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INTER-GOVERNIME NTAL. CONFERENCE Brussels, 27 November 1970
FOR THE SETTING UP OF A EUROPEAN
SYSTEM FOR THE GRANT OF PATENTS BR/ GT IV/ ‘“/ 70 .

- Secretariat -

MINUTES

of the third meeting of Working Party IV =
(Iuxembourg, 13-15 October 1970) _ B

1. The third meeting of Working Party IV was held in
Luxembourg, from 13 to 15 October 1970, with
Mr. E. ARMITAGE, Coqptfoller General, Patent OIfice,
London, in the Chair, | |

The representatives of the International Patent
Institute at The Hague and of WIPO/BIRPI took part in the
meeting as observers. The representative of the General

: Secreuarlat of tne Council of Europe apologlsed for his
absence. (1) ‘
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2 The Working Party began by éxamining, on:the'basis of
- various working documents (BR/GT IV/31/70 and -BR/GT IV/36/7O
with “ddendum), the financial provisions of the FPirst
Drellmlnary Dratt Conventlon establishing a European System_
for the Grant of Patents (Articles 42-53 and Article 187).
It adopted these prov131ons as set out 1n BR/56/70
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(1) The list of participants is given in the AnneXa~ _ - B
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The Working Party then re- examlned the Report on the~
flnan01ng of the European Patent Office and the Annexes to
it (BR/GT IV/37/70). The new text of this Report is given
in BR/57/70. . | o -

3. The Drafting Committee, under the Chairmanship of _
DR. SINGER, drew up draft Articles for some of the financisl
provisions after they had been discussed by the Working

Party and submitted these to the Woz rking Party for adoption.

4. The main results of the discussion of the fihancial
provisions.are_given below (under I) as are those of the
discussion of the Report on the financiﬁg of the European
Patent Office (under II). ‘
. I _
DPISCUSSION OF THE FINANCIAL PROVISIONS
(BR/GT *V/51/70 and B?/GT IV/36/70 with Adoendum)

Article 42 - Cover for expenditure

5. The Working Party provisionally numbered the three
' sub-paragraphs of this Article (1), (ii) and (iii) to
avoid any confusion with Articles 42a, 42b and 42c. When -
these dhree Articles are later re-numbered, however, the
sub—paragraphs of Artlcle 42 will again become (a),
() and (¢). . -

BR/G? IV/41 /70 lor/RT/pb ' T eed/ee

S

Prosa 'y



Article 42a ~ The Furopean Patent Office's own'resources_

_ The Worklng Party adopted this Artlcle - subgect to a

correctlon to the German text - with the same wordlng 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,

Te

8.

Article 42b -. Payments bx,the Contracting States in respect
of renewal fees for European patents

FPollowing a propesal by the United Kingdonm delegation
(BR/GT IV/36/70), the Working Party made it clear in
Eeragranhe 1 _and 2 that-the Contracting States are to pay
to the Zuropean Patent Office 75% of the national fee for
each individual European patent and not 75% of their total
income from renewal fees, '

When paragraph 3 was discussed, the question was raised
) 49

-as to how the Administrative Council should determine, in

the case of a group of Contructlng States lelng a common

scele of renewal fees applicable to that group, the minimun .

amount to be paid for each European patent. The general
view was that the provision concerning the minimumiamountf'
would have no practical signif cance, at least for the EEC.
States, as the uniform fees for the pllnned unltary patent
for the Common Harket would in 21l probability be hlgher
than the minitum amount fixed, whatever the level of thls
minimunm amount mlght be._' '

7
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The Worklng Party decided not to adopt the suggestion -
of one delegatlon that the Administrative Council should fix
an 1nd1v1dual minimum amount for each group of States; the '
Worxlng Party felt that this would lead to the logical
.conclus1on that the minimum amount would have to be fixed -
1nd1v1dually for each- and every Contre.ct:l.n'7 State and suoh
a task would create too great dlf”loultles for the Admlnl—
stratlve Coun01l. , - . ) Co-

The Worklng Party came to the conclu81on that a uniform
mlnlmum amount for =1l Contracting Stﬂtﬂs and groups of
‘States would be the most expedient solution under these
circumstances. It therefore decided to retain the' last
phrase of paragraph 3 ’

9. The Worklng Party also found it appropriate to delete
the provision in baragraph 5 stating that the Admlnlstrqtlve

Council should determine the due date for payment in accord-.
ance with the liquid resources reouired v _wie Buropean

Patent Office; in its view, the Administrative Council's

'freedom of de0131on should not be 11m1ued in thls respect

Artlcle 42¢ - Level of feee and pav”erts

Article 424 -_§pe01al financial contrituiicns

10. The Working Party comblncd thege two prov131ons in a
'single Article (now Article 42c), in order to meke it clear
that the expenditure of the European Patant Cffice s rould
baelcelly be covered by the fees referred to 1n Article 42a
and by‘the payments referred to in Article 42b. If this-
snould prove impossible, the European Patent Office will be

e (T

able to resort to flnan01al contributions from the Contractlng R

Stateés., "This will be particularly relevant d Swring the Ilrst
few years of operatlon of the European Patent Office.

. e 0/. L ] .
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12,

13.
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With regard to the scale of contributions, the Work-

Party could not agree on a common- solutlon It decided to

_'submlt to the Conference the two proposed varlants of the
‘new E“ravreph 3 dlscussed below:

In the flrst variant of- paragraph 3, the: scale of
contrlbutlons is to be determined in accordance with the
number of domestic and foreign patent appllcatlons filed
in the individual COntracting States dﬁring:the last year
but one prior to the date of entry into force of the Con-

vention, Thls provision; which was contained in the former

Article’ 424, paragraph 2, was redrafted in an improved

form at the instigation of the United Kingdom delegation :

in parvicular, the possibility was included of'appli—

- cations being made via the PCP route. In additioﬁ,'the'

new wording of Article 4 as adopted by Working Party i at
its meeting in September was taken into con51derat10n B

this Arvicle states that the Euroneqn Patent Office w111
be established when the Conventlon comes 1nto force! (see

BR/48/70)

 The first variant of'para#raph 3 was'suppbrted by the
United Kingdom,: German and Norweglan delegatlons, princi-
pally on the grounds that the scale of confributions could.
be calculated easily and rationally - on the other hand, 4
the scale of‘contributions contained in the eecond variant
would be. too compllcated and would also give unfalr re-
sults when the rates of contrlbutlon of a number of small

countries were compared with each other

The second varlant of naravraph 3 was 1ntroduced at
the pronoual of the French deleﬂathn,~on the basis. of an

BR/GT IV/41 e/ O.lor/RT/pmg : - . o/




14,
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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 relevent figures would be those for the last
year but one prior to the date of entry into 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 propbrtion to the number

of applications filed in these States.

The second variant was supported by the French,
Luxembourg and Spanish delegations. They felt that é.scale
of contributions calculated in this way would lead to
generally more satisfactory and fairer results for the
smaller States than would a scale of contribﬁtidns baged
solely on the number of patent applications. A re-
allocation of contribution rates for States with more than
30,000 applications seemed advisable, as these

" contributions would not otherwise be sufficiently balancédrv

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, in.a ' _
particular proportion, the contributicns payable under fhe‘

first vafiant,of the scale of contributions (see 12 above).

It was suggested:ih\this connection that a general prov-

~ision should be introduced to theveffect'that avgrdup of

Contracting States which availed itself of the option
provided in Article 8 should be able to-maké their
contributions jointly, determihing their individual _
contributions to this internally according to their own

BR/GT IV/41 e/70 lor/RT/fm
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scale, The French delegation reserved its position on this
point.

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.

'The. Working Party was also'concerned'toAformdlate Article
42c in such a way as not to rul& out separate allocation of
contributions within a group of States. '

The guestion was also raised in the Working Party as to’
whether the scale of contributions could be zmended once the
Convention had come into force,'aﬁd if so, by what weens.

No delegation denied'that:it might be ekpedieht to.make'

provision for some means of amendment;ru In this context, it

wes suggested that the Administrative Council should examine

the contribution scales periodically. In the view of one -
delegation, the Administrative Council should be able to

amend the scale of contributions by.a unanimous.decision.

-/ The Working Party did not adopt any final decision on
this point. = It merely observed that the scale of contri-— -

butions should not be valid only for_the'first few years of

operation of the European Patent Cffice, during which the
income freom fees and payments would not recch & sufficient
level to cover the expenditure of the.Euerean Potent Office.

BR/GT IIV/41._e“/7O 'lor/RT/gcj L YA
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17. The Working Party did not feel it necessary for the

~ Convention to contain a special provisicn for tha first few
years of operation of the European Patent Office, as had
previoﬁsly been contained in Article 42g. In paragraph 5
of the new Article 42c, the Working Party laid down 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.z new
provision, under which contributions made earlier must be
repaid before contributions made later may be repaid (new

paragraph 6).

Article 42e¢ (now Article 423) - Advances

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

the European Patent Office should be able to demand advan-
" ces not only on the special finaencial contributions of the

Contracting States, but also on the payments which they are
to make 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 laid down by the Administrative Council
not being observed. 'The Working Pérty agreed that the
advances should not necessarily 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 one budgetary period to the next they mlght be .
requested and granted in the previous year,

BR/GT IV/41 e/70 lor/RT/pj o v/ e
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21.

. Article 42f (now Article 42e) -~ Appropriations for unfore- '

22.

The Working Party also confirmed that the Administrative
Comcil should previously determine the limits within whlch\
the European Patent Office maJ request advances.

In the'view of‘the Working Partyvthe Eufopean Patent
Office should be able, for the purpoSe'of covering short-term
finencial needs, not only to request advances from the
Contractlng States, but also to obtain bank loans, with the

approval of the Admlnlstratlve Council. However, the Worklng o

Party decided not to lay down this ontlon, which, in its view,’
went without oav1ng in view of the legal personality of the -
European Patent Office, in a partlcular Article, in order

. to avoid unnecessarily limiting the powers ofﬂactlon of the

Furopean Patent Office in this respeciby a restrictive text.

The Working Party decided not to include in the Con-
vention a provision to the effect that belated payment of

advances was to be subject to interest. In its view it would

be a mistake to attach too great impmtance to thisdproblem.l
Paragraph 2 was therefore deleted.

seeable expenditure

The Working Party retained +this provision, whereby'
appropriations for unforeseeable expenditure may be contained
in the budget, in the same form as in BR/GT IV/31/70. As
observed by the Vorklna Party, this Article together with
other prov181ons ‘mekes the setting up of an operatlonal fund
and o reaerve fund euperfluous. ' ’ o

BR/GT IV/41 /70 lor/RT/1b
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24.

25,

26,

27.

8.

29.

- 10 -

Article 21g -~ Transitional period

This Article was incorporated in the new Article 42c¢

(see 17 above) by the Worklns Party and is therefore deleted_ 1'”

here.

Article 43 - Budget

No comments

Article 44 - Authorisation for expcnditure

In this Article, as in other Ariicles in which'ohe
Financial Regulations are mentioned, the Working Party
decided to delete the reference to Article 53 as super- -
fluous, .

Paeragraph 2 was amended to the effect that the Cﬂrrying

forward of unexpended approprlwtlons is to be done in uccor-
dance with the Financial Reﬂu1a+1on :

Article 45 - Pinancial year

No comments.

Article 46 - Draft Budzet

The Working Party adopted the text contalnbd in

- BR/GT IV/31/70, subject to a correction to the_Bngllsh text.

Afticle 47 ~ Adoption of the budget

No comments

E?,GT IV/41 /70 lor/RT/gc veo/ves



30.

31.
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Article 48 - Provisional Budget

As regards ggrggrggg_g the Worklng Party agreed, on

the matter of the provisional budget .o use the formula ;‘
contained in Article 204 (2) ofAthe EEC Treaty (1)

Follow1ng a proposal by the Unlted Klngdom delegatlon,
(see BR/GT IV/36/70), the Working Party thought it advisable
of applylng Artlcle 48, payments by the Contractlng States
should continue to be made under the condltlons laid
down for the precedlnc financial year. It also sp901f1ed
to.pay a proportlon of thelr,spe01al financial contrlbutj

ions, on a provisional basis.

RV

(1)

Article 204 of the EEC Treaty, dealing with the previsional

figure of one-twelfth, has been applied within. the EEC -
on several occasions (1663, 1966 and 1668). The ceiling
authorised for monthly ewpendlture, 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 the.budget 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
one~twelfth of the amount provided for in the draft budget - -
to be adopted. :The Council may still, under the terms
of Article 204, authorise expenditure in excess of
one—twelfth of the appropriation.

BR/GT IV/41 /70 ett/RT/pb
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34.

35.

“Article 50 - Auditing of accouwats

- 12 -

Article 49 - Budget imslenentotion

o counments.

In acccrdance with a Su‘gLSthﬂ by the UAlted Tingdon \
delegation (see BR/GT IV/36/70), the Working Party cmended
this Article so that the balonce sheet showing the assets

‘end liabilities of the Zurcrhean Paten* Office shculd also

be exaunined by the Auvdit Board and subumit ted to the Adwnini-
strative Council, together with the Board's report.

Ariicle 51 - Acccunting aad ccoatributing currencies

to cover the payments provided in Arulcle 42b (new) and
the advances provided for in Article 42d (new).

As regards parcgraphs 3 and 4 of the 1362 Draft, a
further examination was nede of whether, as requesteu by
certain delegations =t the previcus ueeting of the VWorking
Perity, the funds deposited by the Contracting States should -
retain their par value at the value in {orce at the date of "
depo 31t....Thé~real problen was whether this principle should

be explicitly stated.  The majerity of the delegations

BR/GT IV/41 ¢/70 ett/ET/gc | TR



37.

~13 -

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
also provided for in the Treaty of Rome, reserved its
position on this matter, w1th a view to carrying out nore

detalled studles.-

The German delegatlon preferred that the maintenance
of parity in respect of payments by the Contractlng States

‘should be expressly prov1ded for 1n the Conventlon. It

reserved the right to return to thls question at the

- Conference.

Having regard to the aoove, the Worklng Party dec1ded
to amend point 24 of the lMinutes of 1ts second meetlng
(BR/G 1v/32/70, page 10) as follows:

"It is the oplrlon of the Working Party that the
obligation on the Gontracting States to maintain .
the value of funds which they have dep031ted at
the rate of exchange in force on the day of their
deposit should be retained and- affirmed in the

/ Finencial Regulations. The United Kingdom dele-
gation reserved its position on this mat%er., The
delegations nevertheless agreed that this is-a :
QlfflCh;t problem and that the procedures should -
be stualed more tho;ou hly."

The Worklng Party noted that the’ amendment to the
above mentioned repo*t submitted by the Unlted Kingdom
delegation (BR/GT IV/32/70, Amend), is thus superceded.

BR/GT IV/41 &/70 ett/RT/pc e
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38, Article 53 - Financial Régulafions

The Worklng Party extended the scope of pgggggggg_gpl

to cover the payments provided for in Article 42b (new) and
the advances provided for in Arthle 424 (new).

—_._ s P e ot S e

‘tovering the prov131on on the fixing of interest rates,
Previously spread ou; oVer a number of Articles,

40, The Working Partd con51dered that the scale of contri--
butiens should, in view of its 1mportance, be lald down in

the Ccaventicn itself nd not in the Financial Regulatlon
. as previgusly envisaged,

41. Article 187 - First accomting nériod of the European
Patent Cffice '

n drafting Daragra“ha 1 and 2, the Working Party took
accourt of the new version of Article 4 whereby the Euro-
- peen Patent Office will be established with effect from the
en’ry into force of the Comvent¢on (see BR/48/70).

42, Paragraph 3 was amendud in such manner that the Admln-
isrative Council will be extrusted under +he Conventlon
wish the task of laylng dowr, should it deem 1% necessary,
geieral principles governlng T2cruitment made during the

 trey c1’clonal period. It was cecided to conmunicate the

new version of Article 187 tc Working Parties I and IIT1,

BR/GT/CV/M e/T70 ett/RT/pj | o | | | vos/vus
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so that they could take note. of the wordlng finally chosen,

since this ‘provision also fell within their terms of
- reference. ' ’

II.. .

‘EXAMINATION OF THE REPORT BY WORKING PARTY IV

" ON THE FINANCING OF THE EURODEAN PATENT OFFICE -
(BR/GT IV/37/70)

43; | The'Working Party examined~the new version of the
‘Report on. the financing of the European Patent Office
drawn up in the light of the comments msde by the
delegations of the prev1ous meeting. .7

,Introducfion —-General_(pages 1 t0c3 of the Report) -

44, The first paragraph'of-page 3. of the'Report was”
amended so as fo br1ng it into line with the new text of
Article 42c ‘which does not rule out the poss1b111ty of
the FBuropean Patent Offlce calllng for specwal flnanc1al
contributions at any ‘given moment, evén after the end of
the period during which contributions should normally be

- .used to cover the deficit of the European Patent O0ffice.

BR/GT IV/A1 /70 ett/RT/fm o A
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The Workiﬁg'Party‘made a number of other emendments
to this chapter. The pﬁrpose'of these was to specify the
financial advantages eccruing to certain Contracting States
as a result of the setting up of the European Patent Office
and to make it clear that the studies-which kad been
carried out relétéd to the two separate assumptions under
discussion (deferred examination with a 2-year or a T-vear
request period). '

Chavpter IV - Eétimated exnenditure of the Euroneah Patent
Oifice (pages 9 to 12)

With regard to Amnexes 5 and a, the Repbrt is to .
specify that the distribution of vosts within the various
ciasses was drawn up, in part, havihg regard to thea
racormendations of Working Party III.

As regards Ammex 7, the Working Party agrea2d to basa
the evaluation of gross national product (calculation made

~ in Annex 26) upon the exchange rates in force on 30 June

48,

1968, o

The Working Psrty decided to repléce former Annex 8,
1istiﬁg the salaries of EEC officials, with a new Annex
showing the basic salaries of officials of the European
Patent Office, as recommended by Working Partvy ITT.

BR/GT IV/41 /70 ett/RT/1b v s
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49, As regards the calculatlon of family and expatrlatlon
allowances for EPO offlclals, account will no longer be
taken of <he poss1b111ty of a branch office being opened,

in view of the new position adopted on the matter by.the
United Kingdom‘Delegation (see-BR/49/70, point 129).

50, Chapter V - Estlmated dlrect revenue of the Buropean
. 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 thls p01nt on page 14 of the Report.

51. Chapter VII -~ Qutline of expenditure and revenue of tne
§ European Patent Office (pages 26 to 30)

When examining Annexes 19 and 19a, the Working.
Party noted that the estimates in question did not cover
unforeseen expenditure. ' ' '

‘Aware of the fact that if_is.difficult £0 meke
allowance for such expenditure on'a year—by year ba31s, the
Vorking Party agreed not to give figures for such
expenditure in Annexes.19 and 19a. However, rather than
give the impression that these Annexes were budgets in the

-proper sense of the term, the Working Party agreed that they -

should be considered merely’as outlines of the expenditure
and revenue of “the European Patent Office. Page 26 of the
Report and the tltles of these Annexes are to be amended
accordlngly. ‘

BR/GT IV/41 e/70 ett/RT/fm I - ceo/eoe
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n exchange of views. Iollowed on the amount of unfore-
seen expcndluure for whlch gllowunce should be maae in the
Buropeon Patent Office. The Working Party agrecd on the
need to allocate credits in the budgets of the Furcpean
Patent Office for unfereseen expenditure, abcove 211 during
the initial years of the EPO. The amcunt cf the credits

to be provided for under this headinﬁ wight, however, fall
oiff subsequently. A token awount of 5% of annual expendi-

ture wes chosen.

Having regerd to the means provided for the financing
oi the Zuropean Patent Office, the Working Party agreed to
abandon once and fer all the idea of o working balance and

oL & reserve fund. The United Kingdca delegation, however,

let it be known thet it accepted this new formula‘with
regret, since it differed frou thot ad03ted by cther inter-
netional organisations and was, in its cpinicn, likely to
give rise to difficulties in its practicsl applicatidn.

The United Kingdom delegation would have preferred tqnadopt
the working balance and reserve fund solution. ~The

- Horwegien delegation supported this p01nt of view.

Pz 28 of the Report is to be altered in view of the
abclitl cn c¢i the werking belance and reserve fund, es
decided by the VWorking P rty ' '

BR/GT IV/41 e/7C ett/RT/zc B /
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54. Chapter VIII - Revenue and expenditure until normal

55.

56.

buaget is attalned (pages 30 to 32)

Correctlons w1ll'be made to page- 32 of the Report to .
taLe account of the abolltlon of the worklng balance and of
the reserve fund for which separate calculatlons had been'»
carried out in Annex E.

Chapter X - Finanéing of the European Patent Office in
A its bulld-up and running in period by con-
tributions from the Contractinz States
(pages 44 to 47)

~ Follow1ng a suggestion by the German delegation, the
Worlking Party decided to adopt the statistics for 1968,
which are now available, as a_basis for calculafing gross -
national product. Annex 26 and 28 are to be amended
accordingly (see also point 47 above) '

Faced with two proposals on the allocation of the -
expenditure of the European Patent Office (see p01nts 12
and 13 above), the Working Party deCLded to. delete the last
sentence of paragraph 1 of pa@e 46 and to replace 1t by a
new text

The Working Party coﬁeldered that; in view of the o
nature of the problem, it would not be expedlent for it %o
make any evaluation of either form, since the final ch01ce
was a matter for the Conference. '

-

BR/GT IV/41 /70 ett/RT/pc o VT
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58.

59.

60.

61.
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o

Annexes 29, 29a, 29b and 29¢ are to be amended to
enable each Contracting‘State to estimate its contributions
to the Buropean Patent Office,'according $0 the different
assumptions envisaged. The text of page 47 on the report
is to be amended accordingly.

A new'paragraph is to be inserted on the same page,
specifying that the possibility of requesting special

financial contributions will not be limited only to the
initiel years of the working of the_European Patent Office._

Chapter XII - Provision for contingsncies (page 47)

i

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

Chapter XTIIT - Summary of conclusions (pages 47 to 50)

The amounts of the“feee shown on page 48 were correc-

ted, in accordance with the results obtained by the Torking.

Party, assuming deferred examination procedure with a two—-
year request period, in Chapter v, p01nt 4 (a)

Point 5, summarising the conclusions of the report on
the reserve fund and the working balance, is now superseded

and will therefore not be repeated in the final text of thev

Report (see point 53 above)
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62, The Uniyed Kingdom delegation undertook broad res-
ﬁonéibility fof_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 Secretériat
is to complete the report on flnan01ng and its Annexes,
in the light of the results of the calculatlons to be pro-
vided by the United Kingdom delegation.

IIT

FURTHER PROCEEDINGS

63. The Working 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, togother with Annexes
(BR/57/70).

64. The Working Party agreed, in addition, that the - -
'Minutes of its third meeting should be distributed only
to 1ts members as had been done in the case of the Minutes
of prev1ous meetlngs. The Minutes were however to be made
avallable to Working Party I which was to meet 1n the near
future in its capa01ty as Co-ordinating Commlttce. The
Minutes were also to be made available to the Conference_

at its next meeting.

.65. - Flnally, the Worklng Party instructed the Secretarlat
+to send to the Chairman of the Working Party I Sub- Commlt-_
tee on "Rules relating to Fees", all the Working Party IV
documents necessary for the preparatlon of the Draft
Rules relating to Fees.
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Prdsident - President - Président

Mr. 'E. ARMIT:GE

Comptroller-~General Patent Office, London

— DELEGALTIONEN -~ DELEG.ATIONS —.DELEGLTIONS

DEUTSCHL.LND

Dr.
Dr.

Dr.

Dr. 1

I"J’I ]

H.

R.

H.

MLST

SINGER

BOSSUNG

BOCKER
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STREBEL

~ ESPAGNE

M,

J. DELIC:DO MONTERO-

RIOS

M. J.L. GOMEZ-DEG.NO
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Ministerialrzt
Bundesjustizministerium

‘bteilungsprisident -

Deutsches Patenteamt

.Regierungsdirektor

Deutsches Petentant

Oberregierungsrat
Bundesfinanzministerium

Oberregicrungsrat
Deutsches Patentamt

Regierungsoberamtmann~
Deutsches Petentamt

Chef du Cebinet technique admi-
nistratif de la Direction du
Service de brevets espagnol
Ministére de 1'Industrie

.ivocat de 1l'Etet

Conseiller Jjuridique
Ministére des Finances

VAT



FRANCE

M. P. FRESSONNET: -

X, J. BARAT

M. P. PIERSON

LUXEMBOURG

M., J.P. HOFFRM.NN

M., F. SCHLESSER

NORWAY
Mr. L. NORDSTR.LKD

3

Mr. M. HUSLID

Mr. S. RZER

UNITED KINGDOM

Mr. J.D. FERGUSSON

Mr. H.W. SiVAGE
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'Z‘Dlrecteur—ad301nt

Institut National de ia Proprleté
Industrielle

Administrateur civil
Ministére des Finances et Ges
Affeires économiques

Chef du service financier . .-
Institut National-de la Proprlete

_Industrielle

Chef du Service de la Propriéfé
Industrielle
Ministére de l'Economie Nationale

Fonctionnaire au service de la

- Propriété Industrielle

Ministére de l'Vconomle Natlonale

Director
Patent Office

Head of Section
Ministry of Foreign 4iffairs

- Head‘of Section

Patent Office

issistant Comptroller - |
Patent Office _ o

Chief Executive Officer
Patent Office
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- BEOB..CHTER - OBSERVERS - OBSERV..TEURS

W.I.P.0./B.I.R.P.I./BENEVE

Mr. L. BLEUMER - Heed, Legislation and Patent
Classification Section
World Intellectual Property
Organization

Institut Internastional des Brevets - .LA HAYE

M. i.J. KIRSCHT Chef de l'idministretion de la
Recherche

M. R. PELLETIER _ Chef du service financier

- SEKRETLRIAT -~ SECRET..RI..T — SECRETARTIAT

M. E. MUHLEN .dministrateur principal
M. H. KUNHARDT 4Hdministrateur
M. D. THOMPSON Legal Adviser

EFTA Secretorict
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