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of the third meeting of Working Party IV
(Luxembourg, j3-15 October 1970)

1. The third meeting of Working Party IV was held in
Luxembourg, from 13 to 15 October 1970~ with
Mr. E. Am~ITAGE, Comptroller General, Patent Office,

•London, in the Chair.

The representatives of the International Patent
Institute at The Ha@le and of WIPO/BIRPI took part in the
meeting as observers. The representative of the General
Se,cretariat of the Council of Europe apologised for his
absence. (1)

2. The Working Party beg~~ by exam1n1ng, qn the basis of
various working documents (BR/GT IV/31/70 and-BR/GT IV/36/70.
~ith Addendum), the financial pr~visions of ~he First
Preliminary Draft Convention establishing a.European System
for the Grant of Patents (Articles 42-53 and Article 187),.
It adopted these provisions as set out' in BR/56/70'.'.

.-
(1) The list of participants is given in the Annex.
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'-The Working Pa~ty then re-examined the Report on the
financing of the European Patent Office and the ~~exes to
it (BR/GT IV/37/70). The new text of this Report is given
in BR/57/70.

3. The Drafting Committee, 'under the Chairmanship of, "

DR. SINGER, drew up draft Articles for some of the financial
provisions after they had been discussed by the Working
Party and submitted these to the Working Party for adoption.

4. The main results of the discussion of the financial
provisions are given below (under I) as are those "o'fthe
discussion of the Report on the financing of the European
Patent Office (under II).

I

DISCUSSION OF THE FINMfCIAL PROVISIONS
(BR/GT IV/31/70 and BR/GT IV/36/70 with Addendum)

,",

A~~icle 42 - Cover ~or e!penditure

5. The Working Party provisionally numbered the three
sub-paragraphs of this Articl~ (i), (ii) and (iii) to
avoid any confusion with Articles 42a, 42b and 42c. When
these :bhree Articles are later re-numbered, however, the '..""
sub-paragraphs of Article 42 will again become (a),
(b) and (c).

BR/G~ IV/41 e/70 lor/RT/pb .../ ...
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Article 42a - The European Patent Office's own resources

6~ The Working Party adopted this Article - .subject to a
correction to the German text - with the same wording as in
BR/GT IV/31/70. It did not feel it necessary'to define the
miscellaneous receipts of the European 'Patent Office in--

. greater detail in paragraph 1. .

Article 42b -.Payments by-the Contracting States in respect
ofreJewal fees for European patents

7. Following a proposal by the United Kingdom delegation
(BR/GT IV/36/70), the Working Party ~ade it ?lear in
paragraRhs 1 and 2 that.the Contracting States are to pay
to the Europeun Patent Office 75% of the national fee for
each individual ~~ropean patent ro~dnot 75% of their total
income frow renewal fees.

8~ When paragraph 3 was discussed, the question was raised
-as to how the Ad~inistrative Council should determinet in'
the ease of agr~up of Contracting States fixing a common
scale of renewal fees applicable to that group, the minimum
amount to be paid for each European patent. The general
view was that the provision concerning the minimuma~ount
would have no practical .si'gnifcance, at least for. the.EEC
States, as the uniform fees for the ple~u~ed unitary patent
for the CotilIIlonMarket vyould in all probability be.higher

\ . - .

than the miniotiIDamount fixed, whatever th~ level of this'
minimutJ amount '~ight b~.'. . .

F
.
E
t..
E:
f:
F.
~.
"r

I
r-

' .. ~

BR/GT IV/41 e/70 lor/RT/gc .. o/~.~

.' ..
~,

1.'~:



- 4 -

The-Working Party decided not to adopt the suggestion
of one delegation that the Administrative Co~~cil should £ix
rol individual minimum amount for each group of States; the
Working Party felt that this would lead to the logical
c;~~l~sion that the minimum amount would have to be fixed' ,

individually 'for each-and every Contracting State and such
a task would create too great dif:iculti~~ for the Admini-
strative Council.

The Working Party came to the conclusion that a U11iform
minimum amount for all Contracting States and groups of
Stateswo~~d be the most expedient solution under these
circu..'nstances. It therefore decided to retain the' last
phrase of para6raph 3.

9. The Working Party also found it appropriate to delete
the provision in parag:;.aph5 stating that the Ad...lD.inistrative
CO~Ulcil should determine the due date for paJrment in accord-
ence with the liquid resources reouil:c'l.J?;v:t~~eEV.ropean
Patent Office; in its view, the Administrative Council's
freedom o£ decision should not be limited in this respect~

f
;

"

";

. Article 42c
Article 42d

Level of fees a'rldpaJrr;l81:ts
Special finc:..nciaJ.co:n.tr:.:J"J.'tiol1s

IO~ The Working Party combined the3e two provisions in a
single Article (now Article 42c), in order. to mclce it clear
that the expenditure of the European Pat~nt Office sh?cld
basically be Covered,py the fees referred to. in Article 42a
and by the payments ~~ferred to in Article 42b.' If this'
should prove impossible, the European Patent Office will be
able to resort to financial contributions from the Contracting
Statos.' This will be particularly relevant ~'~ring the first
few ye~rs of operation of the European Patent Office •

.../ ...
. BR/GT IV/ 41. e/70 lor/TIT/pc
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11. With regard to the scale of contributions, the Work-
~rty could not ag~~e on a common, solution. It decided to
subm~t to the Conference the tno proposeQ variants of the
'new ;2.ar:~6ral'h3 discussed below;

12. In the first variant of'paragraph 3, the'scale of.
contributions is to be determined in accordance with the
number of domestic and foreign patent applications filed
in the individual Contracting states during'the last year
but one prior to the date of entry into,force of the Con-

\vention. This provision; which was contained in the former
Article 42d, paragraph 2; was redrafted in an improved
form at the instigation of the United Kingdom delegation:
in particular, the possibility was included of appli-
cations being made via the PCP route, In addition, the
new wording of Article 4 as 'adopted by Working Party I at
its meeting iri'September was taken into consideration "
this Article states that the European Patent Office will
be established when the'Convention comes into force, (see
BR/48/70) .

The first variant of paragraph 3 was supported by the
U~ited I{~ingdom,German and Norwegian delegations, pr~~ci-
pally on the grounds that the scale of contributions could
be calculated easil~ and rationally , on the other hand,
the scale of contributions contained in the second variant
would be too cpmplicated and would also give unfair re-

o , I .suIts vn1enthe rates of contribution of a number of small
countries were compared with each other.

13. The second variant of ~aragraph 3 was introduced at
the prOlJOsal of the F~ench delega ti~n, .on the:basis, of an

!
I
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earlier proposal by the Spanish delegation (BR/GT IV/28/70). ,
According to this variant, one quarter of the scale of con-
tributions is to be calculated in proportion to the number
of patent applications, and three-quarters in proportion to
the estimated'number of applications for European'patents
in accordance with the "Three States" theory ; for both
elements, the relevant figures would be those for the last
year but one prior to the date of entry intq force of the
Convention. The contribution rates calculated in this way
would, however, be re-allocated for States with more than
30,000 applications per year, in proportion to the number
of applications filed in these States.

The second variant was supported by the French"
Luxembourg and Spanish delegations. They felt that a scale
of contributions calculated in tr~s way would lead to
generally more satisfactory and fairer results for the
smaller States than would a scale of cO~'1tr;bltionsbased
solely on the number of patent applice,~t()nP;QA re-
allocation of contribution rates for States with more than,.

30,000 applications seemed advisable, as these
contributions would not othervvise be sufficiently balanced.

14. The Working Party also discussed a proposal by the
Luxembourg delegation (BR/GT IV/38/70), whereby, the EEC
States would re-allocate amongst,themselves, ina
particular proportion, the co,nt:-i'b1.lti0!13p2.yable under the
first variant of the scale of contribl!.tions (see 12 above).
It was suggested in'this connection that a general prov-
ision should be introduced to the effect that a group of
Contracting States which availed itself of the option
provided in Article 8 should be able to malce their
contributions jointly, determining their individual
contributions to this internally according to their own

BH/erT IV/41 e/70 lor/RT/fm
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The French delegation reserved its position on this

The Luxembourg delegation reserved the right to submit
its proposal to the Conference in the event of the scale of
contributions set out under 13 not being accepted.

15. 'The.Working Party was also' concerned' to formulate Article
42cin such a way as not to rule out'separate allocation of
contributions within a group of States.

16.. The question vvas also raised in the Working Party as to'
whether the sc~le of contributions could be amended once the

. .

Conventionl~ad come into force,' 2.ncI if' so~ by what means.
No delegation denied that .it might be expedient to make."
prov'i;:3ionfor SOTJe menns of amendmont ~ In this context, it
W2S suggested that the Adninistrative Council should examine
the contribution sc~les periodically. In the 'view'of one
delegation, the Administrative Council should be able to
amend the scale of cont+,i1mtions.by ;a.1IDan.imQus.decision.

/ The Working Party did not adopt any'finaldecision on
this point ~ It merely obsc:rved.that the. scale of contri- .

.butions should not be'vnlid only fo'rthe first few years of
operation of the European Patent Cffice, during which the
income from fees 8.J.idpaymen.ts woul-dnot re~,ch Co sufficient
level to cover the expenditure of theEur9pe~ P~tcnt Office •

~
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17. The Working Party did not feel it necessary for the
Convention to contain a special provision for th~ first few
years of operation of "the European Patent Office, as had
previo~sly been contained in Article 42g. In ~aragra~-2
of the new Article 42c, the Working Party laid do~n the
obligation of the European Patent Office to pay interest _
.on the special financial contributions of the Contracting
States in such a way as to make it applicable in all cases
in which special financial contributions are made.

18. With regard to the repayment of financial contribu-"
tions, the Working Party felt it expedient to make A new
provision, under which contributions made ear11e~ oust be
repaid before contributions made later may be repaid (new
paragraph 6).

~icle 42<; (now Ar.'ticle'.42d).- .Advances

t'

19. In the view of the Working Party it 'is reasonable that
/

the Europe~ P~tent Office should be able to demand advan-
ces not only on~he special financial contributions of the
Contracting States, but also on the payments which they are
to mcl:e under Article 42b. The European Patent Office
needs, particularly later when there are no special finan-
cial contributions to be paid, may be subject to short-
term financial needs especially in the case of the due
dates for payment la~d. down by the Administrative Council'
not being observed. The Working Party agreed that the
advances should not necessarilJ; be requested in the same
budgetary period as that in respect of which-the appropr-
iations had been made, but in the interest of smooth trans-
ition from vne budgetary period to the next they might be
requested and gr~~ted in the previous year.

r:::

BR/GT IV/4'l e/70 lor/RT/pj
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The Working Party.also confirmed that the Administrative
~il should previously determihe the limits within whic~,
the European Patent Office may request advances'.

201 In the view of 'the Workine Party the ~uropean Patent
Office should be-able, for the purpose of covering short-term
financial needs, not only to request advances from the
C.ontracting States, but also to obtain bank loans, with the
approval of the Administrative Council. However, the Working
Party decided not to lay dovm this option, which, in its view,'
went without saying in v~ew of the legal personaJ,.ityof'the

. .. ,'.

Europeen Pate~t Office, in a particular Article, in order
to avoid unnecessarily limiting the powers of:aci;ion of the

, . .
European ~atent Office in this respe~.by a restrictive text.

21. The Working Par~i decided not to include in the Con-
vention a proviston to the effect that belated payment of
advance? ~as to be subject to interest. L~ its view it would
be,a mistake to attac.h too great im}XTtanc~ to this problem.,
Paragra~ was therefore deleted.

Article 42f (now Article 42e) - Appronriations for unfore-
seeable expenditure

22. The Working p~ty retained this provision, whereby
appropriations for unforeseeable expenditure may be co~tained
in the budget, in the same form as-in'BR/GT IV/31/70. As
observed by the Working Party, this Article together with
ot~er provision&'makes the setting up of rot operational fund
:tn.d c.rcserve fund superfluous.

BR/GT IV/41 e/70 ior/RT/lb
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Article 21g - Tr~~sitional period

23. This Article was incorporated in the new Article 42c
(see 17 above) by the Working Party and is therefore' deleted
here.

Article 43 - Budget
24. Ho comments

Article 44 - Authorisation for exponditure

25~ In this Article, as in other Articles in which the
Fin2ncial Regul~tions are mentioned, the Working Party
decided to delete the reference to Article 53 as super-
fluous.

26. E~~~g~~E~_~was umended to the effect that the car17ing
forward of lli~expendedappropriGtions is to be done in accor-
dance with the Fina..."'1cialRegulations~

Article 45 - Financial year

27. No comments.

Article 46 - Draft Budget--------- ..
28. The Working Party,udopted the text contained in

.BR/GT IV/31/70, subject to a correction to the English text.

Article 47 - Adoption of the budget

29. No comments

E~/GT IV/41 e/70 lor/RT/gc
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-30. Article 48 - Provision~~l Budget

As regards E~~~~~~E~~g,the Working Party agreed, on
the matter of the provisional budget, ~to use the formula
contained in Article 204 (2) of.the EEC Treaty (1).

31. Followin~ a proposal by the United Kingdom delegation,
(see BR/GT IV/36/TO), the Working Party thought it advisable
to lay dOwn, ~na new E~E~gE~E~_J,that for the p~rposes
of applying Article 48, payments by the Contracting States
should continue to be made und~r the conditions laid
down for the preceding financial year. .It also specified,
in a new E~E~~E~E~_1,the Contracting Statesl obligation
to pay a proportion of their special financial contribQt-
ionss on a provisional basis.

-.../"...
/

. -(1) Article 204 of the EECTreaty, dealing with the prcvi~ional
figure of one-twe.lfth, hasbeell applied within.theEEC
on several occasions (1963, 1966 and'1968). The ceiling
authorised for monthly expenditure, in the event of the
budget not yet having been voted, is one-twelfth of the .
budget credits for a given chapter, for the previous'
'financial year. This. ceiling. may however be lowered where
the pending draft budget,makes provision, in respect of
the same chapter, 'for appropriations lower than those
appearing in th~,btidget for the previous financial year.
In that event, the ceiling would no' longer be one-twelfth
of the total credits for the previous financial year, but .
o~e-twelfth of the amount provided for in the draft budget.'
to be adopte~. :The Council may still, under the terms.
of Article 204, authorise eh~enditure in excess of
one-twelfth of the appropriation.

BR/GT IV/41 "£/70 ett/RT/pb. .~ ..
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33. Article 49 - Budget ioplenentction

No coonent s.

34. Article 50 - Audi tintS of accOu~lts

In :;)..cccrd2.J."1cewith 3.. sUGgestion by the Dai ted Tingdon.
delegntion' (see ER/GT IV/36/70), the Working Pc.rty a.mellded
this Article so th2.t the baJ.cmce sheet showing the assets
2~~d liabilities of the Eurc)ean Patent Office should clso
be eX2.l:.1inedby the Audit Board and suboitted to the Adruini-
strativc COUl~cil, together with the Board's report.

35. P...r-cicle51 - Accounting a-c~d ccntributing currencies

The Working Party ext~nded the scope of ES~~g~~EQ_g
to cover the p~ywents provided in Article 42b (new) m~d
the advCi.:i.'lcesprovided for i:aArticle 42d (new).

35. As/ reg2.rds 2S~~g~~EQ~_~_~9:_1 of the 1962 D-:,aft,a
further exaDintltion W2.S iJ.adeof whether, as requested by
certain delegations at thE; previous 1:J.8f!tingof the l,'v'orking
P~rty, the fUL~ds deposited by the Contro.cting States should.~
rAtc..intheir p8..rvc.lue at the value in force at the dG.teof
dcpoci t •... Tho' rec.l probleD was whether this princ~ple shou.ld
be explicitly ctated. The ncjcrity of the dclega.tions

Bn/GT IV/41 e/70 ett/RT/gc ... / ....
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decided in favour of introducing this principle into the
Financial Regulations: The :United Kingdom delegation,-"

,without in any way wishing to call into question a rule
a1:so provided for in the Treaty of Rome,: reserved its
position on this matter, with a view to carrying out more
detailed studiei.

The German delegation preferred ~hat the maintenance
of parity i~ respect of payments by the Contracting states
should be expressly provided for in the Convention. It
reserved the right to return to this question at the
Confe:rence.

37. Having'regard to the ,above,' the W~rking Party decided
to e.mend point 24 of the l:1inutesof "its second meeting

, .'
(BR/GT IV/32/70, pag~ 10) as follows:

"It is the "opinionof the Working Party th?-t :the'
obligation on the Contracting States to maintain
the value of funds which they have deposited at
the rate of exchange in force on the day of their
deposit should be retained and-affirmed in the

/ Financial Regulations. ~he United. Kingdom dele~
~tion :-eserved'its lOSi tion'on this ma~ter •. The '.
delegat~ons neverthe ess agreeu thattn~s ~s.a '
difficult problem and that the proced~es should
be studied more thoroughly. il

The Working Party noted that the 'amendment to the
aoove mentioned report submitted by the United Kingdom
delegation (BR/GT IV/32/70, .t"..mend),is thus superceded •

.
~:
~:
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38. Article 53. - Financial Regulations

The Working Party extended the scope of E~~~g~~Eg_1El
to cover the payments provided for in Article 420 (new) and
the advances provided for in Article 42d (new).

39. The Working Party also inserted a new E~~~~~p.h~1~2
'C:.overingthe provision::::;on the fixing of interest rates,
p~eviously spread out ever a number of Articles.

40. The Working Party considered that the scale of contri-
buticns should, in vie~ of its importance, be laid down in
the Ccnventiyn itself ~nd not in the Financial Regulation
as pre7i':)usl;yenvisaged,

41. Article 187 - !ir~t aC2~mting ~eriod of the EUIO~~~Patent OfL.ce------

:n draftinB paragraphs 1 and 2, the Working Party took
aCCO'lL'1t of the nell"versiont,f Article 4 wher~by the'Euro-
pean ?atent Office will be established with effect from the
en"':r;rinto force of the Con.vention (see BR/48/70). €- ..

42. ~~~~~Eh_J was amend~d in such manner that the Adm~n-
is~rative Council will be e~trusted under the Convention
wia: the task of laying dowr-, should it deem it necessary,
geie!'al principles governing":-ecrui tment made during the
tr&-"1.sitional period~' It was decided to cOr.n:l'unicatethe
nevI,' '<ersion of Article H~7 tc Working Parties I and III,

BR/GT/ :v/41 e/70 ett/RT/pj " .'../ ...
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so.that they cauld take nate af the warding finally chasen,
since this'pravision also. fell within their terrosof
reference.

II.....

-.

EXM1INATION OF THE P~PORT BY WORKING PARTY IV
ON THE FINAlICING OF THEWJROPEAN PATENT OFFICE

(BR/GT IV/37/70)

43. The Warking Party examined the new versian af the
Repart on the financing af the Eurapean Patent Office
d,rawn 1,11' in the light of the cammentsmade by the

.'delegations af the previaus meeting.

.Introduction General (pages 1 ta'3 of the Repart) " .
.. '.

44. The first paragraph of'page. 30f the Repart was"
amended so as to bring it into line with the new text of

. '. ~Article 42c 'whichdoes not rule out the possibility of
the EUropean Patent Office cailing for special financial
contributions at ~given moment, even' after 'the erid.of
the period during which contributions should normall~ be

..used to cover the deficit of the EuropeanPate.nt Office.

..~.

BR/GT Iv/41 e/70 ett/RT/fm ... 1...
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45. The Working Party made a number of other amendments
to this chapter. The purpose of these was to specify the
financial advantages eccruingto certain Contracting States
as a result of the s~tting up of the Europe~l Patent Office
and to make it clear that the studies'wr-ich r-adbeen
carried out related to the tvvo separate assumptions under
discussion (deferred examination'with a 2-year or a 7-year
reauest period).

46. Chapter IV - Estimated exnendi ture of the Euronea.."1Patent
Office (pages 9to 12)

With regard to Annexes 5 and ;a, the Report is to .
specify that the distribution of posts within the various
cIa,sses was dre.wn up, in pnrt, having regard to the
r8con~end~tions of Working Party III.

47. As regards ~"11lex 7, the Working Party agre.:;dto bas.e
the evaluation of gross national product (calculation made
in Annex 26) upon the exchange rates in force on 30 June
1968.

I

48. The Working Party decided to replace former Annex 8,
listing the salaries of EEC officials, with a new Annex
showing the basic salaries of officials of the ~uropean
ratent Office, as recommendBdby Working Party III.

. .,

BR/GT IV/41 e/70 ett/RT/lb .../ ...
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"49. As regards the calculation of family and expatriation
allowances for ,EPO of~icials;' account will no longer be
taken of the possibility of a branch office being opened,
in view of the new po~ition adopted on the ,matter by.the
United Kingdom Delegation (see"BR/49/70, point 129).

• • • ~w' ~ •••

50. Chapter V - Estimated direct revenue of the European
"Patent Office (pages 12 to 24)

Since the calculation of revenue is based upon the
assumption that 50% of patent applications will be filed
directly with the European Patent Office, the remainder
being channelled via the PCT route, the Working Party took
care to clarify thi's point on page 14 of 'the Report.

51. Chapter VIr - Qutl~ne of expenditure and revenue of the
European Patent Office (pages 26 to 30)

When examining Annexes 19 and 19a, the"Worki~g
Party noted that the estimates in question did not cover
unforeseen expenditure.

Aware of the fact that it is difficult to make
allowance for such expenditure on'a year-by~year basis, the
Working Party" agreed not to give figures for such
expenditure in Annexes.19 and 19a. Ho~eve~, rather than
give the impression that these fu~exes were budgets in the,
proper sense of the term, the Working Party agreed that they
should be considered merely "as outlines of tha expenditure
and revenue of 'the European Patent Office. Page 26 of the
Report and the titles of these Annexes are to be amended
accordingly.

,
"

BR/GT IV/41 e/70 ett/RT/fm ~ .../ ....
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52. lul exchili~geof views followed on the amolli~tof unfore-
seen expenditure for which allow~~ceshould be nade in the
Europe~ Patent Office. The Working Party agreed on the
need to allocate credits in the budgets of the European
Patent Office for unforeseen expendiJGure, above £'.11during'
the initial years of the EPa. The amount of the credits
to be provided for UJ.""lderthis heading oight, however, fall
off subsequently. A token amount of 5% of nnnual expendi-
ture was chosen.

53. Havi~g regard to the ~e~""lSprovided fer the financing
of the EurOpe2.l1Patent Office, the Working Party agreed to
8.b2.:.~dollonce und f'cr 8.ll the idea of.c.working be.121lcec.nd
oi u reserve fUlld. The United Kingdo8 delegation, however,
let L; be IG.10Y.'ll thc.t it accept cd this nevI fOT"culC'..'with
reg:r'et, since it differed froillth~t adopted by other illter-
natio~~l org~~isations ~""ldncs, i~ its opinion, likely to. .give rise to difficulties in its pr2.cticc:.lapplic:'1.tion.
The United Kingdon delegation would have preferred to £'.dopt
the wo~king b2.1~~lCeand reserve fund solution. The
Norwegian delegation supported this point of view.

?8.GC 28 of the l:eport is to be altered in view of' the
£1.b~lition cf the wcrki:lg b2:1Q.l1ceand reserve fUJ.""ld,cos
decided by tho gorking P~rty. _

BR/GT IV/41 e/70 ett/RT/gc ... 1...
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54. Chapter VIII - Revenue and expenditure until normal
------------ Dudget 16 atta1ned (~ages 30 to 3~)

Corrections. will--be made to page.'32 of the Report to
take account of: the abolition of the working balance and of
the reserve fund f9r.which separate calculations had been
carried out in ,Annex E.-

55. Chapter X - Financing of the European Patent Office in
its b~ild-up and running in peFiod by con-
tributions from the Contracting States
(pages 44 to 47) . - . -

Following a suggestion by the German delegation, the
Worl-::ingParty decided to adopt the statistics for 1968,
which are now ~ailable, as _~_basis 'for.calculating gross -
national product. L~ex 26 and 28 are to be amended
accordingly (see also point 47 above).

56. Faced with.~wo proposals on the alloca~ion .of the
expenditure of the European Patent Office (see points 12
and 13 above), the Working Party decided to,doletethe.last.
sentence of paragra}Jh i of page" 46 ~d to re:pla~'~it by a
ne"""text.

The Working Party cons~dered that, in view of the
nature of the problem, it would' not be expedient for it to
make any evaluation of either .form, since the final choice
was a matter for the Conference.

.---

t
..~•.
t.
E
E..t:
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57. Annexes 29, 29a, 29b and 29c are to be amended to
enable each Contracting'State to estimate its contributions
to the European Patent Office, according to the different
assumptions envisaged. The text of page .47 on the report
is to be amended accordingly.

58. A new paragraph is to be inserted on the same page, .
specifying that the possibili,ty of requesting special
financial .contributions will not be limi ted only to the
initial years of the working of the European Patent Office. €

59. Chapter XII - Provision for contingencies (pa~e 47)

A new Chapter XII, dealing with provision for conting-
encies, (see point 52 above), is to be inserted on page 47
of the report.

60. Chapter XIII - Summary of conclusions (pages 47 to ~O)

~he amounts of the fees shown on page 48 were correc-
ted, in accordance with the results obtained by the Working
Party, assuming deferred examination procedure with a two--
year request period, in Chapter V, poin~ 4 (a).

61. Point 5, slli~arising the conclusions of the report on
the reserye fund and the working balance, is now superseded
and ~dll therefore not be repeated in the final text of the
Report (see point ,53 above).

i

o
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62. The United Kingdom delegation undertook broad res-
. .ponsibility for making such calculations as might prove
necessary following the deletion, in Annex E, of the
expenditure allocated for the working balance and the
reserve fund (see points 53 and 54 above). The Secretariat
is to complete the report on financing and its Annexes,
in the light of the results of the calculations to be pro-
vide'd by the United Kingdom delegation.

III
FURTHER PROCEEDINGS

63. The Wor~ing Party decided to submit to the Conference
both the financial provisions which it had adopted
(BR/56/70) and the new version of the report on the financ-
ing of the European Patent Office, together with ML~8XeS
(BR/57/70) .

64. The Working Party agreed, in addition, that the
.Minutes of its third meeting should be distributed only
to/ its members as had been done in the case of the Minutes
of previous meetings. The Minutes were however to be made
available to Working Party I which was to meet in the near

. .
future in its capacity as Co-ordinating Committee. The
Minutes were also to be made available to the Conference
at its next meeting.

65. Finally,'.!-the Working Party instructed the Secretariat
to send to the Chairman o~ the Working Party I Sub-Commit~
tee on "Rules relating to Fees", all the Working Party IV
documents necessary for the preparation of the Draft
Rules relating to Fees.
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