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WORLD INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY ORGANIZATION 

Agreement between the United Nations and the World Intellectual Property Organization 

Preamble 

In consideration of the provisions of Article 57 of the 
Charter of the United Nations and of Article 13, paragraph (1), 
of the Convention Establishing the World Intellectual Prop- 
erty Organization, the United Nations and the World Intel- 
lectual Property Organization agree as follows: 

Article 1 

Recognition 
The United Nations recognizes the World Intellectual 

Property Organization (hereinafter called the " Organiza- 
tion ") as a specialized agency and as being responsible for 
taking appropriate action in accordance with its basic instru- 
ment, treaties and agreements administered by it, inter alia, 
for promoting creative intellectual activity and for facilitat- 
ing the transfer of technology related to industrial property 

Note: Article 57 of the Charter of the United Nations, adopted on 
June 26, 1945, at San Francisco, provides as follows: 

" 1. The various specialized agencies, established by intergovernmental 
agreement and having wide international responsibilities, as defined in 
their basic instruments, in economic, social, cultural, educational, health, 
and related fields, shall be brought into relationship with the United 
Nations in accordance with the provisions of Article 63. 

" 2. Such agencies thus brought into relationship with the United 
Nations are hereinafter referred to as specialized agencies. " 

Article 63 of the said Charter provides as follows: 
" 1. The Economic and Social Council may enter into agreements with 

any of the agencies referred to in Article 57, defining the terms on which 
the agency concerned shall be brought into relationship with the United 
Nations. Such agreements shall be subject to approval by the General 
Assembly. 

" 2. It may co-ordinate the activities of the specialized agencies 
through consultation with and recommendations to such agencies and 
through recommendations to the General Assembly and to the Members 
of the United Nations. " 

Article 6(3)(f) of the Convention establishing WIPO, signed at Stock- 
holm on July 14, 1967, gives the power of " approval of an agreement [of 
WIPO] with the United Nations under Articles 57 and 63 of the Charter 
of the United Nations " to the General Assembly of WIPO. 

The text of such an agreement was adopted by the General Assembly 
of WIPO on September 27, 1974 (see Industrial Property, 1974, p. 399) 
and by the General Assembly of the United Nations on December 17, 
1974. 

In accordance with the terms of the Agreement, it entered into force 
on the later of those two dates, that is, on December 17, 1974. On the 
same date, WIPO became a " specialized agency " in the United Nations 
system of organizations. 

A protocol witnessing the Agreement was signed by Kurt Waldheim, 
Secretary-General of the United Nations, and Arpad Bogsch, Director 
General of WIPO, at the Headquarters of the United Nations in New York 
on January 21, 1975. The protocol will be published in the February 
issue of this review. 

There are at present fourteen United Nations specialized agencies. 
The other thirteen are the following: Food and Agriculture Organization 
of the United Nations (FAO), Inter-Governmental Maritime Consultative 
Organization (IMCO), International Bank for Reconstruction and Devel- 
opment (IBRD), International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO), Inter- 
national Development Association (IDA), International Finance Corpora- 
tion (IFC), International Labour Organisation (ILO), International Mone- 
tary Fund (IMF), International Telecommunication Union (ITU), United 
Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO), 
Universal Postal Union (UPU), World Health Organization (WHO), World 
Meteorological Organization (WMO). 

to the developing countries in order to accelerate economic, 
social and cultural development, subject to the competence 
and responsibilities of the United Nations and its organs, par- 
ticularly the United Nations Conference on Trade and Devel- 
opment, the United Nations Development Programme and the 
United Nations Industrial Development Organization, as well 
as of the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural 
Organization and of other agencies within the United Nations 
system. 

Article 2 

Co-ordination and Co-operation 

In its relations with the United Nations, its organs and the 
agencies within the United Nations system, the Organization 
recognizes the responsibilities for co-ordination of the Gen- 
eral Assembly and of the Economic and Social Council under 
the Charter of the United Nations. Accordingly, the Organiza- 
tion agrees to co-operate in whatever measures may be neces- 
sary to make co-ordination of the policies and activities of the 
United Nations and those of the organs and agencies within 
the United Nations system fully effective. The Organization 
agrees further to participate in the work of any United 
Nations bodies which have been established or may be estab- 
lished for the purpose of facilitating such co-operation and 
co-ordination, in particular through membership in the 
Administrative Committee on Co-ordination. 

Article 3 

Reciprocal Representation 

(a) Representatives of the United Nations shall be invited 
to attend the sessions of all the bodies of the Organization and 
all such other meetings convened by the Organization, and to 
participate, without the right to vote, in the deliberations of 
such bodies and at such meetings. Written statements pre- 
sented by the United Nations shall be distributed by the Orga- 
nization to its members. 

(b) Representatives of the Organization shall be invited to 
attend meetings and to participate, without the right to vote, 
in the deliberations of the Economic and Social Council, its 
commissions and committees, of the main committees and the 
organs of the General Assembly, and of other conferences and 
meetings of the United Nations, with respect to items on the 
agenda relating to intellectual property matters within the 
scope of the activities of the Organization and other matters 
of mutual interest. Written statements presented by the Orga- 
nization shall be distributed by the Secretariat of the United 
Nations to the members of the above-mentioned bodies, in 
accordance with the rules of procedure. 
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(c) Representatives of the Organization shall be invited, 
for purposes of consultation, to attend meetings of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of the United Nations when questions as 
defined in paragraph (b) above are under discussion. 

Article 4 

Proposal of Agenda Items 

Subject to such preliminary consultation as may be neces- 
sary, the Organization shall arrange for the inclusion in the 
provisional agenda of its appropriate bodies of items pro- 
posed by the United Nations, and the Economic and Social 
Council, its commissions and committees shall arrange for the 
inclusion in their provisional agenda of items proposed by the 
Organization. 

Article 5 

Recommendations of the United Nations 

(a) The Organization, having regard to the obligation of 
the United Nations to promote the objectives set forth in Arti- 
cle 55 of the Charter of the United Nations and the function 
and power of the Economic and Social Council, under Arti- 
cle 62 of the Charter, to make or initiate studies and reports 
with respect to international economic, social, cultural, educa- 
tional, health and related matters and to make recommenda- 
tions concerning these matters to the specialized agencies 
concerned, and having regard also to the responsibility of the 
United Nations, under Articles 58 and 63 of the Charter, to 
make recommendations for the co-ordination of the policies 
and activities of such specialized agencies, agrees to arrange 
for the submission, as soon as possible, to the appropriate 
organ of the Organization, of all formal recommendations 
which the United Nations may make to it. 

(b) The Organization agrees to enter into consultation 
with the United Nations upon request with respect to such 
recommendations, and in due course to report to the United 
Nations on the action taken by the Organization or by its 
members to give effect to such recommendations, or on the 
other results of their consideration. 

Article 6 

Information and Documents 

(a) Subject to such arrangements as may be necessary for 
the safeguarding of confidential material, full and prompt 
exchange of appropriate information and documents shall be 
made between the United Nations and the Organization. 

(b) The Organization shall submit to the United Nations 
an annual report on its activities. 

Article 7 

Statistical Services 

(a) The United Nations and the Organization agree to 
strive for the maximum co-operation, the elimination of all 
undesirable duplication between them and the most efficient 
use of their technical personnel in their respective collection, 
analysis, publication and dissemination of statistical informa- 
tion. They agree to combine their efforts to secure the great- 
est possible usefulness and utilization of statistical informa- 

tion and to minimize the burden placed upon Governments 
and other organizations from which such information may be 
collected. 

(b) The Organization recognizes the United Nations as the 
central agency for the collection, analysis, publication, stan- 
dardization and improvement of statistics serving the general 
purposes of international organizations. 

(c) The United Nations recognizes the Organization as an 
appropriate agency for the collection, analysis, publication, 
standardization and improvement of statistics within its spe- 
cial sphere, without prejudice to the right of the United 
Nations, its organs and other agencies within the United 
Nations system to concern themselves with such statistics in so 
far as they may be essential for their own purposes or for the 
improvement of statistics throughout the world. 

(d) The United Nations shall, in consultation with the 
Organization and other agencies within the United Nations 
system, develop administrative instruments and procedures 
through which effective statistical co-operation may be 
secured between the United Nations, the Organization and 
other agencies within the United Nations system brought into 
relationship with it. 

(e) It is recognized as desirable that the collection of sta- 
tistical information should not be duplicated by the United 
Nations or any of the agencies within the United Nations sys- 
tem whenever it is practicable for any of them to utilize infor- 
mation or materials which another may have available. 

(f) In order to collect statistical information for general 
use, it is agreed that data supplied to the Organization for 
incorporation in its basic statistical series or special reports 
should, so far as practicable, be made available to the United 
Nations on request. 

(g) It is agreed that data supplied to the United Nations 
for incorporation in its basic statistical series or special 
reports should, so far as is practicable and appropriate, be 
made available to the Organization upon request. 

Article 8 

Assistance to the United Nations 

The Organization shall, in accordance with the Charter of 
the United Nations and the basic instrument of the Organiza- 
tion, treaties and agreements administered by the Organiza- 
tion, co-operate with the United Nations by furnishing to it 
such information, special reports and studies, and by render- 
ing such assistance to it, as the United Nations may request. 

Article 9 

Technical Assistance 

The United Nations and the Organization undertake to co- 
operate in the provision of technical assistance for develop- 
ment in the field of intellectual creation. They also undertake 
to avoid undesirable duplication of activities and services 
relating to such technical assistance and agree to take such 
action as may be necessary to achieve effective co-ordination 
of their technical assistance activities within the framework 
of existing co-ordination machinery in the field of technical 
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assistance. To this end, the Organization agrees to give consid- 
eration to the common use of available services as far as prac- 
ticable. The United Nations will make available to the Organi- 
zation its administrative services in this field for use as 
requested. 

Article 10 

Transfer of Technology 

The Organization agrees to co-operate within the field of 
its competence with the United Nations and its organs, partic- 
ularly the United Nations Conference on Trade and Develop- 
ment, the United Nations Development Programme and the 
United Nations Industrial Development Organization, as well 
as the agencies within the United Nations system, in promot- 
ing and facilitating the transfer of technology to developing 
countries in such a manner as to assist these countries in 
attaining their objectives in the fields of science and technol- 
ogy and trade and development. 

Article 11 

Trust, Non-Self-Governing and Other Territories 

The Organization agrees to co-operate within the field of 
its competence with the United Nations in giving effect to the 
principles and obligations set forth in Chapters XI, XII and 
XIII of the Charter of the United Nations and in the Declara- 
tion on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries 
and Peoples, with regard to matters affecting the well-being 
and development of the peoples of the Trust, Non-Self- 
Governing and other Territories. 

Article 12 

International Court of Justice 

(a) The Organization agrees to furnish any information 
which may be requested by the International Court of Justice 
in pursuance of Article 34 of the Statute of the Court. 

(b) The General Assembly of the United Nations autho- 
rizes the Organization to request advisory opinions of the 
International Court of Justice on legal questions arising with- 
in the scope of its competence other than questions concern- 
ing the mutual relationships of the Organization and the 
United Nations or other specialized agencies. 

(c) Such requests may be addressed to the International 
Court of Justice by the General Assembly of the Organization, 
or by the Co-ordination Committee of the Organization acting 
in pursuance of an authorization by the General Assembly of 
the Organization. 

(d) When requesting the International Court of Justice to 
give an advisory opinion, the Organization shall inform the 

Economic and Social Council of the request. 

Article 13 

Relations with Other International Organizations 

Before the conclusion of any formal agreement between 
the Organization and any other specialized agency, any inter- 
governmental organization other than a specialized agency or 
any  non-governmental   organization,   the   Organization   shall 

inform the Economic and Social Council of the nature and 
scope of the proposed agreement; furthermore, the Organiza- 
tion shall inform the Economic and Social Council of any 
matter of interagency concern within its competence. 

Article 14 

Administrative Co-operation 

(a) The United Nations and the Organization recognize 
the desirability of co-operation in administrative matters of 

mutual interest. 

(b) Accordingly, the United Nations and the Organization 
undertake to consult together from time to time concerning 
these matters, particularly the most efficient use of facilities, 
staff and services and the appropriate methods of avoiding 
the establishment and operation of competitive or overlap- 
ping facilities and services among the United Nations and the 
agencies within the United Nations system and the Organiza- 
tion and with a view to securing, within the limits of the 
Charter of the United Nations and the Convention establish- 
ing the Organization, as much uniformity in these matters as 
shall be found practicable. 

(c) The consultations referred to in this article shall be 
utilized to establish the most equitable manner in which any 
special services or assistance furnished, on request, by the 
Organization to the United Nations or by the United Nations 
to the Organization shall be financed. 

Article 15 

Personnel Arrangements 

(a) The United Nations and the Organization agree to 
develop, in the interests of uniform standards of international 
employment and to the extent feasible, common personnel 
standards, methods and arrangements designed to avoid unjus- 
tified differences in terms and conditions of employment, to 
avoid competition in recruitment of personnel, and to facili- 
tate any mutually desirable and beneficial interchange of per- 
sonnel. 

(b) The United Nations and the Organization agree: 
(i) to consult together from time to time concerning mat- 

ters of mutual interest relating to the terms and condi- 
tions of employment of the officers and staff, with a 
view to securing as much uniformity in these matters as 
may be feasible; 

(ii) to co-operate in the interchange of personnel when 
desirable, on a temporary or a permanent basis, making 
due provision for the retention of seniority and pension 
rights; 

(iii) to co-operate, on such terms and conditions as may be 
agreed, in the operation of a common pension fund; 

(iv) to co-operate in the establishment and operation of 
suitable machinery for the settlement of disputes aris- 
ing in connexion with the employment of personnel and 
related matters. 

(c) The terms and conditions on which any facilities or 
services of the Organization or the United Nations in con- 
nexion with the matters referred to in this article are to be 
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extended to the other shall, where necessary, be the subject of 
subsidiary agreements concluded for this purpose after the 
entry into force of this Agreement. 

Article 16 

Budgetary and Financial Matters 

(a) The Organization recognizes the desirability of estab- 
lishing close budgetary and financial relationships with the 
United Nations in order that the administrative operations of 
the United Nations and the agencies within the United 
Nations system shall be carried out in the most efficient and 
economical manner possible, and that the maximum measure 
of co-ordination and uniformity with respect to these opera- 
tions shall be secured. 

(b) The Organization agrees to conform, as far as may be 
practicable and appropriate, to standard practices and forms 
recommended by the United Nations. 

(c) In the preparation of the budget of the Organization, 
the Director General of the Organization shall consult with 
the Secretary-General of the United Nations with a view to 
achieving, in so far as is practicable, uniformity in presenta- 
tion of the budgets of the United Nations and of the agencies 
within the United Nations system for the purposes of provid- 
ing a basis for comparison of the several budgets. 

(d) The Organization agrees to transmit to the United 
Nations its draft triennial and annual budgets not later than 
when the said draft budgets are transmitted to its members so 
as to give the General Assembly sufficient time to examine the 
said draft budgets, or budgets, and make such recommenda- 
tions as it deems desirable. 

(e) The United Nations may arrange for studies to be 
undertaken concerning financial and fiscal questions of inter- 
est both to the Organization and to the other agencies within 

the United Nations system, with a view to the provision of 
common services and the securing of uniformity in such mat- 
ters. 

Article 17 
United Nations Laissez-Passer 

Officials of the Organization shall be entitled, in accor- 
dance with such special arrangements as may be concluded 
between the Secretary-General of the United Nations and the 
Director General of the Organization, to use the laissez-passer 
of the United Nations. 

Article 18 

Implementation of the Agreement 

The Secretary-General of the United Nations and the 
Director General of the Organization may enter into such 
supplementary arrangements for the implementation of this 
Agreement as may be found desirable. 

Article 19 

Amendment and Revision 

This Agreement may be amended or revised by agreement 
between the United Nations and the Organization and any 
such amendment or revision shall come into force on approval 
by the General Assembly of the United Nations and the Gen- 
eral Assembly of the Organization. 

Article 20 

Entry Into Force 

This Agreement shall enter into force on its approval by 
the General Assembly of the United Nations and the General 
Assembly of the Organization. 
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CorjiaineHHe Me)Kfly OprammiiHeô Oöte^HHeHHLix Haiinn 
H BceiYUipHOH OpraHH3aiIHeH HHTeJIJieKTyaJIbHOH COOCTBeHHOCTH 

üpeainßyjia 

IlpHHHMaH BO BHHMaHHe nojioHîeHHH cTaTLH 57 YcTaBa 
OpraHTTaaîTWTT OôbeflHHeHHHX Hannfi n nyHKTa 1 CTaTbii 13 
KoHBemjHH, yqpe>KAaiomeH BceMnpHyro opraHH3au,nio nnreji- 
jieKTyasubHoä COOCTBeHHOCTH, OpraHH3au;HH OöbeaHHeHHbix 
Hannii H BceMHpHaa opramisaniiH HHTejraeKTyajibHofi co6- 
CTBeHHocTH coraaniaioTCH o HHJKecjieayromeai : 

CTaTfca 1 

upiisnamie 

OpraHH3aii;HH OöbejpraeHHbix Hanno npn3HaeT BceMiip- 
Hyio opraHH3annio HHTejiJieKTyajibHon CO6CTB6HHOCTH (B fla^iB- 
HeünieM HMeHyeMyio 0praHH3anneH) B Ka^ecTBe cnenna- 
jiH3HpoBaHHoro ynpejKfleHHH, OTBeTCTBeHHoro 3a npnHHTiie 
cooTBeTCTByromux Mep, cornacHo ee ocHOBHOMy aonyMeHTy 
H ocynjecTBJiHeMHM eio floroBopaM H cornamemiHM, no co^en- 
CTBHH), cpe^H npoiero, TBop^ecKoö HHTejiJieKTyaJiBHoö aea- 
TejibHOCTH H oôjierieHHio nepefla^n pa3BHBaK>m.HMca CTpaHaM 
TeXHOJIOrHH,  OTHOCHmeÖCH K npOMBiniJieHHOH C06CTBeHH0CTII, 
B nenax ycKopeHHH aKOHOMiMecKoro, connajibHoro H nyjib- 
TypHoro pa3BHTHH, c yneTOM KOMneTeHnun H o6a3aHHOCTen 
OpraHH3anira OôteflimeHHBix Hanno n ee opraHOB, B nacT- 
HOCTH KoHtpepeHnnn OpraHH3anHH OöbeHiraeHHbix Hannn 
no ToproBJie H pa3BHTiiio, IlporpaMMH pa3BHTna Oprami- 
3anHH 06teflHHeHHbix Haiinn H OpraHH3an.nH OôteanHeHHbix 
Hannii no npoMbinuieHHOMy pa3BHTHio, a TaKJKe OpraHii- 
3annn 06i.eaHHeHHBix Hanno no Bonpocaai o6pa30BaHiiH, 
HayKH H KyjitTypbi n spyrnx yqpe>K,n;eHHH, Bxoflamnx B 

cncTeaiy OpraHH3an;HH OôbeanHeHHbix Hannn. 

OraTBa 2 

KoopjpHanHa H coTpyjprapiecTBo 

B CBOHX OTHonieHHHX c 0praHH3an.neH 06be;niHeHHbix 
Hanno, ee opranaMn nyHpe?KfleHHHMH, BXOHHIHHMH B cncTeaiy 
OpraHH3annn 06xeflnHeHHbix Haiinn, OpraHH3aniiH npn- 
3HaeT oTBeTCTBeHHocTb reHepajiBHott AccaMÔJien n BKOHO- 

MHiecKoro n GonnajibHoro GoBeTa 3a KoopanHannio, corjiacHO 
YcTaBy OpraHH3annn OôbennHeHHbix Hannn. B COOTBCT- 

CTBHH c 3THM OpraHH3an,Ha corjiamaeTca coTpyflHEraaTb B 

npnHHTHH jiioôbix Mep, KOTopbie MoryT 0Ka3aTbcn Heoöxo- 
HHMHMH,   C   TeM   ITOÖbl   CfleJiaTb   KOOpflHHanHIO   nOJIHTHKH   H 
HeHTejUiHocTH OpraHH3annH OöbeflHHeHHux Hannn n opra- 
HOB H y^peiKAeuHfl, BXOHHIHHX B cncTeiviy OpraHH3an.HH 
OôbeRHHeHHbix Hannfi, nojniocTbio 9$<peKTHBHofi. Oprami- 
3annn corjiamaeTCH aajiee ynacTBOBaTb B paôoTe Jiioôbix 
opraHOB OpraHH3an.HH 06i>e,n;HHeHHbix Hanno, KOTopbie 6biJin 
C033aHbi HJin MoryT 6brrb co3flaHbi c nejibio coflefiCTBna 
TaKOMy coTpyflHHHecTBy n KoopAHHannn, B nacTHocTn nyTeM 
BCTynjieHHH B wteHbi AflMnHHCTpaTHBHoro KOMHTeTa no Koop- 
aHHan,HH. 

CTaTta 3 

B3aHMHoe npe^CTaBHTejibCTBo 

a) npeACTaBHTenn 0praHH3annii OôbeanHeHHbix Haiinn 
npurjianiaioTCH npncyTCTBOBaTb Ha ceccnnx Bcex opraHOB 
OpraHH3annn n Ha Bcex apyrnx 3acep;aHHHX, npoBO^HMbix 
OpraHH3an,Hen, n npnHHMaTb yqacTiie 6e3 npaBa rojioca B 

oôcyîKAeHHHx, npoBOflHMiix 9THMH opraHaMH II Ha TaKIIX 
3acep;aHHHx. nncbMeHHHe 3aaBjieHHa, npeflCTaBJiaeMbie Opra- 
HH3annen OÔbeanHeHHHx Haii;Hä, pacnpocTpaHHioTca Opra- 
HH3annen cpean ee HJieHOB. 

b) npeacTaBHTejin OpraHH3au;iiii npnrjianiaiOTCH npn- 
cyTCTBOBaTb Ha 3aceflaHHHX n npnHHMaTb ynacTHe 6e3 npaBa 
rojioca B npeHHHx 9KOHOMiiiecKoro II Go^HaJIbHo^o CoBeTa, 
erO  KOMHCCHH  H  KOMHTeTOB,   TJiaBHtlX  KOMHTeTOB  H   OpraHOB 
TeHepajibHoo AccaMÔJien n flpyrnx KOH(pepeHn,HH H coße- 
maHHii  OpraHH3annH  06bep;HHeHHHx   Hanufi  no  nyHKTaM 
nOBeCTKH RHH,   OTHOCHniiHMCH K BOHpOCaM HHTeJIJieKTyaJIbHOH 
COOCTBeHHOCTH H HaxoflHinHMCH B c$epe fleHTejibHocTii Opra- 
HH3anHH, a TaK?Ke no npyrnM BonpocaM, npeflCTaBJiHiomiiM 
B3aHMHbin HHTepec. HiicbMeHHtie 3aHBJieHiiH, npeACTaBJieH- 
Hbie OpraHH3anneö, HanpaBJiHioTCH CeKpeTapnaTOM Opra- 
Hii3annH OöbefflHHeHHtix Hai^nn HJieHaM BHHieynoMHHyTbix 
opraHOB, corjiacHO npasnjiajvi nponeflypH. 

c) npeacTaBHTejin OpraHH3au;HH npnraaHiaioTCH B nenax 
npoBeaemiH KOHcyjibTannn npncyTCTBOBaTb Ha 3aceBaHnnx 
reHepajibHOiî AccaMÔJien OpraHH3au;HH OötesHHeHHbix Ha- 
nnn Ha oocyjKfleHHii BonpocoB, yKa3aHHbix B nyHKTe b BHHie. 

OraTba 4 

BKJiioHeHHe nyHKTOB B noBecTKy 3,HH 

no npoBeji;eHHH HeoöxoaiiMbix npeaBapnTenbHbix KOH- 

cyjibTannii OpraHH3an;HH npnHHMaeT MepH HJIH BKjno^ieHHH 
B npeflBapnTejibHyro noBecTKy JJHH ee cooTBeTCTByioncHx 
opraHOB nyHKTOB,  npep;jioHteHHbix OpraHH3anneH  Oöbefln- 
HeHHblX HanHH, a BKOHOMIIieCKHH H CoiJHaJIbHblH GoBeT, 
erO KOMHCCHH H KOMHTeTH npHHHMaiOT MepH HJIfl BKJIIOTeHHH 
B HX npeflBapnTeJibHyio noBecTKy AHH nyHKTOB, npeflJioîKeH- 
HHX OpraHH3ai^nen. 

CTaTba 5 

PeKOMeH3an;HH 0praHH3an,HH 05i.ej];HHeHHbix Haiinii 

a) 0praHH3ai^HH, npnHHMaH BO BHiiMamie o6H3aTejibCTBO 
OpraHH3annn OGbejniHeHHbix Hanmt cnocoocTBOBaTB 30CT11- 
jKeHino nejien, H3Ji0HîeHHbix B CTaTbe 55 YcTaBa Oprami- 
3annn 06beanHeHHbix Hanno, paBHO KaK 11 (pyHKnnn n 
nojiHOMO^HH 9KOHOMnqecKoro n CouinajibHoro CoBeTa, npefl- 
npnHHMaTb B cooTBeTCTBHH co CTaTbeß 62 YcTaBa nccjie^o- 
BaHHH H cocTaBJiHTb flOKJTaHBi no MeîKHyHapoflHEiM BonpocaM 
B oôjiacTH aKOHOMnqecKOH, connajibHOit, KyjibTypu, o6pa- 
30BaHHH,   3ApaBooxpaHeHHH   11   noßOOHbiM   BonpocaM   HJIH 
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nooy/KjjaTb K OTOMV apyrnx, a TaKîKC flejiaTb no JHOöOMV 

113 3THX BonpocoB peKOMeH,nannn 3aHHTepecoBaHHtiM cne- 
]^Hajiii3iipoBaHHHM yqpeîK,neHHaM II, npHmnviaa TaKîKe BO 

BHHMaHiie o6a3aTejiBCTBo OpraHH3an,Hii OöteflHHeHHbix Ha- 
nnft aejiaTb B COOTB6TCTBHH co CTaTbHMii 58 n 63 YcTaBa 
peKOMeHflai;HH no corjiacoBaHnio IIOJIHTHKH H aeHTejibHOcrn 

TaKHx cnenHajiH3iipoBaHHbix yqpeiK,neHHft, corjianiaeTca npn- 
HiiMaTb Mepbi no npeflCTaBjiemno B KpaTHaftmnft cpoK COOT- 

BeTCTByioniieMy opraHy OpraHH3annii Bcex 0(pHnnaJibHHX 
peKOMeHHaniift, KOTopbie MoryT 6HTB c^ejiaHH eft Oprami- 
3anneö OôbeaiiHeHHbix Hannft. 

b) 0praHH3aniiH corjianiaeTca KOHcyjiBTiipoBaTBca c Op- 
raHii3an,neft OoT>eAHHeHHHX Hannft, no npocbôe nocjieflHeft, 
no BonpocaM, cBH3aHHHM c TaniiMH peKOMeHnannaMH, a 
TaiuKe cBoeBpeMeHHO npeacTaBJiaTb HOKJiajud OpraHH3anHii 
06i.e,nHHeHHbix Hanno o Mepax, npnHaTbix OpraHH3anneft 
HJin ee qjieHEUvin HJIH npoBe^eHna B JKH3HB Tannx peKOMeH- 
Aainift, min o npyrnx pe3yjn>TaTax HX paccMOTpemia. 

OraTba 6 

HHipopManaa H jjoKyiweHTaijHH 

a) C coôjno^eHneM TOKHX Mep, KOTopHe MoryT 0Ka3aTbca 
HeoôxofliiMbiMii HJIH ooecneieHna KOH<pnneHnHajibHocTH MaTe- 
pnanoB, OpraHH3anna OoteflnHemibix Hannn n OpraHH3a- 
nna npoH3BOAaT Me/Kfly coôoft nojinufi n ÔHCTpbift oÔMeH 
cooTBeTCTByiomeft inKpopManneft n aonyMeHTanneft. 

b) OpraHH3annH npeflCTaBJiaeT OpraHH3ainiH OÔie^n- 
HeHHbix Hannn e?Kero;n;Hbift flOKJiafl o CBoeft neHTejibHocTH. 

OraTba 7 

OraTHCTHiecKaa cjiyatSa 

a) OpraHH3anna OÖieanHeHHHx Hannft n Opramwa- 
HHH corjianiaioTCH CTpeMHTbcn K TecHOMy coTpyflHniecTBy, 
K ycTpaHeHino HejKejiaTejiBHoro HyOJinpoBamia paÔOTbi n 
K HanÔojiee a<p<peKTiiBHOMy ncnojib30BaHnio CBoero TexHii- 
necKoro nepcoHajia B oojiacra cÖopa, aHajni3a, nyÔJiHKO- 
Bamia n pacnpocTpaHemiH CTaTHCTHHecKoft HHipopMannn. 
OHH corjiamaioTcn o6i>eflHHHTb CBOH ycnjina B nejiax o6ec- 
neneHna MaKCHMajibHoft npnrosHocTn n ncnojn>30BaHna CTa- 
TiiCTnqecKOft HH^topMannn n oÖJiernemiH ôpeiweHH, Jieînaïuero 
Ha npaBHTejibCTBax n jjpyrnx opraHH3annHX, OT KOTopbix 
Tanaa CTaTHCTHiecKaa HHcpopManna MOîKeT öBITB nojryieHa. 

b) OpraHH3anna npn3HaeT OpraHH3annio Oô'beii.HHeHHbix 
Hannft B na^ecTBe neHrpajibHoro y^pe/K^enna no cßopy, 
aHajiH3y, nyOJiiiKOBaHnro, CTaHflapTH3an;HH n yjiyqineHHio 
CTaTHCTnqecKHx naHHbix, Hcnojib3yeMHx MeîKnyHapoHHbiMH 
opraHH3annaMH ,O;JIH nejieft oßmero xapaKTepa. 

c) OpraHH3annH 06T>e;niHeHHHx Hanno npn3HaeT Opra- 
HH3annio B Ka^ecTBe HaflJiejKamero yipefKnemia no cöopy, 
aHajiH3y, nyÖJiHKOBaHHio, CTaHnapTH3anHH n yjryHineHHio 
CTaTHCTiraecKiix naHHHx B CBoeft cnennaJibHoft oôjiacra, HTO 

He orpaHHHHBaeT npaßa OpraHH3annn 06T.e3HHeHHbix Hannft, 
ee opraHOB n npyrnx yipeffiflemift, BXOHHIHHX B cncTeiny 
OpraHH3an;HH OöxeflnHeHHHX Hannft, 3aHHMaTbca CTara- 
CTHiecKon paôoToft B TOü me oSjiacTn,  nocKOJibKy Tanaa 

pa6oTa Mo?neT 0Ka3aTbca HeoôxoflHMon HJin nx CO6CTB6HHMX 

nejieft HJIH jjjia yJiyiuieHiia CTaTHCTnqecKnx MeTO^OB BO BceM 
Mnpe. 

d) 0praHH3anna 06ieflHHeHHHX Hannft, B KOHcyjibTa- 
nnn c 0praHH3anneft n c apyrHMH yipemfleHnaMn, Bxoßn- 

mnMH B cncTeMy 0praHH3aniiH OÔT>e,nHHeHHbix Hannft, 
BHpaôoTaeT aflMHHHCTpaTHBHHe npaBHJia n nponenypy, no- 
CpeACTBOM KOTOpHX MOJKeT 6bITb OCymeCTBJieHO nJIOAOTBOpHOe 
coTpyflHHHecTBo B oÔJiacTH CTaxncTHKH MeHtRy OpraHH3anneft 
OÔtefliiHeHHHX Hannn, 0praHH3anneft n flpyrnian yqpeîK- 
HeHHaMH   cncTeMbi   OpraHH3aa;HH   06T.eAHHeHHHx   Hannft, 
CBH3aHHbIMH   C   Heft. 

e) npn3HaeTCH HîejiaTejibHHM, ITOôH paôoTa no cÔopy 
CTaTHCTiiqecKHx RaHHHx He ÄySjinposajiacb OpraHH3anneft 
06T.efliiHeHHHx Hannn HJIH KaKHM-jm6o yipeiKsemieM cn- 
CTeMH 0praHH3annn 06i.eflnHeHHHx Hannft B Tex cjiyqaax, 
Koraa KaKoe-Jinôo ynpe/KHeHne MOJKCT ncnojib30BaTb CTaTH- 
CTHiecKyio HHipopManHK) n MaTepHajnj, KOTopbrnn yHte 

pacnojiaraeT ^pyroe. 

f) B nejiax coopa CTaTHCTHHecKoft HHc^opMannn HJIH 

ooinero Hcnojn>30BaHHa npenycMaTpnBaeTCH, ITO aaHHHe, 
nocTynaKunne B OpraHH3annio fljia BKjnoqeHHH HX B ee 
ocHOBHbie CTaTHCTHiecKne pa^H HJIH cnennajn.HHe flOKJiaflH, 
HOJiîKHbi, no niepe BO3MO}KHOCTH, npeaocTaBJiaTbca B pacno- 
pameHHe OpraHH3anHH OöteflHHeHHbix Hannft no ee npocbôe. 

g) npeflycMaTpHBaeTcn, HTO aaHHbie, nocTynajora,He B 

OpraHH3annio 06i.eAHHeHHHx Hannft ^JIH BKjnoqeHna HX B ee 
ocHOBHbie CTaTHCTnqecKHe paflbi HJIH cnennajibHHe AOKJiaflH, 
flOJIÎKHH,   HaCKOJU.KO   9TO   HpaKTH^eCKH   B03M05KHO   H  neJieCO- 
o6pa3Ho, npeflocTaBJiHTbCH B pacnopaJKenne OpraHH3annn 
no ee npocbße. 

CTaTba 8 

noMomb 0praHH3an;Hn 06'be/iHHeHHbix Hannä 

OpraHH3annH, B COOTB6TCTBHH C YcTaBOM OpraHH3annn 
OÔteflHHeHHbix Hannft H ocHOBHbiM HOKyMeHTOM OpraHH3a- 
B;HH, C aoroBopaMH n corjiaraeHnaMH, ocymecTBJiaeMbiMH 

0praHH3annen, coTpyflHniaeT c OpraHH3anneft 06i>eflHHeH- 
Hbix Han,iift, npeflocTaBJiaa eft Tanyio HH(popManHio, cnenn- 
ajibHbie HOKJiaabi H nccjieAOBaHHa n 0Ka3biBaa eft TaKyio 
noMomb, o KOTopbix OpraHH3anna 06T.eaHHeHHbix Han,nft 
MOJKeT 3anpocHTb. 

CTaTba 9 

TexHHiecitaa no>ioni;b 

OpraHH3anna OoxeflnHemibix Hannft n 0praHH3anna 
o6a3yioTca coTpyflHniaTb B 0Ka3aHnn TexHHiecKoft noMomn 
B nejiax pa3BHTHH B oôJiacTH HHTejiJieKTyajibHoro TBopie- 
CTsa. OHH TaniKe o6a3yioTca H36eraTb HevKejiaTejibHoro 
ayojinpoBaHHH B CBoeft aeaTejibHOCTn H B 0Ka3aHHH ycjiyr, 
0TH0CHui,Hxca K TaKoft TexHHHecKoft noMomn, H corjiania- 
K»Tca npHHHMaTb Tanne Mepbi, naKne MoryT 0Ka3aTbca Heo6- 
XOAHMblMH   flJIH   flOCTHJKeHHH   3(p(peKTHBH0ft  KOOp/JHHanHH   HX 
3,eHTejibH0CTH no TexHnqecKoft noMomn B paMKax cyme- 
CTByromero MexaHH3Ma no KOopHnHaunn B oÖJiacTH TexHH- 
qecKOft noMomn. C 3TOH nejibio 0praHH3anna corjianiaeTca 
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paccMOTpeTb Bonpoc 06 oômeM Hcnojn>30BaHHH HMeionnixcH 
cjiyîKÔ B TOH Mepe, B KaKoii STO HBjineTCH npaKTiraecKii 
u,ejiecoo6pa3HHM. OpraHii3auHH 06T>eHHHeHHbix Haniift 6yneT 
npeflOCTaBaaTb 0praHH3ainiii CBoe ajpiHHHCTpaTHBHoe oocjiy- 
ÎKHBaHHe   B   3T0Ö   OÔJiaCTH   flJIH   ero   HCnOJIb30BaHHH   B   COOT- 
BeTCTBHH c nocTynaronniMH npocboaMH. 

CTaTba 10 

Hepe^aia TexHoaornn 

0praHH3au,iiH corjiaiuaeTCH coTpyjiHHHaTb B npescnax 
CBoeft KOMneTeHiiHii c 0praHii3aHiieft Oo^eflimeHHbix Hainift 
11 ee opraHaMii, B qacTHOCTii c KoHcpepem^iieit 0praHH3anun 
06T>eAHHeHHbix Hau,mï no ToproBJie 11 pa3BiiTiiio, IIpo- 
rpaMMOö pa3BHTHH OpraHii3an,iiii 06i.eaiiHeHHbix Hauiift 11 
0praHii3aiiiiH OÔte/nraeHHbix Hauiiii no npoMHUiJieHHOMy 
pa3Birriuo, a TaKîKe c yqpejKfleHMHMii, BXOJIHIHIIMII B ciiCTeMy 
OpraHH3ai;nH Oo'beflHHeHHbix Hainift, B cojjeftcTBHii H oôjier- 
qeHHH nepeflaHii TexHOJionni pa3BiiBaK>mMMCH CTpaHaivi B 

H,eJiax 0Ka3amiH BTIIM CTpaHaM noMomii B flocTiisKeHim iix 
uejieft B oojiacTii HayKii 11 TexmiKii,  a TaniKe ToproBJiii 11 
pa3BHTHH. 

CTaTBH   11 

no/joneiHLie, HeeaMoynpaBaaiomHeca 
H apyrae TeppaTopaa 

OpraHH3au;nH corjiaraaeTCH coTpyjiHiiiaTb B npejienax 
CBoeö KOMneTeHiiHH c OpraHH3ainieft 06T.eflHHeHHHx Hauiift 
B ocyuiecTBjieHHH npHHinraoB H 0ÖH3aTejibCTB, ii3JiOH-;eHHBix 
B rjiaBax XI, XII H XIII YcTaBa OpraHH3au.iiH Oöiejiii- 
HeHHbix Hainift H B ^eKJiapaiiHii o npeaocTaBJieHiiii He3aBii- 
CHMOCTH KOJioHiiajibHbiM CTpaHaM H HapojiaM, no Bonpocan, 
3aTparHBai0Hi,HM ÔJiarococTOHHHe H pa3BHTiie HapojioB nojio- 
neHHbix, HecaMoynpaBJunonnixcH 11 Apyriix TeppiiTopHft. 

CTaTBH   12 

MeatjyHapo^Hbm Cya 

a) OpraHH3ai^HH corjianiaeTca npeaocraBJiHTb JHOOVIO 

HH(popMan,Hio, KOTopaa MO/KeT 6biTb 3anpomeHa MejKflyHa- 
poflHbiM Cy^OM B cooTBeTCTBHH co CTaTbeii 34 GraTVTa Cyaa. 

b) TeHepaJibHaH AccaMÔJiea 0praHii3ainni OöteaiiHeH- 
HHX Hainift ynojiHOMOHiiBaeT 0praHH3aHino oopauiaTbcn 
K MeJKayHapoflHOMy Cyjiy 3a KOHcyjibTaTHBHbiMii 3aKJiioie- 
HHBMH no npaBOBbiM BonpocaM, B03HHKaiouiiiM B npeiiejiax 
ee KOMneTemnMi, 3a HCKJiroiemieM BonpocoB, KacaiounixcH 
B3aHMOOTHonieHHH OpraHH3aiiHH c OpraHii3aiiHeft 06i>e- 
HiiHeHHbix Hainift min apyniMH cnenHajiii3iipoBaHHbiMii 
yqpeaîfleHHHMH. 

c) Tanne 3anpocH MoryT HanpaBJiHTbca MeatiiyHapoji- 
HOMy  Cyjjy   reHepajibHoft  AccaMÔJieeft   OpraHH3ainiii   HJIH 

KoopHHHaUHOHHblM KOMHTeTOM OpraHH3an,ini, fleiîCTByiOmHM 
B    COOTBeTCTBHH   C   nOJIHOMOHHHMH,    npeflOCTaBJieHHHMH    eMy 
TeHepajibHOH AccaMÔJieeft OpraHii3aiiHH. 

d) Oôpauiaacb K Me/KnyHapoflHOMy Cyjiy 3a KOHcyjib- 
TaTiiBHbiM saKJiioqeHHeM, OpraHH3aiiiiH nrnpopMiipyeT oö 
3TOM 3anpoce 3KOHOMiiiecKiift H CoiniajibHbiH CoBeT. 

CTaTba 13 

OTHomeHHa c flpyrasia Meai^yHapo^HbiMH 
opraHH3aa,naMH 

J\o saKaioHeHHH jiioooro ocpiiuiianbHoro corjiauieHna 
Meaîny OpraHH3an,iieft H JHOÖHM jipyriiM cneii;iiajui3iipoBaH- 
HbiM yHpeH^eHHeM, Jiioôoft Me/KnpaBHTeJibCTBeHHoft opraHii3a- 
Uiieft, He HBJiaiomeftcH cneuiiajiH3HpoBaHHHM y^pe/KiiemieM, 
IIJIII Jiioôoft HenpaBiiTejibCTBeHHoii opraHH3anneft OpraHH- 
3ai;nH nH(popMHpyeT BKOHOMiiiecKiift 11 GomiajibHHiï CoBeT 0 
xapaKTepe 11 ccpepe fleftcTBiia npeanojiaraeMoro corjiauieHiin; 
KpoMe Toro, 0praHii3au;iiH iiHtpopMiipyeT 3KOHOMHqecKiift 11 
Cou,naabHbift CoBeT o JHOOOM Bonpoce MejKyqpeJKaeHHecKoro 
xapaKTepa, HaxosemeMCH B npe^eoiax ee KOMneTeHiiHii. 

CTaTba 14 

AjJMHHHCTpaTHBHOe   COTpj'3,HHHeCTBO 

a) 0praHii3aniiH OoteHHHeHHHx Haiiuft 11 0praHii3an;iiH 
npH3HaioT jKejiaTeabHOCTb coTpyaHiiiecTBa no aAMiiHiiCTpa- 
THBHblM BOnpOCaM,  npeHCTaBJIHMU],IIM B3aiIMHMH HHTepec. 

b) B 3TOÄ CBH3H OpraHii3au,iiH OÔT.e,n,iiHeHHbix Haiinfi 
11 0praHii3a^iH o5H3yioTCH npoBO^HTb BpeMH OT BpeMeHii 
KOHcy-TbTaiiiiii no STHM BonpocaM 11, B lacTHOCTii, no Bonpo- 
caM öojiee acJxpeKTiiBHoro Hcnojib30BaHiiH cpe^cTB oôcjiy- 
îKiiBaHiiH,    nepcoHaJia,    cayaîÔ    11   HaaJie?KaHi,iix   MeTOAOB, 

: HanpaBJieHHHx Ha HeflonymeHiie co3AaHiiH 11 (pyHKurioHii- 
poBamiH KOHKypnpyiom,Hx Me?Kfl;y coôoft HJIH qacTHHHO 
Hy6jiiipyiomnx apyr Apyra cpeflCTB o6cJiya?iiBaHHH 11 cjrywo 
0praHii3ainiii OÖT.eaiiHeHHbix Haiïiift H y^pea^^eHiift, BXO- 

flHmiix B ciicTeMjr OpraHii3aiiHii OoT.eTiiiHeHHbix Haiiiift, a 
TaK/Ke 0praHH3amm, c nejibio oÖecne^emiH B paMKax YcTaBa 
OpraHii3au;iiii 06i.eAHHeHHbix Haitnii 11 KOHBCHIIIIH, yqpeîK- 
3arom,eft OpraHii3au;iiio, eAHHoo6pa3iiH B TaKnx Bonpocax 

B Toft CTeneHii, B KaKoft STO npaKTiiiecKii BO3MO?KHO. 

c) VnoMiiHaeMbie B 3,aHHOii cTaTbe KOHcyjibTaqiiii ncnojib- 
3yioTCfl A^IH ycTaHOBJieHiiH Haiioojiee cnpaBefljiHBoro nopa^Ka 
(pHHaHciipoBaHiiH Jiioöbix CHeiiiiaJibHbix ycayr IIJIII noMomii, 
npeflocTaBJineMbix B OTBCT Ha cooTBeTCTByiomiie npocbOH, 
HanpaBJiaeMbie 0praHii3aHiieft OpraHii3au,iui 06-beAiiHeHHbix 
Haiiirii HJIH OpraHH3aiineft 06-beaiiHeHHbix Haiiuft OpraHii- 
3an,iiii. 

CTaTba 15 

3IeponpiiHTaa B oÔJiacTH nepcoHa-ia 

a) OpraHii3au,iiH 06T>eflHHeHHHX Haqiift H OpraHii3au;HH 
corjiauiaioTCH pa3paooTaTb B HHTepecax eiiiiHoo6pa3iiH Tpe- 
ooBaHiift MejKTjyHapo^HOH cjiya?6bi H B npeaejiax BO3M0?KHoro 
oomiie TpeôoBaHHH, MeTo^bi H MeponpiiHTiiH B OTHOuieHiiu 
nepcoHajia, c TeM HTOOH HCKJUOHHTB B03MO/KHoCTb cyuxe- 
CTBOBaHHH HeonpaBflaHHbix pa3JiiiHiift B ycjioBiiHX pa6oTti 
11 ii36e?KaTb KOHKypeHiiini npii Haoope nepcoHajia, a Tannée 
ooJierraTb ooMeH nepcoHaJiOM, KOTopbift HiejiaTejieH H BbirojieH 
OÔeHM   CTOpOHaM. 
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b) OpraHii3aii;HH OS'beAiiHeHHbix HauHH H 0praHH3annH 

corjiaraaioTCH : 

(i) npoBOflHTb BpeMH OT BpeMeHii KOHcyjibTaurni no Bonpo- 
caM, npeflCTaBJiHioniiiM B3aiiMHbiH iimepec H Kacaio- 
IHHMCH ycjiOBHit cJiyîKObi 30JUKHOCTHBIX JIHH; H nepco- 
HaJia, flJiH oöecneqeHiia KaK MOJKHO Sojibinero ejnnio- 
o5pa3Hfl B 9THX Bonpocax; 

(ii) coTpyflHHHaTt B oÖMeHe nepcoHajioM, Kor,na TaKOBon 
îKejiaTejieH, Ha BpeivieHHOH HJIH nocTOHHHoft ocHOBe, 
o6ecneiHBaa JJOJIJKHLIM o6pa30M coxpaHemie cjiyiKeß- 
Horo ypoBHH H npaBa Ha neHcuoHHoe oÔecneHeraie; 

(iii) coTpyaHH^aTb B ynpaBJieHHH OöIHHM neHCHOHHbiM <|>OH- 

HOM Ha ycjioBiiHx, KOTopbie MoryT 6MTB corjiacoBami ; 

(iv)   COTpyjJHHHaTb   B   C03ßaHHH   II   ynpaBJieHHH   COOTBCTCTBy- 
romero MexanH3Ma no yperyjrapoBaHino cnopoB, BO3HII- 

KaiOmiIX   B   CBH3H   C   HaîÎMOM   nepCOHaJia   H   CBH3aHHbIMH 

C   3THM   BOnpOCaMH. 

c) ycjioBHH, Ha KOTopHx OpraHH3ainiH HJiii Oprami- 
3ainiH OÔieAHHeHHbix Hannii npenocTaBjmioT Apyr flpyry 
jiroöbie cpeflCTBa oocjiyjKHsaHHH HJIH ycjiyni B CBH3H C Bonpo- 
cajvm, ynoMHHaeMHMii B HacTonmeu CTaTbe, no Mepe Heo6- 
xoflHMocTii, 6yn;yT HBJIHTBCH npefjMeTOM AonojiHirrejibHbix 
corjiameHHH, 3aKJHOTaeMbix c BTOH nejibio nocjie BciynjieHHH 
B CHJiy HacTonmero CorjiameHHH. 

OraTbH 16 

Bio^aseTHtie H (pimancoBLie BonpocBi 

a) 0praHH3annH npn3HaeT îKejiaTejibHOCTb ycTanoBJieHiiH 
TecHHx 6i03;îKeTH0-(J)HHaHC0Bbix OTHonieHHH c OpraHH3an.Heiî 
Oöbe^HHeHHbix Hanno, c TeM ITO5BI aAMHHHCTpaTHBHan nen- 
TejibHocTb 0praHH3aniiH OöteaimeHHbix HarniH H ynpe?Kne- 
HHH, BXOAHHJHX B CHCTeMy OpraHH3annn OoieflimeHHEix 
Hanno, ocymecTBJiHJiacb, no BO3MOHîHOCTH, Hanôojiee sdwpeK- 
THBHblM   H   9K0H0MH1HMM   HyTeM   H   HTOÔbl   HpH   3TOM   OÖeCHe- 

iHBajiacb MaKCHMajiBHaa CTeneHb KoopAHHannn H ejpnio- 
o6pa3HH TaKoit HeHTejibHocTH. 

b) OpraHii3an;iiH corjiaraaeTCH co6jno,n;aTb, HacKOJitKo 
3TO npaKTiraecKii BO3MOJKHO H nejiecoo6pa3Ho, cTaH^apTHyio 
npaKTiiKy 11 «popMbi, peKOMeHAOBamibie 0praHH3aniiefl Oôxe- 

HiiHeHHbix H aurai. 

c) Ilpn cocTaBJieHim ßioAJKeTa OpraHii3anHH TeHepajib- 

Hbiii fliipeKTop OpraHH3an.nH KOHcyjibTnpyeTCH c TeHepajib- 
HbiM ceKpeTapeM OpraHH3anHH 06'beAHHeHHbix Hanno, c TeM 
HT05bI H06lITbCH,  HaCKOJIbKO  8TO  HpaKTHieCKH OCyiHeCTBHMO, 
eAHHOo6pa3iiH B npeACTaBJieHHii oro^jKeTOB 0praHH3aHHH 
OobeaiiHeHHbix HaiHin H y^penî^eHiifi, BXOAHIHHX B cucTeMy 
0praHii3aiiHH   OÔbeaimeHHHX   Hanno,   B   uejmx   co3naHHH 
OCHOBbI   RJIH   CpaBHeHHH   pHJja   6lOfl?KeTOB. 

d) OpraHH3aiiHH coraamaeTCH HanpaBJiHTb 0praHH3aiiHH 
Oô'beflHHeHHHx Hannii CBOH npoeKTH TpexroßHiHbix n eate- 
roflHbix SioflîKeTOB He no3jraee, TOM ynoMHHyTbie npoeKTbi 
6ion?KeTOB HanpaBJiHiOTCH Ha paccMOTpeHiie ee iJieHOB, c TeM 
iToöbi npenocTaBHTb renepajibHon AccaMÔJiee socTaTO^Ho 
BpeMeHH  AJIH H3yieHHH  ynoMHHyTbix  npoeKTOB  orojuKeTOB 
HJIH ÔlO^HteTOB H BHeCeHHH TaKHX peKOMeHJjailHH, KaKne OHa 
COITeT   ÎKeJiaTeJIbHblMH. 

e) OpraHH3aiiHH OöteAHHeHHHx Han;HH MOKKCT opraHH- 
30BaTb npoBeaeHHe HccjieAOBaHirit, Kacaiomnxcn ^»HHaHCOBbix 
H 6ioflîKeTHHX BonpocoB, npeACTaBJiHiomHx HHTepec KaK AJIH 
0praHH3ai^HH, TaK H HJIH npyrnx yipeHîaeHHii, BXoaHmnx 
B cucTeMy 0praHii3aHHH 06iep;HHeHHbix Han;Hfi, c TeM ITOôH 

o5ecneiHTb npeflocTaBJiemie oön^ero oôcjryjKHBaHHH H eflHHo- 

o6pa3iie B TaKHX sonpocax. 

CTaTbH 17 

IlacnopT OpraHuaainni OGteflHHeHHWx HannM 

GoTpyflHHKH 0praHH3ai;HH HMeioT npaßo B COOTB6TCTBHH 

CO cnenHajibHbiMH corjiameHHHMH, KOTopue MoryT öHTB 

3aKJHoieHbi MeiKay reHepajn>HbiM ceKpeTapeM OpraHH3aii;HH 
OÔ^eflHHeHHbix Han;Hit H TeHepaJibHbiM nnpeKTopoM OpraHH- 
3an;HH, nojib30BaTBCH nacnopTaMH OpraHH3aB(HH OotejniHeH- 
HHX HaiiHH. 

CraTba 18 

Bimorraemie CorjiameHHH 

TeHepajibHbiH ceKpeTapb OpraHii3ai^Hn 06T>eflHHeHHiix 
HanHH H reHepajibHbiH pinpeKTop OpraHH3an,HH MoryT B 

n;ejiHX BbmojmeHHH HacTonmero CorjiameHHH saKjnoqaTb 
jiroöbie ii;onojmHTejn>Hbie corjiameHHH, Kanne OHH coHTyT 
Aejiecoo6pa3HbBMH. 

OraTBH 19 

IIonpaBKn H nepecMOTp 

B nacTOHinee CorjiameHHe MoryT ôBITB BHeceHbi nonpaBKH 
Hjni OHO MOHîeT 6biTb nepecMOTpeHO no oôoioflHOMy corjiacnio 
0praHH3anHH 06i.eAHHeHHbix Hanno H 0praHH3aAHH, H 

jnoôafl TaKan nonpaBKa HJIH nepecMOTp BCTynaeT B cnjiy 
no yTBepîKHeHHio TeHepaJibHOH AccaMÔJieefi OpraHH3aiiHH 
06T>eAHHeHHbix  Hanira n TeHepajibHOH AccaMÔJieen Opra- 
HH3anHH. 

CTaTBH  20 

BcTynneHHe B cnay 

HacTOHni;ee CorjiameHHe BCTynaeT B CHJiy nocjie ero 
yTBep?KfleHHH TeHepajibHOH AccaMÔJieen 0praHH3an.HH 06xe- 
AmieHHbix Hanno H TeHepajibHOH AccaMÔJieefi 0praHH3au;HH. 

iVote: The French and Spanish texts are published in La Propriété industrielle, 1975, pp. 3 & 7. 
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The World Intellectual Property Organization in 1974 

Introduction 

The main event of 1974 in the life of the World Intellec- 
tual Property Organization (WIPO) was its becoming, on 
December 17, 1974, a specialized agency of the United 
Nations system. WIPO is the fourteenth such specialized 
agency. It is expected from this change in the status of WIPO 
that its place among the international organizations will 
become better defined, its jurisdiction in matters of intellec- 
tual property more generally recognized, its possibilities of 
integrated and close cooperation with other intergovernmen- 
tal organizations enhanced, and its membership increased. 
Furthermore — and this is probably the most urgent of the 
expectations — the fact that it is a member of the United 
Nations system should enable WIPO to increase its activities 
specially designed for the advancement of the developing 
countries, particularly in the field of intellectual creativity, 
industrialization and international commerce. 

The main activities of WIPO as such (as distinguished 
from those of the Unions administered by it) in 1974 were 
those of its legal-technical assistance program, in particular, 
the launching of the WIPO Permanent Legal-Technical Pro- 
gram for the Acquisition by Developing Countries of Technol- 
ogy Related to Industrial Property. 

Member States 

Acceptance. The Democratic People's Republic of Korea, 
France, the Ivory Coast, Norway and the United Arab Emi- 
rates deposited instruments of ratification or accession and 
became party to the Convention Establishing the World Intel- 
lectual Property Organization, thus bringing the number of 
such States to 38 at the end of 1974 (see Table of States, 
below). Belgium, Brazil, Cuba, Dahomey, Luxembourg, Mo- 
naco, the Netherlands, Poland, South Africa and Zaire also 
deposited instruments of ratification in 1974; these ratifica- 
tions will become effective on January 31, March 20, March 27, 
March 9, March 19, March 3, January 9, March 23, March 23 
and January 28, 1975, respectively (see Table of States, 
below). 

Five-year privilege. Three States — Cyprus, Indonesia 
and the Republic of Viet-Nam — gave notification in terms of 
Article 21(2)(a) of the WIPO Convention, thus bringing to 34 
the total number of States which may, until April 26, 1975, 
exercise the same rights as if they had become party to the 
Convention. However, eight of those States — Belgium, Brazil, 
Cuba, Dahomey, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, Poland and 
South Africa — will become party to the Convention during 
1975 as mentioned above. 

Wider acceptance of the WIPO Convention and the trea- 
ties administered by WIPO. Pursuant to the resolutions 
adopted by the Administrative Bodies of WIPO and of the 
Unions administered by WIPO at their fourth series of meet- 
ings in 1973, calling upon the States concerned to become 

party to the WIPO Convention, to the most recent Acts of the 
Paris Convention and of the Special Agreements concluded 
within the framework of that Convention as well as of the 
Berne Convention, and to the Rome and Phonograms Conven- 
tions, the International Bureau of WIPO intensified its 
efforts to promote the wider acceptance of those conventions 
and agreements. These efforts included bringing the relevant 
resolutions to the attention of the States concerned, preparing 
for the benefit of government officials memoranda giving 
information on the procedure for ratification or accession and 
on the advantages of becoming party to the Convention estab- 
lishing WIPO and to the treaties administered by it. Special 
emphasis was placed on the consequences arising from the loss 
of the so-called five-year privilege under the WIPO Conven- 
tion and the Stockholm Acts of the Paris and Berne Conven- 
tions and of the Madrid, Lisbon and Nice Agreements. Mis- 
sions were carried out to that end by officials of the Interna- 
tional Bureau, who visited government authorities in various 
countries, particularly developing countries. 

Administrative Bodies 

Membership. The membership of the Administrative 
Bodies of WIPO is set forth below (page 20). 

June 1974 session. The Coordination Committee met in an 
extraordinary session in order to consider and to make com- 
ments on the preliminary draft program and budget for the 
year 1975 prepared by the Director General!. 

September 1974 sessions. The Coordination Committee 
also met in ordinary session, as did the Executive Committees 
of the Paris and Berne Unions, during the fifth series of meet- 
ings of the Administrative Bodies of WIPO and of the Unions 
administered by WIPO in September 1974; the General 
Assembly of WIPO also met, in an extraordinary session, dur- 
ing this period of meetings 2. 

The principal decisions taken by the Administrative 
Bodies were as follows. The Committees noted with approval 
the report of the Director General on the activities of the 
International Bureau since November 19, 1973, the accounts 
of the International Bureau, the report of the auditors on 
those accounts and other information concerning finances for 
1973. The Coordination Committee and the Executive Com- 
mittee of the Paris Union invited the Director General to cir- 
culate the study " The Role of the Patent System in the Trans- 
fer of Technology to Developing Countries " to the Govern- 
ments of the States members of WIPO and of the States mem- 
bers of the Paris Union for their comments. The Coordination 
Committee established the WIPO Legal-Technical Assistance 
Program and Budget for 1975. The Executive Committee of 
the Paris Union approved the program and budget for 1975 in 
so far as the Paris Union and the PCT, ICIREPAT and IPC 
activities are concerned. These activities include the conven- 
ing by the Director General of an ad hoc group of government 
experts coming from States both members and non-members 

1 See Industrial Property, 1974, p. 291. 
2 See Industrial Property, 1974, p. 399. 
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of the Paris Union to study all aspects of the question of revis- 
ing the Paris Convention for the Protection of Industrial 
Property including, inter alia, additional provisions of special 
benefit to developing countries. The Executive Committee of 
the Berne Union approved the program and budget for 1975 
as far as the Berne Union is concerned. The Coordination 
Committee approved the appointment by the Director Gen- 
eral of Mr. Klaus Pfanner to the post of Deputy Director 
General reserved for a national of a country other than a 
Socialist or developing country. The General Assembly, acting 
pursuant to Article 6(3)(f) of the WIPO Convention, ap- 
proved unanimously the agreement with the United Nations 
under Articles 57 and 63 of the Charter of the United Nations 
by which WIPO would become a specialized agency of the 
United Nations system. 

Legal-Technical Assistance to Developing Countries 

WIPO continued to implement its technical assistance pro- 
gram for developing countries. This program was comple- 
mented by the approved programs for the year 1974 of the 
various Unions, which included projects also of benefit to 
developing countries. 

Training Program 

In cooperation with the various industrial property offices 
or copyright offices, 17 traineeships for a duration of two or 
three months were organized, under the 1974 program, for 
officials from Algeria, Chad, Ecuador, Egypt, India, Indone- 
sia, Jordan, Malawi, the Philippines, the Republic of Korea, 
the Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Uganda, Yemen and 
Zambia. The training was conducted in Australia, Canada, 
Czechoslovakia, Egypt, France, the German Democratic 
Republic, Germany (Federal Republic of), Israel, Japan, the 
Netherlands, the Soviet Union, Spain, Switzerland, the United 
Kingdom and, the United States of America. A number of 
trainees also participated in the WIPO Licensing Seminar 
convened within the framework of the WIPO Permanent 
Legal-Technical Program for the Acquisition by Developing 
Countries of Technology Related to Industrial Property, held 
at Geneva in November 1974 (see below). 

Assistance to Certain Developing Countries and Regional 
Institutions of Developing Countries 

Algeria. Discussions took place between Algerian author- 
ities and the International Bureau, both by correspondence 
and during visits by the Director General to Algeria in April 
1974 and by Algerian authorities to Geneva in July 1974, con- 
cerning the possible assistance which could be provided by 
WIPO in connection with the plans of the Government of 
Algeria to modernize its industrial property legislation and 
industrial property office. The International Bureau has 
started the studies which will enable such assistance. 

Antigua, West Indies. At the request of a United Nations 
legal expert assigned to work with the Law Reform Advisory 
Committee in Antigua, West Indies, to help update the laws of 
Antigua  and   draft  development  legislation,  information  on 

the model laws prepared and published in the fields of indus- 
trial property and copyright and on the various international 
treaties in these fields was provided in June 1974. 

Bahrain. In June 1974, the Government of Bahrain 
requested the assistance of the International Bureau in revis- 
ing the industrial property legislation of Bahrain. The Inter- 
national Bureau has undertaken an examination of this legis- 
lation with a view to offering suggestions to the government 
authorities. 

Brazil. Implementation of the project to assist the Gov- 
ernment of Brazil in modernizing the Brazilian patent system 
continued. The project is financed by the United Nations 
Development Programme (UNDP) and is being carried out by 
WIPO under a contract concluded with the UNDP. 

Under the direction of the project manager, an expert in 
industrial property administration, and with the advice of a 
consultant and the collaboration of national counterpart staff, 
15 experts in systems analysis, classification, searching, exam- 
ination and training — coming from the industrial property 
offices of Germany (Federal Republic of), Sweden and the 
United States of America, and the International Patent Insti- 
tute (IIB), and totaling a hundred man-months of services 
since the commencement of the work in October 1973 — orga- 
nized and executed the following work program. 

An organizational plan was prepared for the patent opera- 
tions of the National Institute of Industrial Property (INPI), 
located in Rio de Janeiro and Brasilia. A centralized file of 
patent documents classified according to the International 
Patent Classification (IPC) and in numerical order was estab- 
lished. The INPI collections of patent documents were 
enhanced with patent documents contributed by the industrial 
property offices of France, Germany (Federal Republic of), 
Switzerland, the United Kingdom and the United States of 
America. Four hundred and forty thousand documents of the 
INPI collections have so far been distributed over the newly- 
created search file established according to the finest subdivi- 
sions of the IPC. This distribution was carried out with the 
aid of search file inventory lists provided by the German Pat- 
ent Office (Munich). 

A series of training courses in patent classification, search- 
ing techniques and patent examination in the chemical, elec- 
trical and mechanical fields of either three or six months' 
duration are being given or are under preparation for the 
benefit of the national counterpart staff. As part of the prepa- 
rations for the training program, a manual on patent office 
operations in classification, search and examination is being 
prepared. 

Officials of the International Bureau, together with repre- 
sentatives of the UNDP and authorities of the Government of 
Brazil, conducted in June/July 1974 a tripartite review of the 
progress in implementing the project. The representatives of 
the UNDP and the government authorities expressed their 
general satisfaction with the project and with the efficient 
performance of WIPO in executing it. Officials of the Inter- 
national Bureau also discussed matters concerning the imple- 
mentation of the project with representatives of the UNDP 
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and authorities of the Government of Brazil in October and 
December 1974. 

Chile. An official of the Chilean Institute of Technology 
(INTEC) had discussions in July 1974 with officials of the 
International Bureau in connection with the organization of a 
foreign patent documentation unit as part of a national indus- 
trial information and documentation center which is being 
established within INTEC with the financial assistance of the 
United Nations Development Programme (UNDP). 

Honduras. At the request of the Government of Hondu- 
ras, the International Bureau prepared and sent to the govern- 
ment authorities in February 1974 a plan on the feasibility 
and scope of a possible technical assistance project for the 
drafting of new patent and copyright laws and for the reorga- 
nization of the industrial property office. Comments were also 
made on a draft trademark law prepared by the government 
authorities. 

Indonesia. At the request of the Government of Indo- 
nesia, information on the substantive and procedural aspects 
of patent legislation of other countries was provided in March 
1974 to the government authorities in connection with their 
plans for setting up a patent system in Indonesia. 

Ivory Coast. Discussions took place in December 1974 
with representatives of the Government of the Ivory Coast on 
that Government's request for assistance from the Interna- 
tional Bureau in connection with the Government's plans to 
establish a copyright office in accordance with the Ivory 
Coast's proposed new legislation on copyright. 

Malaysia. At the request of the Government of Malaysia, 
information on the Model Laws for Developing Countries on 
Inventions and on Industrial Designs was provided in March 
1974 to the government authorities in connection with their 
plans for the revision of the legislation in Malaysia on patents 
and designs. 

Qatar. At the request of the Government of Qatar, the 
International Bureau advised the government authorities in 
June and July 1974 on the organization and staffing of its 
trademark office. 

Sn' Lanka. The Government of Sri Lanka requested the 
assistance of the International Bureau in connection with that 
Government's plans for the revision of its copyright legisla- 
tion and the preparation of legislation on trademarks, patents 
and technical know-how. In January and February 1974, the 
Secretary of the Patents, Trademarks and Copyright Commit- 
tee of the Government of Sri Lanka visited the International 
Bureau and had consultations on these matters. With the 
financial assistance of WIPO, a training course was also 
arranged for this government official at the International 
Bureau and with the competent authorities of the United 
Kingdom. In addition, at the request of the Government of Sri 
Lanka, the International Bureau in August 1974 provided the 
Patents, Trademarks and Copyright Committee of that Gov- 
ernment with comments on draft legislation, prepared by the 
government authorities, on trademarks, patents and technical 
know-how and on copyright. 

Yemen. At the request of the Government of Yemen, 
information on the Model Laws for Developing Countries on 
Inventions and on Marks, Trade Names, and Acts of Unfair 
Competition was provided to the government authorities in 
connection with their plans for adopting industrial property 
legislation. 

English-speaking countries in Africa. A meeting of Regis- 
trars General and Heads of Industrial Property Offices of the 
English-speaking countries in Africa was held in Addis Ababa 
in June 19743. The meeting, entitled " The Conference on 
Industrial Property Laws of English-Speaking Africa, " was 
convened jointly by the United Nations Economic Commission 
for Africa (ECA) and WIPO. Of the 19 African States invited, 
the following were represented: Botswana, Ethiopia, Ghana, 
Kenya, Nigeria, Sierra Leone, Sudan, Uganda, United Repub- 
lic of Tanzania, Zambia (10). Representatives of four inter- 
governmental organizations and one international non-gov- 
ernmental organization were also present. 

The Conference reviewed the summaries of national pat- 
ent legislations and the analytical summary of the patent sys- 
tems of the English-speaking countries in Africa, prepared by 
the International Bureau. The Conference also discussed a 
framework for cooperation and harmonization in the field of 
industrial property in the English-speaking countries in Afri- 
ca on the basis of two documents, one concerning regional 
cooperation in the patent field, prepared by the International 
Bureau, and the other suggesting a framework for cooperation 
in the field of industrial property law in these countries, pre- 
pared by the Secretariat of the ECA. 

As a result of its discussions, the Conference adopted a 
resolution which draws attention to the importance of indus- 
trial property laws as a tool for social and economic develop- 
ment and to the need for effective harmonization of laws and 
activities and of regional cooperation in the field of industrial 

I property in English-speaking countries in Africa. The Confer- 
ence invited these States to consider urgently the creation of 
an Industrial Property Organization of English-speaking 
Africa for such States and approved a draft agreement to that 
end for their consideration and eventual adoption at a diplo- 
matic conference to be held as soon as possible. The Confer- 
ence requested the ECA and WIPO, during the interim period 
until the entry into force of the Agreement, to assist the Con- 
ference in any preparatory work required and, as appropriate, 
to prepare and facilitate the work of the envisaged organiza- 
tion and the implementation of its mandate. 

The Conference also established, for the duration of the 
interim period, a Committee for Patent Matters and a Com- 
mittee for Trademark and Industrial Design Matters, both 
open to all 19 invited members of the Conference, which are 
to draft the recommendations to be made by the Conference 
in the preparation of the work of the future organization. 
Finally, the Conference invited all the English-speaking coun- 
tries in Africa not represented at the Addis Ababa meeting to 
participate as soon as possible in the work to be performed 
during the interim period. 

3 See Industrial Property, 1974, p. 346. 
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French-speaking countries of Africa, Madagascar and Mau- 
ritius (African Seminar on Industrial Property). A seminar 
on industrial property was organized by WIPO in cooperation 
with the African and Malagasy Industrial Property Office 
(OAMPI), upon the invitation of the Government of Cam- 
eroon, at Yaounde in December 19744. Fifteen States sent 
participants: Burundi, Cameroon, Central African Republic, 
Chad, Congo, Dahomey, Gabon, Ivory Coast, Madagascar, 
Mali, Mauritius, Niger, Senegal, Togo, Zaire. In addition, the 
United Nations Development Programme (UNDP), the African 
and Mauritian Common Organization (OCAM), the African 
and Malagasy Industrial Property Office (OAMPI) and the 
International Association for the Protection of Industrial 
Property (AIPPI) were represented by observers. 

The Seminar was devoted to recent developments in the 
field of industrial property. The participants first proceeded 
to an exchange of information and views on industrial prop- 
erty in the African countries. The importance of industrial 
property for developing countries was discussed. This was fol- 
lowed by a review of the principal treaties, conventions and 
agreements administered by WIPO, and the role of OAMPI in 
regional cooperation in the field of industrial property. The 
Seminar also discussed questions related to the technical 
information contained in patent documents and the interest 
for developing countries of the WIPO program, in particular 
the legal-technical assistance program. 

Industrial Development Centre for Arab States (IDCAS). 
Examination of the possibilities of creating a regional patent 
documentation service under the aegis of IDCAS continued. 
To complete the information obtained in a survey to establish 
what collections of patent documents exist in which govern- 
ment authorities in Arab States, a mission to Algeria, Egypt, 
Lebanon and Tunisia was carried out by officials of the Inter- 
national Bureau and IDCAS in January 1974. A Model Law 
for Arab States on Inventions, prepared by IDCAS with the 
assistance of the International Bureau, has been published 
and distributed by IDCAS. In addition, IDCAS has requested 
the International Bureau for assistance in the preparation of 
a Model Law for Arab States on Trademarks. A representative 
of IDCAS had discussions in Geneva in September 1974 with 
officials of the International Bureau concerning the prepara- 
tion of a first draft of such a model law. 

African and Malagasy Industrial Property Office 
(OAMPI). The Director General of OAMPI has submitted a 
request for assistance in revising the Libreville Agreement of 
September 13, 1962, which established OAMPI, with a view to 
harmonizing the provisions of the Agreement with those of 
the Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT), modernizing the Agree- 
ment in so far as trademarks and industrial designs are con- 
cerned, and extending the jurisdiction of the Office to ques- 
tions of literary and artistic property. At its session in Janu- 
ary 1974, the Administrative Council of OAMPI approved 
proposals submitted by the Director General of OAMPI for 
the preparation, with the assistance of the International 
Bureau, of studies on such harmonization, modernization and 

4 See p. 47 below. 

extension. At the request of the Director General of OAMPI, 
the International Bureau prepared a draft of the guidelines 
which should be taken into account in the preparation of the 
studies. 

Discussions also continued to determine the ways and 
means of providing other assistance requested by OAMPI, 
including the sending of a preparatory mission, to be financed 
by the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP), 
which would explore the possibilities of assisting OAMPI in 
establishing a regional patent documentation center. At its 
meeting in January 1974, the Administrative Council of 
OAMPI approved the plan for such a mission which had been 
drawn up by the Director General of OAMPI with the assis- 
tance of the International Bureau. In accordance with the 
procedures of the UNDP, three countries of the region must 
endorse the request for such a preparatory mission. By the 
end of May 1974, three countries — Cameroon, Gabon and the 
Ivory Coast — had done so. The request has been submitted 
by OAMPI to the UNDP and discussions have been entered 
into with a view to its implementation. 

In addition, at the request of the Director General of 
OAMPI, the International Bureau prepared comments, taking 
into account the provisions of the Paris Act (1971) of the 
Berne Convention for the Protection of Literary and Artistic 
Works, on the draft of a regional convention concerning uni- 
form copyright protection, which was considered by an ad hoc 
Copyright Committee of OAMPI in December 1974. 

Permanent Secretariat of the General Treaty on Central 
American Economic Integration (SIECA). Officials of SIECA 
had discussions with officials and a consultant of the Interna- 
tional Bureau in Geneva in August 1974 on the basis of a pre- 
liminary draft of a proposed Central American Patent Con- 
vention which would provide the legislative basis for a regional 
system of patents and industrial designs, including related 
provisions on transfer of technology, and for the establish- 
ment of a Central American Regional Office for Industrial 
Property. The preliminary draft had been prepared by the 
International Bureau at the request of SIECA. 

Model Laws for Developing Countries 

Appellations of origin. On the basis of the discussions of a 
Committee of Experts which met in April 1973, the Interna- 
tional Bureau established the final text of the Model Law on 
Appellations of Origin and Indications of Source and its Com- 
mentary. This text will be published in January 1975. 

Inventions and know-how. A Working Group on the 
Model Law for Developing Countries on Inventions and 
Know-how met in Geneva in November 19745. The Working 
Group was composed of experts designated by the Govern- 
ments of the following eighteen countries: Argentina, Brazil, 
Cameroon, Chile, Egypt, France, Germany (Federal Republic 
of), Hungary, Indonesia, Israel, Kenya, Mexico, Poland, Sri 
Lanka, Tunisia, United Kingdom, United States of America, 
Yugoslavia. In addition, the United Nations Conference 
on Trade  and Development  (UNCTAD)   and the Industrial 

3 See p. 49 below. 
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Development Centre for Arab States (IDCAS) and eleven 
international non-governmental organizations were repre- 
sented. 

The Working Group was convened pursuant to the deci- 
sion of the WIPO Permanent Committee for the Acquisition 
by Developing Countries of Technology Related to Industrial 
Property (see below) which recommended that the BIRPI 
model law for developing countries on inventions and know- 
how published in 1965 should be revised. 

• The Working Group examined draft model law provisions, 
prepared by the International Bureau, on contractual licenses, 
know-how, the state control of license contracts and two new 
special types of patents (" transfer of technology patents " 
and " industrial development patents "). The Working Group 
also considered the replies to the questionnaire, prepared by 
the International Bureau in the light of the discussions at the 
first session of the Permanent Committee, concerning the said 
two special types of industrial property facilitating the acqui- 
sition of technology. 

The draft model law provisions will be revised by the 
International Bureau on the basis of the discussions of the 
Working Group and will form part of a new model law, to be 
published by the International Bureau in due course. 

Copyright. The draft of a Model Law on Copyright for 
Developing Countries with a commentary on it, compatible 
with the Paris (1971) revisions of the Berne Convention for 
the Protection of Literary and Artistic Works and of the Uni- 
versal Copyright Convention, was completed by the Interna- 
tional Bureau of WIPO and the Secretariat of the United 
Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization 
(UNESCO) in May 1974. The draft has been circulated for 
comments to the Governments of States party to the Berne 
Convention and to the Universal Copyright Convention and 
to interested international organizations. A committee of 
experts, consisting of representatives of developing countries, 
will be convened in 1975 to establish a model law on copy- 
right for developing countries on the basis of the draft and 
comments referred to. 

Acquisition by Developing Countries of Technology Related 
to Industrial Property 

Permanent Program. In November 1973, the WIPO Con- 
ference established the WIPO Permanent Legal-Technical 
Program for the Acquisition by Developing Countries of 
Technology Related to Industrial Property. The Organizational 
Rules for the Permanent Program, as adopted by the WIPO 
Conference, define the objectives of the Permanent Program 
and establish a Permanent Committee consisting of all Mem- 
ber States of WIPO and the Paris Union which desire to be 
members of the Permanent Committee (see Table of States, 
below). The objective of the Permanent Program is to pro- 
mote and facilitate, by all means within the competence of 
WIPO, the acquisition by developing countries, under fair and 
reasonable terms and conditions, of technology related to 
industrial property. The task of the Permanent Committee is 
to keep the Permanent Program under review and to make 
recommendations in this connection to the WIPO Conference 
and Coordination Committee. 

Permanent Committee. The Permanent Committee of the 
Permanent Program held its first session in Geneva in March 
1974 6. At that time the Permanent Committee had 40 mem- 
bers 7, 37 of which were represented at the session; fifteen 
observer States were also represented, and six intergovern- 
mental and seven international non-governmental organiza- 
tions were represented by observers. 

After an extensive general discussion, the Permanent Com- 
mittee considered the program and budget of the Permanent 
Program for 1974 to 1976 and the question of the financing of 
the Permanent Program for 1975. The Permanent Committee 
decided to make the following recommendations: (1) the 
International Bureau should hold a licensing seminar in 1974 
(see below) ; (2) a working group on the revision of the BIRPI 
Model Law for Developing Countries on Inventions should be 
convened in 1974 (see above); (3) the International Bureau 
should, by paying their expenses, facilitate the participation 
of persons from a certain number of developing countries, 
members of the Permanent Committee, in the Moscow Sympo- 
sium of October 7 to 11, 1974, on the Role of Patent Informa- 
tion in Research and Development (see below) ; (4) a question- 
naire should be sent to all developing countries asking them 
to indicate those sectors of technology in which they would be 
most interested to see the start of a publication of a periodical 
on licensing opportunities (see below). The Permanent Com- 
mittee also considered a draft questionnaire on special types 
of patents which was sent to member countries and interested 
organizations in April 1974. 

Licensing Seminar. A Licensing Seminar was convened by 
WIPO within the framework of the Permanent Program in 
November 1974. Nearly 50 persons attended the Seminar. 
The Governments of the following States designated partici- 
pants: Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Congo, Egypt, Indonesia, 
Ivory Coast, Jordan, Kenya, Romania, Senegal, Spain, Sri 
Lanka, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Turkey, Zaire. Six 
officials of developing countries who had received fellow- 
ships under the 1974 WIPO traineeship program also partici- 
pated in the Seminar. Experts were provided by the Govern- 
ments of Brazil, Czechoslovakia and Mexico and by five inter- 
national non-governmental organizations. Representatives of 
the United Nations Conference on Trade and Development 
(UNCTAD), the United Nations Industrial Development Orga- 
nization (UNIDO), the Industrial Development Centre for 
Arab States (IDCAS) and the African and Malagasy Industrial 
Property Office (OAMPI) and six non-governmental organiza- 
tions participated as observers. 

The immediate purpose of the Seminar was to provide 
training, with emphasis on the points which developing country 
licensees should look out for in negotiating and drafting tech- 
nology license agreements, and to provide experience on 
which work could be based, for the preparation of draft guide- 
lines and model provisions for license agreements appropriate 
to the needs of developing countries, including the revision 

6 See Industrial Property, 1974, p. 175. 
7 On January 1, 1975, the number of members was 44 (see Member- 

ship of the Administrative Bodies of WIPO, p. 20 below). 
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and bringing up to date of the WIPO Guide to " Legal Aspects 
of License Agreements in the Field of Patents, Trademarks 
and Know-how " published in 1972. 

Each expert presented a short lecture on a topic chosen by 
him within the general framework of the legal aspects of 
license agreements for the acquisition by developing countries 
of technology related to industrial property, on the basis 
of the WIPO Guide. These lectures were followed by ques- 
tions and discussion among the participants, the experts and 
the observers. The Licensing Seminar concluded with a sum- 
mary prepared by the Chairman. The lectures and the sum- 
mary will be published and distributed by WIPO to the per- 
sons in attendance and to the Governments of the States mem- 
bers of the Permanent Committee. 

Publication on licensing opportunities. In accordance with 
the recommendation of the Permanent Committee, the Inter- 
national Bureau prepared and distributed to all developing 
countries a questionnaire asking them to indicate those sec- 
tors of technology in which they would be most interested to 
see the publication of a periodical on licensing opportunities 
start. The replies to this questionnaire will be considered by a 
Group of Editorial Consultants which is scheduled to meet in 
January 1975 to advise on such a publication. 

Other Relations with Developing Countries 

Meetings. WIPO was represented at the Second Confer- 
ence of African Ministers of Industry, organized by the 
United Nations Economic Commission for Africa (ECA), the 
Organization for African Unity (OAU) and the United 
Nations Industrial Development Organization (UNIDO) at 
Cairo in December 1973, at the Administrative Council of the 
African and Malagasy Industrial Property Office (OAMPI) at 
Abidjan in January 1974, at the Third Conference on Indus- 
trial Development for Arab States organized by IDCAS and 
UNIDO at Tripoli in April 1974, and at the annual meeting of 
the Association for the Protection of Industrial Property in 
the Middle East and North Africa (APPIMAF) at Beirut in 
November 1974. An official of the International Bureau 
attended the United Nations Industrial Development Organi- 
zation (UNIDO) Seminar on Know-how on Licensing Arrange- 
ments in Manila in May/June 1974. 

Missions. The Director General made a visit to Algeria in 
April 1974 and to Cameroon in December 1974. Extensive 
talks on matters concerned with WIPO and industrial prop- 
erty were held with Ministers or other government officials. 

Visits were made to Algeria, Bahrain, Brazil, Cameroon, 
Chad, Congo, Dahomey, Egypt, Ethiopia, Gabon, Indonesia, 
Iran, Iraq, Ivory Coast, Lebanon, the Libyan Arab Republic, 
Mauritania, Mexico, Niger, the Philippines, Qatar, Senegal, 
Singapore, the Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, 
the United Arab Emirates, Upper Volta, Venezuela and Zaire 
by other officials of the International Bureau for the purpose 
of exchanging views with the government authorities in those 
countries on matters concerning WIPO or in the industrial 
property or copyright fields. 

Similarly, talks took place on such matters with the Sec- 
retariats of the African and Malagasy Industrial Property 
Office (OAMPI) at Yaounde, the Industrial Development 
Centre for Arab States (IDCAS) at Cairo, and the United 
Nations Economic Commission for Africa (ECA) at Addis 
Ababa. 

Cooperation Between WIPO 
and Other International Organizations 

Organizations of the United Nations System 

Agreement with the United Nations. In May 1974, at the 
United Nations headquarters in New York, joint discussions 
were held between the Committee on Negotiations with Inter- 
governmental Organizations of the Economic and Social 
Council of the United Nations (ECOSOC) and the WIPO 
negotiators (appointed at the November 1973 session of the 
General Assembly of WIPO) on the text of a proposed agree- 
ment between the United Nations and WIPO. The said Com- 
mittee and the said negotiators agreed on a text which was 
essentially the same as that of the draft endorsed by the 
WIPO Coordination Committee at its session in 1973 and by 
the General Assembly of WIPO in November 1973. 

In July/August 1974, ECOSOC, at its fifty-seventh session, 
adopted on the recommendation of its Policy and Programme 
Coordination Committees, a resolution recommending ap- 
proval by the General Assembly of the United Nations of the 
text in question. 

In September 1974, the General Assembly of WIPO, in an 
extraordinary session (as indicated on page 12, above) 
approved the same text. 

On December 17, 1974, the General Assembly of the 
United Nations, at its twenty-ninth session, approved the said 
text. 

In accordance with its terms, the agreement between the 
United Nations and WIPO (hereinafter referred to as " the 
Agreement ") entered into force on the date on which it was 
approved by the General Assembly of the United Nations. 

The first article of the Agreement reads as follows: 

Recognition 

The United Nations recognizes the World Intellectual Property Or- 
ganization (hereinafter called the " Organization ") as a specialized 
agency and as being responsible for taking appropriate action in accor- 
dance with its basic instrument, treaties and agreements administered by 
it, inter alia, for promoting creative intellectual activity and for facil- 
itating the transfer of technology related to industrial property to the 
developing countries in order to accelerate economic, social and cultural 
development, subject to the competence and responsibilities of the 
United Nations and its organs, particularly the United Nations Conference 
on Trade and Development, the United Nations Development Programme 
and the United Nations Industrial Development Organization, as well as 
of the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization 
and of other agencies within the United Nations system. 

The other main articles of the Agreement concern cooper- 
ation in measures to make coordination of the policies and 
activities of the United Nations system more effective (Arti- 
cle 2), particularly in the provision of technical assistance for 
development in the field of intellectual creation (Article 9) 
and in promoting and facilitating the transfer of technology 
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to developing countries in such a manner as to assist those 
countries in attaining their objectives in the field of science 
and technology and trade and development (Article 10). 

The remaining provisions of the Agreement cover matters 
which are also the subject of the agreements concluded by the 
United Nations with the existing specialized agencies. These 
relate to reciprocal representation at meetings, the inclusion 
of items by the United Nations in the provisional agenda of 
appropriate bodies of WIPO and by the latter in the provi- 
sional agenda of the Economic and Social Council, its commis- 
sions and committees, the submission by WIPO to its appro- 
priate organs of formal recommendations made by the United 
Nations, the exchange of information and documents, the col- 
lection and publication of statistics, the furnishing of infor- 
mation, reports, studies and other assistance to the United 
Nations, the use of common facilities, staff and services, per- 
sonnel arrangements, budgetary and financial matters, and 
relations with other international organizations. 

The full text of the Agreement is published on page 3 
above. 

The Director General promptly notified all the States 
which have the right to be members of WIPO of the fact that 
WIPO had become a specialized agency and invited them to 
become members of WIPO by ratifying or acceding to the 
Convention establishing WIPO. 

United Nations and UNCTAD. A report entitled " The 
Role of the Patent System in the Transfer of Technology 
to Developing Countries " (UNCTAD documents TD/B/AC.ll/ 
19 and Add. 1) was submitted to the Intergovernmental Group 
on Transfer of Technology of the United Nations Confer- 
ence on Trade and Development (UNCTAD) at its session 
in July 1974. This report was prepared jointly by the United 
Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs, the 
UNCTAD Secretariat and the International Bureau of WIPO 
in response to paragraph 10 of Resolution 39(111) adopted in 
May 1972 at the third session of the United Nations Confer- 
ence on Trade and Development (UNCTAD III). The report 
has been transmitted by the Secretary-General of UNCTAD to 
the Governments of the countries members of UNCTAD and 
by the Director General of WIPO to the Governments of the 
States members of WIPO and of the Paris Union for their 
written comments. 

UNCTAD. The International Bureau contributed to a 
study by the Secretary-General of UNCTAD in implementa- 
tion of UNCTAD Resolution 62(111) and Decision lOO(XIII) 
of the Trade and Development Board of UNCTAD concerning 
measures adopted by intergovernmental organizations to meet 
the needs of the least developed among the developing coun- 
tries. Notable among the measures taken by WIPO are the 
granting of traineeships to officials nominated by the govern- 
ments of such countries (Chad, Lesotho, Malawi, Uganda and 
Yemen) and the decision of the WIPO Permanent Commit- 
tee to give preference to the less developed over the more 
developed of a limited number of developing countries, whose 
participation in meetings under the WIPO Permanent Pro- 
gram would be financed by WIPO. 

Consultations have taken place on the intersecretariat 
level between UNCTAD and WIPO with respect to other deci- 
sions of UNCTAD III which call for studies to be carried out 
by the Secretary-General of UNCTAD in cooperation with 
other United Nations bodies and with other organizations, 
including WIPO. These studies include those relating to pos- 
sible bases for new international legislation regulating the 
transfer from developed to developing countries of patented 
and unpatented technology, including related commercial and 
legal aspects of such transfer, called for by paragraph 9 of 
Resolution 39(111). 

Unesco. On the initiative of the United Nations Educa- 
tional, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO), a gen- 
eral agreement concerning cooperation between WIPO and 
Unesco was negotiated between the Secretariats of the two 
Organizations in August 1973, and, later in the same year, was 
approved by the Executive Board of Unesco and by the WIPO 
Coordination Committee. The Agreement was signed by the 
Directors General of the two Organizations in March 1974. 

Unesco and ILO. Close cooperation was maintained with 
Unesco and the International Labour Organisation (ILO) on 
matters relating to copyright and neighboring rights. The Sec- 
retariats of the three Organizations cooperated in the prepa- 
ration of a draft model law on neighboring rights and in the 
arrangements for convening the Intergovernmental Commit- 
tee established under the International Convention for the 
Protection of Performers, Producers of Phonograms and 
Broadcasting Organizations (Rome Convention). 

Various United Nations bodies. WIPO continued to be 
represented at various meetings of United Nations bodies at 
which questions were discussed concerning the application of 
science and technology to development, scientific or technical 
cooperation, the creation or development of information sys- 
tems, data banks, centers for the transfer of technology and 
related activities. 

Other Intergovernmental Organizations 

Industrial Development Centre for Arab States (IDCAS). 
An agreement establishing working relations and cooperation 
between WIPO and IDCAS, approved by the WIPO Coordina- 
tion Committee and the Council of the League of Arab States, 
of which IDCAS forms a part, came into force upon signature 
by the Director General of IDCAS and the Director General 
of WIPO on June 15 and 27, 1974 (see also page 14 above). 

African   and   Malagasy   Industrial   Property    Office 
(OAMPI). See page 14 above. 

Permanent Secretariat of the General Treaty on Central 
American Economic Integration (SIECA). See page 14 above. 

International Non-Governmental Organizations 

Meetings. WIPO was represented at the Annual Meeting 
of the International Federation of Library Associations 
(IFLA) and at the meetings of various international non-gov- 
ernmental organizations and national organizations concerned 
with industrial property matters (see page 27 below). 
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WIPO Publications 

Reviews. The reviews Industrial Property and Copyright 
continued   to   appear  every  month  in  English  and  French, 
whereas   the  review La Propiedad Intelectual  continued  to  | 
appear in Spanish every quarter. 

Other publications. Updated editions of the WIPO bro- 
chure entitled General Information were published in English 
and French in January 1974, in German in March 1974 and in 
Russian and Spanish in April 1974. A new catalogue of 
WIPO publications was published in March 1974. An updated 
edition of the WIPO General Rules of Procedure and the 
Organizational Rules of the WIPO Permanent Legal-Tech- 
nical Program for the Acquisition by Developing Countries of 
Technology Related to Industrial Property were published in 
March 1974. 

Official texts in various languages of international agree- 
ments administered by WIPO were published in brochure 
form during 1974. 

WIPO Headquarters Building 

Construction of a new building. Progress continued to be 
made in the construction of the new building which will be 
connected with the existing headquarters building of WIPO. 
The excavation work, which was started in March 1973, has 
been completed. The drainage and the floor foundations as 
well as the frame of the central stairs and service unit have 
also been completed. In addition, the supports and floor foun- 
dations of the 4lh, 3rd, 2nd and 1st basements have been com- 
pleted. 
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Member States of the World Intellectual Property Organization 
as on January 1, 1975 * 

State Date of the deposit 
of instrument 

Date on which membership 
in WIPO took effect 

Australia  P-B1 ... A2 

Austria  P-B    ... R 
Belgium  ...   P-B    ... R 
Brazil  P   .... A 
Bulgaria  P-B    ... R 
Byelorussian SSR  R 
Cameroon         B    .    .    . R 
Canada  P-B    ... A 
Chad  P-B    ... A 
Cuba  P   .... A 
Czechoslovakia  P   .... A 
Dahomey  P-B    ... A 
Democratic People's Republic of Korea  A 
Denmark  P-B    .    .    . R 
Fiji         B    .    .    . A 
Finland  P-B    ... R 
France         B    •    •    • R 
German Democratic Republic  P-B    ... A 
Germany, Federal Republic of  P-B R 
Hungary  P-B R 
Ireland  P-B    ... S 
Israel  P-B    ... R 
Ivory Coast  P-B    .    .    . R 
Jordan  P  .... A 
Kenya  P  .    .    .    . R 
Liechtenstein  P-B    .    .    . R 
Luxembourg  P   .     .     .    . R 
Malawi  P   .... A 
Monaco         B    •    •    • R 
Morocco  P-B    .    .    . R 
Netherlands3  P-B    ... R 
Norway  P-B    ... R 
Poland  P  .    .    .    . R 
Romania  P-B    .    .    . R 
Senegal  P-B    ... R 
South Africa  P-B    ... R 
Soviet Union  P   .    .    .    . R 
Spain .    ".  P-B    .    . R 
Sudan  A 
Sweden  P-B    ... R 
Switzerland  P-B    .    .    . R 
Uganda  P   .... A 
Ukrainian SSR  R 
United Arab Emirates  A 
United Kingdom  P-B    .    .    . R 
United States of America  P   .    .    .    . R 
Yugoslavia  P  .    .    .    . R 
Zaire  P-B    ... R 

(Total: 48 States) 

May 10, 1972     . 
May 11, 1973    . 
October 31, 1974 
December 20,  1974 
February 19, 1970 
March 19, 1969 . 
August 3, 1973 . 
March 26, 1970 . 
June 26, 1970    . 
December 27,  1974 
September 22, 1970 
December 9, 1974 
May 17, 1974    . 
January 26, 1970 
December 11, 1971 
June 8, 1970 .    . 
July 18, 1974     . 
June 20, 1968    . 
June 19, 1970    . 
December 18, 1969 
January 12, 1968 
July 30, 1969 .    . 
February 1, 1974 
April 12, 1972    . 
July 5, 1971 .    . 
February 21, 1972 
December 19,  1974 
March 11, 1970 . 
December 3, 1974 
April 27, 1971 . 
October 9, 1974 . 
March 8, 1974    . 
December 23, 1974 
February 28, 1969 • 
September 19, 1968 
December 23,  1974 
December 4, 1968 
June 6, 1969 .    . 
November 15, 1973 
August 12, 1969 . 
January 26, 1970 
July 18, 1973    . 
February 12, 1969 
June 24, 1974    . 
February 26, 1969 
May 25, 1970 .    . 
July 11, 1973    . 
October 28, 1974 

August 10, 1972 
August 11, 1973 
January 31, 1975 
March 20, 1975 
May 19, 1970 
April 26, 1970 
November 3, 1973 
June 26, 1970 
September 26, 1970 
March 27, 1975 
December 22, 1970 
March 9, 1975 
August 17, 1974 
April 26, 1970 
March 11, 1972 
September 8, 1970 
October 18, 1974 
April 26, 1970 
September 19, 1970 
April 26, 1970 
April 26, 1970 
April 26, 1970 
May 1, 1974 
July 12, 1972 
October 5, 1971 
May 21, 1972 
March 19, 1975 
June 11, 1970 
March 3, 1975 
July 27, 1971 
January 9, 1975 
June 8, 1974 
March 23, 1975 
April 26, 1970 
April 26, 1970 
March 23, 1975 
April 26, 1970 
April 26, 1970 
February 15, 1974 
April 26, 1970 
April 26, 1970 
October 18, 1973 
April 26, 1970 
September 24, 1974 
April 26, 1970 
August 25, 1970 
October 11, 1973 
January 28, 1975 

* This list includes all the entities to which the Convention has been declared applicable. It does not imply any expression of opinion as to the 
legal status of any country or territory or of its authorities. 

1 " P " means that the State has ratified or acceded to at least the administrative provisions of the Stockholm Act of the Paris Convention; 
" B " means that the State has ratified or acceded to at least the administrative provisions  of the  Stockholm  or Paris  Act  of the Berne Con- 
vention. 

2 " A " means accession; " R " means ratification; " S " means signature without reservation as to ratification; see Article 14(1)  of the Conven- 
tion establishing WIPO. 

3 Ratification for the Kingdom in Europe, Surinam and the Netherlands Antilles. 
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Notifications made under Article 21(2) of the Convention Establishing the World Intellectual Property Organization 

The States listed below have availed themselves of Article 21 (2) fa,) of the Convention,  which enables them to  exercise, 
until April 26, 1975, the same rights as if they had become party to the Convention: 

Algeria India Portugal 
Argentina Indonesia Republic of Viet-Nam 
Chile Italy Syrian Arab Republic 
Congo Japan Thailand 
Cyprus 
Egypt 
Gabon 
Greece 
Holy See 

(Total: 26 States) 

Madagascar 
Malta 
Mauritania 
Mexico 
Niger 

Togo 
Tunisia 
Turkey 
Upper Volta 

Membership of the Administrative Bodies of WIPO 

On January 1, 1975, the membership of the Administrative 
Bodies of the World Intellectual Property Organization was 
as follows: 

General Assembly: Algeria *, Argentina *, Australia, Austria, 
Belgium, Brazil, Bulgaria, Cameroon, Canada, Chad, Chile *, 
Congo *, Cuba, Cyprus *, Czechoslovakia, Dahomey, Den- 
mark, Egypt *, Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon *, German Demo- 
cratic Republic, Germany (Federal Republic of), Greece*, 
Holy See *, Hungary, India *, Indonesia *, Ireland, Israel, 
Italy *, Ivory Coast, Japan *, Jordan, Kenya, Liechtenstein, 
Luxembourg, Madagascar *, Malawi, Malta *, Mauritania *, 
Mexico *, Monaco (as from March 3, 1975), Morocco, Nether- 
lands, Niger *, Norway, Poland, Portugal *, Republic of Viet- 
Nam *, Romania, Senegal, South Africa, Soviet Union, Spain, 
Sweden, Switzerland, Syrian Arab Republic *, Thailand *, 
Togo *, Tunisia *, Turkey *, Uganda, United Kingdom, United 
States of America, Upper Volta *, Yugoslavia, Zaire (as from 
January 28, 1975) (69). 

Conference: The same States as above, with Byelorussian 
SSR, Democratic People's Republic of Korea, Sudan, Ukrain- 
ian SSR and United Arab Emirates (74). 

Coordination Committee: Algeria, Argentina, Australia, Brazil, 
Cameroon, Canada, Egypt, France, German Democratic Re- 
public, Germany (Federal Republic of), Hungary, India, Iran, 
Israel, Italy, Japan, Kenya, Mexico, Morocco, Netherlands, 
Nigeria, Philippines, Poland, Romania, Senegal, Soviet Union, 
Spain, Sri Lanka, Sweden, Switzerland, United Kingdom, 
United States of America, Yugoslavia (33). 

Permanent Committee of the WIPO Permanent Legal-Tech- 
nical Program for the Acquisition by Developing Countries 
of Technology Related to Industrial Property: Algeria, Argen- 
tina, Austria, Brazil, Cameroon, Chile, Congo, Cuba, Czecho- 
slovakia, Denmark, Egypt, Finland, France, Gabon, Germany 
(Federal Republic of), Hungary, Indonesia, Israel, Italy, 
Ivory Coast, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, 
Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Senegal, Spain, Sri 
Lanka, Sudan, Sweden, Switzerland, Syrian Arab Republic, 
Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, United Kingdom, United States of 
America, Yugoslavia, Zaire (44). 

WIPO Headquarters Building Subcommittee: Argentina, 
Cameroon, France, Germany (Federal Republic of), Italy, 
Netherlands, Switzerland, United States of America (8). 

* Member until April 26, 1975, unless, in the meantime, it ratifies or 
accedes to the Convention establishing WIPO. 
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WIPO Convention 

I. Ratifications 

LUXEMBOURG 
The Government of Luxembourg deposited on Decem- 

ber 19, 1974, its instrument of ratification of the Convention 
Establishing the World Intellectual Property Organization 
(WIPO). 

Luxembourg has fulfilled the conditions set forth in Arti- 
cle 14(2) of the Convention by concurrently ratifying the 
Stockholm Act (1967) of the Paris Convention for the Protec- 
tion of Industrial Property in its entirety. 

Pursuant to Article 15(2), the WIPO Convention will 
enter into force with respect to Luxembourg on March 19, 
1975. 

WIPO Notification No. 64, of December 24,1974. 

POLAND 
The Government of Poland deposited on December 23, 

1974, its instrument of ratification of the WIPO Convention. 
Poland has fulfilled the conditions set forth in Article 

14(2) of the Convention by concurrently ratifying the Stock- 
holm Act (1967) of the Paris Convention in its entirety. 

Pursuant to Article 15(2), the WIPO Convention will 
enter into force with respect to Poland on March 23, 1975. 

WIPO Notification No. 66, of December 24,1974. 

SOUTH AFRICA 

The Government of South Africa deposited on Decem- 
ber 23, 1974, its instrument of ratification of the WIPO Con- 
vention. 

South Africa has fulfilled the conditions set forth in Arti- 
cle 14(2) of the Convention by concurrently ratifying the 
Stockholm Act (1967) of the Paris Convention in its entirety 
and acceding to the Paris Act (1971) of the Berne Convention 
for the Protection of Literary and Artistic Works, as provided 

for in Article 29bis of the said Act and with the declaration 
provided for in Article 28(l)(b) to the effect that the acces- 
sion shall not apply to Articles 1 to 21 and to the Appendix. 

Pursuant to Article 15(2), the WIPO Convention will 
enter into force with respect to South Africa on March 23, 
1975. 

WIPO Notification No. 67, of December 24, 1974. 

II. Accessions 

BRAZIL 

The Government of Brazil deposited on December 20, 
1974, its instrument of accession to the WIPO Convention. 

Brazil has fulfilled the conditions set forth in Article 14(2) 
of the Convention by concurrently acceding to the Stockholm 
Act (1967) of the Paris Convention with the limitation pro- 
vided for in Article 20(l)(b)(i) of the said Act to the effect 
that the accession shall not apply to Articles 1 to 12. 

Pursuant to Article 15(2), the WIPO Convention will 
enter into force with respect to Brazil on March 20, 1975. 

WIPO Notification No. 65, of December 24,1974. 

CUBA 

The Government of Cuba deposited on December 27, 
1974, its instrument of accession to the WIPO Convention. 

Furthermore, the said instrument of accession contains the 
following declaration: 

" The Government of the Republic of Cuba declares that 
the provisions of Article 5 of the Convention are of a dis- 
criminatory nature and contrary to the principle of the 
equality of States. " (Translation) 

Cuba has fulfilled the conditions set forth in Article 14(2) 
of the Convention by concurrently ratifying the Stockholm 
Act (1967) of the Paris Convention in its entirety. 

Pursuant to Article 15(2), the WIPO Convention will 
enter into force with respect to Cuba on March 27, 1975. 

WIPO Notification No. 68, of January 8, 1975. 
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The Paris Union and Industrial Property in 1974 

Introduction 

The most important events during 1974, in the industrial 
property field, were: the entry into force of the second edi- 
tion of the International Patent Classification (IPC) and the 
deposit of the requisite instruments of ratification and acces- 
sion to enable the Strasbourg Agreement Concerning the 
International Patent Classification to enter into force on 
October 7, 1975; the commencement of operations of the 
International Patent Documentation Center (INPADOC), 
established by the Government of Austria under an agreement 
with WIPO; the initiation of a new project possibly leading to 
the conclusion of a treaty on the deposit of microorganisms 
for the purposes of patent procedure; and the Symposium on 
the Role of Patent Information in Research and Development, 
held at Moscow in October 1974. 

I. Paris Union 
Member States 

Zaire deposited its instrument of accession to the Stock- 
holm Act (1967) of the Paris Convention for the Protection of 
Industrial Property (Paris Convention). The accession of 
Zaire will become effective on January 31, 1975. On that date 
the number of member countries of the Paris Union for the 
Protection of Industrial Property will be 81 (see Table of 
Member Countries, below). 

Stockholm Act (1967) 

Acceptance. The Stockholm Act (1967) of the Paris Con- 
vention was ratified or acceded to in its entirety by Belgium, 
Cuba, Dahomey, Egypt, Ivory Coast, Luxembourg, the Nether- 
lands, Niger, Norway, Poland, South Africa and Zaire. These 
ratifications and accessions became or will become effective 
on February 12, 1975, April 8, 1975, March 12, 1975, March 6, 
1975, May 4, 1974, March 24, 1975, January 10, 1975, March 6, 
1975, June 13, 1974, March 24, 1975, March 24, 1975, and 
January 31, 1975, respectively. Brazil acceded to the adminis- 
trative and final provisions of the Stockholm Act (1967) ; this 
accession will become effective on March 24,1975. 

Five-year privilege. At the end of 1974, 30 States, which 
had given notification under Article 30(2) of the Stockholm 
Act (1967), could exercise, until April 26, 1975, the rights pro- 
vided under Articles 13 to 17 of the Stockholm Act (1967) as 
if they were bound by those articles. However, ten of those 
States — Belgium, Brazil, Cuba, Dahomey, Egypt, Luxem- 
bourg, the Netherlands, Niger, Poland and South Africa — 
will become bound by the said articles of the Stockholm Act 
(1967) during 1975 as mentioned above. 

Acts in Force 

As far as the substantive articles of the Paris Convention 
(Articles 1 to 12) are concerned, of the 80 countries which 
were members of the Paris Union as of December 31, 1974, 
three were bound by the Hague Act (1925), 19 by the London 
Act (1934), 30 by the Lisbon Act (1958) and 28 by the Stock- 
holm Act (1967). 

Administrative Bodies 

The Executive Committee of the Paris Union met in ordi- 
nary session in September 19741. The Executive Committee 
noted with approval the activities of the International Bureau 
since November 1973. It also noted with approval the 
accounts of the International Bureau and the report of the 
auditors on those accounts as well as other information con- 
cerning finances for 1973. The Executive Committee 
approved the program and budget for 1975 of the Paris Union 
(see also pages 11 and 12 above). 

II. Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) 
Acceptance 

Chad deposited its instrument of accession to the Patent 
Cooperation Treaty (PCT). By the end of 1974, six States had 
thus ratified or acceded to the PCT: Cameroon, Central Afri- 
can Republic, Chad, Madagascar, Malawi, Senegal. 

Records of the Washington Diplomatic Conference 

The manuscript of the French edition of the records of the 
Washington Diplomatic Conference was completed in 1974. It 
should be published in 1975. 

Preparatory Work for the Entry into Force of the PCT 

The preparatory work for the entry into force of the PCT 
continued throughout the year. 

Interim Committees. The three PCT Interim Committees 
established by the Paris Union in implementation of the rec- 
ommended measures for the entry into force of the PCT met 
in November 1974 2. Twenty-one States were represented. In 
addition, two intergovernmental organizations and seven non- 
governmental   organizations  were  represented  by  observers. 

The Interim Advisory Committee for Administrative Ques- 
tions discussed the second revised draft of the PCT Adminis- 
trative Instructions as well as the draft forms under the 
Administrative Instructions, which had previously been con- 
sidered by the Working Group on Forms at its first session in 
September 1974. These draft forms are intended for the use of 
the international authorities (namely, the Receiving Office, 
the International Searching Authority, the International 
Bureau, and the International Preliminary Examining Author- 
ity), in dealing with communications which may arise in the 

1 See Industrial Property, 1974, p. 399. 
2 See Industrial Property, 1974, p. 470. 
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processing of international applications under Chapters I and 
II of the PCT. The Committee decided on a number of 
changes in both the draft Administrative Instructions and the 
draft forms. 

The Interim Committee for Technical Cooperation dis- 
cussed a number of questions concerning the minimum docu- 
mentation, searching and the establishment of guidelines for 
the preparation of abstracts. The principal decisions of the 
Committee included the fixing of a list of 169 periodicals the 
articles, abstracts and other contents of which would constitute 
the published items of non-patent literature forming part of 
the minimum documentation referred to in Rule 34 of the 
PCT Regulations, and the approval of a number of principles 
governing the treatment of patent documents forming part of 
patent families. 

The Interim Committee for Technical Assistance was 
informed by the International Bureau about the progress so 
far made in the implementation of the project to assist the 
Government of Brazil to modernize the Brazilian patent sys- 
tem (see page 12 above). The Committee also noted the other 
efforts being undertaken by the International Bureau within 
the framework of the WIPO Legal Technical Assistance Pro- 
gram to develop the protection of industrial property in 
developing countries, particularly as concerns requests for 
technical assistance which were of interest for the program of 
the Committee or which could lead to a PCT technical assis- 
tance project. The Committee requested the International 
Bureau to undertake a survey among the countries publishing 
patent documents in order to establish the availability of such 
documents for use in the framework of technical assistance 
projects for developing countries. The International Bureau 
was also requested to examine, in close cooperation with the 
competent Austrian authorities, the possibilities for the use of 
the services of the International Patent Documentation Cen- 
ter (INPADOC) for the benefit of developing countries. 

Patent Associated Literature (PAL) system. The PAL sys- 
tem, instituted by INSPEC (Information Services in Physics, 
Electro-Technology, Computers and Control, of the Institution 
of Electrical Engineers, London), became operational in 
March 1974. Since then, the subscribing Patent Offices of 
Brazil, Germany (Federal Republic of), Japan and the United 
States of America, have been receiving the PAL full-text 
copy service on a regular basis. In consultation with the 
International Bureau, efforts are being made by INSPEC to 
interest a broader group of offices in the service, to explore 
ways and means of improving the record keeping and the 
access to the PAL material, to extend the PAL full-text copy 
service beyond the current INSPEC field of physics and elec- 
tricity to other fields of technology — for example, electro- 
chemistry and chemical engineering — and to implement a 
magnetic tape back-up service. 

III. Trademark Registration Treaty (TRT) 

Records of the Vienna Diplomatic Conference on Industrial 
Property, 1973 

The English edition of the records of the Vienna Diplo- 
matic  Conference  on  Industrial Property,  1973   and  of the 

Trademark Registration Treaty Conference is under prepa- 
ration. Four post-Conference documents on the history of the 
TRT, a brief summary of its provisions and advantages, and 
explanatory notes on each of the articles and on the Regula- 
tions under the TRT, were distributed in February, May and 
August 1974. The English version of the provisional verbatim 
minutes of the meetings of the plenaries of the Vienna Diplo- 
matic Conference on Industrial Property, 1973 and the Trade- 
mark Registration Treaty Conference and the provisional 
summary minutes of the meetings of the Main Committee of 
the Trademark Registration Treaty Conference were distrib- 
uted in September 1974 to the participants for suggested 
changes. 

IV. International Patent Classification (IPC) 

Strasbourg Agreement 

Acceptance. By the end of 1974, 16 States had ratified or 
acceded to the Strasbourg Agreement Concerning the Interna- 
tional Patent Classification: Australia, Austria, Brazil, Den- 
mark, Egypt, France, Germany (Federal Republic of), Ire- 
land, Israel, Netherlands, Norway, Spain, Sweden, Switzer- 
land, United Kingdom, United States of America. 

Entry into force. In accordance with Article 13(l)(a), the 
Strasbourg Agreement will enter into force on October 7, 
1975, with respect to the 16 States listed above, with the 
exception of Australia, Egypt and Spain. It will enter into 
force for these three States, on November 12, 1975, Octo- 
ber 17,1975, and November 29, 1975, respectively. 

Committees 

In 1974, the Joint ad hoc Committee of the Council of 
Europe and WIPO met once, its Bureau and Working Groups 
I, II, III, and IV each met twice, while Working Group V met 
once. All meetings took place in Geneva. 

At its ninth session in January 1974 3, the Joint ad hoc 
Committee adopted the " Advice to Classifiers, " which was 
recommended to be used for training purposes within patent 
offices. It recommended that all offices should start applying 
the symbols according to the second edition on all patent 
documents published from January 1, 1975. It further recom- 
mended that offices should, when allocating the symbols, indi- 
cate on each published patent document, classified according 
to the second edition, the fact that that edition of the IPC had 
been used, preferably by printing a superscript arabic 2 close 
to the IPC symbols, for example: Int. Cl. 2  =  C 12 C 1/04. 

Working Groups. Four of the five Working Groups dealt 
with detailed proposals for the second revision period con- 
cerning various sections of the IPC and prepared suggestions 
for a tentative priority program for revision work in 1975. 
The fifth Working Group dealt with the uniform application 
of the IPC. 

Second Edition of the International Patent Classification 
(IPC) 

Entry into force. The second edition of the IPC entered 
into force on July 1, 1974. 

3 See Industrial Property, 1974, p. 138. 
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Compared with the first edition, the total number of sub- 
divisions has increased in the second edition from approxi- 
mately 46,000 to 51,000, and thousands of entries have been 
modified, deleted or transferred. 

Publication. The English and French versions of the 
second edition of the IPC were published in July 1974. A Ger- 
man version of the second edition of the IPC, prepared by the 
German Patent Office (Munich), was published in August 
1974. Translations of the second edition of the IPC in other 
languages are being prepared by several national offices. A 
revised edition of the Official Catchword Index to the IPC in 
English was published in July 1974. An edition of the Official 
Catchword Index to the IPC in French was published in Sep- 
tember 1974. A revised edition of the Catchword Index to the 
IPC in German is under preparation at the German Patent 
Office (Munich). 

Training Seminar 

A Training Seminar for Officers Concerned with Training 
Personnel in the Use of the International Patent Classifica- 
tion was organized at the International Patent Institute (IIB) 
at The Hague in May 1974. Forty-six participants from 16 
countries attended the Seminar. Papers were presented on 
such subjects as the history of the IPC, its application and 
interpretation and the future training of classifiers. 

Classification of Search Files 

Three sessions of the WIPO Consultants Group for the 
IPC Classification of Search Files were held in the framework 
of the International Bureau's study of the need and means for 
achieving international cooperation in the reclassification of 
search files according to the IPC. They took place at the Aus- 
trian Patent Office in Vienna, the International Patent Insti- 
tute (IIB) in The Hague and the Berlin Branch of the German 
Patent Office (Munich). The participants consisted of repre- 
sentatives of these three offices and of the International Pat- 
ent Documentation Center (INPADOC). 

At each of its sessions, the Consultants Group reviewed the 
progress made in the reclassification according to the IPC of 
the search files of the three participating offices and the 
extent to which lists of these files had so far been prepared. 
The Consultants Group also drew up plans for continuing and 
completing the reclassification according to an agreed time 
schedule. 

INPADOC reaffirmed its willingness in principle to act as 
the central intermediary body in the IPC reclassification proj- 
ect, which would include the setting up of a central data base 
of inventories of files classified according to the IPC. 

V. ICIREPAT 
Participating Countries 

At the end of 1974, 22 countries were members (" partici- 
pating countries ") of the Paris Union Committee for Interna- 
tional Cooperation in Information Retrieval Among Patent 
Offices (ICIREPAT) and were represented in its executive 
body, the Plenary Committee (PLC). 

Activities 
ICIREPAT's main activities continued to be carried out in 

the framework of the technical committees, the Technical 
Coordination Committee and the Plenary Committee. The 
Technical Committee for Standardization (TCST) and the 
Technical Committee for Search Systems (TCSS) each met 
twice in 1974. The Technical Coordination Committee (TCC) 
met three times in 1974 4, and considered the activities and 
suggestions of the technical committees, whose work it directs 
and coordinates. The Plenary Committee (PLC), which met in 
September 19745, reviewed the activities of the Technical 
Committees and of the Technical Coordination Committee 
and acted upon their conclusions and recommendations. The 
said Committees, assisted by the International Bureau, dealt 
with the following measures during 1974. 

Search Systems 

As part of the New Program for Shared Systems, the revi- 
sion of the ICIREPAT Manual was started to accomodate the 
new routes for system development, including the addition of 
a procedure for the introduction of systems developed accord- 
ing to some procedure other than the ICIREPAT procedure. 
New ways of developing coordinate indexing systems were 
studied. 

The monitoring and supervising of the implementation of 
developed search systems and the keeping track of search sys- 
tems being worked out by individual offices continued to be 
carried out by the Technical Committee for Search Systems 
(TCSS). 

For operational systems, the updating indexing continued 
to be performed by the participating offices. For certain sys- 
tems, arrangements were made for backlog indexing and this 
progressed according to the time limits set. 

Guidelines were formulated for the preparation of 
abstracts and for searching ICIREPAT and other mechanized 
files. A report on the suitability of keyword systems was final- 
ized. Standard ST. 5 (Standard Procedure for Revising and 
Updating Packs of 80-Column Cards) was revised to provide 
for the centralized production of punched cards. Studies were 
carried out on intermediary screens and the systematic use of 
abstracts in multi-step search procedures. 

Standardization 

Amendments were made to Standard ST. 7/A (8-up Aper- 
ture Card Microform) and, provisionally, to Standard ST. 8 
(Recording of International Patent Classification Symbols on 
Machine Readable Records). A recommendation for a Stan- 
dardized Method of Identifying Roll Microfilm Files of Patent 
and Patent-related Documents was adopted. Work on a 35 mm 
8-up roll film recommendation was started. 

The problems relating to uniform physical standards for 
published patent documents and for patent applications con- 
tinued to be studied and draft guidelines were prepared as a 
first step towards the elaboration of a recommendation. A sur- 
vey was made of the planned or implemented phototypeset- 
ting offset printing operations in ICIREPAT offices. 

4 See Industrial Property, 1974, pp. 136 and 293. 
5 See Industrial Property, 1974, p. 434. 
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Information was assembled and studies were carried out 
on problems relating to the size and other physical standards, 
the layout, production and reproduction and identification of 
patent documents. Work continued on the updating of the 
summary of the indexes available in the Official Gazettes of 
the various countries. Technical information about microfilm- 
ing systems for aperture card production and production of 
non-unitized microforms, and a catalogue of microforms, were 
updated. 

Long-Term Program for the Development of an Integrated 
System for Patent Search 

Studies continued concerning the proposal of the Soviet 
Union for an integrated system for patent search. As a first 
step of the study, a joint effort is being undertaken by the 
International Bureau, the Federal Republic of Germany and 
the Soviet Union to delineate the tasks involved in the pro- 
posal. 

Exchange of Information between Patent Offices 

Annual technical reports by ICIREPAT offices were sub- 
mitted to the International Bureau and distributed by it. 
The reports had been submitted by the offices of the follow- 
ing 15 countries and by the organization mentioned below: 
Canada, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Finland, German Dem- 
ocratic Republic, Germany (Federal Republic of), Israel, 
Japan, Netherlands, Norway, Soviet Union, Sweden, Switzer- 
land, United Kingdom, United States of America and the IIB. 
An informal periodical (ICIREPAT Notes) on developments 
in information retrieval outside patent offices was prepared 
and distributed during the year. 

VI. WlPO Symposium on the Role of Patent Information 
in Research and Development 

A symposium on " The Role of Patent Information in 
Research and Development " was organized by WIPO in coop- 
eration with the State Committee for Inventions and Discov- 
eries of the Council of Ministers of the USSR at Moscow in 
October 1974 6. 

The Symposium was opened and chaired by Dr. Arpad 
Bogsch, the Director General of WIPO. Mr. V. A. Kirillin, 
Deputy Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the USSR, in 
the name of the Government of the Soviet Union welcomed 
the 819 registered participants, who had come from 43 coun- 
tries and four intergovernmental organizations. 

The principal host of the Symposium was Mr. Y. Maksa- 
rev, Chairman of the State Committee for Inventions and Dis- 
coveries of the Council of Ministers of the USSR. 

The participants heard 27 lectures dealing with the follow- 
ing topics: the dissemination and use of patent information 
for research and development, the rationalization of search 
and examination through international cooperation, classifi- 
cation and retrieval of scientific and technical information 
contained in patent documents, standardization and publica- 
tion of patent documents. 

The lecturers came from 15 different countries and three 
intergovernmental organizations. They were all eminent spe- 

6 See Industrial Property, 1974, p. 466. 

cialists in the topics treated at the Symposium. Their lectures 
were given in English, French, German or Russian. Simulta- 
neous translation was provided in the other three languages 
and in Japanese. The text of the lectures will be published by 
WIPO in English. 

VII. Mechanization of Trademark Searches 

In February 1974, the International Bureau solicited 
information from the national and regional industrial prop- 
erty offices on their present situation, future plans, and 
wishes with regard to mechanization in the field of trade- 
marks in such offices and on their views as to the possibility 
of avoiding overlaps by establishing international cooperation 
in the search field, especially by means of exchanges or work 
sharing. The results of this inquiry will be submitted to a 
Committee of Experts on the Computerization of Trademark 
Operations which is scheduled to meet in March 1975. 

VIII. Appellations of Origin 

A Committee of Experts on the International Protection 
of Appellations of Origin and Other Indications of Source met 
in November 1974 7. Twenty-one States members of the Paris 
Union, three intergovernmental organizations and four inter- 
national non-governmental organizations were represented. 

The Committee considered reports prepared by the Inter- 
national Bureau containing the texts of existing multilateral 
and bilateral agreements relating to appellations of origin, 
indications of source and other geographical denominations, 
an analysis of the situation resulting from those texts and an 
outline of measures to be considered with a view to improving 
the system of international protection of those denomina- 
tions. Discussions were also based on observations of the Gov- 
ernments of Canada and the Federal Republic of Germany 
and on proposals by the Government of Cuba. The Committee 
examined in detail the main features of a future international 
system of protection of appellations of origin, indications of 
source and other geographical denominations. The Committee 
considered the question whether the future international sys- 
tem should be set up by means of a revision of the Lisbon 
Agreement for the Protection of Appellations of Origin and 
their International Registration in such a way as to incorpo- 
rate the substantive provisions of the Madrid Agreement for 
the Repression of False or Deceptive Indications of Source on 
Goods, and agreed that this question should be further exam- 
ined at the next session of the Committee. The Committee 
recommended that for its next session the International 
Bureau should prepare the draft of a new international treaty 
with possible alternatives and accompanied by comments. 

LX. Scientific Discoveries 

The Working Group on Scientific Discoveries held its 
second session in October 1974 8. Twenty-six States, one inter- 
governmental organization and two international non-govern- 
mental organizations were represented. 

7 See Industrial Property, 1974, p. 469. 
8 See Industrial Property, 1974, p. 431. 
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The Working Group discussed the question of the purpose 
of a system of international recordal of scientific discoveries, 
in particular, its advantages over existing national systems of 
recordal, recognition and granting of rewards, and whether 
such an envisaged system could contribute to the dissemina- 
tion of information and to meeting the needs of developing 
countries for easier access to scientific knowledge. The Work- 
ing Group concluded that, on the basis of a report to be pre- 
pared by the International Bureau, the necessity and useful- 
ness of setting up a system of international recordal of scien- 
tific discoveries should be studied in its session to be con- 
vened in 1975. 

X. Deposit of Microorganisms 

A Committee of Experts on the Deposit of Microorganisms 
for the Purposes of Patent Procedure met in April 19749. 
Sixteen member States of the Paris Union were represented in 
the Committee. Two member States and twelve international 
non-governmental organizations were represented by observ- 
ers. 

The Committee examined the possibilities of international 
cooperation with respect to the requirement of deposit of 
microorganisms for the purposes of patent procedure. This 
requirement is applied by a number of patent offices in order 
to achieve full disclosure of an invention involving the use of 
a microorganism which is not available to the public. The dis- 
cussions of the Committee of Experts were based on two docu- 
ments prepared by the International Bureau: a survey of the 
systems existing on the national level with respect to the 
deposit of microorganisms for the purposes of patent proce- 
dure and a study of possibilities of international cooperation. 

The participants stressed the desirability of such interna- 
tional cooperation and suggested that, in order to avoid mul- 
tiple deposits, in cases where protection for a microbiological 
invention is sought in various countries, patent offices should 
agree to recognize in each case one single deposit, provided 
that it had been made with an internationally recognized 
depositary authority. 

As regards the form of international cooperation, it was 
proposed that a treaty should be concluded which should be a 
special agreement under Article 19 of the Paris Convention. 
The treaty should provide for the obligation to recognize, for 
the purposes of patent procedure in all contracting States, the 
validity of the deposit of cultures of strains of microorga- 
nisms effected in one of such States provided that a certain 
number of conditions were fulfilled. The Committee agreed 
that the International Bureau should prepare a draft of such a 
treaty, together with draft regulations and explanatory notes, 
and that these texts should be submitted to all member States 
of the Paris Union and to interested international organiza- 
tions, in preparation for a second meeting of the Committee. 

The International Bureau conducted an inquiry concern- 
ing the conditions at present applied by the institutions that 
accept deposits of microorganisms for the purposes of patent 
procedure. In addition, the International Bureau has under- 

9 See Industrial Property, 1974, p. 285. 

taken the preparation of the draft treaty and regulations, 
which will be considered by the Committee of Experts at its 
second session in April 1975. 

XI. Computer Programs 

An Advisory Group of Non-Governmental Experts on the 
Protection of Computer Programs met in June 1974 10. Four- 
teen non-governmental organizations nominated experts who 
participated in the work of the Advisory Group. The govern- 
ments of seven States and the Office for Science and Technol- 
ogy of the United Nations were also represented. 

The Advisory Group discussed the general lines of the pro- 
posed study of appropriate legal protection of computer pro- 
grams, examined recent and current developments concerning 
the legal protection of computer programs, considered avail- 
able information concerning the structure and value of trade 
and other activities concerning computer programs, and con- 
sidered what recommendations could be made at this stage 
with respect to methods of computer program protection 
suited to the identified needs of software producers and 
including the interests of developing countries as potential 
producers and their priority needs as users of programs. 

The Advisory Group concluded that, in view of the intel- 
lectual effort and the investment involved in their creation, it 
was desirable that some form of legal protection of computer 
programs should be clearly established. The Advisory Group 
recommended that the International Bureau, with the assis- 
tance of expert groups, should continue its study of the pos- 
sible forms which such legal protection should take and the 
limits which it should have, including the possibility of setting 
up a computer programs register. 

A survey is being carried out by the International Bureau 
concerning existing registration and publication (catalogues) 
schemes for computer software. 

XII. Industrial Property Statistics 

A Group of Governmental Consultants on Industrial Prop- 
erty Statistics met in July 1974 ". All industrial property 
offices which had received in 1972 more than 10,000 applica- 
tions for patents, inventors' certificates and trademark regis- 
trations were invited. Those of France, Germany (Federal 
Republic of), the Soviet Union, Sweden and Switzerland, as 
well as four intergovernmental organizations and one national 
organization (INPADOC) were represented. 

The Group of Consultants examined various proposals 
concerning changes to be made in the yearly statistics on pat- 
ents, trademarks and other forms of industrial property, 
changes which should make these statistics richer and more 
meaningful. 

New questionnaires taking into account the views of the 
Group will be used for the statistics relating to the year 1975 
and thereafter. 

"> See Industrial Property, 1974, p. 348. 
Industrial Property, 1974, p. 435. il See 
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XIII. International Patent Documentation Center (INPADOC) 

The International Patent Documentation Center 
(INPADOC), established pursuant to an agreement between 
the Government of Austria and WIPO, with its headquarters 
in Vienna, had, by the end of 1974, concluded agreements of 
cooperation with the national industrial property offices of 
Australia, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany (Federal 
Republic of), Japan, Norway, the Soviet Union and Sweden 
and with the International Patent Institute (IIB). The agree- 
ments provide for the furnishing to INPADOC, by the said 
offices and the IIB, in machine-readable form, of bibliographic 
data pertaining to patent documents. 

By the end of 1974, the patent documents of the following 
countries were covered in INPADOC's computerized data 
base: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Canada, Cuba, 
Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Finland, France, German Demo- 
cratic Republic, Germany (Federal Republic of), Hungary, 
Japan, Luxembourg, Mongolia, Netherlands, Norway, Poland, 
Romania, Soviet Union, Sweden, Switzerland, United King- 
dom, United States of America (25). 

INPADOC's services became operational in July 1974. On 
the basis of the bibliographic data contained in INPADOC's 
data base, INPADOC identifies patent documents which are 
connected or related on the basis of a common priority claim 
(the " Patent Family Service ") or a common symbol of the 
International Patent Classification (IPC) (the " Patent Clas- 
sification Service ") or a common applicant or owner (the 
" Current Application Index"). These services are offered as 
computer printouts either on paper (for a limited number of 
documents) or on computer output on microfiche. INPADOC 
also offers a copy service of patent documents as paper copies 
or as 16 mm roll microfilms. The possibilities of the vise of 
INPADOC services by information centers in developing 
countries is being studied by the International Bureau and 
INPADOC pursuant to the recommendations of the PCT 
Interim Committee for Technical Assistance (see above). 

The International Bureau continued throughout 1974 to 
assist INPADOC in its contacts with the cooperating national 
offices and the International Patent Institute (IIB). This 
assistance included the organization of a meeting of represen- 
tatives of patent offices and the IIB at Vienna in October 
1974 to review questions regarding cooperation between 
INPADOC and the cooperating offices, in particular, on such 
matters as the technical capacity and services of INPADOC 
and the transmission of the bibliographic data by the coop- 
erating national offices and the IIB to INPADOC. 

XIV. Other Matters 

European Patent Convention 

The Director General represented WIPO at the first ses- 
sion in January 1974 of the Interim Committee established in 
implementation of the recommended preparatory measures 
for the entry into force of the Convention on the Grant of 
European Patents (European Patent Convention), which was 
adopted on October 5, 1973. The Interim Committee decided 
to invite WIPO, as an observer, to the sessions of the Interim 

Committee and to the meetings of the seven Working Parties 
which had been set up. WIPO was represented at meetings of 
the Working Parties on Organization, on Searching, on Exam- 
ination, and on Legal Matters. 

Cooperation with the International Organization for 
Standardization (ISO) 

Cooperation between the International Bureau and ISO 
continued in the field of the adoption of common names for 
pesticides. The procedure for the conduct of trademark 
searches by the International Bureau with respect to the com- 
mon names for pesticides proposed by the technical com- 
mittee of ISO which is responsible for adopting internation- 
ally recognized common names for pesticides and related 
products (ISO/TC 81) was revised in July 1974. Under the 
revised procedure a certain number of searches in the Inter- 
national Register of Marks requested by ISO will continue to 
be performed by the International Bureau free of charge and 
ISO will be informed of conflicting trademarks for the same 
or similar products. Other requests for searches concerning 
proposed common names for pesticides will be processed by 
the International Bureau as a normal request for a search, and 
will be subject to the usual fee. In addition, the International 
Bureau will continue to draw the attention of national and 
regional industrial property offices to the lists of common 
names adopted by ISO/TC 81, and inquire as to the protection 
which can be given to prevent such names from being subse- 
quently appropriated as trademarks. At its meeting in Septem- 
ber 1974, ISO/TC 81 unanimously adopted a resolution thank- 
ing the International Bureau for its continued assistance. 

Relations with Other International and National 
Organizations 

In 1974, WIPO was represented at the following meetings 
of intergovernmental and non-governmental organizations 
having an interest in industrial property: at a meeting of the 
Working Group on Patent Documentation of the Committee 
for Information and Documentation on Science and Technol- 
ogy (CIDST) of the Commission of the European Communi- 
ties (Luxembourg), at the Conference of the Heads of the 
Industrial Property Offices of the Member States of the Coun- 
cil for Mutual Economic Assistance (CMEA) (Brno), at a 
meeting of the Council for Mutual Economic Assistance 
(CMEA) to celebrate its twenty-fifth anniversary (Moscow), 
at various meetings of the Council of Europe (Strasbourg), at 
several meetings of the Administrative Board of the Interna- 
tional Patent Institute (IIB) (Rijswijk), at the Congress of the 
League Against Unfair Competition (LICCD) (Rome), at the 
meeting of the Executive Board (Melbourne) and the Council 
of Presidents (Geneva) of the International Association for 
the Protection of Industrial Property (IAPIP), at two meet- 
ings of the Conference of the International Federation of 
Inventors Associations (IFIA) (Berne), at the meeting of the 
Industrial Property Commission of the International Chamber 
of Commerce (ICC) (Paris), at the meetings of two working 
groups of the International Organization for Standardization 
(ISO) (Geneva and Helsinki) and at the annual meetings of 
the Committee for Patent Documentation of the Association 
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for Documentation of the Federal Republic of Germany 
(Munich) and of the Licensing Executives Society (LES) 
(Bermuda). 

XV. Madrid Agreement (Indications of Source) 

Member States 

At the end of 1974, the number of States party to the 
Madrid Agreement for the Repression of False or Deceptive 
Indications of Source on Goods remained at 31. 

Lisbon Act (1958) and Additional Act of Stockholm (1967) 

Egypt deposited its instrument of accession to the Lisbon 
Act (1958) and to the Additional Act of Stockholm (1967) of 
the Madrid Agreement (Indications of Source). The accession 
of Egypt will take effect on March 6, 1975. On that date, 13 
States will have ratified, acceded to, or otherwise become 
bound by, the Additional Act of Stockholm (1967) of the 
Madrid Agreement (Indications of Source). 

Acts in Force 

Of the 31 States party to the Madrid Agreement (Indica- 
tions of Source) as of December 31, 1974, three were bound 
by the Hague Act (1925), 10 by the London Act (1934) and 18 
by the Lisbon Act (1958); 12 States were also bound by the 
Additional Act of Stockholm (1967). 

XVI. Madrid Union (Marks) 

Member States 

At the end of 1974, the number of States party to the 
Madrid Agreement Concerning the International Registration 
of Marks remained at 23. 

Stockholm Act (1967) 

Acceptance. Instruments of ratification or accession were 
deposited by Belgium, Egypt, Luxembourg and the Nether- 
lands. These ratifications or accessions will become effective 
on February 12, 1975, for Belgium, on March 6, 1975, for 
Egypt and the Netherlands, and on March 24, 1975, for 
Luxembourg. On this last date, the number of States party to 
the Stockholm Act (1967) of the Madrid Agreement will be 15. 

Five-year privilege. By the end of 1974, nine States, which 
had given notification under Article 18(2) of the Stockholm 
Act (1967) could exercise, until April 26, 1975, the rights pro- 
vided under Articles 10 to 13 of the Stockholm Act (1967) as 
if they were bound by those articles. However, three of those 
States — Belgium, Luxembourg and the Netherlands — will 
become party to the Stockholm Act (1967) during 1975 as 
mentioned above. 

Notifications under Article 3b,s (Nice and Stockholm Acts) 

All of the member States of the Madrid Union have 
availed themselves of the right provided for in Article 3his 

whereby protection resulting from the international registra- 
tion extends to those countries only at the express request of 
the proprietor of the mark. In addition, as from January 1, 
1971,   the  whole   of  the   territories   in  Europe   of  Belgium, 

Luxembourg and the Netherlands is to be considered a single 
country for the purpose of Article 3bis. 

Acts in Force 

Of the 23 member States of the Madrid Union as of 
December 31,1974, 12 were bound by the Nice Act (1957) and 
11 by the Stockholm Act (1967). 

Assembly and Committee of Directors 

The Assembly of the Madrid Union and the Committee of 
Directors of the National Industrial Property Offices met in 
extraordinary session in June 1974 12. They adopted a revised 
version of the Regulations under the Madrid Agreement Con- 
cerning the International Registration of Marks. The revised 
Regulations, including revised fees, are published in Indus- 
trial Property, 1974, p. 335. 

Statistics 

The total number of registrations in 1974 was 8,858, to 
which should be added 3,468 renewals effected under the 
Stockholm or Nice Act. The total number of registrations and 
renewals in 1974 was therefore 12,326 as against 12,054 in 
1973. The total number of changes recorded in the Interna- 
tional Register in 1974 which affected the international regis- 
tration of a mark was 21,709 as against 24,053 in 1973. 

XVII. Hague Union 
Member States 

At the end of 1974, the number of States party to the 
Hague Agreement Concerning the International Deposit of 
Industrial Designs remained at 15. 

On December 28, 1973, the Netherlands gave notification 
of its denunciation, for the Kingdom in Europe, of the Hague 
Agreement (1925), the London Act (1934) and the Additional 
Act of Monaco (1961) with a statement to the effect that the 
Agreement and Acts will remain in force for Surinam and 
the Netherlands Antilles. On December 29, 1973, Belgium 
gave notification of its denunciation of the said Agreement 
and Acts. These denunciations take effect on January 1, 1975. 

Acts in Force 

Of the 15 member States of the Hague Union as of Decem- 
ber 31, 1974, all were bound by the London Act (1934). Bel- 
gium, France, Germany (Federal Republic of), Liechtenstein, 
Monaco, the Netherlands, Spain and Switzerland were also 
bound by the Additional Act of Monaco (1961). 

By the end of 1974, three States had ratified the Hague 
Act (1960) — France, Liechtenstein and Switzerland — and 
three States had ratified the Complementary Act of Stock- 
holm (1967) — Germany (Federal Republic of), Liechtenstein 
and Switzerland. Failing the required number of ratifications 
or accessions, neither of these Acts has yet entered into force. 

Revision of the Hague Agreement 

A Committee of Experts for the Revision of the Hague 
Agreement Concerning the International Deposit of Industrial 
Designs    met   in   September/October    197413.   Eight   States 

12 See Industrial Property, 1974, p. 346. 
1» See Industrial Property, 1974, p. 432. 
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members of the Hague Union and one non-member State were 
represented. 

The Committee examined the measures which might be 
taken, in light of the denunciation of the Hague Agreement by 
Belgium and the Netherlands (for the Kingdom in Europe), 
to expedite the entry into force of the Hague Act (1960). The 
Committee examined the possibility of adopting a Protocol 
to the Hague Agreement with a view to facilitating the entry 
into force of the Hague Act (1960) and the Complementary 
Act of Stockholm (1967) of that Agreement. The Committee 
requested the International Bureau to prepare the draft of 
such a Protocol. 

The International Bureau prepared and communicated 
such a draft in December 1974 for the consideration of the 
Committee of Experts, scheduled to meet again in February 
1975. 

Statistics 

In 1974, the number of international deposits totaled 2,428 
(as against 2,633 in 1973); the number of prolongations was 
1,594 (as against 765 in 1973). 

In 1974, open deposits numbered 1,603 and sealed deposits 
825; simple deposits numbered 1,248 and multiple deposits 
1,180. 

In 1974, a total of 26,696 objects had been deposited; 
12,487 of these were two-dimensional (dessins) and 14,209 
were three-dimensional (modèles). 

The review Les Dessins et Modèles internationaux con- 
tinued to appear monthly. 

XVIII. Nice Union 
Member States 

Luxembourg deposited its instrument of accession to the 
Stockholm Act (1967) of the Nice Agreement Concerning the 
International Classification of Goods and Services for the 
Purposes of the Registration of Marks. The accession of 
Luxembourg will become effective on March 24, 1975. On that 
date, the number of member States of the Nice Union will be 
31 (see Table of Member Countries, below). 

Stockholm Act (1967) 

Acceptance. During 1974, Belgium, Luxembourg, the 
Netherlands and Norway deposited instruments of ratification 
or accession of the Stockholm Act (1967) of the Nice Agree- 
ment. The Stockholm Act (1967) entered into force for Nor- 
way on June 13, 1974. It will enter into force for Belgium on 
February 12, 1975, for the Netherlands on March 6, 1975, and 
for Luxembourg on March 24, 1975, on which date the num- 
ber of States party to the Stockholm Act (1967) of the Nice 
Agreement will be 22. 

Five-year privilege. By the end of 1974, seven States, 
which had given notification under Article 16(2) of the Stock- 
holm Act (1967), could exercise, until April 26, 1975, the 
rights provided under Articles 5 to 8 of the Stockholm Act 
(1967) as if they were bound by those articles. However, two 

of those States — Belgium and the Netherlands — will 
become party to the Stockholm Act (1967) during 1975 as 
mentioned above. 

Acts in Force 

Of the 30 member States of the Nice Union as of Decem- 
ber 31, 1974, 11 were bound by the Nice Act (1957) and 19 by 
the Stockholm Act (1967). 

Committee of Experts for the International Classification of 
Goods and Services 

The Committee of Experts for the International Classifica- 
tion of Goods and Services for the Purposes of the Registra- 
tion of Marks met in June 1974 14. It made a number of 
changes in the Alphabetical List of Goods and Services of the 
International Classification and in the explanatory notes 
relating to Classes 1 and 28, and declared itself in favor of the 
new presentation of the explanatory notes as proposed by the 
International Bureau. These decisions of the Committee were 
notified to the competent Offices of the countries of the Nice 
Union in accordance with Article 4(1) of the Nice Agreement 
and were also communicated to the Offices of the other coun- 
tries of the Paris Union. They were published as an Annex to 
the June 1974 issue of the periodical Les Marques interna- 
tionales. 

The Committee decided to establish on a permanent basis 
a Preparatory Working Group to prepare its decisions con- 
cerning proposals for amendments or additions within the 
meaning of Article 3 of the Nice Agreement. The Committee 
itself would, as a rule, consider such proposals only on the 
basis of a report by the Preparatory Working Group, contain- 
ing its comments on all the proposals submitted to it. 

Because of the need to carry out a review of the Alpha- 
betical List and the explanatory notes on the List of Classes, 
the Committee agreed to establish a Temporary Working 
Group whose mandate would be to carry out such a review in 
order to improve both texts within the framework of the 
existing List of Classes. 

XIX. Lisbon Union 
Member States 

At the end of 1974, the number of States party to the Lis- 
bon Agreement for the Protection of Appellations of Origin 
and their International Registration remained at 11. 

Stockholm Act (1967) 

Acceptance. During 1974, no State deposited an instru- 
ment of ratification or accession. 

Five-year privilege. By the end of 1974, France, Italy and 
Portugal, which had given notification under Article 18(2) of 
the Stockholm Act (1967), could exercise, until April 26, 
1975, the rights provided under Articles 9 to 12 of the Stock- 
holm Act (1967) as if they were bound by those articles. 

14 See Industrial Property, 1974, p. 292. 
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Acts in Force 
Of the 11 member States of the Lisbon Union as of Decem- 

ber 31, 1974, six were bound by the Lisbon Act (1958) and 
five by the Stockholm Act (1967). 

Statistics 

In 1974, 11 applications for the registration of appella- 
tions of origin were filed at the International Bureau. Of 
these applications, 1 came from Czechoslovakia, 2 from France, 
1 from Portugal and 7 from Tunisia. All of the appellations 
of origin covered by those applications were registered during 
1974. 

Since the entry into force of the Lisbon Agreement on 
September 25,1966, up to the end of 1974, a total of 597 appel- 
lations of origin have been registered. Of these, 19 came from 
Algeria, 18 from Cuba, 82 from Czechoslovakia, 421 from 
France, 22 from Hungary, 1 from Israel, 25 from Italy, 2 from 
Portugal and 7 from Tunisia. 

XX. Locarno Union 
Member States 

On January 1, 1974, Hungary became party to the Locarno 
Agreement Establishing an International Classification for 
Industrial Designs. The number of member States of the 
Locarno Union was thus 13 at the end of 1974. 

XXI. Table of Contracting States 

The following table shows the situation of the Acts in 
force at the end of 1974 (see also " Member Countries of the 
Industrial Property Unions," below). 

Instrument 

Number of Contracting Countries 

Total 
Bound by the Act of 

Stockholm 
1967 

Lisbon 
1958 

Kice 
1957 

London 
1931 

The Hague 
1925 

Paris Convention 80 28 1 30 NA 19 3 

Madrid Agreement / 
Indications of Source  . 31 \T- 18 NA 10 3 

Madrid  Agreement / 
23 11 NA 12 0 0 

Hague Agreement    . 15 03 NA NA 15* 0 

Nice Agreement .... 30 19 NA 11 NA NA 

Lisbon Agreement   .    . 11 5 6 NA NA NA 

Locarno   Agreement 13 NA NA NA NA NA 

NA: Not applicable. 
1 This figure relates to the number of countries which have accepted 

the substantive articles (1 to 12) of the Stockholm Act. 
2 Since the  Stockholm Act is an  additional Act,  these 12 countries 

are included in the figure for countries bound by the Lisbon Act. 
3 The  Complementary Act  of Stockholm is not yet in force; three 

countries have accepted it. 
4 Hague Act (1960)   (not yet in force): 3; Additional Act of Monaco 

(1961): 8. 
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Member Countries of the Industrial Property Unions as on January 1, 1975 

I 

International Union for the Protection of Industrial Property (Paris Union) * 
founded by the Paris Convention (1883), revised at Brussels (1900), Washington (1911), The Hague (1925), London (1934), 

Lisbon (1958), and Stockholm (1967) 

Member Country ** 
Class     Starting-date of membership Latest Act by which the Country is bound 

chosen    in the Union and date from which it is bound 

Algeria1 VI 
Argentina2 Ill 
Australia *• 3 Ill 

March 1, 1966 . . 
February 10, 1967 . 
October 10, 1925   . 

Austria IV     January 1,1909 
Belgium Ill     July 7, 1884 . 
BRAZIL Ill      JULY 7, 1884   .     . 

Bulgaria V      June 13, 1921 

Cameroon1 2 VII     May 10, 1964 
Canada * II      June 12, 1925 

Central African Republic1 ... VI 
Chad1  VII 
Congo12  VII 
Cuba  VI 
Cyprus  VI 
Czechoslovakia .    . *  IV 
Dahomey '  VII 
Denmark6  IV 

DOMINICAN REPUBLIC      .... VI 
Egypt  VI 
Finland  IV 

France2-8  I 
Gabon12  VII 
German Democratic Republic .    . Ill 

Germany, Federal Republic of I 
Greece2     V 
Haiti  VI 
Holy See2  VI 
Hungary  V 

Iceland  VI 
Indonesia l  IV 
Iran  IV 
Ireland  IV 

November 19, 1963 
November 19, 1963 
September 2, 1963 . 
November 17, 1904 
January 17, 1966 . 
October 5, 1919 
January 10, 1967 . 
October 1, 1894 

JULY 11, 1890 . . . 
July 1, 1951 .    .    . 
September 20, 1921 

July 7, 1884 . . . 
February 29, 1964 . 
May 1, 1903fl    .    . 

May 1, 19039    .    . 
October 2, 1924 . . 
July 1, 1958 . . . 
September 29, 1960 
January 1,1909 .    . 

May 5, 1962 . . . 
December 24, 1950 
December 16, 1959 
December 4, 1925 . 

Israel1 V      March 24, 1950 

Italy2  I 
Ivory Coast1 VII 
Japan2  I 
Jordan1  VII 
Kenya  VI 
Lebanon  VI 

July 7, 1884 . . 
October 23, 1963 
July 15, 1899 . 
July 17, 1972 . 
June 14, 1965 . 
September 1, 1924 

Lisbon: March 1, 1966 
Lisbon: February 10, 1967 
London: June 2, 1958 
Stockholm: August 25, 1972 4 (administration) ft 
Stockholm: August 18,1973 
Stockholm: February 12,1975 
THE HAGUE: OCTOBER 26, 1929 
STOCKHOLM: MARCH 24, 1975 * (administration) ft • 
Stockholm: May 19 or 27,19705 (substance) t 

May 27, 1970 (administration) ft • 
Lisbon: May 10, 1964 
London: July 30, 1951 
Stockholm: July 7, 1970 4 (administration) tt 
Lisbon: November 19, 1963 
Stockholm: September 26, 1970 
Lisbon: September 2, 1963 
Stockholm: April 8,1975 • 
Lisbon: January 17, 1966 
Stockholm: December 29,1970 • 
Stockholm: March 12,1975 
Stockholm7: April 26 or May 19,19705 (substance)t 

April 26, 1970 (administration) tt 
THE HAGUE: APRIL 6, 1951 
Stockholm: March 6, 1975 • 
London: May 30, 1953 
Stockholm:  September 15,1970 4 (administration)tt 
Lisbon: January 4, 1962 
Lisbon: February 29, 1964 
Stockholm: April 26 or May 19,1970 5 (substance) f 

April 26, 1970 (administration) ft 
Stockholm: September 19,1970 
London: November 27, 1953 
Lisbon: January 4, 1962 
London:  September 29, 1960 
Stockholm: April 26 or May 19,1970 5 (substance)t 

April 26, 1970 (administration) tt • 
London: May 5, 1962 
London:  December 24, 1950 
Lisbon: January 4, 1962 
Stockholm: April 26 or May 19,19705 (substance)t 

April 26, 1970 (administration) tt 
Stockholm: April 26 or May 19,1970 5 (substance)t 

April 26, 1970 (administration) tt 
Lisbon: December 29, 1968 
Stockholm: May 4,1974 
Lisbon: August 21, 1965 
Stockholm: July 17, 1972 
Stockholm: October 26, 1971 
London: September 30, 1947 
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Member Country ** 
Class     Starting-date of membership 

chosen   in the Union 
Latest Act by which the Country is bound 
and date from which it is bound 

Liechtenstein  VII 
Luxembourg  VI 
Madagascar '  VII 

Malawi10         VII 
Malta2  VII 
Mauritania '• *  VII 
Mexico2  IV 
Monaco2  VII 
Morocco  VI 
Netherlandsu  Ill 

New Zealand J  V 
Niger l  VII 
Nigeria  VI 
Norway  IV 
Philippines  VI 
Poland  Ill 
Portugal212  IV 

Republic of Viet-Nam J   .... VI 
Romania         IV 

San Marino  VI 
Senegal1  VII 

South Africa  IV 

Southern Rhodesia lc  VI 
Soviet Union  I 

Spain  IV 
Sri Lanka1  VI 
Sweden  Ill 

July 14,1933 .    . 
June 30, 1922    . 
December 21,1963 
July 6, 1964 .    . 
October 20, 1967 
April 11, 1965  . 
September 7, 1903 
April 29, 1956  . 
July 30, 1917     . 
July 7, 1884 .    . 
July 29, 1931     . 
July 5, 1964 .    . 
September 2, 1963 
July 1, 1885 .    .    . 
September 27, 1965 
November 10, 1919 
July 7, 1884 .    .    . 
December 8, 1956 . 
October 6,1920 .    . 

March 4, 1960   .    . 
December 21, 1963 

December 1, 1947 
April 6,1965 .    . 

July 1, 1965 .    . 

July 7, 1884 .    . 
December 29, 1952 

July 1, 1885 .    . 

Switzerland Ill     July 7, 1884 

Syrian Arab Republic : VII    September 1, 1924 
Togo »• « VII    September 10, 1967 
Trinidad and Tobago1   .    .    .    . VI 
Tunisia2  VI 
Turkey2  VI 
Uganda  VII 
United Kingdom13      .... I 

August 1, 1964 . 
July 7, 1884 .    . 
October 10, 1925 
June 14, 1965   . 
July 7, 1884 .    . 

United Republic of Tanzania 1. 
United States of America u . 

Upper Volta *• -  

VI June 16, 1963    . 
I       May 30, 1887    . 

VII November 19, 1963 
Uruguay2  VI 
Yugoslavia  IV 
Zaire  VI 

Zambia10  VI 

(Total: 81 countries) 

March 18, 1967 . 
February 26, 1921 
January 31, 1975 
April 6, 1965    . 

Stockholm: May 25, 1972 
Stockholm: March 24,1975 

Stockholm: April 10, 1972 
Stockholm: June 25, 1970 
Lisbon: October 20, 1967 
Lisbon: April 11, 1965 
Lisbon: May 10, 1964 
Lisbon: January 4, 1962 
Stockholm: August 6, 1971 
Stockholm: January 10, 1975 
London: July 14, 1946 
Stockholm: March 6,1975 
Lisbon: September 2, 1963 
Stockholm: June 13,1974 
Lisbon: September 27, 1965 
Stockholm: March 24,1975 • 
London: November 7, 1949 
London: December 8, 1956 
Stockholm: April 26 or May 19,19705 (substance)î 

April 26, 1970 (administration) tt • 
London: March 4, 1960 
Stockholm: April 26 or May 19,19705 (substance)t 

April 26, 1970 (administration) tt 
Stockholm: March 24,1975 • 

Lisbon: April 6, 1965 
Stockholm: April 26 or May 19,1970 s (substance)t 

April 26, 1970 (administration) tt • 

Stockhohn: April 14, 1972 
London: December 29, 1952 
Stockholm: October 9, 1970 (substance) t 

April 26, 1970 (administration) tt 
Stockholm: April 26 or May 19,1970 s (substance)t 

April 26, 1970 (administration) tt 

London: September 30, 1947 
Lisbon: September 10, 1967 
Lisbon: August 1, 1964 
London: October 4, 1942 
London: June 27,1957 
Stockholm: October 20,1973 
Stockholm: April 26 or May 19,1970 5 (substance)t 

April 26, 1970 (administration) tt 

Lisbon: June 16, 1963 
Stockholm: August 25, 1973 (substance) f 

September 5, 1970 (administration) ft 
Lisbon: November 19, 1963 
Lisbon: March 18, 1967 
Stockholm: October 16,1973 
Stockholm: January 31, 1975 
Lisbon: April 6, 1965 
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* This list includes all the entities to which the Convention has been declared applicable. It does not imply any expression of opinion as to the 
legal status of any country or territory or of its authorities. 

** Explanation of type: 
Heavy type: countries which have accepted the Stockholm Act (1967) in its entirety. 
Italics: countries which have accepted the Lisbon Act (1958) and countries which have accepted the Lisbon Act and the Stockholm Act 

(1967) except Articles 1 to 12 of the latter. 
Ordinary type: countries which have accepted the London Act (1934) and countries which have accepted the London Act and the Stockholm 

Act (1967) except Articles 1 to 12 of the latter. 
CAPITAL LETTERS:  country which has accepted  the Hague Act  (1925)   and country which has accepted the Hague Act and the  Stock- 
holm Act (1967) except Articles 1 to 12 of the latter. 

t " Substance " means Articles 1 to 12 and, unless the date under " administration " is earlier, Articles 18 to 30. 
ft " Administration " means Articles 13 to 17 and, unless the date under " substance " is earlier or where there is no entry " substance," Articles 

18 to 30. 
* With the declaration provided for in Article 28(2). 
1 The Convention was previously applied, as from the dates indicated, on the territories of what are now the following countries: Australia 

(August 5, 1907), Canada (September 1, 1923), Indonesia (October 1, 1888), Israel (September 12,1933), Jordan (Cis-Jordan only, September 12, 
1933), New Zealand (September 7, 1891), Sri Lanka (June 10, 1905), Trinidad and Tobago (May 14, 1908), U. R. of Tanzania (Tanganyika 
only, January 1, 1938). The Convention was previously applied, from various dates, on the territories of what are now the following countries: 
Algeria, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chad, Congo, Dahomey, Gabon, Ivory Coast, Madagascar, Mauritania, Niger, Republic of Viet- 
Nam, Senegal, Togo, Upper Volta. 

2 This country has deposited the notification provided under Article 30(2) of the Stockholm Act (1967). It may thus exercise the rights provided 
for in Articles 13 to 17 of the Act as if it were bound by those articles. It is considered a member of the Assembly. These two privileges expire 
on April 26, 1975. 

3 Australia extended the application of the Hague Act (1925) to New Guinea and Papua with effect from February 12, 1933, and to Norfolk 
Island and Nauru with effect from July 29, 1936. Australia extended the application of the London Act (1934) to New Guinea, Norfolk Island 
and Papua with effect from February 5, 1960. 

* Acceptance excluding Articles 1 to 12. 
5 These are the alternative dates of entry into force which the Director General of WIPO communicated to the States concerned. 
6 Including the Faroe Islands. 
7 Denmark extended the application of the Stockholm Act (1967)  to the Faroe Islands with effect from August 6, 1971. 
8 Including the Departments of Guadeloupe, Guyane, Martinique and Reunion and all Overseas Territories. 
9 Date on which the adhesion of the German Empire took effect. 

10 The Federation of Rhodesia and Nyasaland, a semi-autonomous member of the Commonwealth, acceded to the London Act (1934) as from 
April 1, 1958. The Convention continued to be applied to Malawi (Nyasaland) and to Zambia (Northern Rhodesia) as a result of declarations 
of continuity and instruments of accession deposited with the Swiss Confederation, the depositary of the Lisbon Act (1958). Through the 
intermediary of the Embassy of the United Kingdom, a declaration of continuity and an instrument of accession were deposited by the Gov- 
ernment of Southern Rhodesia with the Swiss Confederation, which on March 6, 1965, notified this deposit and that the accession would take 
effect on April 6, 1965. This notification gave rise to a communication of March 30, 1965, from the Government of Cameroon. By its com- 
munication of December 6, 1968, the Government of the United Kingdom requested the International Bureau to transmit in the future all 
communications  intended   for  the   Rhodesian   authorities   to   the   Goverment of the United Kingdom. 

11 The Netherlands extended to Curaçao and Surinam the application of the Convention with effect from July 1, 1890, and of the London Act 
(1934) with effect from August 5, 1948. The instrument of ratification of the Stockholm Act (1967) was deposited for the Kingdom in Europe, 
Surinam and the Netherlands Antilles. 

12 Including the Azores and Madeira. 
18 The United Kingdom extended the application of the Lisbon Act (1958) to the Bahamas with effect from October 20, 1967. 
14 The United States of America extended the application of the Lisbon Act  (1958)  to American Samoa, Guam, Puerto Rico and Virgin Islands 

with  effect  from July  7,  1963,  and  has  extended  the  application  of the Stockholm Act (1967) to all territories and possessions of the United 
States, including the  Commonwealth of Puerto  Rico,  as from August 25, 1973. 
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II 

Agreement for the Repression of False or Deceptive Indications of Source on Goods 
(Madrid Agreement)* 

founded by the Madrid Agreement (1891), revised at Washington (1911), The Hague (1925), London (1934), Lisbon (1958), 
and supplemented by the Additional Act of Stockholm (1967) 

Contracting Country ** 

Original date 
on which the Country 
became bound 
by the Agreement 

Latest Act by which the Country is 
bound and date from which it is bound 
(see, however, for some countries, the 
Additional Act of Stockholm) 

Additional   Act   of 
Stockholm and date 
from which the Country 
is bound by it 

Algeria1  July 5, 1972 .    . 
BRAZIL  OCTOBER 3, 1896 

Cuba  January 1, 1905 . 
Czechoslovakia  September 30,1921 
DOMINICAN REPUBLIC  APRIL 6, 1951   •     • 

Egypt  July 1, 1952   .    . 
France -  July 15, 1892 .    . 
German Democratic Republic    .    .    . June 12, 19253 . 
Germany, Federal Republic of   .    .    . June 12, 19253 . 
Hungary  June 5, 1934  .    . 
Ireland  December 4, 1925 
Israel '  March 24, 1950  . 
Italy  March 5, 1951     . 
Japan  July 8, 1953   .    . 
Lebanon  September 1, 1924 
Liechtenstein  July 14, 1933 .    . 
Monaco  April 29, 1956    . 
Morocco  July 30, 1917 .    . 
New Zealand »  July 29, 1931 .    . 
POLAND  DECEMBER 10, 1928 

Portugal4 •.. October 31, 1893 
Republic of Viet-Nam !  December 8, 1956 
San Marino  September 25,1960 
Spain  July 15, 1892 .    . 
Sri Lanka '  December 29, 1952 
Sweden  January 1, 1934 . 
Switzerland  July 15,1892 .    . 
Syrian Arab Republic  September 1,1924 
Tunisia  July 15, 1892 .    . 
Turkey  August 21, 1930 . 
united Kingdom  July 15, 1892 .    . 

(Total: 31 countries) 

Lisbon: July 5, 1972 .    .    . 
THE HAGUE: OCTOBER 26, 1929 

Lisbon: October 11, 1964    . 
Lisbon: June 1, 1963 .    .    . 
THE HAGUE: APRIL 6, 1951    - 

Lisbon: March 6, 1975   .    . 
Lisbon: June 1, 1963 .    •    • 
Lisbon: January 15,1965 
Lisbon: June 1, 1963 .    -    - 
Lisbon: March 23, 1967 .    . 
Lisbon: June 9, 1967 .    .    . 
Lisbon: July 2, 1967 .    .    . 
Lisbon: December 29, 1968 
Lisbon: August 21, 1965 .    . 
London: September 30, 1947 
Lisbon: April 10, 1972 .    . 
Lisbon: June 1, 1963 .    .    • 
Lisbon: May 15, 1967     .    . 
London: May 17, 1947   .    . 
THE HAGUE: DECEMBER 10, 1928 

London: November 7,1949 . 
London: December 8, 1956 . 
London: September 25, 1960 
Lisbon: August 14,  1973   . 
London: December 29, 1952 
Lisbon: October 3, 1969 
Lisbon: June 1, 1963 .    •    • 
London: September 30, 1947 
London: October 4, 1942    . 
London: June 27, 1957   .    . 
Lisbon: June 1, 1963 .    .    . 

July 5, 1972 

December 29, 1970 

March 6,1975 

April 26,1970 
September 19, 1970 
April 26, 1970 
April 26, 1970 
April 26, 1970 

May 25, 1972 

August 14, 1973 

April 26, 1970 
April 26, 1970 

April 26, 1970 

* This list includes all the entities to which the Agreement has been declared applicable. It does not imply any expression of opinion as to 
the legal status of any country or territory or of its authorities. 

** Explanation of type: 
Heavy type: countries which have accepted the Additional Act of Stockholm (1967). 
Italics: countries which have not accepted an Act later than Lisbon (1958). 
Ordinary type: countries which have not accepted an Act later than London (1934). 
CAPITAL LETTERS: countries which have not accepted an Act later than The Hague (1925). 

1 The Agreement was previously applied, as from the dates indicated, on the territories of what are now the following countries: Israel (Sep- 
tember 12, 1933), New Zealand (June 20, 1913), Sri Lanka (September 1, 1913). The Agreement was previously applied, from various dates, on 
the territories of what are now Algeria and the Republic of Viet-Nam. 

2 Including the Departments of Guadeloupe, Guyane, Martinique and Reunion and all Overseas Territories. 
3 Date on which Germany became bound by the Agreement. 
4 Including the Azores and Madeira. 
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III 

Union for the International Registration of Marks (Madrid Union)41 

founded by the Madrid Agreement (1891), revised at Brussels (1900), Washington (1911), The Hague (1925), London (1934), 
Nice (1957) and Stockholm (1967) 

i* 

Starting-date of membership Latest Act by which the Country is bound 
Member Country** TT .                                                                          ,           ,. ,       .   ,        , 

in the Union and date irom which it is bound 

Algeria •• « July 5, 1972  Stockholm: July 5, 1972 
Austria ' January 1, 1909  Stockholm: August 18,1973 
Belgium >• « July 15, 1892  Stockholm: February 12,1975 
Czechoslovakia1 October 5, 1919  Stockholm: December 22 or 29,19704 

Egypt »' • July 1, 1952  Stockholm: March 6,1975 
France l- ••7 July 15, 1892  Nice: December 15, 1966 
German Democratic Republic1   .    .    . December 1, 19228'9 .... Stockholm: September 19, or December 22, 19704 

Germany, Federal Republic of '   .    .    . December 1, 1922 8     .... Stockholm: September 19, or December 22, 19704 

Hungary1 January 1, 1909  Stockholm: September 19, or December 22, 19704 

Italy *• « October 15, 1894  Nice: December 15, 1966 
Liechtenstein1 July 14,1933  Stockholm: May 25, 1972 
Luxembourg *• * September 1, 1924  Stockholm: March 24,1975 
Monaco '-5'6  April 29, 1956   ...... Nice: December 15, 1966 
Morocco »• « July 30,1917  Nice: December 18, 1970 
Netherlands 1 < 3 March 1, 1893  Stockholm: March 6, 1975 10 

Portugal »• *• " October 31, 1893  Nice: December 15, 1966 
Republic of Viet-Nam1 2 December 8, 1956  Stockholm: May 15,1973 
Romania1 October 6, 1920  Stockholm: September 19, or December 22, 19704 

San Marino 1  September 25, 1960    .... Nice: December 15, 1966 
Spain »• 6' 12     .    .    July 15,1892  Nice: December 15, 1966 
Switzerland1     July 15,1892  Stockholm: September 19, or December 22, 1970* 
Tunisia1 July 15,1892  Nice: August 28, 1967 
Yugoslavia1 February 26, 1921  Stockholm: October 16,1973 

(Total: 23 countries) 13 

* This list includes all the entities to which the Agreement has been  declared  applicable.  It does not imply any expression of opinion as to 
the legal status of any country or territory or of its authorities. 

** Explanation of type: I 
Heavy type: countries which have accepted the Stockholm Act (1967). 
Italics: countries which have not accepted an Act later than Nice (1957). 

1 All the countries have declared, under Article 3his of the Nice or Stockholm Act, that the protection arising from international registra- 
tion shall not extend to them unless the proprietor of the mark so requests: Algeria (July 5, 1972), Austria (February 8, 1970), Belgium 
(December 15, 1966), Czechoslovakia (April 14, 1971), Egypt (March 1, 1967), France (July 1, 1973), German Democratic Republic (October 25, 
1967), Germany (Federal Republic of) (July 1, 1973), Hungary (October 30, 1970), Italy (June 14, 1967), Liechtenstein (January 1, 1973), 
Luxembourg (December 15, 1966), Monaco (December 15, 1966), Morocco (December 18, 1970), Netherlands (December 15, 1966), Portugal 
(December 15, 1966), Republic of Viet-Nam (May 15, 1973), Romania (June 10,1967), San Marino (August 14,1969), Spain (December 15,1966), 
Switzerland (January 1, 1973), Tunisia (August 28, 1967), Yugoslavia (June 29, 1972). The dates in parentheses indicate the effective date of 
the declaration in respect of each country. 

2 The Agreement previously applied, from various dates, on the territories of what are now Algeria and the Republic of Viet-Nam. 
3 As from January 1, 1971, the territories in Europe of Belgium, Luxembourg and the Netherlands are, for the application of the Agreement, to 

be deemed a single country. 
4 These are the alternative dates of entry into force which the Director General of WIPO communicated to the States concerned. 
s Egypt and Monaco  only recognize trademarks registered under the Agreement after the date of their adhesion to the Union. 
8 This country has deposited the notification provided under Article 18(2) of the Stockholm Act. It may thus exercise the rights provided for 

in Articles 10 to 13 of the Act as if it were bound by those articles. It is considered a member of the Assembly. These two privileges expire 
on April 26, 1975. 

7 Including the Departments of Guadeloupe, Guyane, Martinique and Reunion and all Overseas Territories. 
8 Date on which Germany adhered to the Union. 
9 The German Democratic Republic declared that it considered the Madrid Agreement revised at London (1934) as again applicable on the 

territory of the German Democratic Republic. As such, in the German Democratic Republic, protection is not accorded to marks deposited 
within the international framework during the period between May 8, 1945 and the date its declaration was sent by the depositary to the States 
concerned, that is January 16, 1956. 

10 The instrument of ratification of the Stockholm Act (1967)  was deposited for the Kingdom in Europe. 
11 Including the Azores and Madeira. 
12 Spain has declared that it no longer wishes to be bound by instruments earlier than the Nice Act. This declaration became effective on 

December 15, 1966. The Madrid Agreement was thus not applicable between Spain and the following countries between December 15, 1966 
and the date indicated for each country: Austria (February 8, 1970), Hungary (March 23, 1967), Liechtenstein (May 29, 1967), Morocco (De- 
cember 18, 1970), Republic of Viet-Nam (May 15, 1973), Tunisia (August 28, 1967). 

13 Turkey withdrew from the Union with effect from September 10, 1956. International registrations in effect on that date continue to be recog- 
nized by Turkey until they expire. 
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IV 

Union Concerning the International Deposit of Industrial Designs (Hague Union)* 
founded by the Hague Agreement (1925), revised at London (1934)  and The Hague  (1960) ', and supplemented 

by the Additional Act of Monaco (1961) and by the Complementary Act of Stockholm (1967) 2 

Member Country ** Starting-date of membership 
in the Union 

Date of accession to the 
London Act 

Date of accession to the 
Additional Act of Monaco 

Egypt   
France s 4  
German Democratic Republic    .... 
Germany, Federal Republic of 6 . .    . 
Holy See  
Indonesia9  
LiechtensteinS,B  
Monaco  
Morocco  
Netherlands10 

(as far as Surinam and the Netherlands 
Antilles are concerned)  

Republic of Viet-Nam9  
Spain  
Switzerland 3>8  
Tunisia  

(Total:  14 countries)10 

July 1, 1952 . . . 
October 20, 1930 . 
June 1, 19285 . . 
June 1, 19285 . . 
September 29, 1960 
December 24, 1950 
July 14,1933 . . . 
April 29, 1956 . . 
October 20, 1930   . 

June 1, 1928 .    . 
December 8, 1956 
June 1, 1928 .    . 
June 1, 1928 .    . 
October 20, 1930 

July 1, 1952 . . . 
June 25, 1939 . . 
June 13, 19396 7 . 
June 13, 19397 . . 
September 29, 1960 
December 24, 1950 
January 28, 1951 . 
April 29, 1956 . . 
January 21, 1941    . 

August 5, 1948 . . 
December 8, 1956 . 
March 2, 1956 . . 
November 24, 1939 
October 4, 1942 .    . 

December 1, 1962 

December 1, 1962 

July 9, 1966 
September 14, 1963 

September 14, 1963 

August 31, 1969 
December 21, 1962 

* This list includes all the entities to which the Agreement has been declared applicable. It does not imply any expression of opinion as to 
the legal status of any country or territory or of its authorities. 

** Explanation of type: 
Heavy type: countries which have accepted the London Act (1934) and the Additional Act of Monaco (1961). 
Ordinary type: countries which have accepted the London Act (1934)  but not the Additional Act of Monaco. 

1 The Hague Act (1960) is not yet in force. 
2 The Complementary Act of Stockholm (1967) is not yet in force. 
3 This country has ratified the Hague Act (1960), which is however not yet in force. 
4 Including the Departments of Guadeloupe, Guyane, Martinique and Reunion and all Overseas Territories. 
5 Date on which Germany adhered to the Union. 
6 The German Democratic Republic declared that it considered the Hague Agreement revised at London (1934) as again applicable on the 

territory of the German Democratic Republic. As such, in the German Democratic Republic, protection is not accorded to designs deposited 
within the international framework during the period between May 8, 1945 and the date its declaration was sent by the depositary to the 
States concerned, that is January 16, 1956. 

7 Date of Germany's accession to the London Act. 
8 This country has acceded to the Complementary Act of Stockholm  (1967), which is however not yet in force. 
9 The Agreement was previously applied on the territories of what are now Indonesia (June 1, 1928) and the Republic of Viet-Nam (October 20, 

1930). 
10 Belgium withdrew from the Union with effect from January 1, 1975. The Netherlands denounced, in respect of the Kingdom in Europe and 

with effect from January 1, 1975, the Hague Agreement (1925) and the subsequent Acts to which the Netherlands had adhered, specifying that 
the said Agreement and Acts — London Act (1934) and Additional Act of Monaco (1961) — would remain in force in respect of Surinam and 
the Netherlands Antilles. International designs deposited before January 1, 1975, continue, during the term of international protection, to 
enjoy protection in Belgium and in the Netherlands  (Kingdom in Europe) as well as in the other countries of the Union. 
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Union Concerning the International Classification of Goods and Services for the Purposes 
of the Registration of Marks (Nice Union) * 

founded by the Nice Agreement (1957), and revised at Stockholm (1967) 

Member Country ** Starting-date of membership 
in the Union 

Latest Act by which the Country is bound 
and date from which it is bound 

Algeria July 5, 1972 Stockholm 
Stockholm 
Stockholm 

. . Stockholm 
Stockholm 
Stockholm 

.    .    Stockholm 

Australia  April 8, 1961    .    . 
Austria  November 30, 1969 
Belgium  June 6, 1962 .    .    . 
Czechoslovakia  April 8, 1961 
Denmark  November 30, 1961 
Finland  August 18, 1973   . 
France2-a  April 8, 1961     .    . Nice: April 8, 1961 
German Democratic Republic .... January 15, 1965  Stockholm 
Germany, Federal Republic of.    .    .    . January 29, 1962  Stockholm 
Hungary  March 23, 1967  Stockholm 
Ireland  December 12, 1966     .... Stockholm 
Israel  April 8, 1961  Stockholm 
Italy2  April 8, 1961  Nice: Apri 
Lebe April 8, 1961 Nice: April 8, 1961 

July 5, 1972 

August 25,1972 
August 18,1973 
February 12,1975 
December 29, 1970 
May 4, 1970 » 
August 18,1973 

November 12,1969, or March 18,19704 

September 19,1970 
March 18, or April 19,1970 4 

November 12,1969, or March 18,1970 * 
November 12,1969, or March 18,1970 * 

1 8, 1961 

May 25,1972 
March 24,1975 

Liechtenstein  May 29, 1967  Stockholm: 
Luxembourg  March 24, 1975  Stockholm: 
Monaco  April 8, 1961  Nice: April 8, 1961 
Morocco2  October 1,1966  Nice: October 1, 1966 
Netherlands  August 20, 1962  Stockholm: March 6, 19755 

Norway  July 28, 1961  Stockholm: June 13, 1974 
Poland  April 8, 1961  Nice: April 8, 1961 
Portugal2  April 8, 1961  Nice: April 8, 1961 
Soviet Union  July 26, 1971  Stackholm: July 26, 1971 
Spain2  April 8, 1961  Nice: April 8, 1961 
Sweden  July 28, 1961  Stockholm: November 12,1969, or March 18,19704 

Switzerland  August 20, 1962  Stockholm: May 4, 1970 
Tunisia  May 29, 1967  Nice: May 29, 1967 
United Kingdom  April 15, 1963  Stockholm: November 12,1969, or March 18,19704 

United States of America  May 25,1972  Stockholm: May 25, 1972 
Yugoslavia     . August 30, 1966  Stockholm: October 16,1973 

(Total: 31 countries) 

* This list includes all the entities to which the Agreement has been declared applicable. It does not imply any expression of opinion as to 
the legal status of any country or territory or of its authorities. 

** Explanation of type: 
Heavy type: countries which have accepted the Stockholm Act (1967). 
Ordinary type: countries which have not accepted an Act later than Nice (1957). 

1 Denmark extended the application of the Stockholm Act to the Faroe Islands with effect from October 28, 1972. 
2 This country has deposited the notification provided under Article 16(2) of the Stockholm Act. It may thus exercise the rights provided for in 

Articles 5 to 8 of the Act as if it were bound by those articles. It is considered a member of the Assembly. These two privileges expire on 
April 26, 1975. 

3 Including the Departments of Guadeloupe, Guyane, Martinique and Reunion and all Overseas Territories. 
4 These are the alternative dates of entry into force which the Director General of WTPO communicated to the States concerned. 
5 The instrument of ratification of the Stockholm Act  (1967) was deposited for the Kingdom in Europe. 
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VI 

Union for the Protection of Appellations of Origin and their International Registration 
(Lisbon Union) * 

founded by the Lisbon  Agreement  (1958), and revised at Stockholm  (1967) 

Member Country ** 
Starting-date of membership 
in the Union 

Latest Act by which the Country is bound and date 
from which it is bound 

Algeria  July 5, 1972 .    .    . 
Cuba  September 25, 1966 

Czechoslovakia  September 25, 1966 
France »• *     .    ,  September 25, 1966 
Haiti  September 25, 1966 

Hungary  March 23, 1967 .    . 
Israel  September 25, 1966 
Italy2  December 29, 1968 
Mexico  September 25, 1966 
Portugal2  September 25, 1966 
Tunisia  October 31, 1973  . 

Total:  (11 countries) 

Stockholm: October 31,1973 
Stockholm: April 8, 1975 

Stockhohn: October 31,1973 
Lisbon: September 25, 1966 
Lisbon: September 25, 1966 
Stockholm: October 31,1973 
Stockholm: October 31,1973 
Lisbon: December 29, 1968 
Lisbon: September 25, 1966 
Lisbon: September 25, 1966 
Stockholm: October 31,1973 

* This list includes all the entities to which the Agreement has been declared applicable. It does not imply any expression of opinion as to the 
legal status of any country or territory or of its authorities, 

** Explanation of type: 
Heavy type:  countries which have accepted the Stockholm Act (1967) 
Ordinary type: countries which have not  accepted an Act later than Lisbon (1958) 

1 Including  the  Departments   of  Guadeloupe,   Guyane,  Martinique   and Reunion and all Overseas Territories. 
2 This country has deposited the notification provided under Article 18(2) of the Stockholm Act. It can therefore exercise the rights provided 

for in Articles 9 to 12 of the Act as if it were bound by those articles. It is considered a member of the Assembly. These two privileges will 
expire on April 26, 1975. 

VII 

Union Concerning the International Classification for Industrial Designs (Locarno Union) 

founded by the Locarno Agreement (1968) 

Member Country 
Starting-date of membership 
in the Union 

Czechoslovakia  April 27, 1971 
Denmark  April 27, 1971 

Finland  May 16, 1972 
German Democratic Republic    .... April 27, 1971 
Hungary  January 1, 1974 
Ireland  April 27, 1971 
Norway  April 27, 1971 
Soviet Union  December 15, 1972 

Spain  November 17, 1973 
Sweden  April 27, 1971 
Switzerland  April 27, 1971 
United States of America  May 25, 1972 
Yugoslavia  October 16, 1973 

(Total:  13 countries) 

* This list includes all the entities to which the Agreement has been declared applicable. It does not imply any expression of opinion as to 
the legal status of any country or territory or of its authorities. 
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VIII 

Union Concerning the International Patent Classification (Strasbourg Union) 
founded by the Strasbourg Agreement (1971) * 

Member Country Starting date of membership 
in the Union 

Australia 2  November 12, 1975 
Austria  October 7, 1975 
Brazil  October 7, 1975 
Denmark  October 7, 1975 
Egypt  October 17, 1975 
France 3  October 7, 1975 
Germany, Federal Republic of    ... October 7, 1975 
Ireland2  October 7, 1975 
Israel  October 7, 1975 
Netherlands 4  October 7, 1975 
Norway2  October 7, 1975 
Spain 2'3  November 29, 1975 
Sweden  October 7, 1975 
Switzerland  October 7, 1975 
United Kingdom 2  October 7, 1975 
United States of America  October 7, 1975 

(Total: 16 countries) 

This list includes all the entities to which the Agreement has been declared applicable. It does not imply any expression of opinion as to the 
legal status of any country or territory or of its authorities. 
This Agreement will enter into force on October 7, 1975. 
With the reservation provided for in Article 4(4) (i)  of the Agreement. 
With the reservation provided for in Article 4(4) (ii) of the Agreement. 
The instrument of ratification of the Strasbourg Agreement  (1971)  was deposited for the Kingdom in Europe, Surinam  and  the Netherlands 
Antilles. 

IX 

Patent Cooperation Treaty (1970)l 

Algeria 
Argentina 
Austria 
Belgium 
Brazil 
Canada 
Denmark 
Egypt 
Finland 
France 
Germany, Federal Republic of 
Holy See 

(Total: 35 States) 

Ratifications 

Madagascar 
Senegal 

Signatory States 

Hungary 
Iran 
Ireland 
Israel 
Italy 
Ivory Coast 
Japan 
Luxembourg 
Madagascar 
Monaco 
Netherlands 
Norway 

Philippines 
Romania 
Senegal 
Soviet Union 
Sweden 
Switzerland 
Syrian Arab Republic 
Togo 
United Kingdom 
United States of America 
Yugoslavia 

Accessions 

Cameroon 
Central African Republic 

Chad 
Malawi 

1 This Treaty is not yet in force. 
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X 

Trademark Registration Treaty (1973) * 

Austria 
Denmark 
Finland 
Germany, Federal Republic of 
Hungary 

(Total: 14 States) 

Signatory States 

Italy 
Monaco 
Norway 
Portugal 
Romania 

San Marino 
Sweden 
United Kingdom 
United States of America 

XI 

Vienna Agreement for the Protection of Type Faces 
and their International Deposit and the Protocol to that Agreement (1973) ' 

France 
Germany, Federal Republic of 
Hungary 

(Total: 11 States) 

Signatory States of the Agreement 

Italy Netherlands 
Liechtenstein San Marino 
Luxembourg Switzerland' 

United Kingdom 
Yugoslavia 

France 
Hungary 

(Total: 7 States) 

Signatory States of the Protocol 

Liechtenstein Netherlands 
Luxembourg San Marino 

Switzerland 

XII 

Vienna Agreement Establishing an International Classification 
of the Figurative Elements of Marks (1973) * 

Austria 
Belgium 
Brazil 
Denmark 
France 

(Total: 19 States) 

Signatory States 

German Democratic Republic Monaco 
Germany, Federal Republic of Netherlands 
Hungary Norway 
Italy Portugal 
Luxembourg Romania 

San Marino 
Sweden 
Switzerland 
Yugoslavia 

1 These instruments are not yet in force. 
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Membership of the Administrative Bodies 
of the Industrial Property Unions 

On January 1,  1975, the membership of the administra- 
tive bodies was as follows: 

Paris Union 

Assembly: Argentina *, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Brazil, 
Bulgaria, Cameroon *, Canada, Chad, Congo *, Cuba, Czecho- 
slovakia, Dahomey, Denmark, Egypt, Finland, France *, 
Gabon *, German Democratic Republic, Germany (Federal 
Republic of), Greece *, Holy See *, Hungary, Ireland, Israel, 
Italy*, Ivory Coast, Japan*, Jordan, Kenya, Liechtenstein, 
Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malta *, Mauritania *, 
Mexico *, Monaco *, Morocco, Netherlands, Niger, Nor- 
way, Poland, Portugal *, Romania, Senegal, South Africa, 
Soviet Union, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Syrian Arab 
Republic *, Togo *, Tunisia *, Turkey *, Uganda, United King- 
dom, United States of America, Upper Volta *, Uruguay *, 
Yugoslavia, Zaire (as from January 31, 1975) (62). 

Conference of Representatives: Algeria, Central African 
Republic, Cyprus, Dominican Republic, Haiti, Iceland, Indo- 
nesia, Iran, Lebanon, New Zealand, Nigeria, Philippines, 
Republic of Viet-Nam, San Marino, Southern Rhodesia, Sri 
Lanka, Trinidad and Tobago, United Republic of Tanzania, 
Zambia (19). 

Executive Committee: ORDINARY MEMBERS: Australia, Brazil, 
Cameroon, Egypt, France, German Democratic Republic, 
Japan, Kenya, Mexico, Netherlands, Romania, Soviet Union, 
Sweden, Switzerland, United Kingdom, United States of 
America; ASSOCIATE MEMBERS: Algeria, Iran, Nigeria, Sri 
Lanka (20). 

Madrid Union 

Assembly: Algeria, Austria, Belgium, Czechoslovakia, Egypt 
(as   from   March   6,   1975),   France*,   German   Democratic 

* Member   of   the   Assembly   until   April   26,   1975,   unless,   in   the 
meantime, it ratifies or accedes to the Stockholm Act (1967). 

Republic, Germany (Federal Republic of), Hungary, Italy*, 
Liechtenstein, Luxembourg, Monaco *, Morocco *, Nether- 
lands, Portugal *, Republic of Viet-Nam, Romania, Spain *, 
Switzerland, Yugoslavia (21). 

Committee of Directors: Egypt (until March 5, 1975), San 
Marino, Tunisia (3). 

Nice Union 

Assembly: Algeria, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Czechoslo- 
vakia, Denmark, Finland, France *, German Democratic Re- 
public, Germany (Federal Republic of), Hungary, Ireland, 
Israel, Italy *, Liechtenstein, Luxembourg (as from March 24, 
1975), Morocco *, Netherlands, Norway, Portugal *, Soviet 
Union, Spain *, Sweden, Switzerland, United Kingdom, United 
States of America, Yugoslavia (27). 

Conference of Representatives: Lebanon, Monaco, Poland, 
Tunisia (4). 

Lisbon Union 

Assembly: Algeria, Cuba (as from April 8, 1975), Czechoslo- 
vakia, France *, Hungary, Israel, Italy *, Portugal *, Tuni- 
sia (9). 

Council: Cuba (until April 7, 1975), Haiti, Mexico (3). 

Locarno Union 

Assembly: Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Finland, German Demo- 
cratic Republic, Hungary, Ireland, Norway, Soviet Union, 
Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, United States of America, 
Yugoslavia (13). 

ICIREPAT 

Participating countries: Austria, Canada, Cuba, Czechoslo- 
vakia, Denmark, Finland, France, German Democratic Re- 
public, Germany (Federal Republic of), Hungary, Ireland, 
Israel, Japan, Netherlands, Norway, Romania, Soviet Union, 
Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, United Kingdom, United States 
of America (22). 

Intergovernmental Organization: International Patent Insti- 
tute (IIB). 
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Paris Convention 

I. Ratifications of the Stockholm Act 

CUBA 
The Government of Cuba deposited on December 27, 1974, 

its instrument of ratification of the Paris Convention for the 
Protection   of   Industrial   Property   of  March   20,   1883,   as 
revised at Stockholm on July 14,1967. 

This instrument of ratification contains the following 
declaration: 

" The Government of the Republic of Cuba considers 
that the provisions of Article 24 of the Convention are con- 
trary to the Declaration on the Grant of Independence to 
Colonial Countries and People (Resolution 1514 adopted by 
the General Assembly of the United Nations on Decem- 
ber 14, 1960), in which is stressed the need to bring an end 
rapidly and unconditionally to colonialism in all its forms 
and manifestations. " (Translation) 

Furthermore, the said instrument of ratification contains 
the following reservation: 

" The Government of the Republic of Cuba does not 
consider itself bound by the provisions of paragraph (1) of 
Article 28 of the Convention, under which any dispute 
between two or more countries concerning the interpreta- 
tion or application of the Convention may be brought 
before the International Court of Justice. Cuba maintains 
that the agreement of all the interested parties must be 
obtained in every case to bring a dispute before the Interna- 
tional Court of Justice. " (Translation) 

Concurrently with depositing its instrument of ratifica- 
tion, Cuba confirmed, pursuant to Article 16(4) (b), that it 
wished to belong to Class VI. 

Pursuant to the provisions of Article 20(2)(c) and (3), the 
Stockholm Act (1967) of the Paris Convention will enter into 
force with respect to Cuba on April 8,1975. 

Paris Notification No. 61, of January 8,1975. 

LUXEMBOURG 

The Government of Luxembourg deposited on Decem- 
ber 19, 1974, its instrument of ratification of the Paris Con- 
vention, as revised at Stockholm on July 14, 1967. 

Pursuant to the provisions of Article 20(2)(c) and (3), the 
Stockholm Act (1967) of the Paris Convention will enter into 
force with respect to Luxembourg on March 24, 1975. 

Paris Notification No. 57, of December 24, 1974. 

POLAND 

The Government of Poland deposited on December 23, 
1974, its instrument of ratification of the Paris Convention, as 
revised at Stockholm on July 14, 1967, with a declaration to 
the effect that it does not consider itself bound by the provi- 
sions of paragraph (1) of Article 28. 

Pursuant to the provisions of Article 20(2)(c) and (3), the 
Stockholm Act (1967) of the Paris Convention will enter into 
force with respect to Poland on March 24, 1975. 

Paris Notification No. 59, of December 24, 1974. 

SOUTH AFRICA 
The Government of South Africa deposited on Decem- 

ber 23, 1974, its instrument of ratification of the Paris Con- 
vention, as revised at Stockholm on July 14, 1967, with a dec- 
laration to the effect that it does not consider itself bound by 
the provisions of paragraph (1) of Article 28. 

Pursuant to the provisions of Article 20(2)(c) and (3), the 
Stockholm Act (1967) of the Paris Convention will enter into 
force with respect to South Africa on March 24,1975. 

Paris Notification No. 60, of December 24, 1974. 

II. Accession to the Stockholm Act 
(with the exception of Articles 1 to 12) 

BRAZIL 
The Government of Brazil deposited on December 20, 

1974, its instrument of accession to the Paris Convention, as 
revised at Stockholm on July 14, 1967, with a declaration to 
the effect that its accession shall not apply to Articles 1 to 12 
and that it does not consider itself bound by the provisions of 
paragraph (1) of Article 28. 

Pursuant to the provisions of Article 20(2)(c) and (3), the 
Stockholm Act (1967) of the Paris Convention will enter into 
force with respect to Brazil on March 24,1975. 

Paris Notification No. 58, of December 24, 1974. 

Madrid Agreement (Marks) 

Ratification of the Stockholm Act 

LUXEMBOURG 
The Government of Luxembourg deposited on Decem- 

ber 19, 1974, its instrument of ratification of the Madrid 
Agreement Concerning the International Registration of 
Marks of April 14, 1891, as revised at Stockholm on July 14, 
1967. 

Pursuant to the provisions of Article 14(4)(b), the Stock- 
holm Act (1967) of the Madrid Agreement will enter into 
force with respect to Luxembourg on March 24,1975. 

Madrid (Marks) Notification No. 25, of December 24, 
1974. 

Nice Agreement 

Accession to the Stockholm Act 

LUXEMBOURG 
The  Government   of  Luxembourg  deposited   on   Decem- 

ber 19, 1974, its instrument of accession to the Nice Agree- 
ment  Concerning  the  International  Classification  of Goods 
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and Services for the Purposes of the Registration of Marks of 
June 15, 1957, as revised at Stockholm on July 14, 1967. 

Pursuant to the provisions of Article 9(4i)(b), the Stock- 
holm Act (1967) of the Nice Agreement will enter into force 
with respect to Luxembourg on March 24,1975. 

Nice Notification No. 30, of December 24, 1974. 

Lisbon Agreement 

Ratification of the Stockholm Act 

CUBA 

The Government of Cuba deposited on December 27, 
1974, its instrument of ratification of the Lisbon Agreement 
for the Protection of Appellations of Origin and their Inter- 

national Registration of October 31, 1958, as revised at Stock- 
holm on July 14,1967. 

This instrument of ratification contains the following dec- 
laration: 

" The Government of the Republic of Cuba declares that 
the provisions of Article 14 of the Lisbon Agreement which 
refer to Article 24 of the Paris Convention, both revised at 
Stockholm, are contrary to the Declaration on the Grant of 
Independence to Colonial Countries and People (Resolution 
1514 adopted by the General Assembly of the United 
Nations on December 14, 1960), in which is stressed the 
need to bring an end rapidly and unconditionally to colo- 
nialism in all its forms and manifestations. " (Translation) 

Pursuant to the provisions of Article 14?(5)(b), the Stock- 
holm Act (1967) of the Lisbon Agreement will enter into 
force with respect to Cuba on April 8, 1975. 

Lisbon Notification No. 10, of January 8, 1975. 

PLANT VARIETIES 

Union for the Protection of New Varieties of Plants 
in 1974 

Membership 

At the end of 1974, the International Union for the Pro- 
tection of New Varieties of Plants (UPOV) consisted, as in 
the preceding year, of the following six member States: Den- 
mark, France, Germany (Federal Republic of), Netherlands, 
Sweden, United Kingdom. 

No new instruments of ratification or accession with 
respect to the International Convention for the Protection of 
New Varieties of Plants of December 2, 1961, were deposited 
in the course of the year. However, draft laws in preparation 
for the ratification of the Convention or accession to it were 
submitted to the legislative bodies by the Governments of 
three States: Belgium, Spain, Switzerland. In addition, the 
President of Italy was authorized by law to ratify the Conven- 
tion. 

The Additional Act of November 10, 1972, Amending the 
International Convention for the Protection of New Varieties 
of Plants has not yet entered into force since, at the end of 
1974, it had only been ratified by Sweden (on November 10, 
1972) and by Denmark (on February 8, 1974). 

Staff Matters 

Dr. Heribert Mast, former Ministerialrat in the Federal 
Ministry of Justice of the Federal Republic of Germany, was 

appointed Vice Secretary-General of UPOV as of March 1, 
1974. He succeeds Mr. H. Skov, who had resigned from that 
post as of December 31, 1973. 

Relations with States and Organizations 

In May 1974, the Secretary-General of UPOV was received 
by the Minister for Agriculture of Belgium to discuss the pros- 
pects for the ratification of the International Convention by 
Belgium. The President of the Council of UPOV and the Vice 
Secretary-General attended the closing session of the 50th 

Anniversary Congress of the International Federation of Seed 
Trade (FIS) and sessions of the International Association 
of Plant Breeders for the Protection of Plant Varieties 
(ASSINSEL), held in Madrid on June 5 and 6, 1974, respec- 
tively. The Vice Secretary-General gave short lectures during 
the 17th Congress of the International Seed Testing Associa- 
tion (ISTA), held in Warsaw from June 17 to 21, 1974, and at 
a meeting of the Committee of Novelty Protection of the 
International Association of Horticultural Producers (AIPH), 
on August 13,1974. 

From October 21 to 23, 1974, UPOV organized a lecture 
and discussion meeting of member and non-member States at 
the Office of the United Nations in Geneva. The following 
States not members of UPOV attended this meeting: Austria, 
Belgium, Canada, Czechoslovakia, Finland, Hungary, Japan, 
Kenya, New Zealand, Norway, Poland, South Africa, Switzer- 
land, United States of America. 
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The following international non-governmental organiza- 
tions had sent observer delegations to that meeting: Inter- 
national Association of Horticultural Producers (AIPH), 
International Association of Plant Breeders for the Protec- 
tion of Plant Varieties (ASSINSEL), International Commu- 
nity of Breeders of Asexually Reproduced Ornamentals 
(CIOPORA), International Federation of Seed Trade (FIS), 
International Seed Testing Association (ISTA). 

The aim of the meeting was to make the participants from 
non-member States and organizations acquainted with the 
objectives of UPOV and to give them an opportunity to 
discuss with representatives of member States of UPOV and 
the Office of UPOV the obstacles which have up to now pre- 
vented some non-member States from joining the Union. An 
introductory speech was made by the then President of the 
Council of UPOV, Professor Dr. L. Pielen, and lectures, 
mainly on the importance of iplant breeding and plant variety 
protection and on the history and activities of UPOV were 
given by Dr. Biichting, President of ASSINSEL (Federal 
Republic of Germany), Mr. B. Laclavière, the new President 
of the Council of UPOV (France), Mr. H. Skov (Denmark) 
and Mr. Walter R. Smith, BSc. (Agr.) (United Kingdom). It 
was the general impression that the meeting had led to a 
better understanding between the representatives of member 
States and the participants from non-member States and orga- 
nizations. It resulted in a number of valuable suggestions for 
the improvement of the future activities of UPOV and its 
member States and for the interpretation and the possible 
revision of provisions of the International Convention. 

In a number of missions, the Vice Secretary-General 
visited the offices responsible for plant variety protection in 
the Netherlands and in Spain as well as the Ministry of Agri- 
culture in the United Kingdom. 

Administrative Bodies 

The Council held its annual session, the eighth ordinary 
session, from October 24 to 26, 1974. In addition to the mem- 
ber States, two signatory non-member States sent representa- 
tives to the meeting to participate in an observer capacity. 
Observers were also present from a number of other inter- 
ested non-member States which had been invited, namely: 
Australia, Austria, Canada, Finland, Gabon, Ireland, Japan, 
Kenya, New Zealand, Norway, South Africa, Spain, United 
States of America. The Council took, inter alia, the following 
decisions: 

(i) Mr. B. Laclavière, Secretary-General of the French 
Committee for the Protection of Plant Varieties, was elected 
President of the Council of UPOV. 

(ii) Mr. J. G. Bustarret, Honorary Director General of 
the Institut national de la recherche agronomique (INRA) 
(France), was reelected for one year as Chairman of the Tech- 
nical Steering Committee, after which time Dr. Böringer, 
President of the Bundessortenamt (Plant Variety Office of 
the Federal Republic of Germany), will take over that task. 

(iii) The Council decided to examine the question how 
cooperation in the examination of applications of new plant 
varieties  in   the   national   offices   could   be   strengthened   in 

order to save effort and expense, both for government offices 
and breeders, and to enable the member States to extend the 
protection to a greater number of species. The Council under- 
lined the great importance of this problem for the future 
development of UPOV and established for this purpose a 
Committee of Experts on International Cooperation in Exam- 
ination. It elected Mr. J. I. C. Butler (Netherlands) Chairman 
of this Committee. The Committee held its first preparatory 
meeting on November 7, 1974; at that meeting, a general 
exchange of views took place and the future work was orga- 
nized. 

(iv) In the context of the need to increase the number of 
member States and also in the light of the discussions in the 
meeting of member and non-member States, the Council took 
the view that two questions should be examined within 
UPOV: the question whether the Convention could, in certain 
points, be interpreted in a way which would facilitate acces- 
sion to it by some non-member States, and the question which 
provisions of the Convention would have to be amended at the 
next revision conference for that purpose. The Council estab- 
lished a Committee of Experts for the Interpretation and 
Revision of the Convention and elected Mr. H. Skov 
(Denmark) Chairman of the Committee. 

(v) The annual report and the accounts for 1973 were 
approved and the program and budget for 1975 were estab- 
lished. 

The Consultative Working Committee, which will in future 
be named the Consultative Committee, held its ninth session 
from April 2 to 4, 1974, and its tenth session on October 23, 
25 and 26, 1974. The discussions during the ninth session 
mainly concerned the possibility of closer cooperation in the 
examination of applications in member States of UPOV, pos- 
sible items for a revision of the International Convention and 
the preparation of the meeting of member and non-member 
States; the tenth session was mainly devoted to the prepara- 
tion of the eighth session of the Council and the evaluation 
of the results of the meeting of member and non-member 
States. 

Technical Meetings 

Further progress was achieved in the field of technical 
activities. The following meetings were held: 

(i) The Technical Steering Committee held its fourth 
session on March 12 and 13, 1974, and its fifth session on 
November 5 and 6, 1974. In these sessions it not only adopted 
a number of test guidelines and discussed general principles 
underlying the testing of new varieties but also decided, with 
the approval of the Council, that in future the interested 
international non-governmental organizations would receive 
the first drafts of test guidelines for comment. 

(ii) The Technical Working Party for Agricultural Crops 
held its second session at Wageningen, Netherlands, on May 
14 and 15, 1974, and discussed draft test guidelines for bent 
grass, cocksfoot, common vetch, meadow grass, timothy and 
white clover. A third session, mainly devoted to testing 
methods for sugar beet, was held at Lund, Sweden, on 
September   24   and   25,   1974.   Several   workshop   meetings, 
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mainly on test guidelines for barley and oats, were held 
between members of the Working Party in connection with 
other meetings. 

(iii) The Technical Working Party for Forest Trees held 
its second session at Wageningen, Netherlands, on June 11 
and 12, 1974; test guidelines for poplar and problems of 
the protection of multiolone varieties were discussed at that 
meeting. 

(iv) The Technical Working Party for Fruit Crops held its 
fourth session at Faversham, United Kingdom, from May 29 
to 31, 1974, and its fifth session at Angers, France, from 
September 2 to 6, 1974. At these sessions draft test guidelines 
for apples, cherries, pears, plums and strawberries were dis- 
cussed, while a first exchange of views took place on the work 
on test guidelines for raspberries. 

(v) The Technical Working Party for Ornamentals held 
its seventh session at Cambridge, United Kingdom, on June 25 
to 27, 1974; draft test guidelines for carnations, chrysanthe- 
mums, freesia, pelargonium, peruvian lily and poinsettia were 
discussed at that meeting. 

(vi) The Technical Working Party for Vegetables held its 
sixth session at Bamberg, Federal Republic of Germany, from 
April 2 to 4, 1974; test guidelines for carrots, cauliflower, 
head cabbage and tomatoes were discussed at that meeting. 
There was also a general discussion on the inclusion in test 
guidelines of characteristics relating to resistance to diseases, 
and provisions of this kind have been included in the test 
guidelines for French beans and lettuce. 

As a result of these technical meetings, test guidelines for 
the following species were finally adopted in 1974, and some 
of them were published during the year: African violets, 
apples, elatior begonias, pears, poinsettias, potatoes and rice. 

Test guidelines for the following species were adopted for 
submission to the interested international non-governmental 
organizations for comment: carnations, freesia, pelargonium, 
poplar and strawberries. 

Work was also started to harmonize the technical ques- 
tionnaires which are to be completed by breeders when apply- 
ing for plant variety protection to the offices of member 
States. 

Union for the Protection of New Varieties of Plants (UPOV) 
founded by the International Convention of December 2,  1961, amended by the Additional Act of November 10, 1972 1 

Member States as on January 1, 1975 * 

Member State 
Starting-date of membership 
of the Union 

Denmark2  October 6, 1968 
France 3  October 3, 1971 
Germany, Federal Republic of    ...    . August 10, 1968 
Netherlands  August 10, 1968 
Sweden2  December 17, 1971 
United Kingdom  August 10, 1968 

(Total: 6 States) 

*  This list includes all the entities to which the Convention has been declared applicable. It does not imply any expression of opinion as to 
the legal status of any country or territory or of its authorities 

1 The Additional Act of November 10, 1972 is not yet in force. 
2 This State has ratified the Additional Act of November 10, 1972, which is however not yet in force. 
s Including   the   Departments   of   Guadeloupe,   Guyane,   Martinique and Reunion, the Overseas Territories of French Polynesia, New Cale- 

donia, Saint Pierre and Miquelon, Wallis and Futuna Islands and the French Southern and Antarctic Territories. 
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CONVENTIONS NOT ADMINISTERED BY WIPO 

Contracting States on January 1, 1975 

International Patent Institute (IIB) 

Hague Agreement of June 6, 1947, establishing 
the International Patent Institute 

revised  at The  Hague  on  February  16,   1961 

Date on which the State Date on which 
State became party to the the State became 

1947 Agreement party to the 1961 Act 

Belgium  June 10, 1949 December 30, 1971 
France  June 10, 1949 December 30, 1971 
Italy     December 15, 1974 
Luxembourg    .... June 10, 1949 December 30, 1971 
Monaco  August 2, 1956 December 30, 1971 
Netherlands  June 10,1949 December 30, 1971 
Switzerland  January 1, 1960       December 30, 1971 
Turkey      September 28,1955 December 30, 1971 
United Kingdom  . . August 2, 1965 

Council of Europe 

European Convention relating to the Formalities required 
for Patent Applications (1953) 

(Entered into force June 1, 1955) 

Date of Ratification of 
State or Accession to 

the Convention 

Austria  March 3, 1971 
Belgium  March 12,1965 
Denmark  September 3, 1956 
Finland  February 1, 1973 
France  January 18,1962 
Germany, Federal Republic of    .    .    . May 17, 1955 
Greece  June 15, 1955 
Iceland  March 24, 1966 
Ireland  June 17, 1954 
Israel*  April 29,1966 
Italy  October 17,1958 
Luxembourg  July 4,1957 
Netherlands  May 9, 1956 
Norway  May 21, 1954 
South Africa *  November 28, 1957 
Spain*  June 28,1967 
Sweden  June 28, 1957 
Switzerland  December 28, 1959 
Turkey  October 22, 1956 
United Kingdom  May 5, 1955 

European Convention on the International Classification 
of Patents for Invention 

(including Annex as amended) (1954-1967) 
(Entered into force August 1, 1955) 

State 
Date of Ratification of 

or Accession to 
the Convention 

Australia *  March 7, 1958 
Belgium  May 16,1955 
Denmark**  September 23,1957 
France**  July 1,1955 
Germany, Federal Republic of ** . . November 28, 1955 
Ireland**  March 11, 1955 
Israel *  April 18, 1966 
Italy  January 9, 1957 
Netherlands **........- January 12, 1956 
Norway**  March 11, 1955 
Spain *  September 1,1967 
Sweden**  June 28,1957 
Switzerland**  December 20,1966 
Turkey  October 22, 1956 
United Kingdom **    :  October 28, 1955 

*  These States are not members of the Council of Europe. 
** In view of their adhesion to the Strasbourg Agreement Concern- 

ing the International Patent Classification (1971), these States have 
notified their denunciation of the European Convention on the Interna- 
tional Classification of Patents for Invention. 

Convention on the Unification of Certain Points of 
Substantive Law on Patents for Invention (1963) 

This Convention, signed on November 27, 1963, is not yet 
in force. It was ratified by Ireland on January 25, 1968, and 
has been signed but not ratified by the following States: Bel- 
gium, Denmark, France, Germany (Federal Republic of), Italy, 
Luxembourg, Netherlands, Sweden, Switzerland, United 
Kingdom. 

European Patent Organisation 

Convention on the Grant of European Patents (1973) 

This Convention, adopted on October 5, 1973, is not yet 
in force. It has been signed by the following States: Austria, 
Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany (Federal Republic of), 
Greece, Ireland, Italy, Liechtenstein, Luxembourg, Monaco, 
Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, Switzerland, United Kingdom. 
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African and Malagasy 
Industrial Property Office (OAMPI) 

Libreville Agreement of September 13, 1962, Relating to the 
Creation of an African and Malagasy Industrial Property Office 

State Date of ratification 
or accession * 

Cameroon2 L 
D 

Central African Republic2 .    L 
Chad2 0 
Congo L 

D 

June 19, 1963 
August 23, 1963 
December 7, 1962 
March 9, 1963 
June 15, 1963 
July 27, 1963 

Dahomey2 D 
Gabon2 L 
Ivory  Coast D 
Madagascar 2- 3 L 

D 
Mauritania2 L 
Niger L 
Senegal        L 

D 
Togo A 
Upper Volta L 

D 

July 5, 1963 
December 20, 1962 
March 4, 1963 
June 12, 1963 
August 28, 1963 
June 19, 1963 
February 6, 1963 
July 3, 1963 
November 19, 1963 
October 24, 1967 
May 10, 1963 
January 6, 1964 

1 Date of the law (L), decree (D)  or order (0)  providing for ratifi- 
cation, or effective date of the accession (A). 

2 This State has provided for the application of Annex IV of the 
Libreville Agreement. Article 3(2) of the Agreement provides that appli- 
cants not domiciled in any of the member States of OAMPI file their 
patent, trademark and design applications directly with OAMPI. Annex IV 
enables member States of OAMPI to provide for this direct filing in the 
case of all other applicants. 

3 Madagascar has denounced the Libreville Agreement with effect 
from December 31, 1976. 

WIPO MEETINGS 

African Seminar on Industrial Property 
(Yaounde, December 2 to 6,1974) 

Note* 
From December 2 to 6, 1974, in Yaounde, the World 

Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) held a Seminar on 
Industrial Property under the auspices of the Government of 
Cameroon and with the cooperation of the African and Mal- 
agasy Industrial Property Office (OAMPI). All the installa- 
tions for the Seminar were made available by courtesy of 
OAMPI. 

The following 15 of the 19 French-speaking African States 
invited had designated participants: Burundi, Cameroon, Cen- 
tral African Republic, Chad, Congo, Dahomey, Gabon, Ivory 
Coast, Madagascar, Mali, Mauritius, Niger, Senegal, Togo, 
Zaire. Three intergovernmental organizations, the United 
Nations Development Programme (UNDP), the African and 
Mauritian Common Organization (OCAM) and the African 
and Malagasy Industrial Property Office (OAMPI), as well as 
one non-governmental organization, the International Asso- 
ciation for the Protection of Industrial Property (IAPIP), 
participated in an observer capacity. The list of participants 
follows this Note. 

* This Note has been prepared by the International Bureau. 

The discussions of the Seminar, which were based on the 
working documents prepared by the International Bureau, 
covered the following subjects: 

(i) industrial property in general and specific subjects of 
industrial property; 

(ii) the importance of industrial property to developing 
countries; 

(iii) international relations in the industrial property 
field; 

(iv)   technical information provided by patent documents; 

(v) the program of WIPO and its interest for developing 
countries. 

Discussions also took place on regional cooperation in the 
field of industrial property protection within the African and 
Malagasy Industrial Property Office (OAMPI), following a 
report prepared and presented by the Director General of 
OAMPI. 

In the light of the views exchanged on the various subjects 
covered, the participants in the Seminar arrived at conclu- 
sions which may be summarized as follows: 

(i) Those developing countries which have not yet done so 
should accede as soon as possible to the WIPO Convention, 
the Paris Convention and the treaties and agreements admin- 
istered by WIPO which are of particular interest to develop- 
ing   countries,    especially   the   Patent   Cooperation   Treaty 
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(PCT), the Trademark Registration Treaty (TRT), the Madrid 
Agreement (Marks) and the Strasbourg Agreement Concern- 
ing the International Patent Classification (IPC); accession to 
the Paris Convention is a prerequisite for becoming party to 
the above treaties and agreements. 

(ii) Since the system under the Lisbon Agreement for the 
Protection of Appellations of Origin and their International 
Registration is not well-suited to the needs of African coun- 
tries, WIPO was asked to actively pursue its work on the 
study of a new system of protection, which, it was stated, 
should be established by means of a new treaty rather than by 
a revision of the existing Agreement. 

(iii) Developing countries preparing new legislation or 
amending existing legislation in the industrial property field 
should take the WIPO model laws as their basis and should 
seek WIPO's assistance in drafting laws. WIPO should con- 
tinue to prepare model laws for developing countries and, in 
so far as necessary, revise those which have already been pub- 
lished, especially the model law relating to patents. 

(iv) Developing countries should not provide for too 
strict limitations on patents, as such limitations would be con- 
trary to the fundamental purpose of the patent system and to 
the interest for developing countries in encouraging inven- 
tiveness and domestic research and creating a climate condu- 
cive to the transfer of foreign technology and to industrial 
investment. In particular, the exclusion of chemical or phar- 
maceutical products or processes from protection could not 
only be detrimental to the development of research and 
domestic industry but also impede the flow of modern tech- 
nology to the country and the necessary investments. Further- 
more, such an exclusion would be a factor contributing to the 
undesirable transformation of new inventions into secret, 
inaccessible know-how. 

(v) Instead of providing for the above limitations, all 
abuses on the ipart of the patentee should and could be elim- 
inated by the provision of coercive measures such as the grant 
of compulsory licenses, or — if these measures proved inade- 
quate — by recourse to a procedure for the forfeiture of the 
patent. In addition, an effective system for the supervision of 
license agreements should be introduced, to eliminate all 
unjustified restrictive trade practices. 

(vi) The protection of know-how, in so far as it is confi- 
dential, is an important factor in encouraging the develop- 
ment of domestic know-how and the transfer of foreign know- 
how. 

(vii) A shorter-than-normal period of protection (that is, 
less than 15 to 20 years) conferred by patents would not be in 
the interest of developing countries, as it would not be suffi- 
cient to provide inventors and enterprises with the incentive 
to make inventions and undertake expensive research. It 
would also he liable to discourage the intensive working of 
inventions for the benefit of development and considerably 
diminish the interest in taking out patents and participating 
actively in the transfer of technology. Any abuses could be 
eliminated by the coercive measures and supervision men- 
tioned above. 

(viii) Industrial property fees should be so designed as to 
cover fully the operating costs of an efficient national or 
regional office. A system of progressive annual fees should be 
introduced in order to encourage the abandonment of patents 
which are not economically viable. 

(ix) In order to get away from the present one-way system 
of technology transfers and achieve technology exchanges on 
the basis of national programs in developing countries, it is 
essential that a strong industrial property protection system 
be established and that national scientists be encouraged. 

(x) Instead of trying to establish costly national documen- 
tation systems on their own, developing countries should as 
soon as possible use the Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) sys- 
tem. The screening provided for in this system, especially the 
international search, would make it possible to issue patents 
of greater value. The international-type search provided for 
in the Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) should be used to 
oblige foreign applicants wishing to bypass the Patent Cooper- 
ation Treaty (PCT) system by filing national applications, to 
file these applications with an international-type search car- 
ried out at their expense. 

(xi) The Seminar noted with satisfaction that OAMPI, in 
cooperation with WIPO, was proceeding with its work on the 
revision of the Libreville Agreement, taking into account, in 
particular, OAMPI's future participation in the international 
procedures provided for in the PCT; also that both Organiza- 
tions, in cooperation with the United Nations Development 
Programme (UNDP), were pursuing the project of setting up 
a patent documentation center within OAMPI; and finally 
that OAMPI was studying the possibility of making the future 
patent documentation center accessible also to African coun- 
tries not members of OAMPI. 

(xii) Owing to the importance of the activities being car- 
ried on in the industrial property field by certain African 
countries not members of OAMPI (specially Zaire, Burundi, 
Mauritius and Mali), it would be highly desirable that these 
countries consider the possibility of adhering to OAMPI. For 
countries not in a position to accede to the Libreville Agree- 
ment, other forms of effective cooperation between their 
offices and OAMPI should be studied. On the whole, it seemed 
desirable that the regional system existing within OAMPI be 
strengthened and extended to as large a number as possible of 
other African countries. 

(xiii) Effective measures should be adopted with a view to 
ensuring sufficient clarity and detail in descriptions of inven- 
tions which are the subject of patent documents, in order that 
the latter may be more readily used by developing countries. 

(xiv) Developing countries should as soon as possible take 
the necessary steps to become members of the Permanent 
Committee of WIPO, in order that they may participate fully 
in the WIPO Technical Assistance Program. WIPO should 
pursue and extend the Technical Assistance Program. The 
training program for staff from developing countries should 
be extended with respect to the number of trainees and the 
duration of the training courses; a degree of priority should 
be given to staff from African countries, in view of the pres- 
ent state of their development. 
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At the end of the discussions, the participants expressed 
their gratitude to WIPO for organizing the Seminar, to the 
Government of Cameroon for allowing the Seminar to be held 
under its auspices and to OAMPI for its appreciable cooper- 
ation in the organization of the Seminar. 

List of Participants* 

I. States 

Burundi: R. Nsababaganwa (Mrs.)- Cameroon: F. Mbianda; R. Ossono; 
E. Owona Ngo-Basse (Mrs.). Central African Republic: V. Boucher. Chad: 
D. Ndoubayidi. Congo: F. Binouani; M.-A. Mackita. Dahomey: A. Hounsou. 
Cabon: J. Kamaya. Ivory Coast: K. Kra; K.-L. Liguer-Laubhouet (Mrs.); 
R. Faulet. Madagascar: R. Randriambahiny. Mali: M. Cissé. Mauritius: 
A. G. Pillay. Niger: I. Mayaki. Senegal: A. Diarra. Togo: A.Wilson. Zaire: 
M.-N. Tshinkela. 

II. Observers 

United Nations Development Programme (UNDP): F. Doering. African 
and Mauritian Common Organization (OCAM): F. Kane; D. Robert. African 
and Malagasy Industrial Property Office (OAMPI): D. Ekani; P. N'Goma; 
P. Kibongui-Saminou; R. Raparson; C. Johnson; Ö. Seydi; M. Zossou. Inter- 
national Association for the Protection of Industrial Property (IAPIP): 
R. Cazenave. 

III. Officers 

Chairman: F. Mbianda (Cameroon); Vice-Chairmen: K.-L. Liguer-Laub- 
houet (Mrs.) (Ivory Coast); R. Randriambahiny (Madagascar); Secretary: 
I. Thiam  (WIPO). 

IV. WIPO 

A. Bogsch (Director General); K. Pf anner (Deputy Director General); 
I. Thiam (Counsellor, Head, Technical Assistance Section, External Rela- 
tions Division). 

* A list containing the titles and functions of the participants may 
be obtained from the International Bureau. 

WIPO Permanent Legal-Technical Program 

Working Group on the Model Law 
for Developing Countries 

on Inventions and Know-How 

First Session 
(Geneva, November 25 to 29, 1974) 

Note* 
Pursuant to a recommendation made by the WIPO Perma- 

nent Committee for the Acquisition by Developing Countries 
of Technology Related to Industrial Property at its first ses- 
sion (Geneva, March 18 to 22, 1974) ', a Working Group on 
the Model Law for Developing Countries on Inventions and 
Know-How held its first session in Geneva from November 25 
to 29,1974. 

The task of the Working Group was to examine and dis- 
cuss draft model provisions which had been prepared by the 

*  This Note has been prepared by the International Bureau. 
1  Industrial Property, 1974, p. 175. 

International Bureau and were designed to replace some of 
the provisions of the model law for developing countries on 
inventions and know-how, published by BIRPI in 1965, or to 
supplement the BIRPI model law. 

The Working Group consisted of 17 experts designated by 
the governments of their countries but acting in a personal 
capacity. Two intergovernmental organizations and eleven 
international non-governmental organizations were repre- 
sented by observers. The Director General of WIPO presided 
over the work of the Group. The list of participants follows 
this Note. 

All the model provisions studied by the Working Group 
directly concern the problem of the acquisition by developing 
countries of technology related to industrial property. The 
model provisions deal, on the one hand, with contractual 
licenses, know-how and the State control of license contracts, 
know-how contracts and contracts assigning patents or patent 
applications and, on the other hand, with certain special types 
of patents. The discussions were based on the drafts prepared 
by the International Bureau. 

The model provisions on contractual licenses and those on 
know-how contain detailed rules to replace Sections 28 to 33 
and 53 to 57 of the BIRPI model law. Mainly because of their 
summary character, these sections no longer correspond to 
contemporary requirements. The model provisions on the 
State control of license contracts, know-how contracts and 
contracts assigning patents or patent applications do not have 
counterparts in the BIRPI model law; they are based on 
recent developments in the legislation of certain developing 
countries. The draft model provisions referred to in this para- 
graph were the subject of a detailed discussion in the Working 
Group, during which a large number of interesting suggestions 
or observations were made to the International Bureau. 

The special types of patents, for which a draft had also 
been prepared for the examination of the Working Group, are 
the transfer of technology patent and the industrial develop- 
ment patent. The model provisions relating to them would 
constitute two new possible addenda to the model law, in 
addition to the two possible addenda (on patents of introduc- 
tion and inventors' certificates) contained in Annexes A and 
B of the BIRPI model law. The provisions on the transfer of 
technology patent were discussed in detail, and a large num- 
ber of proposals or observations were submitted to the Inter- 
national Bureau with a view to the revision of these model 
provisions. The examination of the question of a possible 
industrial development patent was reserved for a future meet- 
ing. 

The Working Group will continue its work in meetings to 
be held in 1975 and 1976. 

List of Participants * 

I. Experts 
J.Alvarez Soberanis (Mexico); A. R. B. Amerasinghe (Sri Lanka); A. L. F. 
Barbosa (Brazil); A.M. Bolbol (Egypt); D. Cemalovic (Yugoslavia); G. R. 
Clark (United States of America); D. Ebongue Sone (Cameroon); E. A. 
Esteban (Argentina); E. Fischer (Federal Republic of Germany); M. Gabay 

*  A list containing the titles and functions of the participants may 
be obtained from the International Bureau. 
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(Israel); K. Gueblaoui (Tunisia); D. Jaiiuszkiewicz (Mrs.) (Poland); J. N. 
King'Arui (Kenya); D. O. Lewis (United Kingdom); Y. Plasseraud (France); 
Soegondo  Soemodiredjo   (Indonesia); Z. Szilvâssy  (Hungary). 

II. Persons accompanying the experts 

M. F. M. Arrnda (Brazil); Hartono Prodjoniardojo (Indonesia); G. Simonies 
(Hungary). 

III. Observers 

Intergovernmental Organizations 
United Nations  (UN): P. Roffe.  Industrial Development Centre for Arab 
States (IDCAS): A. Abdel Hak. 

International TS on-Governmental Organizations 
Council of European  Industrial Federations  (CEIF):  G. Gansser.    Euro- 
pean Federation of Agents of Industrial Property (FEMIPI): J.-M. Dop- 
chie.     Inter-American  Association  of  Industrial  Property   (ASIPI):  E. D. 

Aracama Zorraquin. Inter-American Bar Association (IABA): A. Ladrôn 
de Guevara. International Association for the Protection of Industrial 
Property (IAPIP): S. P. Ladas; H. Wichmann; B. de Passemar. Interna- 
tional Chamber of Commerce (ICC): S. Pretnar; G. Gansser. International 
Federation of Inventors Associations (IFIA): H. Romanus. International 
Federation of Patent Agents (FICPI): A. Braun. Licensing Executives 
Society (LES): F. Gevers. Pacific Industrial Property Association (PIPA): 
B. J. Kish. Union of Industries of the European Community (UNICE): 
J.-M. Dopchie. 

IV. WIPO 

A. Bogsch (Director General); K. Pf anner (Deputy Director General); 
L. Baeumer (Counsellor, Head, Legislation and Regional Agreements Sec- 
tion, Industrial Property Division); I. Thiam (Counsellor, Head, Technical 
Assistance Section, External Relations Division); F. Curchod (Legal Of- 
ficer, General and Periodicals Section, Industrial Property Division); 
G. da Fonseca (Miss) (Technical Assistance Officer, Technical Assistance 
Section). 

NEWS ITEMS 

CONGO 

Director of Industrial Property 

We have been informed that Mr. Jean Joseph Pouabou has been 
appointed Director of Industrial Property. He succeeds Mr. Michel 
Ngandaloki. 

We take this opportunity of congratulating Mr. Pouabou on his 
appointment. 
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CALENDAR 

WIPO Meetings 

February 11 to 17, 1975 (Geneva) — Revision of the Paris Convention for the Protection of Industrial Property •— Group of Governmental Experts 

February 17 to 28, 1975 (Munich) — International Patent Classification (IPC) — Working Group II of the Joint ad hoc Committee 

Febrnary 18, 1975 (Geneva) — WIPO Coordination Committee (Extraordinary Session) 

Febrnary 20 to 28, 1975 (Geneva) — Revision of the Hague Agreement concerning the International Deposit of Industrial Designs — Committee of 
Experts 

March 10 to 14, 1975 (Geneva) — Mechanization of Trademark Searches — Committee of Experts 

March 17 to 21, 1975 (Geneva) — WIPO Permanent Legal-Technical Program for the Acquisition by Developing Countries of Technology Related 
to Industrial Property — Permanent Committee (2n<J Session) 

April 7 to 11, 1975 (Geneva) — International Classification of Goods and Services for the Purposes of the Registration of Marks — Temporary 
Working Group 

April 7 to 11, 1975 (Geneva) — ICIREPAT — Technical Committee for Search Systems (TCSS) 

April 14 to 18, 1975 (Geneva) — ICIREPAT — Technical Committee for Standardization (TCST) 

April 14 to 25, 1975 (Rijswijk) — International Patent Classification (IPC) — Working Group III of the Joint ad hoc Committee 

April 22 to 29, 1975 (Geneva) — Inventions relating to Microorganisms — Committee of Experts 

May 5 to 9, 1975 (Geneva) — International Patent Classification (IPC) — Training Course 

May 12 to 23, 1975 (Washington) — International Patent Classification (IPC) — Working Group I of the Joint ad hoc Committee 

May 26 to 30, 1975 (Geneva) — Revision of the Model Law on Inventions — Working Group (2nd session) 

June 4 to 6, 1975 (Geneva) — ICIREPAT — Technical Coordination Committee (TCC) 

June 9 to 13, 1975 (Geneva) — International Patent Classification (D?C) — Working Group V of the Joint ad hoc Committee 

June 16 to 21, 1975  (Washington) — Sub-Committee on Reprographic Reproduction of the Executive Committee of the Berne Union 
(Meeting held jointly with the Sub-Committee of the Intergovernmental   Copyright   Committee   established   by   the   Universal   Copyright   Con- 
vention) 

June 16 to 27, 1975 (Rijswijk) •— International Patent Classification (IPC) — Working Group IV of the Joint ad hoc Committee 

June 23 to 27, 1975 (Geneva) — Protection of Computer Programs — Advisory Group 

September 8  to  12,  1975  (Geneva)  — International  Classification  of  Goods  and  Services  for  the  Purposes  of  the  Registration  of  Marks  — 
Preparatory Committee and Committee of Experts 

September 17 to 19, 1975 (Geneva) — ICIREPAT — Plenary Committee (PLC) 

September 22 and 23, 1975 (Geneva) — Trademark Registration Treaty (TRT) — Interim Advisory Committee 

September 23 to 30, 1975 (Geneva) — WD?0 Coordination Committee and  Executive   Committees  of  the  Paris  and  Berne  Unions  —  Ordinary 
Sessions 

October 1 to 3, 1975 (Geneva) — Scientific Discoveries — Committee of Experts 

October 1 to 3, 1975 (Geneva) — International Patent Classification (D?C) — Bureau 

October 6, 1975 (Geneva) — International Patent Classification (D?C) — Joint ad hoc Committee 

October 7 to 9, 1975 (Geneva) — International Patent Classification (IPC) — Assembly and Committee of Experts 

October 13 to 17, 1975 (Geneva) — ICIHEPAT — Technical Committee for Search Systems (TCSS) 

October 20 to 24, 1975 (Washington) — ICIREPAT — Technical Committee for Standardization (TCST) 

October 27 to 31, 1975 (Mexico City) — Latin American and Caribbean Seminar on Copyright and Rights of Performers, Producers of Phonograms 
and Broadcasting Organizations 
(Meeting organized jointly with ILO and Unesco) 

October 27 to November 3, 1975 (Geneva) — Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) — Interim Committees 

November 3 to 14, 1975 (Berne) — International Patent Classification (IPC) — Working Group II 

November 10 to 14, 1975 (Geneva) — Revision of the Model Law on Inventions — Working Group (3rd session) 

December 1 to 4, 1975 (Geneva) — International Protection of Appellations of Origin and Other Indications of Source — Committee of Experts 

December 1 to 12, 1975 (Munich) — International Patent Classification (IPC) — Working Group III 

December 8, 9 and 16, 1975 (Geneva) — International Convention for the Protection of Performers, Producers of Phonograms and Broadcasting 
Organizations — Intergovernmental Committee — Ordinary Session (jointly organized with the International Labour Organisation and Unesco) 
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•December 10 to 12, 1975 (Genera) — ICEREPAT — Technical Coordination Committee (TCQ 

December 10 to 16, 1975 (Geneva) — Executive Committee of the Berne Union (Extraordinary Session) 

December 15 to 19, 1975 (Geneva) — International Classification of the Figurative Elements of Marks — Provisional Committee of Experts 

UPOV Meetings in 1975 

Council: October 7 to 10 — Consultative Committee: March 5 and 6; October 6  and  10    —    Technical  Steering Committee:  April 17  and 18; 
November 6 and 7 — Committee of Experts on International Cooperation in Examination: April 14 to 16; November 3 to 5 — Committee of 
Experts on the Interpretation and Revision of the Convention: February 25 to 28; December 2 to 5. 
Note: All these meetings will take place in Geneva at the headquarters of UPOV 

Technical Working Parties: (i) for Vegetables: May 28 to 30 (Lund - Sweden); (ii) for Agricultural Crops: June 4 to 6 (Cambridge - United King- 
dom); (iii) for Fruit Crops: June 17 to 19 (Bordeaux - France); (iv) for Forest Trees: August 19 and 20 (Hannover - Federal Republic of Ger- 
many); (v) for Ornamental Plants: September 9 to 11 (Hornum - Denmark) 

Meetings of Other International Organizations concerned with Intellectual Property 

March 10 to 12, 1975 (Rijswijk) — International Patent Institute — Administrative Board 

April 21 to 25, 1975 (Hamburg) — International Confederation of Societies of Authors and Composers — Congress 

May 3 to 10, 1975 (San Francisco) — International Association for the Protection of Industrial Property — Congress 

June 15 to 22, 1975 (Madrid) — International Chamber of Commerce — Congress 

June 18 to 20, 1975 (Rijswijk) —• International Patent Institute — Administrative Board 

September 17 to 20, 1975 (London) — Union of European Professional Patent Representatives — General Assembly 

May 25 to June 1, 1976 (Tokyo) — International Publishers Association -— Congress 
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