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Views of the Luxembourg delegation .
on the note from the Chairman of Working Party IV

dated 16 June 1971 (BR/GT IV/42/71)

G. (5) Thc estimates of income and expenditure and the
lovel of fees fixed in ~he model budgct for the European
Patent Office drawn up by \7orking Party IV make pro-
vision for the reimbtrrsement of

1. the special contributions paid by the 1icDber States

2. the interest outstanding on these payments up to a
rata of 4%.

Since an increase in the rata of interest would
involve raising the fees from their present level, it
will be necessary - in order to be ablc to make an
adequate evaluation of the additional. financial burden -
to compare the total amount of reimbursements (except-
ional financial contributions + interest) and-the

. . . . .-lcngth of the period oyer which such reimbursements
would be made yuth the various hypothetical rates. of
intcrest (nil, token, average, normal market).

~e consider that TIorking Party IV should evaluate.
the affect of interest rate variations. and determine.
the relative upward or downvlard variation in the
factors involv~d (level of fees, length of th~ starting- .-
up period) e.
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This should not detract att~ntion from consideration
of a basic rate o~ interest (at'.present 4j:;).

Re. (6) Although the contributions paid by the States which
have been party to the ConvEmtion- from .the outset vull be
repaid with a greater or lesser proportion of the interest

. .
which has accruc~, it seems reasonable to ask a new
membercountry'for an.initial contribution. This could
be calculated in accordance with the.scale set ..out in
Article 44, paragraph 3, using as a basis a reasonable
-'contribution to be determined by the Ac1ministrative
Cou."l'lcil.

In the op~~on of.the Luxembourg delegation, any
States withdrawing from the European Patent Office should
continue to pay a proportion of the renewal fGes due in
respect of the European patento. This proportion would
be calculated on the basis of the g~"l'leralpercent~ge

. .applicable to the member countries. If,.however, the
/ percentage. were fixed subsequently at a rate higher than
that applicable at the time of .the notification of
denunciation, the Stat~- ceasing to be'party would apply
this last percentagc (ceiling percentage). Thus it y;ould,
by selecting the time of notification, at the same time
enter into an undBrtaking about the maximum pr.0portion of
the national renewal fees.it would continue-to hand over-
to the European Patent Office.

Re. (7) No special observations.
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