover, the activities have been organized as sub-regional conferences, i.e. 
representatives from neighbouring countries have been invited to participate in all events. 
In this way, it has been possible over time to reach stakeholders from some 20 countries 
with a limited number of capacity-building events. 

28. Demand for these activities has continued to build over time, as representatives of 
countries with economies in transition were inspired to request further capacity-building 
either by the substantive segments of annual sessions or by previous capacity-building 
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activities they had attended. Demand has outstripped the financial and human resources 
available to organize them. Nonetheless, the Team has succeeded in increasing the scope of 
the activities progressively over time, as more and more financial and in-kind resources 
were raised. Thus while some 105 participants benefited from capacity-building in 
2007/2008, this number increased to over 300 in 2011.1  

29. Over time, the demand for capacity building has moved increasingly from 
conferences with a broad focus to events covering specific issues in more detail. At the 
same time, the Team has also regularly contributed its IP expertise to policy-oriented and 
capacity-building activities organized under the Committee for Economic Cooperation and 
Integration on topics that cut across the mandates of several of its Teams of Specialists 
and/or networks of experts, such as supporting the growth of new innovative enterprises.  

30. As the Team accumulated experience and developed its good practices and policy 
recommendations, its deepening cooperation with WIPO resulted in more and more 
frequent contributions of the Team to WIPO activities, specifically on the role of IP in 
knowledge-based economic development and on building respect for IP, and on developing 
capacity-building tools in this area. 

 IV.  Main results and efficiency 

31. Among the main results achieved has been the creation of a forum in which 
representatives of member States with economies in transition can interact on a regular 
basis with leading international experts from advanced market economies and multilateral 
organizations to raise and discuss IP-related issues of mutual concern, to share experiences, 
to build on these experiences to identify lessons learned and good practices, and to develop 
and disseminate recommendations for solutions to these issues. The sessions of the Team 
have been fruitful in this regard because all relevant stakeholder groups have been able to 
participate, and because in the absence of a mandate to negotiate binding agreements, 
discussions could be open and topics could be approached freely without the limitations 
typically attendant to IP discussions in many other forums.  

32. Another main result has been the creation and strengthening of working contacts at 
political, and especially at expert level, among participants from different countries and 
different stakeholder groups. These contacts have proved useful in the dissemination of 
existing and new information on the Team's priority topics, as well as on activities 
undertaken in these areas by some Team members and that were of interest to others. In 
particular, because TOS-IP is part of CECI and thus part of a program designed to promote 
knowledge-based development, it is able to bring together IP experts with experts on 
innovation, entrepreneurship, financing, or law enforcement, and the public and private 
sectors. One prime example of this is contacts and cooperation between multinational IP-
owning companies and national IP enforcement authorities. The Team's work in this regard 
has been particularly fruitful also because both the commercialization of IP and IP 
infringements today take place increasingly in an international context. Policies to promote 
commercialization and policies to build respect for IP and to curb infringement need to take 
this international dimension into account. Cooperation across borders, both among 
governments, and between governments and other stakeholders is essential in addressing 
these issues. 

  
1 This only includes participants in IP-centered activities organized by TOS-IP. Information on participation 
in all activities to which TOS-IP contributed is provided in the following section. 
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33. The networking opportunities created by the Team's activities have contributed to 
improving understanding and awareness of the importance of IP and its role in knowledge-
based economic development among policy makers and practitioners in countries with 
economies in transition. They have also contributed to improving the understanding of 
businesses from advanced market economies of IPR regimes and practices in countries with 
economies in transition.  

34. The good practices and policy recommendations developed by the Team have been 
used to inform national policy debates. Together with the capacity-building activities which 
the Team has organized, they have contributed to improving national innovation and IP 
strategies and practices. 

35. Overall, TOS-IP has raised close to US$ 200,000 in financial extrabudgetary 
contributions, mainly from the business community, and has mobilized US$ 250,000 worth 
of in-kind extrabudgetary contributions (mostly pro bono expert speakers). 88 percent of 
the (non-staff) resources used in TOS-IP activities have come from extra-budgetary 
sources. With this, TOS-IP has reached some 850 beneficiaries from 20 member States with 
economies in transition in its own IP-centred capacity-building activities alone. Counting 
the CECI events on cross-cutting topics to which TOS-IP contributed, the number of 
beneficiaries reached 1,400. When participants in the annual sessions and in WIPO events 
to which TOS-IP contributed are included, some 2,500 participants benefited directly from 
TOS-IP's work. Evidence collected through evaluation questionnaires sent to the members 
of TOS-IP and its wider network of experts confirms that these participants have further 
disseminated the contents of TOS-IP capacity-building events within their own 
organizations and professional networks. 

 V. Relevance and added value 

36. The Team of Specialists on Intellectual Property is the only inter-governmental 
subsidiary body that is dedicated exclusively to providing good practices and policy 
recommendations and capacity building on the use of intellectual property to advance 
economic development specifically in countries with economies in transition.  

37. Work on the use of intellectual property in economic development is being done in 
other inter-governmental organizations, and the Team readily draws on this work. 
However, other organizations, such as the OECD and the Commission of the European 
Union, focus their work in this area mostly on advanced market economies. Still others, like 
the World Trade Organization (WTO) and WIPO, are pursuing intellectual property for 
development agendas, but without a primary focus on countries with economies in 
transition. In any case, only few of the countries with economies in transition covered by 
the Team of Specialists are members of WTO. 

38. WIPO has a regional bureau which covers countries with economies in transition. 
The work of this regional bureau is not guided by a dedicated inter-governmental body and 
focuses predominantly on legal and infrastructure aspects of national intellectual property 
systems. However, this bureau does also cover some economic aspects, and TOS-IP has 
closely cooperated with it in this work. 

39. The existing cooperation between the two Organisations on economic aspects of IP 
(including knowledge-based development and technology transfer) and IP enforcement in 
countries with economies in transition is rooted in their respective mandates. 

40. UNECE has the mandate to promote economic development in its region, including 
in countries with economies in transition. Within this broad mandate, CECI promotes 
innovation as a means for knowledge-based development. In turn, CECI works on selected 
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aspects of intellectual property policy as a tool for knowledge-based economic 
development.  

41. WIPO has the global mandate to promote intellectual property, including in 
countries with economies in transition. Within this broad mandate, WIPO works on 
selected aspects of economic development, as far as they are relevant to the promotion of 
intellectual property. 

42. In this sense, there is some overlap of the respective mandates of UNECE and WIPO 
on some aspects of intellectual property for knowledge based economic development. This 
overlap of mandates is the prime rationale for cooperation and coordination in the activities 
carried out under these mandates in order to exploit synergies and avoid any potential 
duplication. 

43. Cooperation with WIPO in capacity-building on economic aspects of IP (including 
knowledge-based development and technology transfer) and IP enforcement (including 
building respect for IP) in countries with economies in transition) has been highly 
pragmatic and informal. It has been driven by the complementarity of mandates, existing 
expertise, stakeholder constituencies and intergovernmental structures of the two 
Organisations. Joining forces has generated synergies enabling both Organisations to 
broaden the outreach and deepen the effect of dissemination activities resulting from close 
collaboration between them. WIPO has contributed its distinct IP expertise to UNECE’s 
work on knowledge-based development while enjoying enhanced access to UNECE fora 
where stakeholders from the innovation and economic development communities 
participate. In turn, UNECE has provided economic expertise to pertinent WIPO activities 
in countries with economies in transition. 

44. The cooperation between WIPO and UNECE on promoting intellectual property as a 
tool for knowledge-based development mainly in countries with economies in transition is a 
prime example of two members of the UN family combining their respective expertise to 
deliver better results for the benefit of member States at lower cost than each organization 
would be able to deliver on its own.  

45. Demand from UNECE member States with economies in transition for policy advice 
and capacity building on intellectual property as a tool for knowledge-based development is 
strong and growing.  

46. Moreover, there is also strong demand for the Team’s work from leading innovative 
companies based in the United States or the European Union. The relevance of the Team’s 
work and the value it adds for these stakeholders manifests itself in the fact that individual 
companies and industry associations are regularly supporting the Team’s work with 
financial and in-kind extra-budgetary contributions. Examples include the IPR Business 
Partnership, REACT, the Association for Gray Market and Counterfeit Abatement 
(AGMA), and the Global Anti-counterfeiting Groups Network (GACGN).  

47. One of the distinctive features of TOS-IP's approach to capacity-building has been 
that whenever feasible, it has combined capacity-building on selected topics relating to the 
commercialization of IP and relating to IPR enforcement. The benefit of this approach has 
been that it facilitates taking a broad view of IPR policy, understanding the links between 
commercialization and enforcement, and strengthening the motivation of policy makers and 
practitioners in both areas to devote the necessary effort and resources to improve the 
situation in their respective areas of responsibility. 

48. Another distinctive feature has been that TOS-IP has provided ample opportunities 
at these conferences for representatives of countries with economies in transition to share 
their own experiences and to report on the current situation in their countries. The active 
contribution of experts from countries with economies in transition has facilitated the 
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adaptation of   the recommendations made at TOS-IP sessions on the basis of international 
experience and good practices from leading countries to the specific conditions of different 
countries with economies in transition. 

49. The activities of TOS-IP can also be seen as a conduit through which IP 
considerations can be added throughout the work of UNECE where appropriate, and 
through which efficient collaboration with WIPO and other UN agencies on questions with 
an intellectual property dimension can be facilitated. There are several examples of this. 
Recommendation M of the Trade's Committee's Working Party 5 on Regulatory 
Cooperation and Harmonization has been introduced to WIPO and has been incorporated as 
an annex in a WIPO capacity-building tool on IPR enforcement in countries with 
economies in transition. The TOS-IP secretariat has facilitated contacts between WIPO and 
the UNECE Environment Division for cooperation on a project on greening the economy. 
Moreover, the TOS-IP secretariat introduced IP experts from the business community to 
UNECE work on transport, organizing a meeting between business representatives and the 
Transport Division to explore opportunities for bringing the shipping industry into the fight 
against IPR counterfeiting and piracy.  

 VI. The way ahead 

50. The following are proposals for future work priorities:  

a) In keeping with the strategy of the Committee on Economic Cooperation and 
Integration, to focus on a closer integration of the sub-programme's work on intellectual 
property within the broad thematic cluster "Promoting knowledge-based development". 

b) To contribute an IP perspective to integrated policy-oriented normative work 
on promoting knowledge-based development. 

c) To sharpen the focus of further capacity building and technical cooperation 
activities on the role of IPRs in knowledge-based development. 

d) Development of related training materials to be used in follow-on activities, 
in cooperation with partner organizations which have experience in creating such materials, 
and drawing on existing materials where appropriate. 

e) Further deepening of the dialogue between policy makers and the business 
community on IPR issues. 

f) Development and dissemination of new policy recommendations on priority 
topics on the role of IPRs in knowledge-based development identified through an 
international policy dialogue. 

g) To strengthen cooperation with partner organizations capable of helping to 
meet growing demand for capacity-building activities (such as the European Patent 
Academy or the Global IP Academy at the United States Patent and Trademark Office). 

51. The two main subjects which TOS-IP is mandated to work on, the 
commercialization of IP and the enforcement of IPRs, are clearly of a long-term nature. 
Significant progress has been made over the past five years in many countries with 
establishing legal frameworks for IP which are broadly in line with international norms and 
good practice. However, the experience of the first five years of TOS-IP's operation shows 
that a lot of work remains to be done. Further progress needs to be made in creating the 
conditions, in terms of IP awareness, regulations, and policy support, for the key actors in 
the innovation process, such as research organizations and innovative enterprises, to be able 
to make effective use of the legal frameworks to create new knowledge and to use it to 
generate new products, better jobs, and economic growth. Many countries with economies 
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in transition are still at an early stage in this process, which increasingly requires 
international collaboration, both among innovation stakeholders and among governments. 
Countries with economies in transition will continue to benefit greatly from the unique 
support which TOS-IP can provide.  

52. Moreover, the UNECE member States with economies in transition have the 
potential to become increasingly significant markets for multinational companies and 
contributors to international value chains. This potential holds out the prospect for 
significant economic gains for advanced market economies. But it will require effective 
management and protection of IP across national borders. The growing international trade 
in counterfeit and pirated goods is an example of the problems that arise at the international 
level from insufficient national IP capacity. Supporting transition economies in improving 
their IP systems and practices therefore continues to be in the interest of advanced market 
economies as well.  

53.  The benefits of the work of TOS-IP for all UNECE member States, which are 
provided in a highly cost-effective way, will continue to exist for the foreseeable future. 
This justifies the continuation of the activities of TOS-IP, as an efficient tool to contribute 
to the overall mandate of the CECI to promote knowledge-based development. 
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Annex 

Year RB staff and 
staff costs 

 Expenditures on programmatic activities Total financing, US$ 

 

RB 
expenditures

XB financial 
contribution 

XB in-kind 
contribution 

Total 
expenditure, 

US$ 
RB XB Total 

2006 
 

52,760 Total, $ - 11,917 1,337 13,254
 

52,760 
 

13,254 66,005

 Total, % - 89.9 10.1 100 79.9 20.1 100

2007 
 

263,800 Total, $ 15,903 11,924 33,669 61,496
 

279,703 
 

45,593 325,296

- Total, % 25.9 19.4 54.7 100 86.0 14.0 100

2008 
 

275,000 Total, $ - 16,055 19,149 35,204
 

275,000 
 

35,204 310,204 

- Total, % - 45.6 54.4 100 88.7 11.3 100

2009 
 

280,000 Total, $ 14,472 51,721 40,655 106,848
 

294,472 
 

92,376 386,848 

- Total, % 13.5 48.4 38.0 100 76.1 23.9 100

2010 
 

330,000 Total, $ 7,269 66,688 88,644 162,601
 

337,269 
 

155,332 492,601 

- Total, % 4.5 41.0 54.5 100 68.5 31.5 100

2007 - 2010 
 

1,148,800 Total, $ 37,644 146,388 182,117 366,149
 

1,186,444 
 

328,509 1,514,949 

- Total, % 10.3 40.0 49.7 100 78.3 21.7 100

2011 
 

333,960 Total, $ 25,093 32,221 68,246 125,560
 

359,053 
 

100,467 459,520

- Total, % 20.0 25.7 54.3 100 78.1 21.9 100

2006 – 2011 
 

1,535,520 Total, $ 62,731 190,526 251,700 504,963
 

1,598,251 
 

442,226 2,040,477

- Total, % 12.4 37.7 49.8 100 78.3 21.7 100

 
 
 


