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CORRI GEND1PJ:

to the Paper on guidelines for financial plroL~ing for
the Europern Patent Office ~~d Annexes

iBR/GT '1/34/70 of 3-February, 24 February and 6 !:arch 197Q7

1 ~ '-"'c'. '=-8.ge co,
fello\7s:

second paragraph, first sentence, should read as

..
,-_::::-:.

".=..•.S regards the rcvenue received in year 1, it is
assumed in column 2 •••.•" (Remainder unch~"lged).

2. Page 26, third paragraph, first sentence, should read,as
follows:

"As regaJ:.~dsthe other procedural fees listed in Annc=>(14,
it is assumed in colm 3 ••••• Ii (P.emainder unchanged) •

BR/GT 1/34 e/70 Cerro 2 (e) ett/pB/che



'.,

c

'e



I,
t,

IIiTER.~GOV2Rj\TI.;TB~T.aL GONFERE:l;CE
FOR TH3 SETTING V~ OF A EUEC?EAlT

SYSTEM FOR THE GR.~~~' OF FAIl'ENTS

- Secretariat -

Paper

Brussels, 3 February 1970
BR/GT 1/34/70

I -

presented ~y ~he Ch~ir~a~ of Wcr~ng Party I

on

Q~2.d~1_i~~~fQ!'_f'i.~c.iQ.l Jd~tr~. fo:s

theYJ.r0J2.~~ P,at e.n~_9..f~\2.~

Cuapter~ I to III

"

I,..,rei (\..'



(

!

! (



1 -

. ..Introductory Note
. . .

At its second meeting on 13 to 16 January 1.9707 'Ghe
Inter-Go"ler:J..lI.ental Ccnfcrerlce for the setting 'up of a Eu::-opcan
system for the grant-cf patents confirmed the details cf
Working Party Its terms of refere~~0 F~~ qt the sa~e +.ime
entrusted it with the preparation OI" g"uic..e1.::.neE> for the
financial planning of the' European Patent O.ffice .. These will
be made available to ~orking Party IV~ which is- responsible
for dra:7~ng up tt.e fine.n::ial pro-.;isions of the C0nyention and.
for financial ple:r:."'ling~The I:G::dnpO:'.r.:.tsto ~e dealt \'"7ith ..J.re a:l
estimat-= o!: thenu~ber of pat8rt c:pplica"'J:.o:ls "tcbe cA-pcc~ed
by the European Patent Office, of the nu.mber of exa~iners and
other staff I'5quired, and of t28 possible revenue from fees.

The Chain~an of working Par0Y I undertook to atteIDpt? in a
papers an initial estimate of the flgures relevant to the
finaacial plaILniL.g. This paper is herel.Jy suo:w.i"(jted.to ":lorking
F.J.rty I as a Dasis for discussion. The pa~e~ w:ll b~ trans~ltteQ
to the "?Tcl:l:i:1.g Part~ c.elcgations .i:1 two :par~s, the first, of
these containing Chapters I to III.

T~"efo~er ESC "Patents" WC'rk:..ngPnrt~T :ted el::-eady wcrl:ed.
on the preli~ina,ry questions r~latj ligto t.l~e ':-:£:'l8:n~ialp:_a~i;lg
for a European Patent Office, 'and on 24 October 1963 issued a
report on an ';Estimate of staff required for the European Patent
Offi~e:l (No •... ,OG87/IV/63). ThIs reporl;~ whi-.;h is ruaoleavaila-Dle
to t~e delegati0~s together with the p~eaEn~ pape~, deals with
t'3.e estimated volU::::lEof \7ork ar.d staff r03gu:.:::-enentsof the
Euroyea~ Fa~8rt Office. Ch~~ters I and II of the pre2e~~ paper
are p3rtly based on this rero~t~ which is r~ferred to below
as the "/1963Reporti".

:BR/GT 1/34 ii/"-70 ke' /PA /:w.k.• -J. / ! '..
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Provisional ~ontents of the_paper

Ie Estimate of the volume of work which will devolve upon
.the.European Patent Office
1. Estimate of the number of applications reaching the

~~ropean Patent Office

2. Estima"te of the number of applic3.tions de5.ltwith by
eaca examiner under the system for the grant of
~r~pean patents

II. Estimated number of staff re~uired for the Europea~ Patent
Office

1. PersOil~el expenditure

2. Material expenses

IV" Estimated direct revenue of the European Fatent J.:L'fice

.1. Procedural fees

2. Renewal fees for European patent applications

v~ Estimate of indirect reven~e possibly ac~ruing to the
European Patent Office from 'contributicns by the
Contracting States

(

",

I (

"

1~ Fees payable for the desiengtion of Contracting Sta~es
in a European patent application

2. Renewal fees relating to the Community p3tent granted fo
the EEC States

3. Proportion of renewal fees possibly payable 'by patent
offices of Contracting Sta~es which are not members of
the EEC.

Brt/GT 1/34- e/70 kel/PA/mk ... 1 ...
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VI. Sketch for budg.et ..of the Europear:..Patent Office.

VII. Principle ef .cover~ng costs .and b.alancir.g t1:e b'.1c,g9t
by 'me~s .of possible co~t'ri.but_ions from the Contracting
States

VIII. Problems raised by setti~b the Y.rro"pean Patent Office.
up 'in stages

IX. FiD.a!lCLTlg'of the e~end.i ture of the furo:?ean Patent
Office until such time as its budget can be 'fully
balanced.

A!".:.D.6X 1

Annex 2 Cal~ule.tion of the '!:l~berof exe-miners required

l~ex 3: Total n'.l!:.bers and gradin3 o! Eur')rea~ J?'e.tcr-t Office
stp.ff fryr a reg~irement ~f 390 exemi~ers

Annex 4 g Distributi0n of'pests iID.0rig'eI:~1.Jyefi 'Classes in
the' Era as cO:lpa:::-ed'with th:it of th~ CO~.issio:l o!
the European CO!!L:"iunities.' .

. '.

Annex 5: Distribution of EPO employees acCilg the va~ious
grades

Annex 6 Gr3de structuI-e of the EPa a? compared with that
of the COrrLTIissionof the European Gomnunities

~trrnGX 7 : C~rren~y perities

'Annex 8':' Survey' of the salnries of empl0yees of the
COI:,J.j,ssiOllof the European COIllrlul"lities

ATI..;""lex9: Calculetio!l. of the saiari.es to be paid to er.lploye.es
of the European Patent Office

~£X 10 : I:l~ti&lc2?ital ~~~~st~e~t ~d racu~ri:lg.eA~~Li~t~~e
cf tb.e ~>_"'l'::rre:u~IJe:tcnt Office ~or a Etaff cf 1,320

BR/GT1/34- e/70 lcel,'I'J:../:lk • t. 0./ c: • ~
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I. Estimate of the volume of work whi~h wi 11 de",')lve ~r0:l the
European Patent Office

The probable volume of work which will devolve upon
the European Patent Office (EPO) depends firstly on the
n~ber of patent applications received by that Office and
secor.d~y en the structu~e of the system foI' the ..grant of
patents. Th3 system fc~ the gr~nto~ p~te~ts will dete7~ine
the na~urc ar-dnucber of cpcratior.s in70lved (GX~~illation
for ob""'iol'.sc.e=-ic~e::lcies,.exsrn:.na"tior:for novelty , opposition,
appeals) and~~ll thus affect the n~bcr of operatio~s to
be carried out by each eX2.mir..e:,::,oIn th:.s ch:lFtcr Vie Eh:::.ll
first attem,t to estimate the proba~J.e rr~ber of cp)licatio~s
reaching th~ EPO ann the~ t~e proba~le n~bcrof cp2ra7io4s (
per eX8miYler.,.

1. E;Jti:::latcof the n-.;.rr.1J,:r of ap~li.92.ti'lli~E.ga.ch.}.ngthe
E'..rr~c3.n I'c:tcnt 01'fice

The estimate of the number of applicatic~s has been
be.sod on the statistics on p2.tent offices p'.1blislledby the
United International Bureaux for the Protection of
Intellectual Property (BIRPI) in "Industrial Propertyl
La Propriete industrielle". The most recent issue (Suppl~-
meut to the December 1969 edition) gives the number of.
applicatiolls filed in 1968. An extract from these figures (
is given in Annex J..

In the 1963 Report (p~ 3 et se~~) the Working Party
concerned based its estilIiateson the "two Stateslt theory.
It was assumed ~~der this theory that any applicant then
seeking protection ir.at least two EEC States wou~dp once 1

Europe~~ Patent Office had been set up, file an applicatiol
for an EEC patento It was further assumed that in that caSI
an applic~~t from the EEC St2.tewould either dispe~se with

BIi/GT 1/34 e/70 ke1/PA/bm ... 1...



'_._)

- 5 -

making a separate application in his O'N.n Sta~e: sir.ce the E3J ~~t~~t
wo-uld cover that State anyv;ay, or, shculd doutle prot8ction by the

-EECpat-ent and a national patent be pemi ttea~ file a n~tic:n.:l.l
.- :.

application in his O\7n ~tate in aa~ition to the R~OP~~l applicaticno
- _.

Cn~er this theo~~ t~e n~be~ofinventions in Tespect of rrhich t~e
applica...'"lt had filed at least two nc::.ticnal c:.piJlleatio:'ls :n- ~he EZC
Stc:.tes was equal, fo~ any given EEC Jta~e, to then~ber of ap~:i-
cations filed by the-nationals of that State in t~at cue of tt-e

other EEC States in TIhiehthey filed the gre~tect n~te~e Wh8n
this u~wo Stc,tc~fj theory was applied to e.pplications fron non-EEC

States, it led to the sccor.d-hib~est nunber being taken from the
statistics, instead of the highest n'.urbcr t since t:b..ecO"J.:!.,:trycf
or.i.gin (e ..go the Uf.L) did. not count 3.S a State n:::dcr the "two- S"':;et::::II
theory.

The. 19S3 V:orking :-arty chc,se t:1.e l!two :Jt3:te3': ..l..;hecry ~~ a mzUl
be:i::WG611 -~v;o ex-'"raI:.es (see 1963 RG~o:~t'I last pa:,'agra:;h of page 3) .•
One E:x-cr~mevyoi.:.lj}1...:l.vebeen to ass~e th.:::.t eve:-y G.-pplica-:io:1.tL_e:l

..f:.l~d. in s.n EZC ;Jta-~e wo-.D.d.in futu::-e be replaced -DY a E'"...rro~ea...."1
a~p:'ic[.;.ticn, '.vhile the othe:- e:;::t~cmGwould llave:,ee:l to a:::s-,).1lletl::.a~

- -

or~y t~c3e ir-~Tcntio~s for w~ich a r~ticn~l arplicaticn h3.c ~~en
:fil'Gd. in -G.-llt~:.e BEe- S-;;at.es wou_ld i::l fut-.lre 6i"',-e i'i'se- -to a ~:.ropec..n

applicc.ticn.

Since 17 9r more Contracting States ~a~e to be t~ken into con-
side.cation in corm.ection with the GonveLltiun E:st:abj.:i;;~hinga

EUl'opea..'l1.syste!Il for the Grant cf ?c=.tent39 -:"~~elltwo S~s.tesl! t~~Gory

no longer offers e. !'8alistic basis fo~ calcuJ.f ..tion" It would be
more appropriate to ad.opt a i1tr.ree Statesll -cheory" This lLeo ..riS t:~at
a:.."lY application origirJ.at.ing in any of tile future Ccr:tra,:;tillg 8tatc3
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- it has been assumed in this paper, for. the sake of
siiuplicity, that all the States at present taking par-'~
in the Conference will later become Contracting States to
the Convention - should be considered as a pro0able ~~ropean
p~tent application i£ it is filed in t~o ether Contrac~ing
States in ad.:1j.tionto the ori.c;i!wlState.;.For G.::r;r~licationu
originating outside the ContrA.('..t~.ngS"tetes5 t~e tl:e~ry would.
apply where" such" applications were filed "in thre'9 Contrac-
tiug States.

The relevant figu~es ca~ 0C taken from the ccluillns
headed "second highest nunb::r" and nth~_:cd.l:.igl:.ectr..u:.:.18::'"
in Annex 1. It should be noted, h()weye",:,> trat these fig'"".lres(
do not all represent identlcal apnli~at50ns, as wbu11 b~
required .oJ the theo:cy. 'Ene num.oer of id.entical"applications
might b~ som8w~ut lower.

I t' 'd~'n ~ese ccn~l eravlor-s, the fact t~at t~e creation of
a unitary patent is envisaged for t:be E::SCStates, so tha.t
applicants may only designate the EEC Stat'9s jointl:", ha's not
been taken into accoilnt. 'I'hisfact will affect appl:i.c~ntsf
behaviour, but it was decided not to take it into account,
since it would have led to considerable complications in
making the estimates. The final results of the estimates will
however, be little affected.

I (

On the basis of the statistics for 1968 given in
Annex 1, the number of applications which could be expecte~
to reach the EPa would be:

from Contracting States
from third countries
Total

BR/GT 1/34 e/70 kel/PA/nk

20,617
15,354-

"35,971
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Since the. estimates .are based on statistics for 1968,
whe:r;eas the EPO will only be opened in the sev~nties;. the~G
figures Shculd be increased by a certain perceiltage although,
because they do not all relate to ide~tical applications, the
figures takc;n f::-oI!!.the st:ltistics are alreCldy s'J~ewhat h:.g:~:lCr
than those corresponding to the accepted Ilthre~ States" thecry.
As assumed by. the earlier Working Party in .the1.963 Report
(page 7) t the per~entage. increase is he~~e.taken to be 10 % •

.This leads. to a figure of 39,568 applications, .which may be .
rounded 1lp to 40,000.

This paper thus comes to the c6n~lus:Crl that a Eur0peen
Patent Office Op8niDg in the 19703 and. o:perRting 5.n all areas
of technology could expect to recei~.re a'D01.7.t

2. Bst;.Inq+e ('f th~~I;!~E'r cf a..Pr1 ic atj O:J.E'<:.e3.~.t vi ~_ ''1L c 3.~h
eyarrdn.~"£ nnr1.2:L."' th~ s~stem foL' the _[rant ('f ETr'.o.:?E'Et.'1. ty'terts

T~e 40,000 patent applications which the EPO can expect.
to receive will be subjected to the well-kn~~n operatio~s
entailea. i:1 the procec.ure for the gra:lt of patGnts (exaI1.i!.1E:...t::'on
for o~vioUG deficiencies, examinnticn £o~ nove~ty a~d exaBin~ticn
of o~positions) ~~ich are to be cer::-ied o~t by the EPO €x~iners:
InA~~x 2 an attempt is made to cal~ulate hc~ ID~ny examiners
WO'.llcl be needed to deal with 100 applications. The er.nclusions
from t!1e 1963 Report ("NuIllber of e):aminers requi::-ed. c:~ t::le basis
of the 1962 Draft 1:) a:reset 01";' t a10r..gsi~e a D.SW calcuJ.at;~!..on
e'N~mber of exc.:m.ir:..e::,sreq'Uir~:<1en -::'~.l.C b&sis of the 19';0 .Draft").

. .

In the n.3W calculaticll, a ds.:e:rred _e::~a::l:.r..3.ti:>:::procedure.. vd th
a' "request period" of 7. yea~:,s is GODpared.wj.th an id~nti'cal
procedurehavlng a reql1est period of 2 years. The time required

BR/G:i'1/34 e/70 ksJjPA./nk C'.C.I/""~G
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to deal with appeals und.er Article 108 (105) of the Preliminary
Draf~ has not been taken into account in this calculation.
AppealE are to be dealt with by the members of the Boar5.s of
Appeal, and not by the examiners. The number of Boar~s of
Appeal required will tharei'ore haV"e to bo ectiDa-:;(;dse1:arG.-:;ely..

1'" ') <;.u:..red
(as 375.

In the 1963 Report the earlier Work~.:rJgPaT'ty ef3ti;"!l.atedthai
281 examiners would be required. to (leal with 30}'000 patent
applicatio~s. In-Annex 2 to the present paper, the first
col~ contains a sinilar calculati0~~ based on the same
relc:tive fibU::"esand workint?;ti:o:..esas agreed. upon then (see
1963 Report~ esp~cially pages 13, 17 a~t 18) for
40,000 applications; it give s the :.mnDe::--of exa!:li!l8rs

On the basis of the relative ftguresand woxking times
a5reed t:.ponin 1963, a calculation is at'~e;:lptedin the second
and third C0~U~S of th3 n1:~bcr of cx~i~e=8 =cq~ircd to deal
with 40,000 applications under the new" e~:a:n:.n'3.ti::mprocedl:.re
with the patent being granted before the be~i~~ing of the
opposition procedure. In column two the calculation is i118de
for ~ deferred examination procedure with a request period
of 7 years, and in column three for a procedure with a request
period of 2 years.

The first essential differznce between the second and I (

third columns, i.e. between a deferred ex~mination procedure
with a 7-year request period and one with a 2-year request '
pericdj is that ~~b &r~&ct~ nunoer of abandoned patent
a;-plicatiorls, for thG 7--year re'I;.lf9stperiod a "drop-out"
fig-ure of 35 % of 80 ro: 28 applications is assumed, in respec.t
of which no request for examination would be made, while fo!'
the 2-year request period this drop-out is only 6 % of 80 = 5
applications. This drop-out figure of 35 % of 80 applications

BR/GT 1/34 e/70 kel/PA/wc ee./ ...
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was assumed in the 1963 Renort (page .12) on the baEis of'
statistics for the life of patents (page 26 - Allnex I - o'f
the 1963 Repo::,t)". Application: of' the- sarr..econsi<lerC'.ttic:tl3 .t.o
a re~uest peried of ?nly two yearss en the bcsis of the~e
earlier life statistics, leads to a droI';,..out figure of not.
more than 6 % o.f 80, i. e. 5 applications •. The gap betwee~
80' and 100 is accounted for by cases where the patent _.. '.
application is withdrav:n afte.=, receipt oian unfavc,u::.&blB
report on the state of the art. In the 1963 Re~o7t (page ~O)s
it was postulated. that out of every 100 cpplicc:ticns received,
5 would. beabanc.oned during the eXOJ.:linatio:l.'for. obvious
defic~encies and 15 afte:;:- recej.'ot of an unfavourable report.
on the state of the art. Since, unlera 2-year request period~
the applicant would receive the rep0~t on the state of the
art enly a shol.'t vv'hile before 'che e':nd.uf chat p'9:riod, tile .

great3r than 15 c: A good eXB.::lpJ..eo~ t::e re'l,30::l for v:hich a
?atent o;.ght be abandoned 8.t thi.s' etpge is' the ~ase of an: .
applicant who, despi tehaving reced ved a.favoura'ble repor~
.::mtlle state of the art, has in the meantim.e losti::lterest,
fur co;swercial reasons, in pursuing his application. It may:
howe-.:er be d::n.:.btedwhct:::ter a reque.::>t perioi r"..lnning 1'0::" 2:y .js..:=s

f=Olllt~G date of filir:.g the applic:J.-:ion 'fJo"..l:.d'ce'lc:igencn;:g~
to ~~o1uce this effect.

These co~sid.er2.tic:ls lead to t~e a["s-1IT:p~i0:::ltt.a~ u::lc.er -
a ?-.year request :pe!:'iod~ 52. B::Pplicat:;"o:":lBwcu:Ld leacl -to .~.
request fer eX8r:lination, while under a 2-ysar reql.-:.est period,
the correspondin~ TI.'.1IIlberwould be 75.

A further difficulty lies in the estimation of ~he
nu.m.ber'of opposition p:'.:'oc.2e<.1ingse- :For this ~ t{"lee}:,;>erience
of the Ge~illan~atent Officej ~eferr~d to cu"page 2 oX the
"h1.:;:..o::e.ild'in 0:.:1 the :;:'e-publi~atic:::l' of t:ie 3'.:.Y.'opeanpatent
•......,__."",<..+-..: ....."'" (r'O/(~T I/~~2/c'-0) of' 13 N~"'!"""""'r-.""" "0t::o ,~c"'d"'pc..1:-'JI--'--'J_J __V.i..J,. .a.••.-. \.". '- ,:,' _ _ ~lV ••••.~ J- ; ."..J.Jt; ~.. """",,_. L-_.

c..I.':l"...u1:'"'00::1.. :B\::rtheL::T:lore}it ~'t.()uld.also be taken irlto acc.ount

B~!'}~1/34 e/70 ~cl/r A/f.'k ......../".0



- 1C -

that, in the 1963 Rep0rt (page 13), the r..u:::nbe::'of p~tGr:.ts
finally granted under a system of deferred exami~atio~ with a
requ~st period of about 7 y~ars was put at 35. The ea~~i~r
Working Party had in fact applied the experience of th~
earlier Dutch and German systems of i~~ediate examination to a
systen of deferrcdexamiaation. Ttris was based on t!l~ consid-
eration that the propart~on cf p3te~ts gr~nted ty the ~r~pean
Office should lie sOI:l,=:whathigher th2.n that :t'o:::' n:J.ti'')J:.alpe.ten.t
offices, in view of the better quality of the a:ppli(~Ations.
This figure of :;5will therefore be retained as the fins.l
result, particularly as there are no national pat~nt office
statistics ielating to the p~oportio~ of patents' gran~&d
under a system of deferred e::;~ani~n3tior~~Tho gnp re::lc..i.:lij~6
in the series 100-80-52 .~, 35 ('.ouJ.d.th'3I:be filled by C'
assuming the grant of abol1-r.4.0patents :::11:'0. estimating the
nUlliberof opposition p=,o,:;eec.ingsat about 'jO.

If this res~l t is applieJ p.J:'oportionRll)i'to the procedure
wit:~ .~ 2-yea::-r~quGst period, the series re3.G..s 100-80-75-58-51 '.
with 14 o~positions. The difference between 35 a~d 51 in the

. ,final f~gure for patents granted could be e:A"'Plaincdt,y th'3
fact that - assuming there is no back-log of work - an examin-
atio'n procedure with a 2-year request period leads to all
the applications made in a particular year being dealt with
earlier than does a procedure with a ?-yearrequest periOd •.
Of the 51 patents which represent the result of the 2.-year J (
request period procedu:r:-ehowever, a number wauld lapse
before the end of the 7th year, so that by the end of that
period the number of patents remaining would be nearer 35.

After having thus estimated the number of operations
(examin<?tion for obvious deficiencies, ezam.ination for
novelty and examination cf oppositions), the time needed for
each operation must be estimated. The earlier working time

BR/GT 1/34 e/70 kel/PA/mk •.•. /8> • .,
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of 0.5 examiner werking days require4 for.examination for
obvious deficiencies has beGn retained here for the time
being. However, in view of the e:A.-perien::-.eof j;t.e Ge:::.'1L.a!::?atcnt
()~fice in the meanti:!:le, this'n~ber 'does seem a littlz t::>o
high. Should experie!lce in the Netherlands. c.onfirm this, the
figUre for :this working time could be red.uced.'

The earlier working time of 3 examiner working <lays assUI1leJ.
for examination fer. novelty (2.3 for the first r~~porteur ~ud
0.7 for the second) has been reduced to 2~3 1?ys" The reducti:':l
~ould apD~~r to be justified since1 C~ the one hand, third
parties are nc lo~ge~ involved in the proceedings prior to the

.. g::-ant of the patent and ~ on the other ha.nd~ uuder the secon(l
sentence of Article 55 (2) (farrr.er AZ"::;icle56 (2)) of the
Convention, the proceedings pri~r ~o a final Jecision will, as
a gcneT'a' ru' e be e'l'~r" c-t"'d +-0 ""ll":l 1<'-.~...,,,':-. : r g 1"J.'-,-:S': en 'ex'1T,.,': ~ e.....'-'" -:-.J- _, -......, '."ol~ IV v............. .•.....o: •• c;. .L.J..J.._ ~ -L..- _ U,L;J .• i.•J.J. __ .

On the.se gro~u:1.£3it has been aSS1.:'..3.:l -;c. tih9.t the fi:::'Et rarp:'rtet:r
would cnly need 198 instead of 2i3 days per a~plication in."

.~ . ..
view ~.~ the.abse:;:ce of third parties, and that 1;he second < . ','~
l.'a;:p'urt,eur; of whomless would be required, wou::i..din most ca&6S
onlji 'neeQ. 005 instead of 0.7 days. per application •

•••• - ••••••• _. #

,T:t.ese ass\.::J:pTJ.o:::sle~d, to the result th.:;.t 359 e:-:;qId,=;~_="s:,:
:,: '.'

Vro~:lace recuire1 to d~ai ~i th ~,O;, 000 arplic!1ti0Df? with a
,.... .

7-Tear request period, and 481 would be required with a 2-yearA
.' ~", . .

, requ'est per~od.

As i:u the 1S03 Report (page 13), ~hi.s figure s~cc:t:d be
raised co:,lI.ew~atin view ef !J.o::'ii&Y,3 a:JG..the tiI:.e. neoc.eJ. to
train new exa~i~ers. The 62rlier WJ~kiIlgParty ro~ndei its
resul t t1p by about 7 '7L A ~;0rY.'es:po::(li!lg !.'o1.L~di!lgup would lead
to about 390 exp..~iners fe'=, the pro0edl1re wit!l the 7-year request
. period and. to about 518 exsminers for the 2-year p~ocedure. Tne
0.i.rie.ce~o,.;606 tween the rH.i.!rlberof exa:w.i.:.lcraI"c:~u~~'e<l"by the two
~Y2te~s ~ou:d le about 128.

BR/G-T .J/34' e/70 }::e'../P."./mk
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The calculations which fol10w are based on a reQuirement
of

3..90 axar.1iners.

II ~ Est!me.ted nuo}ler .of steff r~aujr8d to I' t"'r:1f'"8t'£,,;") I' 8 r-:..D...;~~-:.(.;:~

Office_.-
.P.nnex:3 glves, on the basis of a requ:i..reL:J.ei.l"L~ji

390 excmi:r:e:;:-s,the total~ ll'l.:.:::l'be::-cand gradilJ.gvf the :;::-'0 staff.
The nurlbers of staff otr-er than eXc,mi:r:el'"'she.ve ~(.el1ecti=.atei,
on the lines of Annex II to the 1S63 Pe?cr~ (page 27 at ce;~),
and using certain scales and figu.res obt;ai~.ed.by expe::r:'i8:i•.•.C8 'i en
the basis of 390 examiners. The necess2.ry explanations Irl8Y be
fO'l.:.ndin AnneA III itself~ (

The Service R3gulatio~c of officic13 of the Eu:opcan
Communities have been taY-en as an eyample for the classific3tior:
of staff careers (Classes A, B~ C and D), This by n0means
prev.ents working Party III from adopting other modols.for its
work, or from working out entirely new Service Regulati.ons.
Neither is EPO examiners 1 remuneration prejudged by the
pr~visional reference to the Service Regulations of offi~ials
of the 'European Communities. Working Party III has already been
asked to make a comparative study of the remuneration of

Iexaminers and searchers in Europe, and to d:;:-8W up corresponding
proposals for the EPO. These proposals can in due course be ; (
incorporated into the financial planning by Working Party IV.}

,

The calcula~ions in Annex 3 lead to a total staff
require~ent for the European Fatent Office of

BR/GT 1/34 e/70 kel/PA/mk . '.. I' •• ·
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III. E~timated eX£e~diture of the ~~~o?ean FGte~t Office

1. Perso~~Gl expenditure

Annexes 4 to 9 gi"Ie tt.e EPO' s estiDoted expendi t..lre
on personnel.

To this end, un estl.'.bl::,s~-:'::::l"/-:::?::.&:l s~cwing t:J.e
perc.entage distri-oution of pos.:.-sa:n('1l3 t'1.e.feu::,clasr;es
is given in ~ex ':t. The establishment ple.n of the

.Commission of the European Communities is given for.
comparison. The considerably larger proportion of
clacs L ?csts in the E20 ~s cx}la~~e~ ~y the fa~t that
the wo::,kof the EPO \J7illcs.scn~~~c:ll7 1:e cl)•.:e 'cy exarr..ir-...ers,

.~d ::~et only a sl:1.alle::'p:,,:,e?('r~ic:lcan be c.one by other
staff. Examiners, howe,rer, as a~ader.l~.callyt~ei:-:led
technical specialists, need to be paid class 1:. salaries~

Anne:{ .2 shows the distri~utio..:lof ek1:plo;ye8swithin
t~e c13csec in ebsolute figures.

i~ncx ~ shc~s the perce~tage brca~~o~vn of these
r-u~be~s within the i~dividual ~lasseG) th~s ena~li~g a
~o~raris0n tc be ~ade with the COm2issi~n of the
European Communities.

Annex Z gives the currency ra~ities used fer t~e
subsequent calculations. The US d.ol.laI' has been taken
as the basIs fo=, comparison. It wuu.ld .oe adviE3..~)leto
take the currency of Olle of ~he Contracting States as the
fi::l~lbacis f.:>rcompar:Lrlgthe var';'o\lsci;,rrcIlcles.

1b~~~~ gives, fur infor~ation~ a survey of th0
sala::-iesof off:.cic.lscf the CO::J1!1.i.ssi.Jllof the :E-~ro:pean
r~~~t'~1..t~OQ ~~.l.e~tar~;~~ ~~~ ~~ra' s~:~~~~s ~~ eC.~c'~~~~~..J. ~~-J. ~ .1-'.,_ Col .J... _ l._J.O c;.:....:..-....i. .••. _ ••• _ \-. ..L_~..t._ •.•. o~--'-',
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~ .•.•"" ';""'~ic~""l'">d by (a'l ar.-= ("\-.'\ T.I~""\-Te~n .•..l-e'"'ec.....•..~ ~_u_ Oll~ ~ _""-l :~)v ..iJ";'v. ""'" v_ ...'

thr-re a~e a nu~ber of in~re~€~~al stcpGo

1L"Ule:: 2 S:J.CN3 total e::per.d.itu:::-efo:,personnel" F:>r ea~h
grade it was necessary, as regards the f2mily situation of
employees, to assume a "standard employee",' whose' sCl.l,'3,ry
corresyonds to the average salorZl of all officials jonthis
grade v The standard adopted for each grade was that of an
emploJ~ee who is married., 1.as 2 children of s'chool age and
ta~ rca~~ei the thi=d increnental step in his grade. It is
estimatect that 3:'1+ C'fthe E?O' s staff will be entitled to
receive the expatriation al1owaDce.

The calcu:';"atio:lin Annex 9 of expenditure on personnel
~y the E?C gives an annual figure of $ 12y249,OJO for
sel~rics ani w8bes. To this s~ should be add0d, as s~own
in Annex 10 (pace 3), arlounts to cove:!'social security
peynents and health and accident insurance; er;c~7bri~Ei~g
the tOTal ann~al expenditure on staff up to

A4TI.ex1Q (page 5 et seqo) ccntaino an estimate of the
~~terial e:~enses of the E?O based on the pra~tical
p:::-ecec..e::ltsproYic.ei by the buiget of the Co:.nn...issicnof the-
~lrope~~ Comm~nities. This estimate gives ~ a~ual tot~l
of

------
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I

The delegatio~s taking part in 7Jorking Party I will find.
attac!::l.eda further part of the Chai.rma:lf s paper O~. "Guideline s
for finallSic.lplan:ling for the European Patent Office",
c02ta~~i~g Chapters IV to VII.

A t!lird ar-dls.st P3.::,t of the paper is to folIc'll.It will deal
with the prnblpillsof cov~ring the recurring deficit of the
European Patent Offi_ce and with the costs aT'ising in the
build-up and running-in peri0d •
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- Continuation of the Study -

P0s"":;scr:i."J:;t to Cha"!)ter III:---_.~---~-_ .._--
Aft€;r the first part of this study had been completed, new salaries
and social security scales for employees of the European Commun-
ities wer2 publis~ed in the ~Official Gazette" of the Eu::'opean
COI:iziunitissrlof 21 Jar:uary 1970 (volume 13, No. L 15). The new
rates a~e 6 to 7 % higher than the previous rates. It has there-
fore been necessary to increase t'he figure of $ 13,357, 000 given
on page /,4of this. study for expendi tureon personnel, including
social security contributions, by 6 %, ioe. to $ 14,158,420.

It also see!J.edto be useful, in conne:;tion with the outline budget
which is to be prepared, to give sepa=ate details of the personnel
and ::::ateri:.lexpensesf:>rthe special orge.ns under the "Convention
for the Euro?ee.n P~t~nt for the Connon Market" (the so-called 2nd
Conveutio~). A quick calculation indicated that, of the total staff
of 1,320 persons ~ a-oout40 people, i.e. slightly more than 3 %,
will be employed in the special organs. Subject to the more
accurate estimate which has still to be made by the EEC "Commun--
:.ty Patent" Experts Worki~g Party, it has therefore been provis-
ionally ass'."'.Dsdt'tat for each ite!:l40/1320 = 1/33 of the personnel
and material e~ense6 will be expend.iture for the special organs
under the 2nd Convention.
The pers~Lnel and IDJterial exp0nses of the European Patent Office
consequently appear 2S follows : -

.( 1. ?er~onnel expenses
of ,,/t.i~h~,for special orge.ns,

\

14 158 420
429 043 13 729 277

2. Material expenses 2 886 000
of which, for special organs, 87 ~

Expenses of the European Patent
Office excluding special organs
.3. Expenses for -chese special

organs:

2 798 2..lt2

16 527 822 .

Total e~~enses of the Eu70peanPe.tent Office

Personnel e)~ens~s
1:e.ter:ialexpenses

429 043
__ ~L.15....2 516 .~~

17 044 320

BR/GT 1/34 e/70 ern/PA/ork .0./ ...
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These a~o~ts appear, correspo~dingly ro~~ded up, in the
I:Ol.tlineBudget for the European Patent Office" (Annex 19).

rVe E~tiDated direct revenue of the Eurouean Patent Office

.The ~ropeanPatent Office TIillhave several sources of incoDe
available. The only fees directly payable. to it are the
procedural fees falling due during the procedure for the grant
of patents and the renewal fees for European patent applications.
These fees are set out in Annex 11. where they are divided into
three groups for the purposes of this study:
1. First, all fees which are lltakeninto consideration" in the

following calculations.
2. Other fees indicated as "neutral", since it is assUI!ledthat

these fees will later be regarded as a cost-covering
equivalent for certain procedural operations, i.e. for the
report on the state of the art and for printing the public-
ation u~der Article 85 (Article 86a) and the patent
specificatione

3. Finally there is a series of other fees which are "not taken
into consideration", since they do not affect total revenue.
An annual ~0unt of ~ 100~OOO for these fees has been
ente=ed in the calculatio~s ad referendum.

The so-called designation fe~ has also be0n included in
.kn::lex11, since it is payc:b:e durin6 the proce.du.re,.i.e. prior
to the end of the priority year. From a systematic point of

........ view, it is true that it is a fee which, unlike the other G

procedural fees, is not paid directly to the European Patent
Office but to the States designated in the application.
According to this point of view, the designation fee would be
charged to the desig~ated States as part of their contributions.
On the ether hand, hQwever, as has been done in the Regulations
under the "Patent Co-operation.Treaty", (Rule 15~1) in

3R/GT :/:;4 e/70 ern/PA/mrk
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connection with the designa~ion fees for the benefit of the
International Bureau, these fees could also be allocated to the
European Patent Office as direct income. 'Jlhisapproach could
be justiIied by the consideration thct the work of the EPO
benef:..ts precisely those Contracting .States which are desit;nated
in th3 application. For the time being) the designation fee has
been placed in Chapter V as incone accruing to the EPO.

1. The rr0~e~vrRl fees_.... -
In order to obtain standards of comparison for fixing the
procE:-d::ralfees,the most importe.nt procedural fees chcrged
by the Contract~ng States are collnted in.Annex 12, as far
as this can be done on the basis of the available information,
and O~ the basis of these figures certain fees are adopted
in All~_12 for the purposes of this study.
T~e £.E.?li~etiC'nfep will be cherecterizedby also incorpor-
atjr:.g~ flat-r-ate fee for printing the publication under
Article 85 (Article 86a)0 It is therefore conposed of a'nett
application fee of $ 75 and.a flat-rate printing fee of;~$ 25.
The p:cinting fee has beeil estiLlated on the basis of experience
\'7i th tee p~'blicatio:lsof the Ger:nc.nI'atE.ntOffice, taking
into ccn::,i~crationthe .target sales for publications. For
the purpnse of calc1llatinfjinC0IT1.e,only the nett application
fee has been taken into accoFnt; the proportion of $ 25 for
printing costs has been regarded. as l!neutralll

., No provision .-
is made fur printing costs in the calculation of expenditure
(Annex "':0 ) ..

The revenue frollthe procedural fees is calculated in
~nJ-2x 14. T~e 100~52-40-10 series given in coluon 2
corre3ponds to t~e values given in Ap~ex 2, page 1. The
frequency of app'=l~lsin the examination procedure is

BD /,,~: I /~ .'1__/ v.;. 1':"'-;- 2/70 er:c./FA/m::,k .so//o ••
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assuned to be 3 and in the opposition procedure, 1. The income
from application fees (excluding the flat r~te printing fee)
amounts to""$ 3, 000 ,000<:per annum. The income from the other
procedurRl fees amounts to $ 2,840,000 but does not reach this
level until the EFO has been operating for 8 years. In the •
running-in period, the EPO can therefore only expect a portion
of these fees. It is assumed that it would receive one eighth
of this sum in the first year, two eighth in the seco~d year,
etc. and that it would only receive the full amount from the
eighth year onwardso

2. The rene"7sl fees foT.'European patent aT)ulicp..tioDs

In order to obtai~ a star~ing point for fixing the renewal fees
for European patent applic2ticDs, the renewal fees charged by (
the States participating in the inter-governmental Conference
are collated in ~~n~x '15, expressed in the various currencies
and in US dollars. jfuere the term of a patent is less than
20 ye~rs ~ aJY State, the corresponding scale of fees is
continued in ~ _7.

The total cf the renewal fees p3id in the Ccntracting States is
given in US ~ollars on page 4 of Annex 15. The last" col~ "
conte.ins a scale which corresI>0nds to about 25 % of these
totals. This scale is used in Annez 16 as the basis for "the---renewal fees adopted for the purposes of this study.

Since the study assumes in other places that of the 17 Contrac- (
ting States, 8 vJillbe designated in an average application,
the cpplican~ would on average have to pay, for a European
apFlication, approxinctely half of the renewal fees which he
would have to PQY for eight national applications or patents.
With a larger number of designations the applioant would stand
to gain more, and with a smaller rr~ber, less. On the desig-
nation of not more than three States having average fees, the
tot&l of the nati0nal fees would be less than the renewal fee

BR/GT 1/34 e/70 em/PA/mrk ... /.00
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for a European application! In individual ceses, however, it
~ould depend on the level of fees in the particulbr States for
which patents Vie~e requested. If these were countries with
high fees, a European application would result in a saving of
renewal fees with only ,a few States. If they were countries
with low fees, this would only be the case with a higher
n1ill.berof designations.

In order to simplify the calculation it is assumed in this
study that the rcneual fee for European patent applications
is a sta~dard fee.

Bef~re it was poss:..'bleto ce-lculete the E]?')ts 'income from. the
applications filed. with it, it was necessary to produce an
estimated scal e, given in Annex 11, which indic.ates for how
many of 100 originally filed applications a renewal fee may
be expected from the third year of the patenttslife onwards.
Tor the 3rd to t~e 8th years (heavily outlined in column h)'
this scale is : 76-47-41-32-23-10. In certain cases the
European Patent Office will continue to receive rer.ewal fee's
after the 8th .ye8.r,in particular where the request for
eXaEination is not made until the end of the 7-year period,
and where an appeal follows the examination procedure. Such
cases have not hOl/lJ6ver"'ueentaken :;'Lto account and the scale
theref:)re ends at the 8th yea:>:.

In calculating t~e scale, it was assumed that the EPO can only
charge rcneTIal fees for applications still filed with it,
i..e. w~ir,h have ~either been dealt with by an exanin0tion
procedur8 (I. - columns b and d), nor elininated by failure
to pay a renewal fee (II - columns e and f). It is assumed
in colunn b that in the firs'tJtwo years, either immediately
on the filing of the application or after receipt of the
re~o=t en the state of the art, 25 requeBts for examination

::3J./G~ 1/3-'+e/70 ern/?A/mrk .• e/ .... o
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9.I'eEade for ever~, 100 applic"tions. In colm::m c it is assUI:led
th~t all 25 of these applic~tions would constitute a source of

,',income for the EPO in the 3rd p~tent year, but no longer in
the 4th y~tent year. This would be the case if the exaninntion
procedure lasted lenger than 1 year, but less t~an 2 yecrs,
en 8ver~ge. On this assu~pticn 1 rencw31 fee would be p~yable
to the EPO after the request for exani!lption we.smade, because
the application would subsequently be either refused or with-
drawn, or the European patent would be granted and the fee would
be paid to the national offices. The number of applications
indic::.tedin colUl:illb, for which a request for exe..:nin3tionis
D~de, ccnseq"..1entlyappears with a time 'lag"of 2 years 'in colunn c
as ,"no 10"1ger existing" . .As regards the series of figures given
in colunn b, it is assumed that after a peak in the nunber
of requests for examination in the first ~wo years (25) there
is first a ~rop (2), tilen a steady leval of applications (5-5-5)
and finally aL.O';;h.~ pE::)k(":0) in the 7tllyear. Cohrr.n d gives
the tot!?l of applics.tions "no longer existing" for the European
Patent Office, as the result of a request for exa~in3tion
being Dade, up to a given patent year.

Under II (colUillnse aLd f), an estimate is Dade of the loss of
applic3ti~~s for which no request for examination is nade.
These applic2tions are eliminated bec:mse of failure to pcy
a rer.ewol fee, or on being withd::::,awn.The series of figures
adopted in colunn e has been estimated on the basis of figures
given by the Netherlands Patent Office fron its o\~ experience.

~ae total of col-aons d and f, in colunn g, gives the nuober
of applications which are no longer pending, and the result of
subtr3cti~g these figu::::,esfrom 100, given in coluzn h, represents
the number of applic3tions still pending. The scale fer cal-
culating the income from renewal fees follows iBnediately
I::::'OD col1.u::L.'"lh, p&tent years 3 to 8.

I
I
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The renewal fees may now be calculated as in Annex 18. In
the 8th year of its full operation, the EPO will reach its
norwal income from renewal fees, i.e.

v. Estimate of inQirect ~evenue possibl1-accrui~g to the
Europca~ P~tent Office from co~trib~tions cy the Contracting
states.

In addition to the procedural fees and renewal fees for
Euro~ean patent applications, the EPO will have other sources
of income available, such as the fees for the designation of
Contracting States under A~ticle 67 (Article 68). The question
whether these designation fees are to be regarded as proced-
ur~l fees ~cc~uing directly to the EPO or as fees which are
to 'be credited to the delSignated States and accounted for in
their contributions, has already been discussed on page 16.
Payments made by the EEC States on account of the special
organs mnst also be counted as income for the EPO. Finally,
however, one of the EPO's main sources of income will be
its share of the renewal fees for granted European patents
which will be collected either by the Patent Administration
DiviFi')n in respect of the EEC's Community patent or froI:!
the national patent offices of States not belonging tb the EEC.

1. Fe~~£a~able for the designation of Contracting States in .
a EuroEe~ patent apnlication

This study aSSUffiesthat the EPO will receive ~O,OOO patent
applications per G.nnum.A considerable proportion of these
applications could reach the EPO via the PCT route, either
because the EPO is a receiving Office, or it is a designated
Office, within the meaning of the PCT. In both cases the
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States in ques~lon are designated under the PCT. In this case
Rule 15.1 under the PCT states that the designation fee is to
accrue to the International Bureau. Since there is at present
no usable basis for estimating the number of European applic-
ations which will at the same time be international applications,
it is assumed in this study that this figure will not be more .
than 50 % of the number of European applications.

The EPO might therefore receive no designation fees for half
of the applications which it processes. Neither would desig-
nation fees be paid for every application under the other half
of the total nUwber of applications since, und8r Article 67
(~rticle 58a), these fees are only payable after the end of
the priority peri~d. It is ass~~ed in this study that 5 % of
applications will be eliminated as a result of examination for
formal and obvious deficiencies in accordance with Article 77
(Article 76). On the assumption that a further 5 % of applic-
ations will drop cut between the filing of the application and
the end of the priority period for other reasons, in particular
because the report on the stRte of the art is produced at an
ea~ly date and gives a negative result, we come to the conclusion
that the designation fee is only received in about 90 % of
the cases under consideration. Of the 20,000 applications
reaching the EPO other than v::'athe PCT route, designation
fees "ill therefore only be received in 18,000 cases.

It is diffic~lt to estiffiateat present how.many designations
~here ~ill be for each application, on the average. In connec-
tion with t~e calculations made for the PCT procedure it was
assumed that the average number of designations for an inter-
national application would be 7. This study assumes an average
figure of 8 designations for the European procedure. It is
assumed in this connection that the 2nd Convention, which,

does Lot per~it the designation of individual EEC States,

/
"
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but always requires that the whole Community should be
designated, will lead to a higher number of designations.

It is assu~ed that the designation fee will be $ 10. This
is the mini~u!!lrate provided for in PCT Rule 15.2 (b)(i)
(provisional figure: a fee betwee~ $ 10 and $ 12.50).
The EFOts inccme frcm designation fees may thus be calculated
as 18l0aO x $ 10 x 8, i.e.

2. ~ent3 ~he EBC States f;,rthe s'DE"ciI31orr:ans 'mder the
.:g.2.n..Y~t~_onfor the Eur~.£~£. Patent_for the CODt1onMarket"

A first estimate .of the cost of the special organs under the
"Convention for the European Patent for the Co~on M.arket"
(the so-c&118d 2nd Convention) to be set up pursuant to
Article 8 (Article.Sa) has already been made on page 15.
For the purposes of this study, these S"J.I:S have no i:mI:lediate
significance, since it may be assumed. that theen:tire costs
of the special organs will be borne cy the EEC States, from
the income accruing from renewal fees for the COmBunity
pat6nt. The equivalent. of these coses has therefore been p'ut
at $ ~1S,OOO in the iacoDe of the E?O, as a reimbursement
by the SEC States.

3. T~e Eu~c?ean Patent Office's share of rene~al fces for
.s.rante"i"p~.tents

The EPO ~ill ~ct be a~le to cover its costs wit~out
receiving a share of the renewal fees levied, on the one
hand by the E:8C States for the COIIUIlllnitypatent and, on the
other hand, by the national patent offices of the other
Contracting States for granted European patents.
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Experience shows that, as a rule, the expenditure of a national
patent office is only covered by the renew~l fees to be paid
for granted patents. Similarly, it will only be possible to
cover the expenditure of the EPO if at least part of the
renewal fees for granted European patents are employed for this
purpose. Working P2rty I has already said as much in the second
paragraph of the Introductory Note to Part VI, above Article 129
(Article 119), in the following teros :

liThe:European Patent Office cannot be financed solely by
the fees charged for granting patents, unless these are
fixed at a prohibitive level. The annual fees levied for
paterts issuing frem the ~2ropean proced~re sho~ld there-
fo=eeo:1.tric.ute,on a scale to be determined, to the
financing of the European Office. II

There are considerable difficulties involved in a calculation
of these renewal fees, which would be collected on one hand by
the Patent Adwinistration Division as a special organ under the
2nd Conveiltion~ and on the other hand by the national patent
offices. The principal difficulty is t~at tpe frequency of
designation of the individual Contracting States, and therefore
the nusber of patents granted. for the')e States, is not known. !n
the last part of this study an attemp~ will be made to establish
a for~ula which will make it possible to obtain at least an
idea of 'Ghe order 0': magnitude of this income.

In the "O'.1tlinebuu.g;etfor the European Patent Office" (Annex
no fig'l::....eis shO\"IDfor this inC.)IIlefor the time being. The
resulting c.eficit (,f$,3,754,000 in the EPO's budget shows
the cmo....:n~ w~ich t::teContracting States still have to coyer
frem ~2e renewal fees for granted European pat€ntE. As for the
proportion to be taken~ it can o~ly be said at present that it
can be assumed to be a st~ndard percentage, for all the
Contracting States, of their income from renewal fees for

. I

i
\
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granted Europcen patentsft It wo~ld have to be possible for
the AdDinistrati ve COUT'.cilto vary this percentage, in order
to take account of changes in the EPO's requirements.

VI. Outli~~_b.:'d~t for the European Patent Office

The results obtained by estimating the individual items of
revenue and expenditure of the EPa. are combined in Ann~!2
to give an "outline budget for the European Patent Office".
This C"'J.dgetcan be regsrded as the "normal budget". It will
be achiev3d when the EPO has ree.ched the full extent of its
income from procedural fees and renewal fees after a nucber
of years, with a constant figure of 40,000 applications per
annum. ~ith a deferred exa~ination procedure having a request
perioJ. of 7 years, t:h.iswould be the case after 8 years, if it
is assumed that applications in respect of which the request
for eX2m~n3.tion is ~ot made ~til the end of the 7-year
period are in fact dealt \~th ~n the 8th year. In order to
simplify matters, no account has been taken of the cases in
which the EPO is still colle~ting fees subsequent to the
8th year because of a longer exanination and appeal procedure.

Ar..n~x_20shows the budgets for the years prior to attainment
of the nOIillalbuJ.get. This calculction is based on the
working hypothesis that the EPO will be opened in year 1
for all are~s of technolob,Yc T:h.especial organs under the
2nd COI:!vr:;ntj.onare !lett3.ken into accolir.t,because it is
assuDed tbat their costs will be balanced out. The following.
details may be pointed out in Annex 20.

It is assuDed that in the pr~8rRtory st~ - indicated as
Le~r 0 - the EPa will have available the sum of $ 4,000;000
for initial capital investment as esti~ated in Annex 10,

DR/GT I/~3"+ 8/70 er:.:./PA/urk ••. /c- .•



26 _.

page 2
j

and also a full budget of $ 16,528~OOO ieee a total
of $ 20,528,000.

As regards the revenue received in year 1, it is assUDed in
££1~mn1 that in this year a full year's application fees
("+0

9
000 X-- $ 75 = $ 3,000,000) will be received and half of the

no~al revenue f~cm designation fees ($ 1s440,000/2 =
$ 720)~0~)~ since the design8tion fees ~o rrot fRll due until
the end of the priority year. For the first years a total
of only $ 3)000sOOO.+ $ 720,000 = $ 3s720,000 is indicated
for application fees and designation fees. From year 2
onwards, t~is income reaches its full constant level of
$ 4! !+1-:0, COO.

As reg~rjs the other prGcedu~al fees listed in Annex 14, it
is ::,ss'l..-:.:r::~din col~~IE:2..~that -:hey only reach the full level
of $ 2 ~840,000 frC1ID :;Teqr8 o:::lwa~ds.~or e3.~lier years it is
assumed that this income starts in the first year at one
eighth of its final level, i.e. at $ 355,000 and increases
by a further eighth in each successive year until the full
asu~t is reached in year 8.

Colusn 4 coatains the iuco:r::efrom renewal fees calculated in
.t•.r."!l€X '":8, colu:.:n6..This income star~s in year 3 and reaches
its ~or.8ql level of $ 5,494,000 in Y3ar 8.

As shown jn colu~n-2, the EPO thus reaches its normal revenue
of $ 12~774,OOO in year 8.

The €A~€nditure in colu~-2 begins with that incurred in the
preparato~7 p€~iod. This figure is followed by the figure for
the normal expenditure which reoRins constant from year to
year.

The b'..:.G.betdeficit shown in 9ol't:.g..'1.1drops until it reaches the
no:!:':r::aldeficit of $ 3,;754,OCO iIi.year 8.

Ccl~ 8 sh~ws the tct~l year-by-year deficit up to and

(

(
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incl1.:dingyear 7 ••4.fter this, the build-up and running-in
period is at an end~. only the non:al deficit will now occur.
The total costs cf the build-up and running-in period thus
anount, in the p.vent of iW3ediate opening for all areas of
technology in year 1, to $ 80,678,000.

VII. ProblAI!'sra.ised 1');y settinp; the Eur02.,Aan P1'3.tentOffice UD in
ste.f!:es---~---
In its 1953 Report (page 22), the earlier BEe '"Patents"
riorking Party 8ssumed that the EPO could not be opened for
all areas of technology at one and the sane time, but in
2-year steps of 10115, 20, 25 and 30 % respectively.

Anne:~e3 21 a:ld 22 show how the EPO budget assUDed in this
study would c1E:vclopwith a progressive build-'J.pof this type.

First, the ~e7Gn~e 8cc~ing to the EPO in the v~rious stages
is ee.lculated in }.n1J.ex21. S~.n,:e~he last stage opens at the
beginni:::lgof year 9, the full income level cannot; be reached
until year 16.

In l;.pnex22, the expenditure is set against; the income
calculated in Annex 210 Prior to the opening date, only
hal.f '~1.eL.oj..'malbudget figure is indicated as expenditure,
in ~dliticn to the iLitial capital invest~ent. As a general
rule for c3lculatins the eX?enjit~re, it is assUDed that the
level cf exrendi tl.1re~ns a~ead of the wor:!'.:'loadin such a
way tne,t, 2 years before a given stage opens, the EPO reaches
half the correspon<iing expenditure level,.and that it reaches
the ::'ullex-penditure level one year beforehand. The expenditure
levels are calculated under "notes:1 in colwun 6.

~i~h a progressive build-up of the type assUEed here, the EPO
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would reBch its nornal budget with the normal deficit of
$ :3, 7 ;A-'~000 in year 16. The total deficit up to year 15
t~rns o~t to be $ 105,162~400~

In the budset calclllations both for inmediate full opening
of the Office (~~lex 20) and for its progressive build-up
(PJlllex22), no accolllithas yet ueen taken of i~come accruing
to the E?O froB the pre-emption of p~rt of the renewal fees
fer gr~ntcd p2tents. W~cn correGp~~d~g figures can be
included ~n the c~lcul~tions, there will of necessity be a
bu.dget E-.;.rplusafter a certain tine - d8pending on the
proportien of the fee reserved for the EPO - which could

........ be employed to :cepayto the Contracting St:?tes the SUI:lS made
available in the build-'~p and ~'Unning-:;"nperiod.
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Introductory Note

The delegations taking part in Working Party I will find
attacbed the tbird and last pa:!'tof the Che.irman's paper on
"Guidelines for financial plan..'l'lingfor the European Patent
Office", containing Chapters VIII to Xc>

Pe.ges II to V contain a full list of the contents ~f the
paper with page indications, and a list of all the Annexes.
The lay-out of the paper has been changed slightly during
its preparation..

The Chairman apologizes for any inaccuracies and errors.
The Qelegations are asked to inform the Secretariat of any
discrepancies which they may find in studying the paper.
If necessary a corrigendum could then be distributed at the
beginning of the meeting on 1 to 3 Apri~ 1970 •
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VIII ~ 3e.lanc.i!lKthe budget of th,?Euro'pea~ Patent Office b:y
means of a pe:rc.entaiies::J.arein the renewal fees for
£ranted Eur~ean patents

It was stated in Chapter Vo3. cf this ~aper that the EPO
will not be able to cover its costs without ~eceivin5 a
share of the renewal fees levied, on the cne hand by the
EZC States for the Commu~ity patent and, on the other
hand, by the national patent offices of the other
Contracting States for granted European patents.

The percentage of its revenue from renewal fees for
granted European patents which each Contracting State
would have to pay over to the EPO depends on the total
revenue of all the Contracting States. This percentage
must be set at such a level as to cover the total deficit
arising until the nomal budget is attained •.

It is, at the present moment, difficult to calculate the
annual revenue of each Contracting State, and thus the
total reveaue. Such a calculation requires that the
following quantities are known for each Contracting State:
(a) the number of European patents granted for that

Contracting State;
(b) the level of the renewal fees to be leviedrin that

Ccntra~ti.:!".l6State in fut".lre;
Cc) the proportion of E-uropean patents continuing in

existence in that Contracting State, i.e. the
percenwage of granted patents for which renewa~ fees
are still levied during each year of the term of the
patentts;

Cd) the legally determined maximum term of patents in that
Contracting State.
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In such a calculation the European Economic Community would
have to be treated as a unit, on account of the "Conyention for
the European Patent for the Cor:mon l.Iarket"(the so-called

.2nd Convention).

We w:i.lln.ow attempt -to constI"'.!cta :model for such a calculation 0;:
the re-...re::J.ueof the Contracting States. In this connection" it
is necessary to specify the following details concerning the
quantities mentioned under (a) to Cd) above.

Per. (8): V{e first attempt to estimate the number of patents
granted for each State participating in the Inter-governmental
Conference. Since this study has reached the conclusion that, (
out of a 1CO patent applications, 40 lead to grant (page 10),
we may conclude here that of all the applications in which the
applicant designetes a particular Contracting State, 40 % lead
to the grant of a patent fer that State. The number of ~atents
granted for any given Contracting State is thus equal to 40 %
of the number of applications in which this State is designated.

First of all, therefore an attempt is made in Annex 23 to
estiffiatethe frequency of designation of the Contracting States.

Column 1 lists the States participating in the Conference~ In
cor...nectionwith the "Community patent", it is necessary to set I

up a special .calculation for the E~C States at the bottom of (
:;~epage.

An atteD?t is made in £91u~n ? to estimate ~he frequency of
QesigLation of each State by its own nationals. It is assumed,
in this cOD..D.ection"Ghat every applicant from a Contracting
State who files an application with the EPO includes his own
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country in the list of States designated. The figures used for
this purpose are taken f:::-o!:lthe middle col1l!:l.non :page 1 of
Annex 10

The same assumptions CJ.remade in .£21~:T.E__~~ for the nation.als
of the EECStates. Since, pursuant to the 2nd Convention, the
EEG States may only be designated jointly, the total of these
designaticns by EEC nationals (12,678) should be multiplied
by 6, giving a frequency of designation of t:o.e:BECby EEC
nationals of 76)068.

An attempt is now made in columns 3 a~d 4 to estimate the
frequency of designation of each State by foreigners. It is
assumed in this connection that each national patent offic~~ will
loose 80 % of its previous number of foreign applications, and
that the Contracting State in question will instead be designated
in European applications. Column 3 shows the number of foreign
applications filed with the national offices in question during
1968. It is assumed in column 4 that the frequency of designation
by foreigners is represented by 80 % of these figures.

The special calculation required for the EEC States is made in
columns 3a and 4a. An. estimate already having been made, in
colu~ 2a, of the frequency of designaticn of the EEC by EEC
naticllals~ col~ 3a shows the n~~ber of foreigr- ap?licatjons
filed in the EEC States in 1968 by persons other than EEC nationals.
As regards these figures in col~ 3a it is now necessary to
estimate how many non-EEC nationals will designate the siz
EEC States jointly, i.e. will choose the EECls Community patent.
Since non-EEC nationals i~clude both nationals of the other
Contracting States, and nationals of non-Contracting States,
it is assumed, in accordance with the "two States theory" for
Contracting States and the "three States theory" for non-Contrac-
ting States, as employed in estimating the number of applications
(pages 4 to 6 of this paper), that the number of times the BEC
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is designated lies between the eecond highest figure (23~337)
and the third highest figure (14,502) shown in column 3a.
The nu~ber of non-EEC nationals choosing the Community pate~t
is put at a round 20,000, as lying between these two figures~
Since each of these applicants has to designate the six EEC
States jointly, this leads to a figure of 120,000 designations
of the BEC by non-BEC nationals.

Colur.'...n5 shows the total of the f:.gure3 given in columns
2 and 4, i.e. the total number cf designations on the basis
of the figures for 1968.

The results obtained on the basis of the figures for 1968
require to be increased by 11.2 % in column 6, since "the
number of European patent applications estimated, with the
aid of statistics for 1968, on page 6 of this paper to be
35,971 was incr3ased by 11.2 % to 40,000. Column 6 t~erefore
gives the frequency of designation of the Contracting States
TIith a total of 40,000 applications. The average number of

, designations per application therefore turns out to be 7.8.

Of course, Annex 23 represents merely an attempt to estimate
the frequency of designation of the Contracting States with
40,000 European applications. This estimate can only be used
as the basis for further calculations with certain reservations~

(

I (

Bef :-_(b)~ As far as the leyel of..-E~B53.!-:~1fee~ 5_sco:c.ce::neJ.,all'
that can be done in this st~dy is to take the current renewal'
fee ..

Ref.(£}: The proportion of patents continuin~ in existence may
vary from one Contracti4g State to another. It must be left
to each Contracting State to estimate this proportion for the
European patents granted for its territory.

Rer.(d): As regards the legally determined maximum term,
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the calculations can be based either on a uniform term of
20 years D= on the current term in each of the Contracting
States •
.An attempt is now made in }>.nnex24 co perfDrm such a calcul-
ation of revenue on the basis of a model case, ioe. the
Federal Republic of Germany. The Federal Republic of Germany
is a hypothetical case, since it is a Member State of the EEC,
and European patents cannot be granted for it separately.

The number of patents granted for Germany in this hypothetical
example cannot be found by means of Annex 23, since the.
Federal Republic is there included with the EEC as a whole.
This figure can however be estimated as follows, in accordance
with the assu~ptions made in Annex 23 for the non-EEC States:

Designation by own nationals
(Annex 1, pag~ 1, middle ~olumn)

7,085 ,.

Designation by foreigners:
Foreign applications 1968: 31,417
80 % of this figure
Designations according to 1968 figures:
+ 1102 % increase corresponding to Annex
column 6

25,134
32,219

23,
3,609 .•.

35,828

Of 35,828 designations of the Federal Republic of Germany
in E~ropean patent appli:ations, 40 %,i.e. 14,331~ will
result in the g~ant of European patents for Germany.

ColU!ll!ls1 to 6 of Annex 24 contain a calculation of the
revenue to be expected in the course of 20 patent years fora
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00nstant figure of 14,33"1 patents granted each year.

In this model case, revenue from :renewalfees commences in
year 6, since it is assumed that European-patents are on the
average gr2nted in year 5, and that ~enewal fees are payable to
the national patent office ~rom year 6 onwards. In a~tual fact,
some of the revenue of the national patent offices will 'start
to come in earlier than year 6 and some later.

The calculation is based on the current Ge~an renewal fees.
Since the term of German patents is at present only 18 years,
the German scale of fees is extended until year 20 according to
its current progression.

As regarQs the continued existence figures in column 2, these
are based on the average of the figures for patents filed with
the German Patent Office in 1952, 1953 and ~954~ For years 6
to 7 it is assumed that, above the normal drop-out figure of
4 patents, there is an additional drop-out of 5 patents as a
result of the opposition procedure. The ccntinued existence
figures for years 19 and 20 are estimated.

(

The calculations in Annex 24 lead in coluIIin6 to the result
that, in the hypothetical case of the"Federal Republic of
Germany, the revenue from renewal fees 20 years after the

. -opening of the EPO will be DM 42,354,775. In the period between J (
yea= 6 and year 20 after the opening of the Europe~~ PRtent
Office, before a complete "age pyramid" of granted European
patents has been built up, the revenue from renewal fees will
not reach this figureo The corresponding amounts may be read
from column 60
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In order to obtain a reasonable reliable estimate of the total
revenue of all the States participating in the Inter-governmenta~
Conference, from renewal fees for granted European patents,
the model thus set out for the hypothetical case of the
Federal Republic of Germany would have to be tested~ and the
expected revenue of each Contracting State from renewal fees
would have to be calculated. This is not possible in this paper.
In order, however, to obtain some idea of how the EPO's budget.c~ be balanced, we shall here assume a fictional amount for
the sum of the revenue of all Contracting States from renewal
fees. This fictional amount will be taken to be twice the
revenue calculated for the hypothetical case of the Federal
Republic of Germany. Although a iTeryhigh designation frequency
was assumed in this hypothetical case (35,828 designations for
40,000 European applications) and although the German Patent
Office's renewal fees are relatively high, a fi~~re of twice

-,

the revenue ca~culated for Germany should lead to an order of
magnitude which could be reached later by the total revenue of
all the Contracting States.

The revenue calculated for the sample case of Germany is first
converted into US dollars in column 7 and is then doubled in
column 8. The fictional total of the revenue of all the
Contracting States from renewal fees for granted European _
patents will thus amount to $ 23,144,686 as from year 20 after
the opening of the EPO~ the total revenue of all the Contracting
States will in each case equal the amounts given in colu~ 8.

Annex 22 shows the revenue a~d expenditure of the European
Patent Office, taking into account a share in the Contracting

..
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States ~..revenue from renewal feE;sfor granted European patents.
This Annex is a continuation of Annex 20, and is likewise based
o~ the hJ~othesis of i~ediate fu:l opening of the EPO, while not
taking the special organs_ under the 2nd Conve~tion into account.

The figures appearing in colu~ 2 of Annex 25 are taken from
column 7 of Annex 20, and therefore represent the EPOls budget
deficit when a share-of the renewal fees for granted patents is
not taken into consideration.

From year 6 onwards, column 2 contains the sums which could
accrue to the EPO as its share in the Contracting Statesl revenue
from renewal fees for grp~ted European patents, assuming that (
this share is set at 75 %. This relatively high figure will
enable the EPO to attain a balanced budget as soon as possible,
and to repay the costs of the build-up and running-in period •
.rhe figures in column 3 equal 75 ;G of the figures in column 8
of Ann.ex 24, i.e. of the fictional total revenue of all the
Contracting States from renewal fees for granted European
patents. The figures increase from year 6 to year 20. From
year 20 onwards the share will remain constant at $ 17,359,000
per annum, as long as it continues at 75 %.

Column 4 shows the EPO I s budget out-turn, ta.1<:inginto consider-
ation its 75% share in the renewal fees for granted patents •. " (
:Fron.year 10 onwards, the EPO will have a budget surplu.swhic~.:
will enable it to repay the costs of the build-up and running.-:.n
period, i.e. the accumulated. total of budget deficits up.to
year 9.
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Column 5 ..shows how the total budget out-turn. develops.
It begins, as in Jl..nnex20, column 8, with $ 20,528,000
for the costs of the preparatory stage. This deficit
increases continuously until it reaches a maximum of
$ 79,729,000 in year 9. This maximum debt of the EPO is
not as great as would result from the continuation of
column 8 of Annex 20 for year 9, since in Annex 24 the
EPO's additional revenue from its share in the renewal fees
for granted patents starts in year 6. In year 10 the EPO's
debts begin to decrease on a.cco~nt of current repayments.
Between years 19 and 20 the EPO would have fully repaid the
Contracting States' contributions for the build-up and
running-in period. Ir year 20 it would already reach a
budget surplus of $ 8,110,000.

From year 20 onwards it would be possible either to reduce
the figure of 75 % or to reduce the procedural fees and
renswal fees charged by the EPO for European applications,
or to do both.

With a progressive build-up of the EPO, the calculation
shown in Annex 25 would be moved back in time and would be
extended by up to 8 years, i.e. the period assumed to
elapse between the beginning of the first and last stages.

BR/GT 1/34 e/70 ern/PA/mrk ••. /."!".
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IX. Financing of the European Patent Office in its b~il-up and
running-in period by contributions from the Contracting States

It has been possibae.to show in the_previous chapter that the
EPO ~~ll probably be able, with the assistance of a share
in renewal fees for granted European patents, !lot only to
attain a balanc8d budget, but also to achieve surpluses which
will enable it to repay the costs of the build-up and running-
in period. All that is required now is to consider by what
scale of contributions the costs of the build-up and running-
in period may be covered.

It also follows from the preceding considerations that it is
not necessary to lay down a special scale of contributions
for the future. The EPO's variable share in the Contracting
States' revenue from granted European Patents can perform the
function of & scale of contributions. The basis for t~e
contribution made by any State will thus be its revenue from
granted El1.ropeanpatents. It would seeI:lto be worth con'sidering
this nethod of evaluating contributions.

The Contracting States' income from granted European patents,
which will depend firstly on the number of patents granted
for these states. and secondly on the level of their renewal
fees, would therefore seem to be a possible future basis for
evaluating the contributions which they are to pay to the C
EPO. These contributions would be determined as a percentage~
which would be the same for all the Contracting States, of
their revenue from granted European patents. If the EPO was
faced with exceptional expenditure, this percentage could be
provisionally incrensed and if a surplus had built u? it could
be provisionally reduced.
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Although a suitable scale of contributions can be found in
this way fer the future, there is still a need for a
provisional scale, i.e. a prior assessment scale, for the
costs of the build-up and running-in period~ i.e. for the
first 20 years after the ope~ing of the EPO. Accordi~g to
.~ex 25, column 4, these costs amount to :

For the period prior to the
opening of the EPO (indicated
as year 0) $ 20,528,000
For budget year 1 $ 12,453,000
" " II 2 $ 119378,000

... II fl " 3 $ 9,959,000;.;-c

•... " " II 4 $ 8,664,000
" " II 5 $ 7,243,000
" " " 6 $ 5,130~OOO
fl II " 7 $ 3,058,000
" " fl 8 $ 1,231,000
" " II 9 $ 85,000

Total $ 79,729,000
============

It will be necessary to raise this money in the first place,
even though it will be possible to repay it later from th~
EPO's share in the Contracting States' revenue from granted
European p~tents.

A different scale of co~tributions must therefore be found
for raising these resourcese

Certain scales of ~ontributions will immediately be eliminated
as unsuitable, such as the BIBPI scale .and the Council of
Europe's scale, which is based on population figures.
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Othe~ scales could however be taken into consideration, and
a numbe~ of them are calculated in Annexes 26 and 27, and
conuared with each other in Annex 28. The scale based on- -----
gross national product (Annex 26 - I) seeDS to be less
suitable, since the ~ational product derives partly, in a
proportion which varies from one State to another, from
branches of the economy which have little to do with~the

>patents field, such as agriculture or tourismo The scale
based on frequency of designation (Annex 26 - II) appears
to be unsuitable for the prior assessnent which is in
question here, since it is a hypothetical scale. Of the
scales assembled in Annex 27, the scale based on the number
of patents granted seems to be unsuitable, since it puts
States with a system of registration at a disadvantage. There
remain only the scales based on the number of patent applic-
ations, and of these the key based on the total number of
applications (Annex 27, 00lumn 8 and Annex 28, column 6)
could be the most suitable.

Annex 29 shows the payments made by one Contracting State in
respect of the costs of the build-up and running-in period,
and repayments to this State, taking the Federal Rep~lblic
of Germany as an example~ The scale of contributions chosen

, "

is based on the total nunber of patent applications in 1968,.
For the Federal Republic of Germany this key leads to a
contribution of 19.64 %. In the preparatory stage (year 0)
and in the first 9 years after the EPO is opened, the
Federal rtepublic would have to make total payments of ,
S 15,658~775. From year 10 onwards, these sums could be
repaid. Up to and including year 20, the repayme~ts would
reach the total of $ 17,251,580, and would thus alre?dy
exceed the payments made.

(

",
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In conclusion it must be pointed out once again that the
considerations put forward in this third and last part of
the peper are even more hypothetical than those contained
in the first two parts. The !'.nnexesto this last part are to
be understood primarily as sGtting out thought patteI~s and
methods of calculation which are to be tested and improved
by the Working Party before Working Party IV can use them to
make more accurate calculatio~so
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x. 2u~mar7 of the Paper

It is the task of ~orking Party I to work out guidelines for
financial planning for the European Patent Office, and to
make the results available to Working Party Iv.
This paper assembles material which ~s intended to make it
ee.sier for Working Party I to estimate figures which
7L~rking Party IV can-use as the basis for its calculations~
It has not always been possible to make a clear distinction
between considerations arising in the patents field in its
narrow sense from purely financial considerations. It should
however be sufficient for Working Party I to examine those (
considerations in this paper which come into the patents
field, i.e. which fall under its terms of reference.
Corresponding recommendations for Working Party IV can then
be drawn from these considerations. Further work can be left
to ~orking Party IV and, as far as it relates to personnel
q~estions, to Working Party 1110

At its meeting on 1 to 3 April 1970, Working Party I "should
therefore arrive at conclusions as regards the following
questions, stated in the order in which they are dealt with
in this study, and should prod1..~cerecommendations for
Working Parties III and IV.

101. How many patent applications will be filed with a
European Patent Offi~e opening in the mid-seventies~
on the assumption that the national patent offices will
continue to exist and that it will continue to be
possible to request patent protection in Europe at the
pu~ely national level?
Basis of discussion:
Paper, p..4 to 7
Annex 1.

(
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2. How n~ny examiners will be required to process these
applic~tions on the basis of the procedure now provided
for in the Draft? The Working Party can answer this
question separately, in accordance with Article 88 (2)
of the Draft, for deferrea examination proced~res with
differing request periods (2-5-7 years).
Basis of discussion:
Paper, p. 7 to 12
.Annex 20

II. What recommendations can the Working Party give to Working
Parties III and IV, - on the basis of the number of examiners

~ thus determined - as regards the composition of the total
staff of the EPO ? In this cOI'..nectionanswers would need to
be found to the following questions in particular:

t

(a) How many Patent Divisions and thus how many Chairmen of
Divisions will be required?

(b) How ffianY Boards of Appeal will be required?
(c) How many senior technical officials will be required

for work other than the examination of patent applic-
ations,. in particular for classification and documentation
work?
Ba~is.9f.di~cussio~:
:?aper,pc;12
bn:leX 3.

III~ 1~ Since it is the task of Working Party III to make
proposals for examiners salaries and, on the basis
thereof, for the remuneration of other staff, it is not
necessary for the Working Party ~o adopt any position.

Basis of discussi~:
Paper, p. 13 to 14
Annex 5 to 9.
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2. The material expe~ses of the EPa are only included in
this paper in order to give some idGa of the probable
magnitude of the EPa's budget and of the possibilities
of balancing it. It is the task of.'vVorkingParty IV to
estimate these expGnses and Working Party I need not
adopt any position on this.

Basis of discussion:
Paper, p. 14
Annex 10.

IV.1. (a) VVhich procedural fees may provisionally - subject
to final determination in the Rules relating to fees -
be taken as the basis for financial planning? (

(b) ~~ich income key (cf. Annex 14, column 2) is to be
adopted for this purpose? The key depends on the
length of the request period (Article 88).

Besis of discussion~
Paper, po 16 to 18
Annexes 11 to 14.

2. (a) w~at renewal fees for European pat~nt a9plications
may provisionally - subj ect to final determ.ination
in the Rules relating to fees - be taken as the
b.3.sisfor fir...c.ncialplanning? '(

(b):rn.ich income key (cf •.An..'"lex18, column 2) is to be
adopted for this purpose? The key depends on the
l8ngt~ of the request period.

B.3.sisof discussion:
Paper, p. 18 to 21
p~exes 15 to 18.
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Vo1. (a) Is the designation fee to be included among the proced-
ural fees as a fee accruing directly to the EPO, as in
the peT Rules, or is it to be included in the budget as
a fee falling due to the designated Contracting States?

(b) ~7hat level of designation fees is provisionally to be
taken as a basis for financial planning - subject to
final determination in the Rules relating to fees?

(c) From how many designation fees can the EPO expect to
draw an annual income?

Basis of discussion:
Paper, p. 21 to 23
Annex 22 (Estimate of frequency of designation)

2. It does not appear to be necessary to include the special
organs under the 2nd Convention in the fin2ncial
planning at present, since it may be assumed that the EEC
St3tes will cover the costs of these organs.

VI. The outline budget for the EPO (Annex 19) does not give rise
to any questions on which the Working Party has to reach a
conclusion, since this outline only constitutes a summary of
the individual estimates of reven'le and eXpenditure.

VIr ..,S~culd "Jorkin5 :Farty IV also include the case of a pr06ressi-re
build-up of the EPO in its calculations?

In this case, what area and what time interve.l should be
assumed for the individue.l stages?
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B~sis of discussion:
F~per, p. 27 and 28
Annexes 21 ~d 22.

VIII. As already indicated i~ the introductory note above
Article 129 (119), the EPO can only belance its normal
budget with the assistance of a share in the Contracting
Statesl revenue from renewel fees for granted European
patents.

Can Working Party I give any ideas on how to calculate the
Contracting States' revenue from renewal fees for granted
European patents? )

Basis of discussion:
Paper, p. 23 to 25 and 29 to 37
Annexes 23 to 25.

(

IX. Can Working Party I give Working Party IV any recommendatioI
for the choice of a scale of contributions, based on patent:!
considerations?

Does it seem to be appropriate to make a distinction
between a scale of contributions for the future and a
prior assessment scale for t:tecosts of..the build-up and
running-in period?

Basis of discussion:-_.--_._----
Paper, p. 38 to 41
P~~xes 24 to 29.

, (

It is of course open to the Working Party not to answer individ-
ual questions, and also to adopt a position as regards questions
which have not been put above.

BR/GT 1/34 e/70 ern/PA/mrk
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"i

from the BIRPI statistics for 1968 (Patent Table I b)
Industrial Property/La Propriete induatrielle - December 1969 Supplement

Highest Second highest Third highest

or..

....

Country of origin

States participating in the
Inter-governmental Conference

Federal Republic of Germany
United Kingdom
France
Switzerland
The Netherlands
Italy
Sweden
Belgium
Austria
Denmark (3)
Spain
Norway
Ireland
Luxembourg
Portugal
Greece
Turkey (4)

Total for all participating states

kel/PA/bm

number of patent applications filed in 1968 in the
States participating in the Inter-governmental
Conference, with the ICIREPAT code for country of
destination (1)

9,,444FR 7,085 GB (2) 5,855 IT
4,074 DT 3,790 FR 2,468 IT
3,200 DT 2.171 GB 2.544 IT
2,474 DT 2,272 FR 1,884 GB
1,413 DT 1,278 FR 933 BE
1,341 FR 1,°32 DT 874 GB
1,066 DT 954 GB 803 FR
660 FR 471 NL 408 DT
599 DT 336 FR 328 CH
355 GB 291 DT 211 FR
220 FR 150 IT 125 DT
105 DT 91 GB 54 FR
56 GB 18 DT 12 FR
36DT 35FR 26 BE
19 ES 19 GB 16 FR
12 FR 12 DT 6 GB
-- --

25,074 20,617 16,547
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Highest

J\nnex I, page t:.

Second highest Third highest

Country of origin
number of patent applications filed in 1968 in the States
participating in the Inter-governmental Conference, with
the ICIREPAT code for country of destination (1)

Third countries
USA 13,961 GB ;12 083 DT 11 ,392 FR,
Japan 2,360 DT 2,331 GB 1 ,115 FR .
East Germany 1 ,413 DT (5) 590 FR 412 GB(2)
Canada 586 G:B 235 DT 223 FR
USSR 561 DT 542 FR 508 GB
Czechoslovakia 441 DT 345 GB 312 FR
Australia 249 GB 81 DT 65 FR
Hungary 151 DT 129 OE 119 FR
Liechtenstein 149 FR 132 eR 122 DT
South Africa 132 G:B 54 DT 41FR
Finland (3) 101 DT 81 G:B 45 FR
Poland 83 DT - 19 FR 11 G:B
Rumania 64 DT 63 FR 56 GB
Israel 61 GB 29 DT 23 FR
New Zealand 46 GB 1 DT 3 IT/NL
Bulgaria 35 FR 30 DT 29 IT
Yugoslavia 28 BE 25 DT 20 OE
India 26 GB 11 DT 15 FR
Monaco 25 FR 5 IT 4 GB
Panama 24 GB 15 FR 15 eR
Argentina 22 DT ,20 IT 16 FR
Brazil 12 DT 12 IT 10 GB
Rhodesia 11 GB 3 DT 2 FR u.a. ~

Mexico 9 GB 9 ES 1 DT
other third countries 264 GB 104 FR 51 NL

Total for all third countries 20,820 17 ,021 15,354

Grand Total 45,894 3,. 644 31 901, ,

kel/PA/blll
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Key

(1) ICIREPAT country code:
BE :::Belgium GB :::United Kingdom
eH :::SWitzerland IT = Italy
DK :::Denmark NL :::The Netherlands
DT :::Federal Republic of Germany NO = Norway
ES :::Spain OE = Austria
FR = France SF = Finland

SW = Sweden

(2) This is an estimated figure. The United Kingdom reported a total of 7,557 applications originating in
"the Federal Republic and East Germany. It was assumed that the proportion originating in East Germany
was the same as for France (16:1), i.eo 472 applications.

(3) Account must be taken of the fact that, within Scandinavia, use is first made of the Nordic Patento
For this reason, only the non-Scandinavian fugures have been taken from the series of 355 GB, 291 DT,
260 SW, 211 FR, for Denmark, 130 SW, 105 DT, 97 GB, 79 DK, 54 FR for Norway and 163 SW, 101 DT, 81 GB,
68 NO, 49 DK, 45 FR for Finland.

(4) There are no individual figures available for Turkey. They are included in the total for other
third countries.

(5) This figure has been taken from the statistics of the German Patent Officeo

kel/PA/bll
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Calculation of the number of examiners required

On the basis of the 1962 Draft On the basis of the 1970 Draft

I. Out of 100 patent applications

80 lead to a provisional European
patent,
according to the 1963 Report
(p. 12 below) 35 % of these are
abandoned before request for
examination is made;
thus under deferred examination,
28 applications would be dropped,
leaving

52 leading to a request for exami-
nation, of which 17 are elinimated
in examination proceedings with
third party participation,
leaving

35 leading to a final European
patent

kel/PA/bm

und~r a system of deferred
examination with a 7-year

request period

80 applications are neither withdrawn
or refused during examination for
obvious deficiencies nor abandoned
following an unfavourable report
on the state of the art; with a
request period of about the same
lenght as for 1962, about 28 appli-
cations would be dropped, leaving

52 leading to a request for exami-
nation, of whioh 12 are elinimated
in examination proceedings without
third party partioipation, leaving

40 leading to the grant of a European
patent, of which

10 give rise to opposition; of these,
5 are elinimated, leaving

35 valid European patents

under a system of deferred
examination with a 2-year

request period

80 applications reach the stage in-
dicated in the previous column;
as the result of a considerably
shorter request period than for
1962, only 6 % would be dropped
before a request for examination
was made; the drop-out figure is
thus reduced to 5, leaving

75 leading to a request for exami-
nation of which 17 are elinimated
leaving

58 leading to the' grant of a ~uropean
patent, of which

14 give rise to opposition; of these, .
7 are elinimated~ leaving

51 valid European patents



~ 1962 Draft

:'-,.'

BR/GT r/34e/70
Annex 2, page 2

II. This leads to the following amount
of work for 100 applications

1970 Draft

7 year period 2 year period

10 100 examinations for obvious 10 100 examinations for obvious 10 100 examinations for obvious
deficiencies deficiencies deficiencies

20 52 examinations for novelty 2. 52 examinations for novelty 20 75 examinations for novelty
30 10 examinations of opposition 3. 16 examinations of opposition

Examiner's time required at each operation for this volume of work:

according to 1963 Report (p. 17):

10 0.5 working days for examination for obvious
deficiencies

2. 300 working days for examination for novelty

of which

2.3 days by the 1st rapporteur
0.7 days by the 2nd rapporteur

.t

kel/PA/biD

according to new estimates:

10 0.5 working dats for examination for obvious
deficiencies

2. 203 working days for examination for novelty,
of which

1.8 days by the 1st rapporteur
0.5 days by the 2nd rapporteur

30 3 working days for examination of opposition,
of which

2.3 days by the 1st rapporteur
0.7 days by the 2nd rapporteur
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III. Thus the following number of examiners are required a

1970 Draft

BR/GT 1/34e/70
Annex 2, page 3

7-year period 2-year period

1.100 x 0.5 = 50 days 1. 100 x 0.5 = 50 days 10 100 x 0.5 - 50 days
20 52 x 3 = 156 days 2. 52 x 2.3 = 119.6 days 20 75 x 203 = 172.5 days

30 10 x 3 = 30 days 3. 14 x 3 = 42 days

100 applica-
tions re-
quire 206 examiner working days 199.6 examiner working days 26405 examiner working days

on the basis of 220 working days per year
per examiner, processing 100 applications
calls for

0.94 examiners 0.91 examiners 1.20 examiners

this corresponds to an annual workload per examiner of
106.80 applications

375
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111.32 applications

for 40,000 applications, the number of examiners
required would be:

359

83.18 applications

481
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Total numbers and grading of
European Patent Office staff for a

requirement of 390 examiners
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;".

The staff needed for the EPO has been grouped into four classes (A, B, C and D), as
provided, for example, in the Service Regulations of officials of the European Communitieso

(A) Class A employees

I. Office of the President of the EPO

.,

"

1 President
3 Vice-Presidents, each responsible for a Directorate General
1 Principal Private Secretary
2 Officials

II. Directorate General I
(Examination, grant and administration of patents)

1. Patent Divisions
According to Annex 2, the EPO would need 390 examiners. The Chairman has
assumed that the Examining Sections and Examining Divisions would be
placed together for administrative purposes in Patent

carry forward:

'I-
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Divisions composed of 15 examiners. Accordingly 26 Chair-
men would be needed for the Patent Divisionso The total
number of Class A employees required for all the Patent
Divisions would thus be

20 Patent Administration Division (1)
1 Head of Division
2 Jurists

III. Directorate General II
(Boards of Appeal and Revocation Boards) (1)

9 Board Chairmen
36 Members

brought forward: 7

416

3

45

• i

IV. Directorate General III
(Administration)
1. Budget, Personnel, Organisation and General Services Division

1 Head of Division
(a) Budget Section

1 Head of Section
2 Officials

(b) Personnel Section
1 Head of Section

1

3

1 Official 2

carry forward: 477
TIJlt has been assumed that expenditure relating to these bodies

will be borne by the EEC states.
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(c) Organisation Section
1 Head of Section
2 Officials

" ,
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brought forward: 477

3

(d) General Services Section (receipt of applications,equipment, etc)
1 Head of Section

2. Classification and Documentation Division
1 Head of Division
(a) Library

1 Chief Librarian

(b) Classification and Documentation Section
1 Head of Section

12 Classifiers
5 Officials

In establishing these figures, account has been taken of the division
of tasks between the International Patent Institute and the EPO.

1

1

1

18

30 Legal Division
(Legal studies; participation, where appropriate, in the decisions
of the Examining Divisions)
1 Head of Division

12 Jurists
,"
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13

514
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4. Translation Department
1 Head of Translation Department
47 Translators and interpreters

Total number of Class A employees needed for the EPO:

(B) Class B employees

brought forward: 514

48

562

.,:

kel/PA/bm

1. (a) For the "procedural" Divisions (Examining Sections, Examining
Divisions, Boards of Appeal and Revocation Boards), in the
ratio of 1:6 to Class A employees (461) 77

(b) Patent Administration Division 15
20 For the President's Office and the Directorate General of Administration

(excluding the Translation Department) 45
30 For the Translation Department, in the ratio of 1:10 to Class A

employees (48) 5

Total number of Class B employees needed for the EPO 142



(c) Class C employees

1. Typing Pool
The number of typists depends on the number of Class A and Class B employees (704)0

In certain national patent offices and at the Commission of the European Communities
the ratio seems to be 1:3. Other national patent offices employ fewer typistso In the
1963 Report the earlier Working Party was of the opinion that the minimum ratio to be
adopted for the EPO should be 1 :40

The number of typists needed will therefore be

20 (a) Archives of the "procedural" Divisions

There should be one filing clerk to each Class B employee in the procedural
Divisions. Even if a modern centralized filing system is installed in the EPO
for all the procedural Divisions, or at least for each of the Patent Divisions
and for the Boards of Appeal and Revocation Boards together, it seems hardly
possible to reduce the ratio of 1110

The number of Class B employees in the procedural Divisions being 77, it is
suggested that the number of filing clerks should also be put at 77

(b) Archives of the Patent Administration Division

3. Administration archives, clerical services, particularly in the Preliminary
Examination Division,
Library assistants, cashiers, telephonists, caretakers and porters

carry forward:

I'
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176

77
7

260



.. .........,. '-../

BR/GT I/3lte/70
Annex 3, page 6

brought forwardl 260

kel/PA/bm

As the administrative departments of the EPO will be equipped
with modern office machines and equipments, the number of
Class C employees needed for the administrative services would
be relatively low.

Number proposed

40 Translation Department

The Translation Department would appear to need about 5 Class C
employees

Total number of Class C employees needed by the EPO

(D) Class D employees

The estimate of the number of Class D employees needed for the EPO
is as followSl

Messengers
Duplicating services
Maintenance staff, drivers and porters
Documentation
Auxiliary general service staff (including filing)

Total number of Class Demployees needed by the EPO

210

5

475

30
26
40
10

35

141
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(Notes cleaning would be undertaken by an office cleaning agency)

Total number of staff required for the EPO

BR/GT !/34e/70
Annex 3. page 7
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Distribution of posts among employee classes-in the ~PO as compared
with that of the Commission of the European Communities

-----------------, ••,--------------------------- II

(excluding Translation Department)
Commission of the European CommunitieeEPO-

Class II
(excluding Translation Department)

II
II
II

number of percentage of
posts total posts

II II

* "
II

A (AdainlstratiT.) II 514 40.7 %II
II

B (ExecutiT.) II 137 10.9 %II
II

C (Clerioal) II 470 37.2 %II
II

D (OperatiTe) II 141 11.2 %n
II
II

number of
posts 1969

1,363
911

1,898
254

percentage of
total posts

30.8 %
20.6 %
42.9 %
5.7 %

9.9 %

percentage of
total post's

at the Comaission

Translation Department of the

487

number of
poets" 1969

Commission of the European Communities

percentage of
total posts
at the EPO

of the EPO
n\Ulber of

POlit.

n-

II

.::~::~====c====~====Jl====~~:~:========L=====~~~===~========~======~~~:~-_-----~-----l------~~~---~--------=c u ------------------------------------
II II
:: Translation Department ::

II
1/
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II
II

-tr
II

58 4.4% n
" II

II
II II
II II

'otal na.ber of II 1 }20 :1 4 91}
po.t. II' II' L-
••••••Z••5•••========J6======================================~======================== ======================

II
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Annex 5, page 1

Distribution of EPO employees among the various grades

Number of permanent posts after
Class and Function the setting up of the EPO

grade excluding I including
the .Translation Department Total

A 1 plus allowance President 1 - 1
: ~ plus allowance Vice Presidents 3 - 3

Board Chairmen,Principal Private Secretar, 10 - 10
A 3 Board members, Chairmen of Patent

Divisions, Heads of Division 66 1 67
A 4 ) 128 7 135
A 5 ~ Examiners, jurists and other academically 127 16 143
A 6 127 13 140
A 7 ) trained officials 52 11 63
A 8 ) - - -
Class A total 514 48 (1) 562

B 1 Executive officer 38 1 39
B 2 Chief inspector 38 1 39
B 3 Chief inspector 43 3 46
B 4 Inspector 18 - 18
B 5 Inspector

I - - -

Class B tota1 137 5 142

(1) This distribution corresponds to the table for grades A 3 - A 7 in use by the European
Co..unities in 1969 (1:15:33t28:~3)o

k.l/PA/bll
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Number of permanent posts after
Class and Function the setting up of the EPO
grade excluding .1 including

,the Translation Department Total

C 1 Principal secretary 71 1 72
C 2 Secretary 117 1 118
C 3 Secretary 235 3 238
C 4 Assistant 42 - 42
C 5 Assistant 5 - 5

Class C total 470 5 475

D 1 Supervisor 71 - 71
D 2 Chief operative 56 - 56
D 3 . Chief operative 14 - 14
D 4 Operative - - -
Class D total

Total

141

1,262 58

141

1,320

.C

k.l/PA/l.>m
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Grade structure of the EPO as compared
with that of the Commission of the European Communities

Annex 6, page 1

II
II
II
II
I

European Patent Office
II
II
I Commission

(excluding Translation
. Department)Class and grade'(1)

function
(excluding Translation

Department)
percentage of
total posts
in Class

number of
posts in
1969

percentage of
total posts
in Class

7.1 %

100 %

18.9 %
23.3 %
25.4 %
13.3 %
12.0 %

~

==================

253
312
340
178
161

1340

II

II
II
II
II 23II
II
II
II
II
II

-rr
-.
I
I

2 % II 96"

13 %
25 %
25 %
25 %
10 %

100 %.510

66
128
127
127
52

Board Chairman, Principal
Private Secretary/Director
Board member, Chairman of
Patent Division, Head of
Division/Head of Division

A 4 Examiner/Principal ad~inistrator
A 5 Examiner/Principal administrator
A6 Examiner/Administrator
A 7 Examiner/Administrator
A 8 Examiner/Assistant administrator

A 2

A 3

A 1 plus allowance
President/Director General

A 2 plus allowance
Vice-President

.11
II
II
II
IIH
IIClass A total II

(excluding President and Vice- ~
Presidents) ~=======================================~============~=====================================
(1) This column first gives the descriptions adopted for the EPO, followed by those in use at the

Commission of the European Commun~ties.
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II
II
II
II
II

European Patent Office

(excluding Translation
Department)

Commission

(excluding Translation
Department)

Class and grade;
function

number
of posts

percentage of
total posts
in Class

number of
posts in
1969

percentage of
total posts
in Class

100 %

50.0 %
40.2 %
9.8 %

27.9 %
28.2 %
31.3 %
9.4 %
3•.2 %

25

127
102.

254

254
257
285
86
29

28 %
28 %
31 %
13 %

Operative

Chief operative
Chief operative

Supervisor

Class D total

D 3'
D 4

D 1
D 2

Class B total

B 1 Executive officer I 38
B 2 Chief inspector 38
B 3 Chief inspector 43
B 4 Inspector 18
B 5 Inspector II -

it Jr

137 100 % II 911 100 %
II============================9r============== ===================9F===================== ==================

C 1 Principal secretary II 71 15 % 286 15.1 %
C 2 Secretary 117 25 % 464 24.4 %
C 3 Secretary 235 50 % 958 50.5 %
C 4 Assistant 42 9 % 170 9.0 %
C 5 Assistant I 5 1 % 20 1.0 %

II

:::::=:=~~=::===============~~======:~~===== =======~~~=~=======J~============~~~~======L=======~~~=~======
II 1\
\I 71 50 01 1\II -,0 II
II II
1\ 56 40 % II
\I II
1\ II
1\ 14 10 % II
II II
II 1\
II - - II

II 141 100 at II1\ -,0 II
II II=u========================================== ===========================================6==================
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BR/GT I/34e/70
Annex 7

Currency parities
This Annex gives the currency parities used in the calculations in the following annexes. The table
below has been taken from a table drawn up by the Deutsche Bundesbank (Vs 801) giving the currency
parities as at 12.00 noon on 27 October 1969, as agreed by the various States with the International
Monetary Fund.

Country Monetary unit
(m.u.)

Abbreviation
used

US Dollar equivalent
US cents m.u. per
per m.u. US S

Belgium
Federal Republic of

Germany
Denmark
France
Greece
United Kingdom
Ireland
Italy
Luxembourg
The Netherlands
Norway
Austria
Portugal
Sweden
Switzerland
Spain
Turkey

kel/PA/mrk

Belgian franc
Deutsche Mark

Danish krone
French franc
Drachma
Pound Sterling
Irish pound
Italian lira
Luxembourg franc
Netherlands florin
Norwegian krone
Austrian schilling
Escudo
Swedish krone
Swiss franc
Peseta
Turkish pound

bfrs
DM

dkr
F

Dr
£

£

Lire
lfrs
hfl
nkr
S

Esc

skr
Fr
Ptas
£

2.00000
27.32240

13.33333
18.00440
3.33333

240.00000
240.00000
0.16000
2.00000
27.62430
14.00000
3.84615
3.47826
19.33040
22.86850
1.42857 _-
11.11110

50.000000
3.660000

7.500000
5.554190
30.000000
0.416667
0.416667

625.000000
50.000000
3.620000
7.142860

26.000000
28.750000
5.173210
4.372830

70.000000
9.000000
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Sur v e y

'-" Annex 8, page 1

c

of the salaries of employees of the Commission of the
European Communities

The figures indicate the salary of a married employee with
two children of school age, employed elsewhere than in his
country of origin; in each case the figures corresponding
to the first and last incremental steps of the grade are
indicated by (a) and (b) respectively.

In this survey, the salaries of officials of the Commission
of the European Communities are shown free of tax, since it
is assumed that the salaries of employees of the EPO will
not be taxed.

kel/PA/mrk
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Annex 8, page 2

bfrs .'. ,
11 12

Net monthly
salary

(co1.7 minus
co1.10)

bfrs
10

Total
deduc-
tions
(cols.8
and 9)

bfrs
9"

Pension
contri-
bution
(6% of
col.2)

Gross
sal-
ary
(colums
2 to 6)

Expat-
riation
aLl. ow-
ance
(16% of
columns
2 to 4,
but not
less than
2,5(;)0bfr~.

School
fees
allow-
ance
(800(1)bfrs
per
child)

Health
insur-
ance
( 1 .5%
of col.
2,but not
more than
1,150
bfrs) and
accident
insurance
(0.1% of
co1.2)

bfrs bfro bfrs bfro bfrs
4 5 6 7 8

Child-
ren's
allow-
ance
(1,400
bfrs per
child)

bfrs
3

Family
allow-
ance
(5% of
column
2,but
not less
than
900 bfr~

Bnsic
sal-
ary

bfrs
21

Grade
(a) first

incre-
mental
atep

(b)last
incre-
mental
step

C las s A
J.. 1 a)

b)

A 2 0.)
b)

A 3 a)
b)

A 4 a)
b)

A 5 a)
'.b)

A 6 8)
b)

A 7 8.>
b)

74 950
97 450
65 550
86 800
53 450
78 300
44 750
62 950
36 500
52 600
31 050
44 000
26150:n 650

3747.5
4872~~
3277.5
4340.0
2672.5
}915-0
2237.5
3147.5
1825.0
2630.0
1552.5
2200.0
1307.5
1682.5

2800
2800
2800
2800
2800
2800
2800
2800
2800
2800
2800
2800
2800
2800

1600
1600
1600
1600
1600
1600
1600
1600
1600
1600 ..
1600
1600
1600
1600

1303906
16819.6 .
11460.4
15030.4
9427.6 .
13602.4
.7966.0
11023.6
6580.0
9284.8
5664.4
'7.840.0
4841.2
6101.2

96137.1
123542.1
84687.9
110570.4
69950.1
1002170.4.
59353.5
81521.1'
49305.0
68914.8
42666.9
58440.0
36698.7
45833.7

1199.20
1247.4'5
1048.80
1236.80
855.20
1228.30
716.00
1007.20
584.00
841.60
496~80
704.00
418.40
538.40

4497
5847
3933
5208
3207
4698
2685
3777
2190
3156
1863
2640
1569
2019

5696.20
7094.45
4981.80
6444.80
4062.20
5926.30
3401.00 .
4784.20
2774.oq
3997.60
2}59.80
3344.00
1987.40
2557.40

90440.90
116447.65
79706.10
104125.60
65,887.90
94291.10
55952.50
76736090
46531.00
64917020
40}07010
55096.00
34711.30
43216.'30

1808.82
2328.95
1594.12
2082.51
1317.76
1885.82
1119.05
1534.74
930.62
1298.34
806.14
1101.92
694.23
865.53

=e&=~===========~========c=============e======~========~==========================================================
(1) School fees allowances are calculated according to the following flat rates: for children aged 6-11,

450 bfre; children aged 11-18, 625 b{.re; for children in higher education, 1,250 bfrs. The calculations
given above are baaed on 1/3 of the total of these allowances (775 bfrs, rounded up to 800 bfrs).

kel/PA/mrk



'"-,,,

Grade Basic Family Child- .School Expat- Gross Health Pension Total Net monthly
(a) first sal- allow- ren's fees riation sal-. insur- contri- deduc- salary

incre- ary ance allow- allow- allow- ary ance bution tions (col.7 minus
mental (5%.of ance ance ance (colums (1.5% (6~6 of (cols:8 col.10) ,

step column (1,400 (800(1) (16% of 2 to 6) of col. col.2) and 9)
(b)last 2,but bfrs per bfrs columns 2,but not

incre- not less child per 2 to 4, more than
mental than child) but not 1,'150
step 900 bfr~ less than bfrs) and

2,500 bfrq) .accident
insurance
(0.1% of
col.2)

bfrs bfrs bfrs bfrs bfrs bfrs bfrs bfrs bfrs bfrE> S
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

C 1 a S"8 B
B 1 a) 31 050 1552,5 2800 1600 5664.4 42666.9 496.8 1863 2359.8 40307.1 806.14

b) 44 000 2200,0 2800 1600 7840.0 58440.0 704.0 2640 3344.0 55096.0 1101.92
B 2 a) 26 350 1317.5 2800 1600 4874.8 36942.3 421.6 1581 2002.6 34939.7 698.79

b) 36 150 1807.5 2800 1600 6521,2 48878.7 578.4 2169 2747.4 46131.3 922.63
B 3 a) 21 350 1067.5 2800 1600 4034.8 30852.3 341.6 1281 1622.6 29229.7 584.59

b) 29 750 1487.5 2800 1600 5446.0 41083.5 476.0 1785 2261.0 38822.5 776.45
B 4 a) 17 850 900.0 2800 1600 3448.0 26598.0 285.6 1071 1356.6 25241.4 504.83

b) 25 200 1260"10 2800 1600 4681.6 35541.6 403.2 1512 1915.2 33626.4 672.53
======================================================================"===========================================
(1) Be. footnote to page 2

.,.
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Annex 8, pap:e 4

Gross
sal-
ary
(colums
2 to 6)

Grade
(a)first

incre-
mental
step

(b)last
incre-
mental
step

1

Basic
sal-
ary

bfrs
2

Family
allow-
ance
(5%.of
column
2,but
not less
than
900 bfrSl

bfrs
3

Child-
ren's
allow-
ance
(1,400
bfrs per
child

bfrs-
4

School
fees
allow-
ance
(800(1)
bfrs
per
child)

bfre
5

Expat-
riation
allow-
ance
(16% of
columns
2 to 4,
but not
less than
2,500 bfrs)

bfre
6

bfrs
7

Health
insur-
ance
( 1 .5%
of col.
2,but not
more than
1,150
bfrs) and
accident
insurance
(0.1% of
co1.2)

.bfrs
8

Pension
contri=-
bution
(69~ of
col •.2 )

bfrs
9

Total
deduc-
tions
(cols.8
and 9)

bfre
10

Net monthly
salary

(coL 7 minus
col.10)

bfrs
11

!
12

C las s C

C 1 8.)
b)

C 2 a)
b)

C 3 a)
b)

C 4 8.)
b)

C 5 a)
b)

18 200 .
24 850
15 100
21 400
13 850
19 100
12 100
17 000
10700
12 650

910.0
1242.5
900.0
1070.0
900.0
955.0
900.0
900.0
900.0
900~0

2800
2800
2800
2800
2800
2800
2800
2800
2800
2800

1600
1600
1600
1600
1600
1600
1600
1600
1600
1600

3505 •.6
4622 •.8
3008 •.8
4043.2
2808.0
3656.8
2528.0
3312.0
2500.0
2616.0

27015.6
35115.3
23408.0
30913.2
21958.0
28111.8
19928.0
25612.0
18500.0
2056600

291.2
397.6
241.6
342.4
221.6
305.6
193.6
272.0
171.2
202.4

1092
1491
906
1284
831
11l.6
726
1020
642
759

1383•.2
1888.6
1147.6
1626.4
1052.6
1451.6
919.6
1292.0
813.2
9b1.4

25632.4
33226.7
22260.4
29286.8
20905.4
26660.2
19008.4
24320.0
1768608
19604.6

512.65
664.53
445.21
585 •.74
418.11
533.20
380.17
486.40
353.74
392..09

~=====~==~======================~=============================================:==================================
(1) see footnote to page 2
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Grade Basic Family Child- School Expat- Gross Health Pension Total Net monthly
(a)first sal- allow- ren's fees riation sal- insur- contri- deduc- salary

incre- ary ance allow- allow- allow- ary ance bution tione (col.7 minus
mental (5%.of ance ance ance (colums (1.5% (6% of (cols.8
step column (1,400 (800(1) (16% of 2 to 6) of col. col.2) and 9) col.10)

(b)last 2,but bfrs per bfrs columns 2,but not
incre- not less child per 2 to 4, more than
mental than child) but not 1,150
step 900 bfr~ less than bfrs) and

2,500 bfrfV accident
insurance
(0.1% of
col.2)

bfrs bfre bfrs bfrs bfrs bfrs bfre bfrs bfrs . bfrs t

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

C 1 a 6 s D

D 1 a) 12 750 900.0 2800 1600 2632•.0 20682.0 204.0 765 969.0 19713.0 394.26
b) 1e '350 917.5 2800 1600 3530.8 27198.3 293.6 1101 1394.6 25803.7 516.07

D 2 a) 11 200 900.0 2800 1600 2500.0 10000.0 179.2 672 851.2 9148.8 182.98
b) 16 100 900.0 2800 1600 3168.0 24568.0 257.6 966 1223.6 23344.4 466.89

D 3 8.) 10 100 900.0 2800 1600 2500.0 17900.0 161.6 606 767.6 17132.4 342.65
b) 14 650 900.0 2800 1600 2936.0 22886.0 234.4 879 1113- 4 . 21772.6 435.45

=Z====:2===========================================================================================================

(1) s.e footnote to page 2
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Annex 9, page 1

Calculation
of the salaries to be paid to employees of the EPO

(Baeis of calculation: Salaries - from Service Regulations of the European Communities - in
each case, for a married official with two school-age children in the third incremental
step of his grade; Number of employees receiving expatriation allowance equal to 3/4 of
total number)

I-
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Number of . _. -. Total
Grade posts Salary for ~ employee annual

with- with Basic Family Child- School Total Expatriation Total including salaries
out monthly allo- rents fees excluding expat- allowance (16 % expatriation (col. 2 x col09expatri- salary wance allo- allo- riation allowance of columns 4 to allowance + col. 3 xation at (5% of wance wance (columns 4 to 7) 6, but not less colo 13)allowance third column 2, (1,400 (800 than 2,500 bfrs)

incre- but not bfrs bfrs per per per per per per
mental less per (1)per month year month year month year
step than child) child) (col. 8 (col. 9900 bfrs) and col. and col.

10) 11)

bfrs bfre bfrs bfrs bfrs bfrs bfrs bfre bfrs bfrs bfrs
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

A 1 - 1 83950 1+197.5 2800 1600 92547.5 1110570 14551.6 174619.2 107099.1 1285189'.2 1285189.2
A 2 3 10 74050 3702.5 2800 1600 82152.5 985830 12888.4 154660.8 95040.9 1140490.8 14362398.0
A 3 17 50 60.550 3027.5 2800 1600 67977.5 815730 10620.4 127444.8 78597.9 943174.8 61026150.0
A 4 34 101 1~9950 2497.5 2800 1600 56847.5 682170 8839.6 106075.2 65687.1. 788245.2 102806545.2
A 5 ,6 107 41100 2055.0 2800 1600 47555.0 570660 7352.8 88233.6 54907.8 658893.6 91045375.2
A 6 35 105 34750 1737.5 2800 1600 40887~5 490650 6286.0 75L~32.0 47173.5 566082.0 76611360.0
A7 16 47 29150 1457.5 2800 1600 35007.5 420090 5345.2 64142.4 40352.7 484232.4 29~80362.8

Total A 141 421 373500 18675.0 19600 11200 422975.0 5075700 65884.0 790608 .•0 488859.0 5866308.0 376617380.4

B 1 10 29 34750 1737.5 2800 1600 40887.5 490650 6286.0 75432.0 47173.5 566082.0 21322878.0
R 2 10 29 29150 1457.5 2800 1600 35007.5 420090 5345.2 64142.4 40352.7 484232 ..4 18243639.6
B 3 11. 35 23750 1187.5 2800 1600 29337.5 352050 4438.0 53256.0 3377505 40530600 18058260.0
B 4 4 14 19950 997.5 2800 1600 25347.5 304170 3799.6 45595.2 2914701 349765.2 6113392.8

Total B 35 107 107600 5380.0 11200 6400 130580.0 1566960 19868.8 238425.6 150448.8 180538506 63738170.4

(1) School fees allowances are calculated according to the following flat rate: for children aged 6 - 11, 450 bfrsl
children aged 11 - 18, 625 bfrs; for children in higher education, 1, 250 bfrs. The calculations given above are
based on 1/3 of the total of these allowunces (775 bfrs. rounded up to 800 bfrs).
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Grade Salary for ~ employee
Totn.l including
"lxpatrintion
allowance

Number of
posts

!i..!E.- ~ BaGic
out monthly
expatri- salary
ation at
allowance third

incre-
mental
step

Family Child- School
allo- rents icos
wance allo- allo-
(5% of wance wance
column 2, (1,400 (800
but not bfrs birs
less per (1)per
than child) child)
900 bIr3)

Total
excluding expat-
riation allowance
(columns 4 to 7)

per per
'month year

Expatriation
allowance (16 %
of columns 4 to
6, but not less
than 2,500 bfrs)
per per
month yc::rtr

per
month
(co).. 8
and col.
10)

per
year
(col. 9
and col.
11)

Total
a;'lntl '11
calari8s

(col. 2 x col.']
+ col. 3 x
colo 13)

bfrs bfrs bfrs bfrs

1 2 3

bfrs
4 5 6 7 8

bfrs
9

bfrs
10

bfrs
11

bfrs-
12

bfrs-
13

bfrs
14

'rotal 329 991 597300 31360

1320

r.tal D 35 106

rotal C 118 357

38350 2700

400000.0

612464093.2
12249281.9

24514790.4
34955328.0
65523504•0
10498944•0
1158576.0

136651142.4

18578568
13343232
3135600

35057400

270456
246096
230400

746952

351957.6
305952.0
284376.0
258624.0
237744.0

Total in bfrs
::: I

22538
20508
19200

62246

29329.8
25496.0
23698.0
21552.0
19812~0

34656
31296
30000

95952

45897.6
39552.0
36576.0
33024.0
30144.0

2888
2608
2500

799'

3824.8
3296.0
3048.0
2752~0
2512~0

15432~8 185193.6 119887.8 1438653.6

235800
214800
200400

306060
266400
247800
225600
207600

54250 651000

19650
17900
16700

25505
22200
20650
18800
17300

104455 1253460

1600
1600
1600

1600
1600
1600
1600
1600

8400 4800

2800
2800
2800

2800
2800
2800
2800
2800

53200 30400 712260 8547120 109181.6 1310179.2 821441.6 9857299.2 612064093.2

14000 8000

add annual entertainment allowance of 100,000 bfrs (2) each for
the President and the three Vice-Presidents.

900
900
900

1005
900
900
900
900

14350
12600
11400

77850 4605

20100
16900
15350
13500
12000

53
42
11

54
89
179
31
4

18
14
3

18
29
59
11
1

D ~
D 2
D 3

C 1
C 2
C 3
c 4
c 5

(1) See footnote (1) on page 2
(2) Chairman's proposal
'kel/PA/bm
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Annex 10, page 1

Initial capital investment and recurring expenditure
of the European Patent Office for a staff of 1,320

Introductory note: Expenditure has been estimated on the basis of practical figures taken
from the budget of the Commission of the European Communities for 1969
(Official Gazette of the European Communities No. L 36 of 12 February 1969,
pp. 126 ff.). As the number of staff at the EPO will be 27 % of ,that
,employed by the Commission, the figures taken for the EPO are as a general
rule equal to 27 % of the figures for the corresponding items in the
,Commission's budget. Where a different amount has been entered, this is
expressly mentioned for each item. Expenditure has been rounded up to the
nearest S 1,000.

Key: p.m. = token entry
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General estimate of expenditure

1. Ini~ial capital investment by the EPO

Estimated sum

2. Recurring expenditure of the EPO

Title I Salaries; allowances and expenses on taking up
employment, leaving the service and on transfer
(see pages 3 and 4)

Title II Buildings, equipment and other material expenses
(see pages 5 - 10)

Total

I'

kel/PA/mrk
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Annex 10, page 2

4 000 000 S
===========

13 589000 S

2 866 000 S

16 555 000 S
============



I.;' . -------- -. ,A. ""'--'''--./ TITLE I
SALARIES I ALLOWANCES AND EXPENSES ON TAKING UPEHPLOYMENT,

LEAVING THE SERVICE AND ON TRANSFER
~,CHAPTER II - STAFF

Article item Description of expenditure Appropriation
!

CHAPTER II

20 201 - 203 Established and unestablished- employees occupying posts provided
for in the establishment plan
- see calculation in Annex 9 -

1? 249 000

21 211, 212 Social security
_ pensions, widowat and orphans' pensions I

the approriation amounts to 27 % of the corresponding appropri-
ation for officials and other employees of the Commission
{$ 1,427,616} -

38? 000

22

23
221, 222 Health and accident insurance
231, 232 Other allowances and grants

_ grant on the birth of a child, payment in the event of death,
annual leave travel allowance -

387 000
128 000

24 242 - 245 Other staff_ The EPO will probably employ considerably fewer other staff
{auxiliary staff, local staff, special advisers} than the
Commission. The expenditure on other staff has been estimated
at 5 % only of the corresponding appropriation in the
Commission's budget.-

117 000

25 Overtime
-It has been assumed that, as is the case at the Commission,
Class C and Class D employees will be paid overtime. As the
number of Class C and Class D employees at the EPO is 29 % of
those at the Commission, 29 % of the Commission's appropriation
has been entered.-

91 000

CHAPTER II TOTAL 13 357 000
kel/PA/bll ==========
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CHAPTER III - ALLOWANCES AND EXPENSES ON TAKING UP EMPLOYMENT, LEAVING
THE SERVICE AND ON TRANSFER

J\nnex IU, page 't

Article

30

31

32

33

34

item

302

312

322

332

341

Description of expenditure

CHAPTER III
Travel expenses
- The Appropriation is 27 % of the Commission's appropriation,

as reduced by S 33,480 for the travel expenses of employees
affected by the temporary special measures (redundancy)o.

Installation, resettlement and transfer allowances,
_ The appropriation is 27 % of the Commission's appropriation,

as reduced byS 265,625 for the resettlement allowances for
employees affected by the temporary special measureso_

Removal expenses
- The appropriation is 27 % of the Commission's appropriation,

as reduced by S 162,200 for the removal expenses of employees
affected by the temporary special measureso_

Temporary subsistence allowances
- severance grants, duty allowances -
Allowances payable to employees detached from active service,
removed from their post, or whose employment is terminated

CHAPTER III TOTAL

Appropriation
l

9 000

26 000

81 000

111 000

5 000

232 000
============

.
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CHAPTER IV - BUILDINGS

TITLE II
BUILDINGS, EQUIPMENT AND OTHER MATERIAL" EXPENSES

Article

40

41

42

43

44

45

item Description of expenditure

CHAPTER IV
RentsIt has been assumed that. the EPO will be hous~d in a single

building. It will thus ~ave a lower rent to pay than the
Commission, which rents several buildings in different countries.
Rent for the EPO has been .stimated at about S 1,000,000, or
18 % of the Commission's corresponding appropriation.-

InsuranceAs in the case of rents, the figure is only 18 % of the
Commission's appropriation.-

Water, Gas, Electricity, Heating
_ As in the case of rent, the figure is only 18 % of the

Commission's appropriation.-

Cleaning and Maintenance
As in the case of rent, the figure is only 18 % of the
Commission~s ~ppropriation.-

Minor office alterations
_ As in the case of rent, the figure is only 18 % of the

Commission's appropriation.-

other current operating expenses.
_ Street cleaning and refuse disposal rates, paint,

watchmen. As in the case of rent, the figure in only 18 %
of the Commission's appropriation.-

CHAPTER IV TOTAL

Appropriation
$

1 000 000

6 000

142 000

195 000

34 000

14 000

1 391 000
------------------

I
I

kel/PA/mrk



(. ",

CHAPTER V ~ FURNITURE, EQUIPMENT, TECHNICAL INSTALLATIONS:
MAINTENANCE AND REPLACEMENT

r-'<'.', 1" Annex 10, page 0

Article item

CHAPTER V

Description of expenditure Appropriation
:.!

50
51

52

53

54

55

541,
543,544

551-554

Replacement of office machines

Replacement of furniture
Replacement of equipment and technical installations
_ telephones and tape-recorders, duplicating mac~inery

Vehicle replacement

Hire chargesThe appropriation is equal to 27 % of t~e Commission's
appropriation for the hire of office equipment for
special purposes, hire charges for punched card instal-
lations, including the acquisition of the necessary
materials, and the use of taxis and hired cars in
Brussels and Luxembourg ($ 836,500). -

Maintenance, operation and repair

CHAPTER V TOTAL

10

8 000
4 000.

27 000

14 000

226 000

74 000

353 000=======

kel/PA/mrk



.',-,,' .

CHAPTER VI ...CURRENT OPERATING EXPENSES

'",,--,,'
...•..._.... . -, r-o - I

Article

60

61

62

item

601
-603
611,612

621...629

Description of expenditure

CHAPTER VI
Stationery and office supplies

Postage, telephone and delivery charges

Sundry operating exZenses
_ public relations travel); translations, typing
and similar work done outside; service uniforms;
language courses and further training; petty
expenses ...

CHAPTER VI TOTAL

Approprie. tion
~~

292 000

394 000

129 000

8'15 000
=======

kel/PA/mrk



r,:r "CHAPTER VII - ENTERTAINMENT AND REPh~SENTATION EXPENSES
CHAPTER VIII - OFFICIAL TRAVEL AND OTHER TRAVEL EXPENSF:S
CHAPTER IX _ EXPENDITURE ON MEETINGS, RECRUITING, DETACHHENT OF STAFF ON TRAINING COURSES

Description of expenditure

(:;E\PTER VI I

_ Expenditure on this item ~~5 bee~ estimated at 10 % only
of th: correspo~ding Co~~~~sion ~ppropriation.-

8::,\PTE?VIII
" ExpeL~itur~ on this ite~ ~3S been estimated at 10 % only
of the corresponding Com~~5sion ~ppropriation.-

=~~APTEK IX

_ It is ~ot ?et certain w~~the: the EPO will need funds
for t~;is p::;:-pose.-

Annex 10, page 8

Appropriation
~

21 000
----------- ..•.

180 000
=======

p.m.
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CHAPTER X - EXPENDITURE ON PUBLICATIONS AND INFORMATION

---./

Article

100

101

102

item

1001

1021

Description of expenditure

CHAPTER X
Printing costs for patent specifications and
documents open to public inspection
_ Printing costs are to be wholly covered by fees
paid; for this reason no -appropriation has been
envisaged for this item.-

Official Journal and European Patent Bulletin
_ Costs of printing and publication will be wholly
covered by proceeds from sales; for this reason
no appropriation has been envisaged for this item.-

Expenditure on public information
_ The appropriation covers the cost of keeping the
~ublic informed of the functions and aims of the EPO
(Explanatory notes, Patent Rules, etc.).-

CHAPTER X TOTAL

Appropriation
<'.:)

p.m.

p~m.

17 000

17 000

~-;

.;
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CHAPTER XI

Article item

(

SOCIAL EXPENDITURE

CHAPTER XI

Description of expenditure

n:'
.;:' BR/GT I/Y.e/70

Annex 10, page 10

Appropriation
$

.:i

.•

110

111

112

113

114

kel/PA/mrk

Sp.ecial grants
Intended for emp10yees in particularly difficult
social circumstances.-

Staff clubs

Canteen and social centre
_ Maintenance and servicing of equipment available;
replacement and acquisition of kitchen equipment.-

Medical rooms
Surgery, medicines and bandages, doctors' fees,
particularly in respect of medical examination of
all employees (cf. Article 59 (4) of the EEC
Service Regulations).-

Other expenditure
_ For employees cultural and sporting activities and

professional activities.-

CHAPTER XI TOTAL

TITLE II TOTAL

l

6 000

24 000

16 000

16 000

27 000

89 000
------------

2 866 000
=========
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INTER-GOVERNMENTAL CONFERENCE
FOR THE SETTING UP OF A EUROPEAN

SYSTEM FOR THE GRANT OF PATENTS

- Secretariat

:

:~~: ;

ANN E XES 11 TO 22

~;; j:
-- I /~-v

Brussels, 24 February 1970

BR/GT 1/34/70

i
.>'\
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f to the Study by the Chairman of Working Party I on the
guidelines for financial planning for the European Patent Office

Contents of the Annexes to Chapters IV to VII

Annex 11: Survey of the fees provided for under the First Preliminary Draft Convention for a European System
for the Grant of Patents
Procedural fees charged by the states participating in the Inter-governmental Conference
Level of procedural fees assumed for the purposes of the present study
Revenue of the European Patent Office from procedural fees
Renewal fees for patents in the States participating in the Inter-governmental Conference
Renewal fees for European patent applications
Calculation of the percentage of European patent applications for which renewal fees can be
expected to be paid to the European Patent Office
Revenue of the European Patent Office from renewal fees
OUtline budget for the European Patent Office
Revenue and expenditure of the European Patent Office with immediate full opening, until a normal
budget is attained

Annex 21: Revenue of the European Patent Office, assuming progressive build-up
Annex 22: Revenue and expenditure of the European Patent Office, assuming progressive build-up9 until a normal

budget is attained
,

'I'
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Sur v e y
of the fees provided for under the First Preliminary Draft
Convention for a European System for the Grant of Patents

I
I
I

I

, I

i
j

"~1

':1j

Fee

1. Application fee, to cover
(a) processing of the European patent

application up to the beginning of
examination for novelty;

(b) printing costs for publication
pursuant to Article 85 ~6!7

2. Designation fee

3. Fee for obtaining a,report on the
state of the art

\
4. Fee for obtaining an additional report

on the state of the art

5. Examination fee

6. Renewal fees for the European patent
application, due in respect of the third
year and each subsequent year, calculated
from the date of filing the application

7. Additional fee payable in the event of
belated payment of renewal fees

ern/PA/mrk

Provision in
Draft -

new (Jormeil
Article No.

Art. 66(3) Lb8(217

Art. 67(2) Lb8a(217

Art. 79(1) L78(127

Art. 79(5).,*8(3~
Art. 82(3) ~1(3 ·
Art. 93(2) 4(3
Art. 113(3) 110(327
Art. 88(2)

Art. 129(1) l119(117

Art. 130(2) l120(217

BR/GT 1/34/70
Annex 11, page 1

Significance of the
fee for estimating
the revenue of the

EPO

taken into consideration

neutral

taken into consideration

neutral

neutral

taken into consideration

taken into consideration

not taken into consideration
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Fee

Provision in
Draft -

new [forme!:.?
Article No.

-'-./ ~ .•• , -.. -, -' "' r -

Annex 11, page 2

Significance of the
fee for estimating
the revenue of the

EPO

11.

10.

12.
13.

8. Fee for the grant of a patent
9. Fee for printing the European patent

specification
Fee for printing a new specification
of the European patent
Opposition fee

lFee for appeal
Fee for requesting the recording of the
assignment of a European patent application

14. Fee for requesting the recording of the
grant of a licence in respect of a
European patent application

15. Fee payabie for requesting the recording
of the assignment of a licence in respect
of a European patent application

16. Fee for the delivery of an extract
from the Register of European Patents

17. Fe~ for inspection of files

ern/PA/mrk

Art. 97(1) 1:96(117

Art. 97(1) 1:96(117

Art. 105(3) L101(317
Art. 101(1) L96d(117
Art. 111 L10fj

Art. 23(2) [250)J

Art. 28(2) l29(317 in
conjunction with
Art. 23(2) 85(3)]

Art. 28(2) (29(317 in
conjunction with
Art. 23(2) L25(317

Art. 59(2) LbO(217
...
cf. Art. 23(3) ~5(4lZ

Art. 62(1) Z64(1I]

taken into consideration

neutral

neutral
taken into consideration
taken into consideration

not taken into consideration

not taken into consideration

not taken into consideration

not taken into consideration
not taken into consideration

"
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Annex 12, page 1

'I

I

~
'~1

Procedural fees charged by the states particip~ting in the Inter-governmental Conference

(Basis for calculation: 17 pages of description, with a maximum of 10 claims, of which at
most 5 are subsidiary claims, plus 3 pages - size DIN A4 - of drawings)

'.'

t
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Greece

or drawings in excess of 6)
priority right claimed. In
in respect of one application

Grant

II II f1- ----- -- -- ,j------ 'j

I II I'ederal Republic n i! ilFee for II Belgi um b f G g Denmark 1/ France a
II I' 0 ermany II :J
h • ~ I ~ r; II II ----

=~~~:::~==~,=';::::-;::--=i==~~~~==-=~~~~==t==;~===1'~;:;:==t==~~~==I=;;~;;-=r.=;~(;)1==;~~:==f=~~~===f==;~;;=
ation 1/ :1 I II II ~

1/' II II II iJ
II (1) II U II "Additional :: 290 5.30 ~ _ _ II _ _ II (5) IIfees;' ~ : ~ 29 5 .22 II
II 1/ I' ,I II
•• S' I' ~ I :! ,
II r I II I .I-----~._----

=~====~===d==;~:::==~=~==~,.~==~~2===.~~;.~~==~==~~===-=~2~~~==~==1~~==. =~~:22=~~==I2===J~~1;~~=-;L-~~~--.-~i --~:~~-I 1/ II n ~.'------- ----.--.-
--~~~~~~:i~=n====.========i===:====-==.:===i=~~~~:~_.~~~~~==~===:=="===:====~=.=:==.i=..:..=~==:_.==-===:===

Bas ic fee II _ :: _ _ I! _ _ 1/ _ I _ a
I' Ii 1/ I II

II i! :1 I 1/

.;: ~ !! .w. uAddi t10nal :! 60 (2) 1 20 II _ ~ ~ !Ifees I, • /I - II - - Ii - - ilu II II II
" II II il II
II II I -- ' _._- II I

T t 1 II 60 2 II 1I 'I I"o a II 1. 0 II - I - II - - II - . - II - L .-
"-=;;~:~::;;i=O=: ===~::= ~~= n=:==r: ~~: ,,== = r====:=~==~== =:===:~1"=~:====r ===:== =f== =:=~==;ro===:===j== =:=== ~i;-====~,,~'~l'==.::"'==
"'.....,"'=-==_7"'=='==:::==:;=====:=====<~==='"===-=='1'=== ====~~="'=="'==~I=== """"= ===1~====r.====::====-=::-ii====='---,=========lF.-.=:'===:. .,,==-=:'===-
== ~!!=e=~======== ====~========i= ~==:======~~==:====i =~~== =l=~~:!~==L==~~~=~_=~~~~==L===:~: ~.J~==:==~J:~= :=-=",==L==.=:===
(1) 50 bfrSfor lengthy documents (5 bfrs per page of description in excess of 10, and for e~ch page of

drawings) and 240 bfrs for stamp duty on the first page of the description and on each page of drawings
(60 bfre per page).

(2) For stamp duty on the first page of the patent c'ertificate.
(3) Reduced fee if a prior request for search has been made.
(4) Reduced fee if documents are suitable for off~et printing.
(5) 14 F tor lengthy documents '(1 F for each supplementary page of description

~and 15 F for any priority right claimed. A sum of 30 F is payable for each
the calculation, it is assumed that a priority right would only be claimed
in two. "

(6) Appeals against the decisions of the Director of the National Industrial Property Office may be lodged
with the Court of Appeal. It is not apparent from the French Patents Acts and the corresponding Rules
relating to fees, whether appeal is subject to the payment of a fee and, if so, what fee is payable.

ern/PA/mrk



( "'; ry
I'

Grant

~

.'-- Ii il n- I; ii
n Uni ted Kingdom :: Ireiand :; Italy l: Luxembourg ::The Netherltlnds

Fee for II . :1 11' 11 'j .

~ £ s. I $ ii £ l'-'--~-:---,t--~-'-i---c.--r--:-.,~~--~;'- -~.rY'-"'-.-.-";---~-.--;;--':::'-l---;-'-~"-----
- ".. ,..' """=='1=====""======-=-~":"""'==""'-(~:)r:=""'=="'-=:::~==='='(4r .="'='-=='~"'::::.-:.!!",.".,", "" ;;.;;,::-:,:, ;-:..,,' "-::'":"",,,,-:: rt "",";''=;';-,';"""," •.!.::::.::,;-:::==-"'=.t -= ;;':'~':'_-=--=I''' -:: .....:.=-::: ""=

Basic fee I! 15.0. I 36 Ii 10 24:! 2 000 3.20~' 100 " 2 ;: 120 'I .,-;,.1::;. II II II' Il ' '1 . • -' -' '-'
APPlic-1 II II I! ii' i. !

• II I II " "I")at~on ., 1 'i I n I !; (7) ;; . :; (9 ~Add1t1ona II I II I r 1 :f'') ,., 21. 'j i '. -- I r .•.. r',

f
Il - I - II - - I; 4'.1' ~. L. f- ~ - I - ~ i) ! ::.;. Iees I! I I: Ii I;!;f I
I: II I I! 'I t II I

~ 1- T-o-t-al i! 15.0. 1 36 ~ 10 I 24 1~5--£1-/-);-J 5.f~;-':r--1-C-l-o-~r--2---';~--1-9;---l'-';;.-e-6-
= =-= -= :. o::==-::::! _._=:: ''',:= "'''' ",::= =:=-"" ,•.:f "'.""::=:: ""==,=====-== =="':::f;' = ,,===-=""= '1'''''::::-: =-==== =)::::: =-' .•-=":"-' -:-'.::-"" =-"....•. 'C.":: ::,'"""",,::.. ~:::: ",~ •. l ••_ ":: •• ~, ~" .• _. -;:...,~::-:- -'" ,.... " - .. :c- 'c. ~,'-'-

, . t . I) "I' I " , II 150 AExam~na ~on ii - - II - . - i: - I ,- ii - ! - :: - 4.1 .'f'4
-===-==.-::-=======."" =-"" "',: ~ =-=====- "'== =""j' =:,= ~:==="'I'" ".==== """" if"" ":=" ,,= :."" T "'''' ""-.0::-:::-:: .=;:-: "''''''-''''':::::''' 'i";:' ,,-=: =- =, '""c ~:r: ~:=:-,':="~"l::,,"'''''="'"' :r:'l;"'''''~:~:-:,::::-- : -":.,=: --- '"

Basic fee :: - I - r, ~ . - :;,. - I - i: - : _. ;i
un':! :: ~ l~.- " . ". I ': I <: f 1:

Addi tional ;i .; r. (2~ 1 2:: 3 (5) I 1 2.:~ 40J8) I 0 6~ :; ! i~
f

:: .,.~J C!' I .• i: • ~l ,'" T' 1: - ~ - ::ees I: , I. I 1 ! 1.' : ;'
.1 : II I :' ~ ,I I Ii :

'--_' __ "'_" __ :'~' -'-- "0 - •••••••••••• --..!------rr----- "'.:-.-..- - - ,'~--_..--_ --;_, _.._ -)r .•.---._ •. - :----.-- ••-t.- .._-_ _.__ .._.~..-- .•......- --

. Total . ~ 3.0, 1 7.2 i: 3 1 1.2 i~ . 400 1 0.64:; - i - !: - ;::' =- ":':3:,: ~:..: ::"-=:::= :.:::::-: =~:-..::=:-::-:o:.!"'::::: t~J::'":"':"'::'"':fi':~' ..•. ":':":.~~::~~~:-: r:""::"'.;:-::'::~::::":::=~:::~~ ~.:::':':=: :;ol:-'::; :=-: :.:,j!:-: -::-=~~:=:,::":::..: "''"''':::'-:::'''-.':7:.-~ =-i :=~';" .:::::"".."'::.-.:..~•.~:: ::.;~: ~::":::o::-:: f-':'~::'":.: :""'~~::-:: ~-:-,:":::-::':"":~: 1(: :,::..~,.-= -;~ ::-.:: "; .: :-::...-.::"':. ~ -:: -:-: ~

Opposition i: 2.10. i 6.0 ,; 2. I 4.8:; -, ~ - :; - ~ - .: 100 ; 27.(,2:~'"~:A~;~~l=~:;~='"~:,,~=::-::==.,,~~""~ ,_.,,~ :T3rf~"'=~~,".-~!;"~"=:,:1~j:;:~~-,..,:-'"'"~"':(';'~5~~"-:I''''2:::4D'~';;~."c=,"" ""-"=", , ..•",,,..,'"".= .. ~;-~~ ,.".. . . :C-. ~~' 62.':
:';"~'-': ~:.-;,..-: :~:; :.":~.~ :0:.:,::- ==:: :::.:::;:-.:.~r.:::-: ~,,:,.: ':"':':':'':"':-.::i~:-~.... -:-= ~...-: -:=- .:.:-. '.:: =::::::.: .:.:;..-:~:.~~~~:.-: ~:.:'-:: :.:':: ~".:' .:: -.:::";,..~:.;;.":"::::'::.:- : .....~::.':~::-".::':-::•..:.:~.:-::.. :..!:".':"= :~: ••;. -:::' .• - •... ~~~:-::-: .• ::: ;~-:-; ~ "; •• ::: ":. - .:~::. .'': .• ':=:;;-:: :: '-- ;. ': '_::' ':. :~: • ;'._.

(1) £ 1 for the provisional specification and £ 14 for the complete specification.
(2) Fer the reque.t for sealing the patent.(3) Appeals against the decisions of the Comptroller may be lod~ed with the Appeal Tribunal. It is

not apparent from the British Patents Acts or the Patents Rules what fees are levied by the
Appeal Tribunal.

(4) £ 2 for the provisional specification and £ 8 for the complete specification.
(5) For sealing the patent.(6) Appeals against the decisions of the Controller may be lodged with the High Court. It is not

apparent from the Irish Patents Acts or from the Patents Rules whether appeals are subject to
the payment of a fee, and, if so, what fee is payable.

(7) 1,000 Lire for the warrant and 400 Lire stamp duty.
(8) stamp duty.
(9) A renewal fee of 75 fl. ia payable annually after the end of the second year from the date of

filing the application.
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Norway
n
II
/I
IIFee for

II II :I I'
/I /I iI 'I.
II Austria l~ Portugal ;! Sweden i, SW1 tzerland
!I I, 11 il
)1 i' _li.-- ,.-- __ -'l-. --------

/I k t ~ :1 S ---, \!} /I Ee! il
~ ;: k L ~ I: '!:I t .... _ :I n. r Q!} J -IV n..;c "!I s ..r "'" H r r ~"~.-~~=.-~I=.:::::.;::~=-r:~~.-.=.;~~~.r:~~-.l-.~:::=T=;~.---l,.=~:~:-.r:~~-'"T~~:;:-T-':~-~-=I"~;~~:=

app.L1C- Ii [I II Ii! ,: ~
ation Addi tional!~ I :: .!I :! /' ~! I

fees II - I - ;; - 'I - il - I - ;: - I - :1 - i
~ a /I I ~ v 1

__ . -':~! ~L---!t------~--. ~. ,. :_~ ~.-~._..__t J.._ -- ---
II Ii!: 'I I ,I t ;' !

Total :: 275 I 38.50;1 250 1 9.62 fi 30 ! ,.04 ~1 400 : '17.;2:: 60 I 1':-.72
=:: ",=;:s~:-:==~L=::== :::-:=:Z"""'::=='=lf' == ===""=::= 1-'::===== == :;~:.::=""::.:==;;.-=!.:===:-::~:::;='~"'::;:-:=""'.="l~" """" ::-:::.::.::"':-::1; :':::-:""':::::0:': .:;.::.•.:=. ,-'" :::.; -'-'; :-. '-'-~::; :=,":. .. ::"'- ", =, ".:.

Examlnat' nn ;' -
=:"'====

Grant
i Additional

fees. :; I :; - I ~., -•--' I: I if
~: l. ;:- !__ ~__.J_~_. __L -l. .!.----.--;~.-,----~

""'.:= ::=="''''r.~L''''!?~~~= ,~"'::-;=O_: •.•::I:i: =-,..::::::",==l::-:=~,::::,=; ~,~=;::-~,.,:,,,,,-L~.::;=::-,,=,=",'~~""::22::,,,...,.L1~,9~~,?~~""~JL.;~.,:;.;~:.~=~,l.,=. ...,;;_ -::==-=!l :-" .•..-;-= ~ .,,:-L ..,= ;';:0"'''
. . .:,:.! 6 ,I II I :1 I

0PPOS1 t10n I' - i - !: 250 I 9. 2 '1 - •. II - ~ - Ii.. -
:.::,.. :~ "'::: =:-.<::1 ""= == === ="':: =:.-;;;:-,: :;:I:'V:-:""-;=<:'" "";~ ==l~"" -==::==,::::-0; :~-::;;:.,., -=:{, ):'l'~:r.-=",.:::., ;-:::'''1: :-:""~.'-,,"4)1": .,:".~:,,...="':.:~i-;.'=:=,..~ '.,:'::.:: ,.},,-::-:~ ~'::'""==:'i;"'::-::,..,,,,,::.~.:"i'::-: '" = "'= :.-'==

.Appeal ;: 250 I 35 :i 300 : 11.54 ii - I - t~ )00 ! 57.9'3 Ii 5C ! 11.4}':"""_~=-:=~=~::;~="::=.-:: :-::1: == ..-::::=s:;:::: =-r:=.;:: -=::: ~ _"":==:=:':,,:-~ :':-:: .:.,~:-:;:.:: -:- :.";~~:-=.:.: ~:.~-.~':: ••.~: "::::-~ ::::- ~:.:~-:.:.=~.•:::":: ~:'::t':'-:"~~.__:=: ':'":-';L::': .;:':".:".::':,':.:-.' ~':';,:'~~: •.: :: .-:.~=.:::~;::'::"'•.:':':::":"•..•.::.~.~.::.. '.~7';-_~_"':-:- :.~";.::.::"~ .";

(1) Appeal fee in proceedings not involving third partiee. Ot~er~'iDe thr~~ ti~P.R thiR fee is levied.
(2) For completion of the deed.
(3) Stamp duty.
(4) Appeals may be lodged with the Lisbon District Court against decisions by which patents are granted

.or refused. It is not apparent from the Portuguese Patents Acts whether appeal is subject to the
payment of a fee and. if so. what fee is payable.
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6.24

38.97

16.27

Procedural fees of the States
taking part in the Conference

Additional
fees

Fee for

Grant

11 T - ,\,
~ I: \1
" i ~~ Spain ~ Turkey ~
n :! ~

. 1: Ptas I ~ :, -£-----~----~.-~---f----------.-.- ...
====: m=:!::::=:::I: =F~:::== e=: :"':t=~ c= '0= =':': =j~-:':::::-:: ::-~"'=:'::~:'l~~:-;- ~r~r::== =:.~=""=",r=~;~:.::-.:':"::z:."t::c~.=,=~J1-::--- :..--::;;' .:. ~ ~.~.: ~!'.~: -:.T: =::-::z'=""':"':':': .":"'- ~.-'''::.: ~:." ~ ": r' -:-::-:--~:o:: r":':""~.. ':..-.= ••.. :-::

Basic fee ~ 11 1.10 ~ i50 16.67 n 336.64
Ii n 9

Applic- I !: ~ (1) ~
ation Addi tional i; - - .i 45 5 .00 .~

f
I: 1 'ees» ~ ~
11 :'. ~
'I . I f'

:, ,; I' ~ii ..: ~T--7-1--I--1-.-1-0-;~--195 ---1"2;-."6;'---r - '.-._.-"'-'375: 61 --_.-
;;:;:::t~;o~os~~c==~===<===~ ".-=(f ==="'~:"===r=<==:= ~==~r'~==':~=,: ~~;r=~.. ~~.-=~::.~r-=~ ,,~~~~.~~= :"=~;6~:;;~ == .:=". ~•..='"~:-
>== ==="'" '" e=>=:'" '" ===::.:======= =,",,==:=:..;".,,,,,====,:,,"=,,,,"")"=====~"'=""'.;'=-::=~"'="'''''~:<::'-~'''''' c.,.,.'""".::. ..•.}., .. "'''''''':e'=::''''''''''''''''';''''''''=":' ,.,..,..~,.. ",,:-:~:='."'"""c••.."'"'

Basic fee ~ 412 I 5.69 !i -, I - i
!' II J a
:: I ~ I ~
l! - · - ~ .. I - I
i' 'I I, ~
i~ j' l :lt------------.,--- ..~, ---?: ~---------~-._---.--------.-..---.------.-----
'I "l"Total !! 412 5.89 1i - - ~ 22.51

:'3I='==-:=~:::::-::a:-:i=~::":",::e=:;:t:-:":'==:.:== "=:;: ..-:::-:l;~:~:: e:~:-=:===~=: .==:~=.~M:::::=~ ~ "='=:::==~~~=:=:":O::~r~='~~~:"':':: =::7':::~':'t:"":;~•.==~~~:':::===:::=~::::::===:e=,,:,:=====,:,,:" =:=:: ~= =:'=:

Oppos~ h.on ;1 - -:i - I -: 48 C'-~~===~===~===~_==_===~""m==n~h~==e~========ft~N~=~~=~:=~=~~:~~~~~:=~~~=~}~:-:=====~~==~E~=~:n::=====c~~~~:=
Appeal l, - -!i - I~. 'j 24" 29
======:t::-::3 =:::=-=== == =:t===:::=~===::::~:,;,r:~;-: =~::o: ==:0; c:-:=:: .:"':'::~'==~:~'::~: ~~~:-::::.':~::;1~:::::::J:=-;'.I:::':~': -=:':~==~.:-::"'=l~:'i,,::=:-::: =-:::= :-l::'~'::='=~"=::r.:,,:,.~:~~=:c~ === a~~:,,::::: =;;::= '=

(1) stamp duty.
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Level of procedural fees assumed for the purposes of the present study

Fee for

Application
(excluding flat-rate fee
for printing costs)

Request for examination

Grant of the patent

Appeal
.,.

Opposition

ern/PA/mrk

Fee adopted for the
purpose of estimat-
ing the revenue of
the European Patent

Office

S 75

$ 100

S 25

S 100

1 25

Notes

The application fee will cover (a) processing the
European patent application up to the be~inning of the
novelty search and (b) printing costs for the public-
ation pursuant to Article 85 (86a). The part of the
application fee referred to under (a) has been taken as
one fifth of the total application fees at present
payable in the states taking part in the Inter-govern-
mental Conference ($ 376 - see Annex 12). The gross
application fee could be set at $ 100i taking into
account a flat-rate printing fee of $ 25 - the amount
suggested by the experience of the German Patent Office.
The proposed fee roughly corresponds to the sum of the
examination fees at present levied in the Netherlands
and the Federal Republic of Germany (S 41 + $ 55 - see
Annex 12).
The fee set roughly corresponds to the sum of the fees at
present payable on the grant of a patent in the States
partioipating in the Inter-governmental Conference
(I 23 - see Annex 12)~
This fee is the same as that for the request for examin-
ation. It amounts to 40 % of the appeal fees ascertained
in the States participating in the Inter-governmental
Conference (I 240 - see Annex 12).
The fee set equals about half of the fees for opposition
at present levied in the States participating in the
Inter-governmental Conference ($ 48 - see Annex 12).
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Revenue of the European Patent Office from procedural fees

Total revenue
from fees

(co1.3 x co1.4),.

"

Fee for

1

Number of cases
out of 100 where
fees are paid

2

Number of fees
paid for 40,000

patent applications

3

Amount of
the fee

S

4 5a 5'0

Applica tion
(excluding flat-rate
printing f •• )

Request for examination
Grant of the patent
Appeal during examination
procedure
Opposition
Appeal during opposition
procedure

100 40,000 75 3,000,000
52 20,E:CO 100 2,080,000
40 16,coo 25 400,000

3 1,200 100 120,000
10 4,000 25 100,000

1 400 100 40,000

"'

Belated payment of renewal
fees, and other fees not
taken into consideration
(see Annex 11)
- Token entry

ern/PA/mrk
t

100,000

Total revenue from procedural fees

2,840,000

5,840,000------------------
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Rent.al fees for patents in the States participating in the ;rnter~governmental Conference(1)

year dia~h; Federal Republic ~'rallce Greece
ap.,liea~io::. Belgium Denmark

filed
of Germany

bfrs $ DM $ dkr $ F $ Dr $
..--..-.-~--

1• 100 2 - - 100 13.33
2. 200 4 - - 100 13.33 30 50~0 150 ,.00

-/.

3. 300 E 50 13.66 100 13.33 35 6.30 150 :i .00

4. 400 8 50 13.66 200 26.67 40 7.20 150 5.00 .
5. 550 11 80 21.8E 200 26.Cr 45 8.10 150 5.00

6. 700 14 125 34.15 200 26.67 50 9.00 250 E',,33

7. 850 11 175 47.E1 300 40.00 65 O! 1 770 250 '
,. ...~-~).;);,

8. 1 000 20 250 68.31 300 40.00 90 14 -40 250 C'~33
9. 1 150 23 325 88.80 300 40.00 95 1; 7 .10 250 8.33
10. 1 300 26 400 109.29 500 66.67 110 19 •.80 250 5.33
• A 1 500 ;:(\ 525 143.44 500 66.67 125 22 .51 350 11.67
I I • .)v

12. 1 700 34 675 184.43 500 66.67 140 25 .21 350 11 ••67
13. 1 900 38 825 225 .41 700 93.33 155 21.91 350 11 .67
14. 2 100 42 1 000 213.22 700 93033 110 30,61 350 11 .67
15. 2 300 46 1 175 321.04 700 93.33 185 33.31 350 11 .67
16. 2 500 50 1 350 368.85 900 120.00 200 36.01 45°3 15.00
17. 2 700 54 1 525 416.67 f ~~~j

120.00 215 38.11 450 .'5000
18. 2 900 58 1 100 464.48 120.00 230 41.41 '450 15 .00
19. 3 100 62 f1 815~ 512 •.~.O' 1 100 146.67 245 44.11 450j 15 .00
20. 3 300 66 2 050 560.11 1 100J 146.67 260 46.81 450 15 .00

Total 30 550 611 14 155 3867.49 10 300 .373.34 2475 445.60 5850 195000

(1) For those countries in which the term of a patent does riotextend to 20 years, corr~sponding amounts
, , have been "inserted for the missing years. These amounts have been cdlcu1ated by extcndino the progressiori

shown by the fees actually 'paid.
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Renewal fees for patents in the States participating in the Inter-governmental Conference(1)

year since app- United Kingdom(Z) Ireland(2) Italy Lux~mbourg The Netnerlanda(j)lication filed

£ $ £ S Lire' S lfre $ ,hfl S

1• - - - - 1 000 1.6 200 4
2. - -' - - 2 000 3.2 .300 6

.. 3. - - - - 3 000 4.8 400 '8
4. - - - - 4 000 6.4 500 10 150 41.44
5. 8 19.'l 7 16.8 5 000 8.0 550 11 175 48•.34
6. 9 21,.6 8 19.2 8 000 12.8 600 12 200 55•.25
7. 12 28.8 9 21.6 9 000 14.4 650 13 225 62.15
8. 13 31.2 10 24.0 10 000 16.0 700 '14 250 69.06
9. 14 33.6 12 28.8 12 000 19.2 750 15 280 17,35
10. 17 40.8 14 33.6 15 000 24.0 800 16 310 85•.64
11- 20 48.0 16 38.4 18 000 28.8 850 17 340 9~•.92
12. 22 52.9 18 43.2 21 000 3306 900 18 370 102.21
13. 24 57.6 20 48.0 25 000 40.0 950 19 405 111.88
14. 26 62.4 20 48.0 30 000 48.0 1 000 20 440 121055
15. 28 67.2 22 52.8

~~ ggg~
56.0 1 050 21 475 131.22

16. 30 72.0 22 52.8 64.0 1 100 22 510 140.88
17.

~~~

76.8 ~ii~51.6 45 000 72.0 1 200 24 550 151.93
18. 81 .6 57.6 o 000 80.0 1 300 26 590 162.98
19. 86.4 62.4 55 000 88.,0 1 400 28 630 174.03
20. 91 ,2 62.4 60 000 96.0 1 500 30 670 185.08

Total 363 871 .2 278 667.2 448 000 716.8 16 700 334 6570 1814.91
"

(1) For those countries in which the term of a patent does not extend to 20 years, corresponding amounts
have been inserted for the missing years. These amounts have been calculated by extending the progression
ahown by the fees actually paid.

(2) Renewal fees are payable in respect of each year after the filing of the complete specification. Since in
principle the complete specification must be filed within .12 months, it is assumed in the calculation that
the f{rat fee will fall due in the fifth year after the filing of the application.

(3) Renewal fees are payable in respect'of each year subsequent to the grant of the patent. It is assumed in the
calculation that the first renewal fee will fall due in the fourth year after the filing of the application.

I'
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Renewal fees for patents in the states participating in the Inter-govern~entai Conference (1)

Year since (2) 0)
application Norway Austria Sweden S"t 1 (4)
filed

Portu~al Vl1 zer and

nkr $ S $ Esc $ akr $ Fr $

1- - - - - - - 50 9 61
2. - - 320 12-31 50 '1.14 50 9.61
3. 100 14 320 12.31 50 1.14 100 19.33 80 18.29
4. 150 ' 21 350 13.46 50 1.14 100 19.33 100 22&81
5. 200 28 390 15.00 50 1.14 100 19.33 125 28.59
6. 250 35 450 17.31 50 1.14 150 29.00 150 34.30
1. 300 42 550 21.15 50 1.74 200 38.66 175 40.02
8. 350 49 700 26.92 50 1.74 250 48.33 200 45.14
9. 400 56 900 34.62 50 1.14 300 57.99 250 51.17
10. 450 63 1 100 42.31 50 1014 350 67.66 300 613.61
11- 500 10 1 400 53.85 50 1.74 400 77.32 350 80.04
12. 600 84 1 800 69.23 50 1.74 450 86.99 400 91.41
13. 700 98 2 300 88.46 50 1.14 500 96.65 415 108.63
14. 800 112 2 800 101.69 50 1.14 550 106.32 550 125•.18
15. 900 126 3 800 146.15 50 1.14 650 125.65 625 142.93
16. 1 000 140 4 900 188.46

~i~
1.14 150 144.98 100 160.08

11. 1 100 154 6 000 230.11 1.14 ~ ;~g3164.31 800 182.95
18. f 2003 168 8 000 301.69 1.14 183.64 900 ,205.82
19. 1 300 182 10 000 384.62 1.14 1 050 202.91 f=1 000=7 228.69
20. 1 400 196 L12 OOOJ 461.54 1.14 1 150 222.30 1 100 251.55

Total 11 100 1638 58 080 2233.85 950 33.06 8 950 1730.10 8 280 1893.53

(1) For those countries in which the term of a patent does not extend to 20 years, corresponding amounts have
been inserted for the missing years. These amounts have been calculated by extending the progression shown
'by the fees actually paid.(2) Renewal fees are payable in respect of each year after the publication of the application. It is assumed in
the calculation,that the first fee will fall due in the second year after the filing of the application.

(3) Renewal fees are payable in respect of each year subsequent to the grant of the patent. It is assumed in the
calculation, that the first renewal fee will fall due in the second year after the filing of,the application.

(4) Fees for patents which have undergone preliminary examination.

ern/PA/bm



r\i'~ BR/GT 1/34/70
Annex 12, page 4

Renewal fees for pate~ts in the States participating in the Inter-governmental Conference (1)

,

..

,

~

(2)
Renewal fees in 25 % of the renewal

Year since Spain Turkey the participating fees in the particin
application states ating States

filed
Ptas I £ $ $ $

1• 12 0.17 25 2.18 33.55 8
2• 24 0.34 25 2.18 63.77 16
3. 36 0.51 25 2.78 126.05 32
4. 48 0.69 25 2.78 200.24 50
5. 90 1.29 25 2.78 272.70 68
6. 108 1.54 25 2.18 334~67 84
7. 126 1.130 25 2.78 412.94 103
8. 144 2.06 25 2.78 481 .81 120
9. 162 2.31 25 2.18 563.19 141
10. 180 2.57 25 2.78 618.80 110
"11- 264 3.17 25 2.78 189,,91 198
12. 288 4.11 25 2!,78 912 .11 228
13. 312 4.46 25 2.78 1 073.52 268
14. 336 4.80 25 2.18 1211.89 303
15. 360 5.14 25 2.18 1 383.96 346
16. 384 5.49 05 ~

2.78 1 585.01 396
11. 408 5.83 7-25- 2.78 1 169.09 442
18. 432 6.11 7-25- 2.78 1 982.91 496
19. 456 6.51 ~-25-7 2.18 2 228.22 551
20. 480 6.86 _-25:7 2.78 2 442.04 611

Total 4 650 66.42 500 55.60 18 541.10 4 631
m

(1) For those countries in which the term of a patent does not extend to 20 years, corresponding amounts have
been inserted for the missing years. These amounts have been calculated by extending the progression shown
by the fees actually paid.

(2) Renewal fees are payable in respect of each year subsequent to the grant of the patent. Since there is no
examination for novelty, it is assumed in the calculation that the first fee will fall due in the first
year after the filing of the applicationo
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Annex 16
Renewal fees for European patent applications

Year since 25 % of the renewal Scale of fees adopted
application fees in the partici- for estimating the - Annual increase
filed Rating states revenue of the EPO

$ S S

1- 8
2. 16
3. 32 35
4. 50 50 15
5. 68 65 15
6. 84 80 15
7. 103 100 20
8. 120 120 20
9. 141 140 20
10. 170 170 30
11• 198 200 30
12. 228 230 30
13. 268 270 40
14. 303 310 40
15. 346 350 40
16. 396 400 50
17. 442 450 50
18. 496 500 50
19. 557 550 50
20. 611 600 50

Total 4 637 4 620

ern/PA/bm
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..•

Calculation of the percentage of European patent applications for which
renewal fees can be expected to be paid to the European Patent Office
The figures relate to 100 originally filed applications. The calculation
is based on a deferred examination procedure with a 7-year request period

I: II El' . t' "Patent I. Elimination as a result of ~: 0 1m1na 10n as a " Percen- Percentage Patent
;;result of failure to "year examination proceedings ,I tage of of remain- year
;,pay renewal fees, etc. "appli- ing appli-,.

II cations cationsFiling of Elimination Total of .;Non-pavment Total of pa- I. ~" for wiich' v ttl' . ,I el1m1n-request effected eliminated, and elimin- en s e 1m1ni,~ted _ renewalapplic- I' ation
ations under'

ated under htotalof fees Clrecol. e "1 d due:" II co s.col. c t' 11& f 100 - g
" !I

..._--- - .... -. _ .. .. ',!
a f

lI, h ia b c d II e II " g
II II

I' "1 - I' 5 5 \I 5 95 1- !! !!
25 II 20 II ' 20 80 22 - - II 15 II

" II

II 4 24 ii 24 i6 33 2 - - II HII

4 5 25 25 :: 4 28 :: 53 47 4
!! !!
II 4 II 59 41 55 5 2 27 II 32 II
II II

32 ii 4 36 ii 68 32 66 5 5 :: ::
H 4 40 !! 23 77 10 5 37 77!! ..
II

8 48 90 10 88 ;.. 5 42 II
II

10 52 II 48 100 0 99 - II -
II

!l 48II
,~

" 1" t'!I app 1ca 10n5
l' eliminated

stion 1n
.1..-.1._,

II
II f',.••

y req
~VDm;n!:llt;".t'\ hA-IntJ' •••~~c
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Revenue of the European Patent Office from renewal fees
The calculation is based on a deferred examination procedure with a ?-year request period

Fee for Number of cases Number of fees Amount of the Total revenue Runnir.g totc;.l

out of 100 where paid for 40.000 fee from fces of 1:l.~J. !'ever.\.:.e
fees are paid patent applications (col. ;. y l!"Crr. fees

col. 4) (col. :; running
701;8l)

$ $ $:.

1 2 3 4 5
..'
':)

3rd patent year 7E. 30 400 . 35 1 064 000 1 064 000

4th patent year 47 18 800 50 940 OOCI 2 00:-+000

5th patent year 4~ 16 400 65 1 066 000 3 070 000

6th patent year 32 12 800 80 1 024 000 4 09;; 000

7th patent year 23 9 200 100 920 000 5 014 000

8th patent year 10 4 000 120 480 080 5 49;" COO
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Annex 19

Outline budget for the European Patent Office (in US Dollars)

."l

I. Expenditure:
1. Expenditure of the EPa, excluding special organs:

(a) Personnel expenses
(b) Material expenses

13 729 000
2 799 000 16 528 000

'I

"

-;

2. Expenditure for the special organs under the 2nd Convention

Total expenditure

II. Revenue:
1. Direct revenue

(a) Application fees
(b) Other procedural fees
(c) Renewal fees

2. Indireot revenue
(a) Designation fees
(b) EEC Member States' payments for the special organs
(c) Share of renewal fees for EEC Community patent
(d) Share of. the renewal fees levied by the other

Contracting States for the patents granted by
the European Patent Office

'otal revenue

Deficit

,\.

ern/PA/bm

3 000 000
2 840 000
5 494 000

1 440 000
516 000

516 000

17 044 000

11 334 000

1 956 000

13 290 000

17 044 000

13 290 000

3 754 000----------------------
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Revenue and exp~nditure of the European Patent Office with immediate full opening,
until a normal budget is attained
- without special organs -

Year Application Other proce- Renewal fees Total Expenditure Budget Running total
and desig- dural fees for applic- income deficit of deficit to
nation fees ations be covered un-

til year 8
-

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
-~._---

0 - - - - 20 528 000(1) 20 528 OCO 20 528 OOC
i 3 720 000 355 000 - 4 075 000 16 528 000 12 453 000 32 981 OO~
2 4 440 COO 710 000 - 5 150 000 16 528 000 11 578000 44 359 OQO
3 4 440 000 1 065 000 1 064 000 (j 5(.9 ceo 16 5'28 0:10 9 ~:j:7 ;JG,) 54 313 oeo
4 4 440 000 1 420 000 2 004 coo 7 £64 oeD 16 528 GOO 8 664 ')00 62 98;~000

5 4 440 000 1 775 000 3 070 000 9 285 000 16 528 000 1 243 oeo 10 225 OC8
6 4 440 000 2 130 000 4 094 000 10 664 000 16 528 0(10 5 864 000 76 089 :)00

1 4 440 000 2 485 000 5 014 000 11 939 000 16 528 OCO 4 539 oo~ SO 678 COO
8 4 440 000 2 840 000 5 494 000 12 774 OCO 16 528 000 3 154 000 (2r-::-~

(1) The EPO should have put at its disposal an amount to cover the initial capital investment (S 4 million) and a
full budget ($ 16.528,000) for personnel and material expenses during the preparatory stage prior to opening.

(2) The normal budget will be attained in year 8.
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Revenue of the European Patent Office, assuming progressive build-up, by steps of
10 % + 15 % + 20 % + 25 % + 30 % at two year intervale (in US I)

Year step I step II step III step IV Step V Total income

'i Step 10 % 15 % 20 % 25 % 30 %
of column 5 of Annex 20

+ I , - ~-_... ~~-..---_~~----,
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

.;"j,
,..; 1 I 407 500 - - - - 407 50C

2 515 000 - - - - 515 000
"3 II 656 900 611 250 - - - 1 268 150
4 786 400 172 500 - - - 1 558 900

, 5 III 928 500 985 350 815 000 - - 2 128 850
i

, : 6 1 066 400 1 179 600 1 030 000 3 276 000, ~ -1
'~ 7 IV 1 193 900 1 392 750 1 313 800 1 018 150 - 4 919 200

I 8 1 277 400 1 599 600 1 572 800 1 287 500 - 5 737 300
L 9 V 1 217 400 1 790 850 1 857 000 1 642 250 1 222 500 7 790 000
!

~ 10 1 217 400 1 916 100 2 132 800 1 966 000 1 545 000 8 831 300
11 1 271 400 1 916 100 . 2 381 800 2 321 250 1 910 100 9 873 250

/. '1 12 1 277 400 1 916 100 2 554 800 2 666 000 2 359 200 10 113 500
13 1 277 400 1 916 100 2 554 800 2 984 750 2 785 500 11 518 550

,

I-
14 1 277 400 1 916 100 2 554 800 3 193 500 3 199 200 12 141 000
15 1 277 400 1 916 100 2 554 800 3 193 500 3 581 700 12 523 500
16 1 217 400 1 916 100 2 554 800 3 193 500 3 832 200 12 774 000
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Revenue and expenditure of the European Patent Office, assuming proiressivebuild-uP,
until a normal budget is attained

(in US $)

- without special organs -

o - 12 264 000(.) 12 264 000 ~2 264 000
1 407 500 2 892 400(1) 2 484 900 14 748 900
_~ ~J~_QQQ ~_12f_QQQi~2 2_21Z_QQQ_----_:~_222_2Q9_

3 1 268 150 4 958 400(3) 3 690 250 22 056 150
_~ 2_22~_2QQ_~__L_~22_~QQ1~2 2_~Z~_ZQQ_-- ~Z_22~_~2Q_
5 2 728 850 9 503 600(5) 6 774 750 34 709 600

I_~ 2_~Z~_QQQ ~1_2~2_~Q9~Q2 ~_~22_~QQ ~2_QQ2_gQQ_
7 4 919 200 14 048 800(7) 9 129 600 52 132 800
_~ 2_Z~Z_2QQ 1~_2~~_QQQ~~2 __1Q_Z2Q_LQQ_-- Qg_2g2_2QQ_
9 7 790 000 16 528 000 8 738 000 71 66, 500
10 8 837 300 16 528 000 7 690 700 79 352 200
11 9 873 250 16 528 000 6 654 750 86 006 950
12 10 773 500 16 528 000 5 754 500 91 761 450
13 11 518 550 16 528 000 5 009 450 96 770 900.
14 12 141000 16 528000 4 38{000 101 157900
15 12 523 500 16 5~9 000 4 OO~, 500 105 162 400
16 12 774 000 16 528 000 3 774 000(*.)~

Year

1

Income Expendi-
as in ture
Annex 21,
col. 7 _
2 3

Budget
deficit

4

Total of
deficits
to be
covered-~

5

Notes

6
(1)'Expenditure as in normal budget

10 % + 1/2 of 15 % =: 17.5%
(2)10 % + 15 % = 25.0%
(3)25 % + 1/2 of. 20 %:: 30.0%
(4)25 % + 20 % '".45.0%

(5)45 % .j. 1/2 of. 25 % :: 57.5%
(6)45 % + 25 % = 70.0%

(7)70 % + 1/2 of 30 % = 85.0%
(8)70 % + 30 % = 100 %

(.) In the ~vent of progressive build'~P9 an
amount to cover the initial capital in-
vestment ($ 4 million) and half the normal
budget ($ 8,264,000)for personnel and
material expenses should be made available
to the EPO during the preparatory stage
prior to opening.

(••) The normal budget will be attained in year
160
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to the Paper by the Chairman of Working Party I on the
Guidelines for financial planning for the European Patent Office
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Attempt to estimate the frequency of designation of the Contracting States
Attempt to calculate one national patent office's revenue from renewal fees, taking
the Federal Republic of Germany as an example
Revenue and expenditure of the European Patent Office, taking into consideration
a 75 % share in the renewal fees for granted European patents
Attempt to calculate. contribution scales on the basis of gross national product and
frequency of designation
Attempt to calculate contribution scales on the basis of "patent intensity"
Comparison of the calculated contribution scales
Payment and repayment of one Contracting State's contributions to the costs of
the build-up and running-in period of the European Patent Office, taking the
Federal Republic of Germany as an example.
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Attempt to estimate the freauency of desiRnation of the Contracting States

(\ r\
Annex 24 _

Frequency of des- Number of Frequency of 'rotal frequency Frequency of
ip;nation by own foreign designation of designation designation
nationals (basis applications by foreigners (basis 1968) (basis 40,000

Contracting 1968) 1968 80 % of columns 2 + 4 ~uropean applic-
states column 3 ations} column 5

increased by 11.2%

1 2 3 4 5 6

Denmark 291 5 588 4 470 4 761 5 294
Spain 150 9 388 7 510 7 660 8 518
Greece 6 1 208 966 972 1 081
Ireland 18 1 427 1 142 1 160 1 290
Norway 97 4 262 3 410 3 507 3 900
Austria 336 10 246 8 197 8 533 9 L~89

Portugal 16 1 304 1 043 '1 059 1 178
Sweden 954 13 338 10 670 11 624 12926
Switzerland 2 272 13 609 10 887 13 159 14 633
Turkey 5 545 436 441 490
United Kingdom 3 790 ~l) 284 28 227 32 017 35 603
EEC States: 2a 38 48

Belgium 471 8 510
FR Germany 7 085 25 328
France 2 777 23 337
Italy 1 278 14 502
Luxembourg 35 724
The Netherlands- 1 032 9 879
EEC States 12 678 x 6 = ' 20 000 x 6 =

76 068 • + 120 000 = 196 068 218 028

ern/PA/mrk i !~
, Total designation s :

~v~rA~p number of deSi~natio~~ ;:;=::;i:::;:~:=;=====
312 430
::::===
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Attempt to calculate one national patent office's revenue from renewal fees,
taking the Federal Republic of Germany as an example

BR/GT 1/34/70
Annex 24

Percentage of Absolute German ren- Total revenue Total of all Conversion of Total revenue
I-t patents main- number of ewal fee from the fee revenue (run- column 6 into of the Contrac-
III tained, of an patents for the (column 3 x ning total US $ ting States es-
CI>>-: original maintained patent year column 4) from column 5) timated at twice
~ 35,828 applic- in question column 7
~ ationsCI>
~
III

p.. DM DM DM $ $

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8-_. _.
6 40 14 331 125 1 791 3?5 1 791 3'/.5 It-89447 978 894
7 31 iO 11 106 175 1 943 550 3 734 925 1 020lt71 2 040 942
8 2,7,3 9.781 250 2 445 250 6 180 175 1 688 572 3 377 144
~ 23,8 8 527 325 2 771 275 8 951 450 2 445 751 4 891 502
10 20,5 7 345 400 2 938 000 11 889 450 3 248 484 6 496 968
11 17.7 6 342 525 3 329 550 15 219 000 4 158 197 8 316 394
12 15.2 5 446 675 3 676 050 18 895 050 5 162 582 10 325 164
13 12.8 4 586 825 3 783 450 22 678 500 6 196 311 12 392 622
14 10,5 3 762 1 000 3 762 000 26 440 500 7 224 180 14 448 360
15 8,5 3 045 1 175 3 577 875 30 018 375 8 201 742 16 403 484
16 6,4 2 293 1 350 3 095 550 33 113 925 9 047 520 18 095 040
17 4,9 1 756 1 525 2 677 900 35'791 825 9 779 187 19 558 374
18 3.9 1 397 1 700 2 374 900 38 166 725 10 428 067 20 856 134
19 3,5 1 254 [f BIg 2 351 250 40 517 975 11 070 485 22 140 970
20 2,5 856 fJ 0(2.7 1 836 800 42 354 775 11 572 343 23 144 686

1 ~ j 1 ~ i'!::
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BR/GT 1/34/70
Annex 25, page 1

Year

1

o
1

2

3
4
5
6

7
8

9
10

Revenue and expenditure of the European Patent Office (in US dollars)
taking into consideration a 75 % share in the renewal fees for granted European patents

- immediate full opening; excluding special organs -

Budget deficit 75 % share Budget out-turn Running total
without 75 % from Annex 24, with 75 % share of budget out-
share Annex 20, column 8 - deficit turn

column 7 + ~urplus - deficit
+ surplus

2 3 4 5

20 528 000 - - 20 528 000 - 20 528 000
12 453 000 - - 12 453 000 - 32 981 000
11 378 000 - - 11 378 000 - 44 359 000
9 959 000 - - 9 959 000 - 54 318 000
8 664 000 - - 8 664 000 - 62 982 000
7 243 000 - - 7 243 000 - 70 225 000
5 864 000 734 000 - 5 130 000 - 75 355 000
4 589 000 1 531 000 - 3 058 000 - 78 413 000
3 754 000 2 533 000 - 1 231 000 - 79 644 000
"3754 000 "3669 000 - 85 000 - 79 729 000
"3754 000 4 873 000 + 1 119 000 - 78 610 000

,I'
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BR/GT 1/34/70
Annex 25, pa~e 2

Budget deficit 75 % share Budget out-turn Running total
Year without 75 % from Annex 24. with 75 % share of budget out-

share Annex 20. column 8 - deficit turn
column 7 +-- surplus -deficit

+ surplus

1 2 3 4 5

11 3 754 000 6 237 000 + 2 483 000 - 76 127 000
12 3 754 000 7 744 000 + 3 990 000 - 72 137 000
13 3 754 000 9 294 000 + 5 540 000 - 66 597 000
14 .3 754 000 10 836 000 + 7 082 000 - 59 515 000'
15 3 754 000 12 302 000 + 8 548 000 - 50 967 000
16 3 754 000 13 571 000 + 9 811 000 - 41 150 000
11 3 154 000 14 669 000 + 10 915 000 - 30 235 000
18 3 754 000 15 642 000 + 11 888 000 - 18 341 000
19 3 754 000 16 606 000 + 12 852 000 - 5 495 000
20 3 754 000 17 359 000 + 13605 000 + 8 110 000

,~
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Attempt to c~lcul~te contribution scales
on the basis of ~ross national product (I) and frequency of designation (II)

~ ,~

BR/GT 1/34/70
Annex 26

I. Based on gross national product (GNP) II. Based on frequency
Contraoting GNP(1)1967 in 1000 millions contrib- of de~ignation
States national ution figures from contrib-

scale % Annex 23. utioncurrency column 6 scale %in 1000 millions j

1 2 3 4 5 6

Denmark 84.3 dkr 11.2 2.03 5 294 1.69
Spain 1616.5 Ptas 2}.1 4.18 8 518 2.73
Greece 213.4 Dr 7.1 1.29 1 081 0.34
Ireland 1.1 £ 2.7 0.49 1 290 0.41
Norway 59•.5 nkr 8.3 1.50 3 900 1.25
Austria 276.5 S 10.6 1.92 9 489 3.04
.Portugal 132 •.8 Esc 4.6 0.83 1 178 0.38
Sweden 123~8 skr 23.9 4.33 12 926 4.14
Switzerland 68.9 Fr 15.8 2.86 14 633 4.68
'furkey 95.4 £ 10.6 1.92 490 0.16
United Kingdom 39•.6 £ 95.D 17 .21 35 603 11.40
EEG titates
Belgium 917.1 bire 19.5 3.53
Federal Republic 485.1 DM 132.5 24.00
of Germany
France 531.1 F 96.8 11.53
Italy 41849.0 Lire 61.0 12.14
Luxembourg 36.1 lira 0.7 0.13
The Netherlands 82.3 hfl. 22.1 4.11

'I. 61 .44
I

218 028 69. 78EEC States 33Q.2

( 1 ~ ~ ~ : 552.1 1.00 .6 312 43(> 100 %
___ /n A / __ ._

Notes

7

(1) These figures are
taken from the
"Statistischen •••",
(Statistical Yearbook
for the l'''ederal
Republic of Germany
1969) page 129.
They are based on
OECD figures.

"
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BR/GT 1/34/70
Annex 27

,...-..",~

Attempt to calculate contribution scales
on the baBis of "patent intensity",

i.e. the figures for national applications, foreign applications, total applications and for
patents granted in 1968, taken from the 1969 BIRPI statistics, "Patents" table I a

: 1 ~ i j ;
.:::

!i11ll
Contracting States
,ern/PA/mrk

Pat e n t a p p 1 i cat ion s Patents granted
Contracting States national % foreign % Total "/0 ' Total %

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9=~=~_a_._== ____ ••_aa ~;c==~=aD __ Cl:;;:: ::;:a •• a__ a=_.: =_ •• m 51= =_a;c::a ========= #~=~_=;lICiDa:=== ~==::J: ••;g=m= =c:_=-===a:=::a .-alC'a:::;;s=ga:::

Denmark 821 0 •.75 5 588 2•.51 6 415 1.92 1 981 0.89
Spain 3 792 3.44 9 388 4.21 1} 180 3.96 9 585 4.31
Greece 1 323 1 .20 1 208 0.54 2 531 0.16 2 481 1.11
Ireland 168 0.15 1 427 0•.64 1 595 0.48 160 0.34
Norway 981 0.89 4 262 1.91 5 249 ,1•.58 1 635 0.13
Austri'l. 2 486 2,25 10 246 4.60 12 132 3.82 9 160 4.12
Portugal 95 0.09 1 304 0.58 1 399 0.42 1 149 0.52
Sweden' 4 142 4.30 13 338 5.99 18 080 5.43 8 430 3.19
Switzerland 5 928 5.31 13 609 6.11 19 531 5.86 11 450 1.85
Turkey 81 0.08 545 0.24 632 0.19 470 0.21
Uni ted Kingdom' 26 111 24.21 35 284 15.84 61 995 18.61 43 038 19 •.35
EEC States:
Belgium 1 466 1•.33 16 068 1.21 11 534 5.26 11 456 1.85
Federal Republic 34 005 30.82 31 411 14 .10 65 422 19.64 21 169 9.52
of Germany
France 11 561 15 .91 36 095 16.20 53 656 16.11 47 990 21.56
Italy 1 604 6.89 24 152 10.84 31 156 9.53 35 241 15.85
Luxembourg 81 0.01 2 463 1•11 2 544 0.16 2 100 0.94
The Netherlands 2 411 2.25 16 420 1.31 18 891 5.61 2 324 1.04
EEC Total 63 194 57.27 126 615 56.83 189 &09 56.97 126 286 56.78

I'110 340 100 :10 222.814 100 1~ 333 154 100 % 222 431 100 %



(

(



r---., ,~.

.Camp. lson Qf the calculated contributi~.l scales BR/GT 1/34/70
Annex 28

Contracting I. Based on gross II. Sased on III. Sased on nu~ber of applications IV. Based on
_ States national frequency of Annex 27 number of pate

product designation col. 3 col. 5 col. 7 granted
Annex 26 Annex 26 national foreign total Annex 27
column 4 column 6 column 9

1 2 3 4 5 6 7=== __•__ m_._~____. ____a.~=______._a.
::••• ____ =____ .l::8m e:a::.a.:aaE8==.2:m.uGIr. ::.:m=-_====_.:a=31 1II_" __ ~ __=:a_:3=::; =:=:::r:.c==.ua==- __ :x

Denmark 2.03 1.69 0.15 2.51 1.92 0.89
Spain 4.18 2.13 3.44 4.21 3.96 4.31
Greece 1 .29 0.34 1 .20 0.54 0.76 1.11
Ireland 0.49 0.41 0.15 0.64 0.48 0.34
Norway 1 .50 1.25 0.89 1.91 1.58 0.73
Austria 1.92 3.04 2.25 4.60 3.82 4.12
Portugal 0.83 0.38 0.09 0.58 0.42 0.52
Sweden 4.33 4.14 4.30 5.99 5.43 3.19
Switzerland 2.86 4.68 5.37 6.11 5.86 7.85
Turkey 1.92 0.16 0.08 0.24 0.19 0.21
United Kingdom 17.21 11.40 24.21 15.84 18.61 19.35
EEC States:
Belgium 3.53 1.33 7.21 5.26 7.85
Federal Republic 24.00 30.82 14.10 19.64 9.52of Germany
France 17.53 15.91 16.20 16.11 21.58
Italy 12.14 6.89 10.84 9.53 15.85
Luxembourg 0.13 0.01 1.11 0.76 0.94

, 4.11 2.25 7.31 5.67 1.04The Netherlands
EEC States 61.44 69,78 57.27 56.83 56.91 56.18
Total for all 100 % 100 % 100 % 100 % 100 % 100 %Contracting States

nta
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Payment and repayment of one Contracting State's contributions
to the costs of the build-up and running-in period of the European Patent Office,

:-- ,r.'""\

BR/GT 1/34/7U
Annex 29

taking the Federal Republic of Germany as an example, with a scale of contributions of 19.64 %,
based on the total number of patent applications (Annex 28 column 6)

- immediate full opening; e~cluding special organs -

Pay men t s Rep a y men t s
J.i 19.64 ~ of the figures from 1~.64 ~ of the figures from

J..
III Annex 25 column 4 ro Annex 25 column 4Ql Ql
~ ><

in US-Dollar in DM in US-Dollar in DM

1 2 3 4 t::. '"6./
:aa. __ =. _m ••• U==_=. __ =_ga __ =_mm .=_.~=a~Q.a.c.g_.z_a~=a=:mugU:IIIII:Ii ~=a=~=~_=.QQ===m===="Q~ ._m•.==.;;~~;;;--l----10 219 112

0 4 031 699 14 156 018 11 481 661 1 184 839
1 2 445 169 8 951 515 12 183 636 2 868 108
2 2 234 639 8 118 119 13 1 088 056 3 982 285
3 1 955 548 1 158 110 14 1390 905 , 5 090 112
4 1 101 610 6 221 893 15 1 618 821 6 144 501
c:; 1 422 525 5 206 442 16 1 928 059 1 056 696,

.6 1 001 532 3 681 561 11 2 143 706 1 845 964
1 600 59-1 2 198 163 18 2 334 803 8 545 319
8 24-'168 884 811 19 2 524 133 9 238 321
9 16 694 61 100 20 2 672 022 9 719 601

.-
15 658 115 57 )11 118 17 2~'1 580 63 140 784

I-
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