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Mr. Chairman,

I have the impression that what happened before we ad journed
for lunch might have been taken by some as if the Swedish Dele-
gation was going to introduce a subject of @ highly controversial
order. Let me, however, already at the outset allay these“tears,
or, if I may so turn the phrase, bring the sub ject matter down to
more moderate proportions. It is not the intention of the Swedish
Delegation to, as it were, spring a bomb. What, in fact, we are
going to do is to invite other Delegations to convey their views
on how the item of the administrative and structural reform should
best be tackled in connection with the Stockholm Conference. This
question is to the Swedish Government the more relevant, as this
will apparently be the last time representatives of Member States
meet before the said Conference.

When the first draft on'the administrative and structural
reform prepared by the working party was presented to the 1965
Committee of Experts, it was met with considerable interest and
a fairly large measure of agreement seemed to prevail on the es-
‘tablishment of an international organization, also open for member-
ship ‘to States not members of any of the Unions. However, certain
. countries were against the idea as such, and differences of opinion
" 'also came to the fore on some other important points, let alone
minor divergencies of views. The 1965 meeting of experts made
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far-reaching changes in this first draft in an attempt to reconcile the
opposing views, but differences of opinion on major points still existed
at the close of the meeting., With regard to these differences, the
Swedish Government and BIRPI discussed the possibilities for the Confer-
ence to come to a positive result. The present meeting was scheduled tc
allow for further discussions in order to smoothe the way for the Stock-
holm Conference.

At this meeting it has been borne out that a majority of the Dele-
gations here represented--and among them the Swedish Delegation--favours
the establishment of an internaticnal organization, at least as proposed
by the 1965 Committee as a compromise--the so-called IPO Draft. Some
Delegations are, however, decidedly opposed to this Draft, for instance,
France, Italy, Morocco and Yugoslavia--a draft that was made in order
to meet the views of the opposing Delegations. Other Delegatioms, such
as the Indian, the Polish and the Soviet, have reserved the position of
their Governments. Still other Delegatiocns have expre essed the opinion
that controversial issues & 'ld 'Gt be dlscussed here but be postponed
to the Stockholm Confererce, ™ '

It is obvious that the Swedish Government, having the responsibility
of . Belng the host. Government, .when planning for the Conference, must take
into acccunt. the. p0931b1e outcome of it, 1In view of the divergencies of
oplnlon.wb;gh still; exist, we can see the outcome of the Conference on
this score.

- We can see tﬁgmfollowing three main alternatives: . .

1.

(e i an IPO Organization will be successfullyllédnched‘at
‘Stockholm;:

'(ii) a 11mitud refo Wi w111 be aChleVLd

(iid) a flrsL wengrql ﬂlqcu351un on a. dlplumntlc level w111

take place but a final abreembnt will be reached only
.., sat a later Conference.

Of course, there is another rOSSLblllty and thaL is that the
mattexr. would best be served by a total postponement of the item to a
later Conferunce when 1t has bucome less, controversial ‘and therefore
more rlpe for..a solutlon that can meet . Wlth unanlnaus approval. In
this context it nluht be well EQ rumember that many Member States have
as.yet not been taking rart in our meetings and that their attitudes
are,. therefore, still unknjwn,

1S T
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The Stockholm Conference has been scheduled for five weeks, a
period which for various reasons cannot be prolonged. We should like
to remind you again that during the Conference three different topics
are to be dealt with: (1) the revision of some of the substantive
provisions of the Berne Convention; (2) the insertion into the Paris
Convention of provisions relating to inventors' certificates; and (3)
the administrative and structural reform of the Unions. This means
that the Conference will have to deal with two more items than the one
that was originally contemplated. In view of this the time that can
be allotted to the administrative and structural reform must necessarily
be limited.

Mr. Chairman, the Swedish Delegation has wished already at this
stage when we have just come to a close of the discussions of the Draft
IPO Convention, to confront the Delegates here assembled with the pro-
blems I have referred to. This has been done not only to give the
other Delegations a picture of what is facing the Swedish Government
which will soon have to decide how this item shall be handled. It
has also been done to enable the other Delegations to make known before
the end of this meeting of experts their views on how this matter should
best be dealt with. This would make it easier for the Swedish Govern-
ment to take a decision that would be in conformity with the best inter-
est of the Member States.






