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DRAFT PROGRAM AND BUDGET 

OF THE PARIS UNION FOR 1967 

1. D u rin~ its First Ordinary Session (September / 
·-" 

October 1964), the Conference of Representatives of 
the Paris Union examined the draft program and budget 
of BI RPI for the years 1965, 1Cl66, and 196 7 , as pre
se nted in document CC / II / 4. The Conference of Rep r e
sentatives unanimously approved the contents of that 
doc ument, while noting the statements of certain 
delegatio ns, the essentials of whi c h are reproduced 
in the Report on that session of the Confere nce of 
Representatives (see document CC/II / 10, paragraph 28). 

2. As the draft program and budget in question con-
cerned a period of three years, it was unde r stood that 
on l y ge neral and approximate estimates co uld be gi ve n 
and that, for 1966 and 1967., budgets of a less pr O
v isional nature would be pr epared and presented in 1965 
and 1966 (see document CC / II/4, paragraph 5). 

3. The details of the draft progr am a nd budget of 
BIRPI for 1967 are contained in document CCIU / IV/5 . A 
special part of that document is de voted to the program 
of the Paris Union. 
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4. This docum e nt, t her e fore, ref e r s t o document 
CCIU/IV/5 , in ord e r to avo i d r epe tit i on. It will 
probably be adv i s abl e f or th e Exec ut iv e Committee of 
th e Paris Union to exam i ne th e proposal s of t he pro 
gram and hud~ e t of th e Paris Union be for e questions 
of coordin a tion conc ern i ng al l the Uni ons are d i s
cussed, on th e basis of t he same do cume nt, wi thin th e 
Interunion Coordination Committ ee , whos e mem be rs are 
all the States members of th e Exe cutiv e Commit t ee of 
the Paris Union. 

5. Th e purpos e of th i s docume nt is to point out 
the main diffe r ences bGtwe e n the provisional esti
mates for 1967, a s s ot out in document CC/II/4, dis
cussed and approved in 1964, and th e pr esent esti
mat es for 1967 of a l e ss provision a l na ture , a s they 
appear in th e dotail ed draft r-ro gram and bud ge t for 
1967 cont a in e d in docum e nt CCIU/IV/5. 

G. As r eg ard s the draft program, th e principal 
differe nces are th o followin g: 

(a) Th e provision a l program provided for t he 
convenin r, of an Asian Semin ar , in 196 5 , and a gen oral 
meetin g devot ed to th e probl oms of dove lopin R countries, 
in 196 6 . Th e Asian Sem inar had to be postpon ed ·and 
was held jn February 1 0 6 6 ~ in Co lom bo (C oylon) . In 
vi ew of th e wid e ly dif feri ng int or ests of th e develop
ing countri es, th e prop osal to conven e th 8 ge neral · 
me e ting ref erred to abov e has bee n d~opo od fo r the 
mom e nt . On th e oth er han d , it woutd bo advi sab l e to · 
hold a semina~ for th o Arab co~ntries , which wer e not 
suffici e ntly r e present ed at th e African and Asian' 
Seminars in 19 63 an d 1gs c , but which h~v o ~xpre ss ed 
their int er ost in such a s eminar. It c ould not bo 
h ~ ld in 1967, howev er, i n vi ew of th e inad e quacy of 
th e c e iling of contributions for th e Paris Uniori . It 
will ther c f 6re hav e to .be post pon ed , · in th e hop e that 
the Diplomatic Conforenc o of Stockholm will provid e 
the Paiis Union with more fin~n6ial re sourc es. 

(b) ' The provisional program provid ed that, 
aft e r the compl e tion of th e Mod e l Law on Inv e ntions, 
BIRPI w~~l~ conv on ci a Committe e of Exp erts in 19 66 to 
discu~s a Mod e l Law on trad emarks and a noth er Committe o 
of Ex~ o rts, in 1967; to discuss a Mod e l Law on »other 
forms of indus t rial prop erty . » How e ver, ( it s eemed · 
more practical to includ e most of thos e oth e r forms of 
industrial property in the draft Model Law which will 
be submitt ed to th e Committ ee of Experts in Nov ember 
1966. Th e draft now de als with tr ado names , indications 
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of source, and unfair competition, as well as trade
marks. In these circums tances, and in view of the 
fact that the Model Law on Inventions deals not only 
with patents but also with inventors' certificAtes 
and know-how, there are practically no "other forms 
of industrial property" left a part from industrial 
designs . The need to conven e a third Committee of 
Experts is therefore less urgent and, in any case, 
there would be no funds in 1967 for this meetin g 
either, pending the Stockholm Conferenc e . The 
special work which the preparati on of this Confere nce 
entails for BIRPI i~ a further reason for postponing 
the convening of a Committee of Experts to discuss a 
Model Law on indu s tri al designs. 

(c) The provisional program provided that in 
1967, as in 1965 and 196 6, BIRPI would finance train
ing programs for persons in charge, or destined to be 
in charge, of the administration of industrial 
property in developing countries, and that , also in 
1967, BIRPI would organize an ind ustrial property 
course (as in 1965). While the training program has 
been maintained in the draft program for 1967, the 
same cannot be said for the industrial property course. 
There are two reasons for this. First, the inade
quacy of the ceiling of contributions which, once 
again, renders inevitable the postponement of certain 
tasks in the program until such time as the ceiling 
will--it is hoped--be raised. Secondly, the East-
We s t Ind ustrial Property Symposium--which had not been 
foreseen in the pro v isional triennial program but 
which is scheduled to take place in October / November 
1966, in Budapest--may, since it is similar in charac
ter to a course, be considered as satisfying to a 
large extent the same purposes as the course initially 
contemplated for 1967. 

(d) The provisional program provided for the 
meetin g of a working group , in 1966, which would have 
star ted the preparations for the Diplomatic Conference 
of the Paris Union, to be held in Vienna , at the 
invitation of the Austrian Government , on a date to be 
fixed between 1969 a nd 1971 . The Executive Committee 
of the Paris Union noted, at its session in l9G5, that 
this meeting would not take place in 1966, but would 
be postponed . The program now presented provides for 
the convening of this meeting, and perhaps even two 
meetings of the same kind, in 1967. Indeed, it seems 
necessary to embark on the preparations without delay , 
if it is hoped to be ready in three or four years ' time. 
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Document CEP/II/5 contains mor e precis e su gg estion s 
concerning this item of . the pro gr am . 

7. As regards th e draft bud get, the main differ~ 
ences between the provi s ional estimat es , of 196 4 and 
the present e stimates are t h8 followin g: 

( a ) Foresee a ble e xpendit ur e for 19 67 now works 
out at l, 146,000 -Fr a nc s. In 1964 , this fi g ure had 
been estimated a t 950,000 franc s. The diff erence of 
196,000 francs corresponds to 2G%. Of the fourteeh · 
budget headin gs, nine show a n increase and five a 
decrease . 

(b) Almost t wo-thirds (122 , 000 francs) of this 
increase· appears under the it em nPersonn e l , » It is 
due to th~ increase in sa laries c a us ed mai nly by the 
unexpected ris e in th e cost of livin g and to the ·· 
recruitme nt , in the Industrial Pro perty Division, of 
one more official than had · been e s timated for . 

.., 

(c) Th e other dif fe r e nce s ar e indicat ed helow, 
in thousands of franc s: pri nting, +2 4 ; contracts, +17; 
miss ions , + 2 4; con fer e n c e s , + 11 ; d e leg at e s ' t r .a vel, + 9 ; 
amorti z atiori of th e constru c t i on co s t s of th e Build- _ 
i n g , + 1 ; u p k e 8 p o·f t h e B u i 1 d i n g , + 8 ; fur n i t u re , + 1 0 i . 
offic e supplie s ; -3; po s t age , -4; t e l epho ne , - 3 ; 
library, - 2 ; unf ores ee n, -18 . 

(d) For eseeable r ec eipts for 196 7 row work out 
at 1,015,000 francs . In 19 64, th-eyhad be e·n estimated 
at 950,000 francs . Th e differ e nce of 65,000 francs 
represents ·7% o 

.l 

(e) Thi s diff er e nce of 65,000 francs is der i ved, 
in the case of 15,000 franc s , from c ontribution s 
(865, 000 instead of 850,000) a nd, in the case of 50,000 
francs, from publications and variou s other sources of 
income (150,00 0 ins t ead of 10 0 ,000). 

(f) The. -budge t e s timates. for 19 67 ther e fore 
show a deficit of l31i000 f~a ncs . As budge~ de ficit s 
should, · in .principle., be avo.i ded, it ""!ill be ne cessc;=lry 
to sum .up i ·n a few words the sp ecial . reasons for this 
regrettable r esult for the fin ancial yea r 1 9 6~ . 

I ; : I l ~- I / 

. ' 

•,. 

· .. 
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(i) First, on the income side, the ceilinr. 
of contributions (900,000 francs) of member States 
vtill be the same as in 1963, 1964, 1965, and 1966, 
whereas, during the same ~eriod, staff expenditure 
has increased by almost 50% and other expenses (e.g., 
printing) also show an inevitable increase. 

(ii) Then, again on the income side, the 
ceiling of contributions is never actually reached, 
when 20 member countries of the Union are still con
tributing on the basis of ceilings lower than the 
ceiling of 900;000 francs in force since January 1, 
1963. These countries are the following: Bulgaria, 
Cameroon, Canada, Central African Republic, Ceylon , 
Chad, Congo CBrazzaville), Dominican Republic , Gabon, 
Greece , H u n g a r y , I s r a r3l , I v or y C o a ~ t , f'1 a 1 a g a s y R e p u b 1 i c ~ 
~liger, Senegal, South Africa, Tanzania ,, Turkey, 
Upper Volta. 

(iii) On the expenditure side, it should be 
pointed out that extraordinary expenses are incurred 
by the preparation and organization of the Diplomatic 
Conference of Stockholm, expenses which concern only 
the year 1967. 

(iv) Again on the expenditure side, the 
only mean ~ of reducing expenditure in order to achiev o 
a balanced budget would be to reduce appreciably the 
activities of BIRPI, particularly es regards assistance 
to developing countries (training program, printing nf 
Trademark Model Law, etc.). 

(g) The deficit for the financial year 1967 
would be covered by the Union's reserve fund, which 
stood at 372,000 francs at the end of 1965 and will 
amo unt to approximately 350 , 000 francs at the end of 
l9GG. 

8 . The Executi ve Committee is 

invited to express its 

opinion on the questions 

dealt with abo ve. 




