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EIRST MEETING, Monday, September 28, 1964, a.m.

Opening of the session and election of the new Officers

(Items 1 and 2 of the Provisional Agéhda£"5535hent"EEIU;Il/l)

1. Mr. MORF \Switzerland), in his cepacity es Chairmen of the Interunion
Coordination Committee, welcomed the participents to the second ordinary
session and proceeded to the election of new Officers who, according to
the Rules of Procedure of the Committee, must be elected during the first
neeting of each ordinary session.

2. "As the result of the drawing of lots, provided for in the Rules of
Procedure, the Chairmen was to be elected from emongst the States which
were Members only of the Permenent Committee of the Berne Union and, it
followed that one Vice-Chairmen was to be elected from amongst the States
which were liembers only of the.Permanent Bureau of the Paris Union and the
other. from amongst the States which were Members of both the Permanent
Committee and the Permenent Bureau.

3. Following & proposal by Mr. PURUSHOTTAM (India), seconded by Mr. DATE
(Jepan) the Committee unanimously clected by ascclemation Mr. ANGHRL
(Rumenien People's Republic) as Chairmen; Mr. BRENNER (United States of
America) and Mr. BORDONAU (Spain) were electod Vice-Cheirmen.

4. Before handing over to the new Cheirmen, Mr. MORF (Switzerland) thanked
the Committee for the tribute p#id to his country when they elected him as
first Chairman and expressed his gratitude for the support which he had
constantly received from the States.

5. Mr. ANGHEL (Rumenian People's Republic) took the Chair and presicded
over the seccond ordinary session.

fdoption of the Agenda
(Item 3 of the Provisional figenda; document CCIU/II/2)

6. A5 there were no objections to the draft egenda submitted by the
Secretariat (document CCIU/II/2) the CHAIRMAN declared it unanimously
adopted.

Report on the activities of BIRPT since Noverber, 1963
(Item 4 of the hgenda; documents CCIU/TI1/3 end L, and
Menagement Report of BIRPI for 1963)

?._12QQ_DIRECTOR stressec that the Report on the activities of BIRPI since
November, 1963 concerned only past activities of BIRPI and not the future
progran and budget, which were dealt with in other documents (ccIu/11/8).

He drew particuler attention to the following activities of BIRPI during
the past year:
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(a) A Working Party composed of experts from 10 countries had met in
May, 196k, to study the structural reorgenization of BIRPI; the draft
Convention would shortly be communicated to all Member States of the Paris
and Berne Unions, who would be invited to take part in the work of an
Expert Committee, probably in March, 1965.

(b) Relations with the United Nations hed developed considerably, both
the United Nations Conference on Trade and Development (UNCTAD) and the
Economic and Social Council (EC0S0C) had adopted resolutions providing
explicitly for UN-BIRPI colleboration in the preparation of certain projects.
In this .odnﬂékiOH; the Director stated that he had just received, en-
September 28, a2 letter from the Secretary-General aof the United Nations
outlining conditions for future collaboratifn; +this letter would shortly
be distributed (document CCIU/II/L Add.)

() & draft model law for the protection of inventions and technical
know-how had been drafted by BIRPI for developing countries; it would
serve as the basis of the work of a committee of experts which would meet
in October, 1964, and to which 64 developing countries had been invited.

(d) The Conference on Industrial Property for Latin Americe had been
held in Bogota in “July, 196.. A resolution was adopted recommending
particularly to those Letin American countries which were not parties to
the Paris Convention to consider the advisability of accession; since then,
three countries had expressed their intention of joining: Argentina, Co. o ibia
and Venezuela. With reference to BIRPI activities in Latin America,: the
Director stressed that the Permenent Secretariat of the General Treaty for
Central American Economic Integration (Treaty which grouped Costa Rica,
Guatemala, Honduras, Nicaregua and El Szlvedor) had asked BIRPI to help
prepare a dreft Central Americen Convention on Irademerks, Patents end
Designs. BIRPT would naturally respond to this request.

(e) BIRPI had organized training courses for people who were or would
be responsible for the administretion of industrial property in developing
countries. These couses wee tobeheld either at BIRPI or in countries with
Administrations experienced in industrial property matters. The Director
stated that 8 trainees had been selected, from Colombis, Ghena, Ireq. Iran,
NMorocco, the Philippines. Theiland end Venezuela and they would be
proceeding to the following countries: TFederal Republic of Germany, Ireland
Italy, Swit,erland, United Kingdom and Unfted States. This program could
be extended if tne financial situation allowea.

(f) The possible revision of the Paris Convention to include the idea
of inventor's certificate, perticularly as e basis for priority right, was
being studied. The Director recalled that & Study Group had been convened
by BIRPI in Januery, 196L,and that the work would be pursued by an expert
ccommittee, which would probably meet in March, 1965, composed of the
representatives of 21l the Member States of the Paris Union; the USSR would
be invited as Observer.

~
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(g) With reference to the Berne Union, the Dircctor mentioned that
the Permanent Committee had held their eleventh session in December, 1963,
in New Delhi, at the invitation of the Indian Government. The Committee
had expressed the wish that llember Stetes of the Union be consulted on the
subject of the English euition of the Keview "Le Droit D'Auteur".

Consultations had begun on this subject.

84 Mr. FINNISS (France) congretulated BIRPI for this ectivity; he stressed
that a policy:of presence paid, especially if BIRPI was to eppear everywhere
as the sole intergovernmental organization qualified in the field of
intellectual property on a world scale.

9. Mr. BRENNER (United States of America) also expressed his Government's
satisfaction with the results obtained. He was particularly pleased with
the colleboration being established between the United Nations and BIRPI.

10. Mr. WINTER (United States of Americz) suggested that BIRPI should examine
the possibility of working with the United Nations, within the framework of
the Expanded Program of Technical Assistance of thet Trgenization, and
requested the Director to report to the next session on this subject.

11. The CHAIRMAN noted that the expression of views requested in document
CCIU/IL/3 wes favorcble. . :

Tinenciel Report for 1963
(Item 5 of the Agenda; document UCIU/IL/5
and lenagement Report for 1963)

12. Mr. BOGSCH (Veputy-Director, BIRPI) in presenting document CCIU/11/5,
stated that it was primerily intended to complete the Management Yeport by
edding certain details. He recalled that BIRPI had strictly a2dhered to the
decisions taken by the Interunion Committee at its first meeting in connexiom
with the settlement of accounts between the different Unions.

13. Mr. GEANT (United Kingdom) congratulated the Secretariat on the deteils
contained in the documents submitted and for the work which these represented,
but he did not feel that in future such detailed documents were necessary.

He requested that, in future, corresponcing figures for the previcus year
be given, to allow rapid comparison’ between the two financial periods.

14. Mr. FINNISS (Brance) stated that both the financial services and the
Cours des Comptes had been agreeably surprised by the details contained in
the documents. He agreed with Mr. Grant that fewer details would suffice
in future. With reference to salaries, he requested thet the yearly figure
for each post be indicated.

15. Mr. de HiLN (Netherlands) noted thet under Heading 82 2n azmount of more
than 500 Swiss Francs had been debited to the Paris Union, as expenditure
in connexion With the Convention £or the Protection of New Varietfes op "
Plants;ithis was surely an item of common expenditure. R
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16. Mr. BOGSCH (UeputyeDirector, BIRPI) replied to the previous items:

7 (a) BIRPI would be pleased to present reports with fewer details in
future;

(b) :it hed not been possible to give "corresponding figures" for years
prior to 1964, since the whole method of presentation had been altered
considerzbly in 1963. In future these figures would be given;

(¢) with reference to salaries, the grade of ecch post was shown in the
budget document zna the Admlnlstrgt1v5 Hendbook (I'anuel administratif). showed
the salary corresponding to each grade;

(d) with reference to expenditure in connection with the protection of
new plant varieties, it had been decided, following the Report of the
rln;n01al Experts (Messrs. Jeauffre, St Gt Devenport) thet the "parent-
union" would meke advance payments on behalf of future unions or, where no

“perent-union” existed, the union covering the field nearest to th;t of the
future union. it nould appear that in this instance, the ynion covering the
field nearest to that of the futurc union for new plant verieties was the
Paris Unlon, es plent varieties in many countries were considered to be in the
field of patents. It wes, furthermore, only 2 loan which would be reinbursed
to the Paris Union as soon as the new union for plant V?rlCtlLS began to
function.

17. DMr. FINNISS (Prance) expressed agreement with Mr. Bogsch on expenditure
in connection with the future union for plant yvoristies.

18. After Mr. WINTER (United States of America) hed added his congretulations
to those glready expressed, the CHAIRMAN declared that the I'inancial Report
of BIRPI for 1963 was unanimously approved. :

Financial Rules of BIRPI

(Item 6 of the Agenda; document CCIU/IL/6)

19. Mr. BOGSCH (Deputy-Dircctor, BIRPI) recalled thet zccording to the
provisions of Articles 10.1 and 5.1. of the Financial Keguletions, the
Director, with the advice of the Interunion Committec, was responsible for the
preparation of rules reguleting the orgasnization of the financial services of
BIRPI as well as the accounting services. The dreft before the Committee wes
a set of rules for the implementation of the Financial Regulations. It had
been prepared on the basis of the work of the financial experts (Messrs
Cummins, Davenport and Jeauffre), who had enumerated in their Report of 1963
the matters which should be covered by such implementary rules. There were
two parts. One corresponded, to Article 10.1. (orgenization of the financial
services) and the other to article 5.1. (accounting) of the Financial
~Regulations.

20. Mr. MORE (Switzerland) suggested that the following clause be added to
article 3 (f) "..... a report shall be esteblished and sent to the.Supervisory
Authority".

o~
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21. Mr. BOGSCH (Deputy-Director, B1RPI) stated that the proposed amendment
was acceptable.

22, Mr, FINI'ISS (France) pointed out that the Controller was, according to
article 1 (B), directly responsible to the Supervisory Authority, whereas in
article 1(c) he was subject to BIRPT Administration. As there could be no
questicn of employing two different officials to deal with finencial control
end the direction of the Finence and Personnel Division within such a
restricted Secreteriet., he would have preferred 2 controller to be seconded
%5 BIRPI by the Swiss Government.

25. Mr. BOGSCH (Deputy-Director, BIRPI) drew ettention to the fact that the
Swiss Government exercised a very cereful and strict control; if the
Government were to second an official for internal auditing, they would also
then be responsible for control at two stages. He proceeded to outline

current practice in other international organizations. First an internal
audit was made by an official and then en external audit by a Government or
by a firm of Chartered Accountants. A similer system was proposed in article
iL

2h. Mr. GRANT (United Kingdom) agreed with the principle of the French state-
ment.  Nevertheless, the fact that the Controller was in direct contact with
the Supervisory Authority should be sufficient guarantee.

25. Mr. LABRY (France) stated that his delegation was not concerned with the
control of expenditure actually made, but with the control of amounts -
obligaeted, before expenditure was incurred. However, in view of the small
Secretariat at BIRPI his Government would not insist that the two functions
be handled by different officials, especially as the Financial Rules provided
for the possibility of direct communication between the Controller and the
Supervisory Authority.

26. lir, HAERIEL CFed‘.Republic ofi;Germa: y)stated thet the principles of sudit
were similar in his country to thosc proposed for BIRPI. A first sudit was
made by en official, = second by an outsidc body. He theresfore agreed with
the structure proposed.

27. Mr. VOYAME (Switzerland) asked whether the Comtroller should not also
check that the expenditure envisaged was in sccordance with texts in force
(Conventions, Regulations etc.)

28. Mr. de HAAN (Netherlonds) and Mr. FINNISS (¥rance) agfeed with Mr Voyame.

29. Mr. TESORO (Unitecd States of Americe) pointed out that this had been
provided for in Article 3(a)(ii) of the draft Financizl Rules, but only with
reference to peyments. A similer proviso might be inserted in Article 2
with reference to obligations.

30. Mr. BOGSCH (Deputy-Director, BIRPI) egrecd that such an addition be made
to Article 2.

51. The CHATRMAN declered that there was a unanimous opinion in Pi¥ér of the
draft Finencial Rules, with the two amendments proposed above (paragraphs 20,
27 and 29).
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SECOND MEETING, Monday September 28, 196k. p.m.

Report on Staff Mattérs

(Fbep 7 of tho fpenia
documents CCIU/II/7 and 7/A (bun 1ucnt1al))

o0 Ehg‘QlR;CTOR of BIRPI,presenting document CCIU/II/7, stressed the
efforts made by BIRPI to nchieve # balanced geographical distribution of
the staff and stated that this effort would be pursued. With reference
to their integration into the “regime commun", three officizls had
requested e re-examination of their cases, following his implementation of
the two reports of the Integration Committee.

33. He proposed that the problem of pension adjustments for ex-officials,
the ex-gratiz payment to lMedame Secretan, widow of the previous Director,
end the question of the continustion in offlcc of the Deputy Dlrbctor
Mr. Hegnin, be discussed in camers. at the end of the meeting

34. Mr, PURUSHOTTAM (India) congratulated the Secretariat on their policy
of balanced g geogerhlcﬁl distribution and expressed the hope that more and
more nationals of non-represented States would be recruited in future.

35. Mr. KUNZ (CZGChOSlOV“k Socialist Hepublic) wished to be associsted with
Mr. Purushottam's statement.

36. Mr. TALAMO (TItaly) steted that as there were several Unions in- existence,
the specific situstion of States belonging to several Unions ought to be
considered as well as geographical distribution. A11 things being equel,

the nationals of such countries should have priority over the nationals of
other countries.

37. Mr. NORF (Switzerl?nd),referring to contributions to the Pensions fund,
steted that the Supervisory Authority had no objection to the amendment of
Brtaiclel 5ulb ot e NSt o 21 Regulafions to permit contributions to-reach the
level of the "regime commun",

38. The CHATRMAN noted that the Committee was in fevor of all the matters
dealt with in the Report on Stoff lMetters, with the exception of the three
mztters which the Director had suggested be discussed in camera (1):-

(1) These matters werc discussed in camers and no summery record was made.
¥or the results of the Committee's discussions, see Heport (document CCIU/
1I/10/rev.)
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Draft Progrem =nd Budget of BIRPT for 1965
(Item 8 of the Agenda; document GCfQ/Ii7§)

9. Hr. BOGSCH (Deputy-Director, BIRPI) stated that following the entry
into force of A sticle 14 (5)(a) of the Lisbon text of the Paris Convention,
BIRPT hed prepared a draft budget for three years for the Paris Union; for
1965, this draft coincided with the part of the drzft budget of BIRPI
relating to the Paris Union, end was presented in document CCIU/II/8. In
comnexion. with this document, he wished to draw attention particularly to
the financial situation of the Berne Union and to the proposal that the
celling of contributions to the Union be reised from 400,000 to 700,000
Swiss Francs per annumn. '

40. The DIRECTOR added th:¢t if it was wished to develop the Berne Union, it
would be necessary for BIRPI to deal with the ectivities covered by the draft
supplementary budget for 1965 =nd more specificelly, with the preparstion

of the Viplometic Conference in Stockholm, with the strengthening of ties with
the states in Latin America ond Africa end finally with an extension of the
trainee ° program. If funds were not made available to BIRFI this program
would have to be abandoned.

41.  Mr. FINNISS (brance) stressec that the budget of the Berne Union was very
smell compared to the interests involved anc edded thet France wholeheartedly
agreed with the increase requested. He pointed out thet sooner or later there
would bave to be an increase in the contribution to the Paris. Union.

42. Mr. GRANT (United Kingdom) enguired whether an increase of 300,000 Swiss
Francs was really necessery; an increase of 200,000 Swiss Francs appeared to
be sufficient. -

43. Mr. PERALES (Spein) statcd that in view of the importence of the tesks .
covered by the draft supplementary budget of the Berne Union for 1965, his
Government had given him suthority %o approve the incrcase in the
contributions ceiling. He wes prepared however to agree to the proposal
made by Mr. Greant to reduce the increase from 300,000 to 200,000 Swiss Francs.
He would like to have details of thec proposed use of this sum.

L. Mr. HESSER (Sweden) approved the program in the field of copyright as
proposed. The Swedish Government wes prepered to meet certain expenditure
in connexiorn with the Stockholm Conference, but BIRPI would a2lso be
incurring specific expenditure for the preparation of this conference and an
increase in their resources wes thereforc called for. A further reason
which led his Government to approve of the BIRPI request was the fact that
assistence to developing countries was useful and even necessary.

45. Mr. de HAAN (Netherlands) noted that the emount, when spread over the 53
Member States of the Union, was insignificant. He approved the BIRPI:request.
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L46. Mr. ROHMER (Frence) indicated that his Covernment had agreed to inereasc
its contributions; thc Finance Administretion had been a little surprised
et the percentage of the increasc, but they had finally accepted the principle.
It would be useful, nevertheless, if BIRPI would give details of the estimated

expenditure 7%, .o .

47. Mr. TALAMO (Itely) sdmitted thet it was necessary to develop the Berne
Union ,* but his finanecial scrvices could not take o decision without
receiving 2 more enalytical budget, giving reasons for the emount requested.

48. MNr. KUNZ (Czechoslovak Socialist Republic) was of the opinion that the
reasons put forward by BIRFI should be studied, bearing in mind possible
economy; his Government had not yet taken = decision. He would have to
abstain. ;

49. MNr, DATE (Japan) stated that hc agreed with the BIRPI program. _He had
not received eny instructions from his Government on the subjcct of an increasc
in the funds of the Berne Union, but the Government would certainly not be
hostile on this metter since they had just decided to increasc their
contributory share, passing from class VI to class III.

5). Mr. LUND (Denmerk) had not received any instructions from his Government.
However, as the proposecd increase would facilitate the preparatory work for
the Stockholm Conference, he suggested that the Interunion Committee- should
.agree to the proposed increase in the contributions ceiling of the Berne Union.

5l E{;_ﬂéﬂ&ﬁif’(FedeRepublic @ﬁﬁggrmgﬁyj had not received any instructions
from his Government cither. He agrecd with Mr. Talemo's statement that
BIRPI ought to present a more detailed draft budget. Finally, he expressed
concern as to whether the present staff of the Copyright Division was
adequate to carry out the proposed program and new staff would be neecded.

52. Mr. BOGSCH (Dcputy-Director, BIRPI) pointed out that if the principle of
en increasec were adopted, the Swiss Government would send = circulsr letter
to the Governments of licmber States and all budgetary details would be given
with that letter.

53. Mr. PURUSHOTTAN (Indie) expresscd satisfaction with the new activities
envisaged by BIRPI, with particular rcference to those in newly independent
States and the relationship with the Unitcd Nations, and would like to stress
the need to increase them cven further. He was also satisfied with the
trainee program and wished to thank BIRPI for having arranged a course in the
United States for an Indian official. As to the level of contributions, the
Indien Government would take a decision when the opinion of other Member States
wes known and when they hed received = request from the Swiss Government.

B4. Following thesc different explanatory statements, Mr. GRANT (United
Kingdom) withdrew his proposal to limit the increase in the contributions to
the Berne Union t07200,000 Swiss Yrancs. i
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55. with regerd to the details of the estimated cxpenditure, he queried
whether it was justifisble to debit the Union with the travel expenses of
delegates to various meetings.

56. The DIRLCTOR stated thet he had enviscged beering part of the cost of
travel for delegates to some meetings because expericnce had shown that
cértain Governments were not able to meet these expenses for their delegates.
It was nevertheless useful for BIRFT to hear the opinion of these delegates,

57. Mr. GRANT (Unitcd Kingdom) gquestioned the usefulness of"training courses
in the Copyright field, as administrative problems at the Governmental level
were somewhat limited.

58 Mm, BOGSCH (Dcputy—Dircctor, BIRPI) stated that fewer courses would be
reéquired in this field than for Industrial Property, because the number of
state officials dealing with Copyright mettcrs was considerably fewer than
those dealing with Industrial Property. The amount of 20,000 Swiss Francs
estinated would cover the organization of two, or st the most of three,courses,
59. lMr. PALOS (Hungerian Pecple®s Hepublic). expresscd disagrcement with the
procedure proposed in cennexion With the increasc of the income of the Berne
Union. The Diplomatic Conference =lone could incresse the contributions
ceiling.

60. Mr. BOGSCH (Deputy-Dircctor, BIRPI) recalled that o period of - 19 years
would have elapsed between the Diplometic Conference of Brussels (1948) ana

Stockholm (1967) and that no national administration was living on the basis
of & budget adopted in 19.48. these were the reasons that had led BIRPI to

ask for an increase of the- contributions to the Berne Union, without waiting
for the Diplomatic ‘Conference.

61. Mr. HABERTEL (Ped.Republic. of Germany) repeated thet he hed no instructions
from his Government. He waes further of the opinion thet a higher budget
would be required if the Berne Union was to aevelop; it was essential that
Stetes be asked to contribute whatever was necessery to the Berne Union and to
give them the means to pey the staff required. His Government, howcver,

would not be able to make the additional payment already in 1965; it would be
preferable therefore if the request was made for 1966, which would give the
States time for decision.

62. Mr. TALAMO (Italy) seid that his country was in the seme position. Any
increase was inconceivable before 1966.

63. Mr. MORF (Switzerlend) in reply to Mr. Heertel end lMr. Falamo.stated
that contributions for 1965 werc payable in the course of 1966.
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6L. Mr. de SANCIIS (Itely) stetec thrt the developing Stetes were not
favorable - to the Berne Convention in the field of substentive law. Out
of the additional budget of 160,000 Swiss Francs, 42,000 Swiss Francs
would be used for Africen countries and 42,000 Swiss Frrnes for Letin
hmerice; these amounts were high and useless. The Berne Union would
ettract the under-developed States only if the level of the Convention was
reduced. He cxpressed certain doubts as to the uscfulness of BIRPI's
activities on bechalf of these countries.

65. Ur. MASOUYE (Head of the BIRPI Co.yright Division) stated. that. the

idcae of the Letin Amcricen Seminer wes several years old. It had not
previously been possible to convene the Seminar becouse of lack of funds
and because of the priority given to the Brezzaville Seminar. The Letin

American Seminar would certzainly be useful as there was 2t present.z strong
movement in Letin Zmerica in favor of acccssion to the Bernc Union,
particularly noticeable in “rgentina and Ecuedor. Colleboration with
Unesco would, furthermore, reduce by half thc cost of the orgenization of
the Seminar. '

66. lr. de SANCTIS (Italy) continued thet the movement in the countries
referred to showed that they could not accede to-the-existing Berne
Convention, and that it would be necessary to reduce the level -of protection
given if the geographical coverage were to be increesed. This was not
desirable. Since the Universal Convention wes in existence, it would be
preferable to encoursge accession of thesc States to the latter rather than
to the Bernc Convention.

67. MNr. KUNZ (Czcchoslovek Socialist Republic) steted that some tates had
declarcd at Brazzaville that the Berne Convention was more favorable: to

the 'exporters' than to the 'importers' and it had becn proposed that
certain clauses to alter this situztion should be introduced. Might it not
be more prudent to wait until after the Stockholm Confercnce before holding
any new Seminars?

68. Mr. BOGSCH (Duputy—Diructor, BIRPI) recelled that the Committec could
not commit the Governments on matters concerning the Berne Union, it could
simply express an opinion as to whether the Swiss Government should scnd a
circular to the States requesting en incressc in contributions on a
voluntary basis.

69. Mr. TATANO (Italy) stressed thet the purpose of the Berne Union was not
to widen the circle of Member States but rather to improve the level of

Mpyright protection. He recalled that hc had exprcssed agreement with the
increase requested and that his Government would have to be informed of the

way in which BIRPI intended to use the amount involved.

70. Mr. de HAAN fy :therlends) pointed out thet the Committee had only to
request the Swiss Government to send & circular to States.
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/1. Mr. RuCHT (Belgium) agreed with Mr. de Haen's remerk,

/2. Mr. PURUSHOTTAM (India) asked whether the letter sent by the Swiss
Government would give some indication of the opinions expressed in’
Committee. :

73. Mr. TALAMO (Itely) felt thet on the contrary, the Swiss Government
should give the reasons for the proposed increase end deteils of the use
to be made of this additional emount, but not the opinionsof the delegates
at the Interunion Committee.

74. Mr. HAERTEL (Fed.Republic of Germany) stated thet he would ‘abstain on
the matter as 2 whole.

/5. The CHATRVAN summed up the con ssnsus of opinion as follows: (1) the
draft ordinary budget of BIRPI was unenimously adopted; (2) with refercnce
to the additionzl budget for the Berne Union, the Committee recommended,
subject to reservations cxpressed by the delegates of the Federal Republic of
Germany &nd certain statements mede by Mr. de Haen and Mr. lalamo, that

the Swiss Government should send = circuler letter to the Member States of
the Berne Union asking them to increase the ceiling of expenditure for the
Berne Union to 700,000 Swiss Francs; this circular letter should state

the reasons for the proposed increasc ang details concerning the use to be
made of it.

Cooperation with the United Nations
(Document CCIU/IL/L Adad,

76. The DIRECTOR rcminded the Committee that when the Report on BIRPI
activities since November, 1963 jhed been discussed, he hed s2id that a
letter received on September 28 from the United Nations would be
distributed shortly. The letter was contained in document CCIU/TI1/% Add.
together with Resolution 1013 (XXXVII) of the Economic and Sociel Council

of the United Nations, to which the letter referred.

/7. Mr. FINNISS (France) congratulated BIRPI on the success which this
offer of collaboration from the United Nations represented.

78. Mr. WINTER (United Stetes of Americs) also expressed satisfaction at

the strengthening of the relationship between BIRPI end the United Netions.

79. Mr. PURUSHOTTAM (India) pointed out that the Secretarist would soon
have to implement peragraph 1 of the Economic and Social Council Resolution
1013 (XXXVII) which included & study of "thc possibilities for adaptesion of
legislation concerning the transfer of industrial technology to developing
countries”. BIRPI should be ready to coopcrate with the United Nations

in this matter. Would it not be advisable for BIRPI officials to begin to
study the question?
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80. Mr. TALAMO (Italy) stated thet the problem of the relationship
between the United Nations and the "Bureau of the International Union
for the Protection of Industriel Property' was less a matter for the
Interunion Consultative Committee than the Union of Paris Committee.

81. The DIRiCTOR stated thet hec had taken note of Mr. Purushottem's
remarks. Following the stetement by lMr. Talamo the matter would also
be submitted to the Consultative Committee of the Paris Union.

82. The CHAIRMAN declered that the Committee was of the opinion that
the Director of BIRPI should accept the offer made by the United Nations.
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THIRD UEEZING, Frijay October 2, 196l _a.m.

Approval of the Report on the work sccomplished

by the Committee during the second ordinary session
(Item 9 of the hgenda; document CCIU/II/10)

83. [The CHAIRMAN proposed that the Report prepared by the
Secretariat (Document CCIU/II/10) should be discussed paragraph by
paragraph.

84. Any paragraphs not specifically referred to hereafter were
adopted without discussion. '

Fl5y il following comments were madc on the other paragraphs:

Paragreph 2.

86. The DIRECTOR stated that Portugal should be deleted from the
list of States not represented. (Portugal had not been present at the
first two meetings of the Session).

Paragraph 10.

87. Mr. FINNISS (Frence) wished to have inserted o statement to
the effect thaet the French delegetion had asked for certain deteils on
the Finencial Report.

Parsgraph 32.

88. Mr. PURUSHOTUAN (Indie) roquested that his statement (see
paragraph 53 above) be included in the Report.

89. Mr, FINNISS (Frence) wishod it statcd in the Report that he
had drawn ettention to the fact that the increase in BIRPI staff would
soon give risc to problems concerning the balancing of the Paris Union
budget and its incomne.

90. Mr. KUNZ (Czechoslovak Socislist Hepublic) asked that it be
regcordedthat ot the end of his statement on his Government's position,
he had said that the matter was still subject to reservation, as it wes
still under consideration.

91. The DIRKCTOR said that =s the Permanent Buresu of the
Consultative Committee of the Paris Union hed becn superseded by the
Exccutive Committee of the Conference of Representatives, the Peris Union
would in future be rcpresented by the said Execcutive Committee at the
Interunion Coordination Committee..

S The CHAIRMAN explained that pending the formal revision of the
Rules of Procedure of the Interunion Coordination Committee any reference
to the Permenent Bureau in those Rules would be taken as reference to the
ixecutive Committee.
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93. The CHAIRKMLN declered that the Report had been adopted
unanimously, taking account of the preeeding details.

Closure of the second ordinary session of the Committee

(Item 10 of the Agenda)

94. Following the adoption of the Genersl Report, the CHAIRMAN
expressed satisfaction at the fortunate outcome of this second session
of the Interunion Coordinztion Committee and the spirit of understanding
that had been apparent during the discussion. He also thanked the
Director of BIRPI and his staff for the excellent way in which the
docunents had been prepared and the information they had constantly
provided during the meeting.

95. Nr. LABRY (Frence) thanked the Chairman on behalf of 2ll the
participants for the firm, courteous and repid manner in which he had
conducted the work of the session and expressed his support for the vote
of thanks to the Secretariat.

96. Noting that all items on the Agenda had been dealt with, the
CHAIRMAN then declered closed the second ordinary session of the
Interunion Coordination Committee.





