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ﺍﻟﻠﺠﻨﺔ ﺍﳌﻌﻨﻴﺔ ﺑﺎﻟﺘﻨﻤﻴﺔ ﻭﺍﳌﻠﻜﻴﺔ ﺍﻟﻔﻜﺮﻳﺔ
ﺍﻟﺪﻭﺭﺓ ﺍﻟﺘﺎﺳﻌﺔ

ﺟﻨﻴﻒ ،ﻣﻦ  7إﱃ  11ﻣﺎﻳﻮ 2012
ﺗﻘﺮﻳﺮ ﺍﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ ﺍﻟﻌﺎﻣﻞ ﺍﳌﺨﺼﺺ ﺍﳌﻌﻨﻲ ﺑﺎﳌﺮﺍﺟﻌﺔ ﺍﳋﺎﺭﺟﻴﺔ ﻟﻠﻤﺴﺎﻋﺪﺓ ﺍﻟﺘﻘﻨﻴﺔ ﺍﻟﺘﻲ ﺗﻘﺪﻣﻬﺎ ﺍﻟﻮﻳﺒﻮ ﰲ
ﳎﺎﻝ ﺍﻟﺘﻌﺎﻭﻥ ﻷﻏﺮﺍﺽ ﺍﻟﺘﻨﻤﻴﺔ

 .1أﻧﺸﺄت اﻟﻠﺠﻨﺔ اﳌﻌﻨﻴﺔ ابﻟﺘﳮﻴﺔ واﳌﻠﻜﻴﺔ اﻟﻔﻜﺮﻳﺔ )اﻟﻠﺠﻨﺔ( ﰲ دورﲥﺎ اﻟﺜﺎﻣﻨﺔ ﻓﺮﻳﻘﺎ ﻋﺎﻣﻼ ﳐﺼﺼﺎ ﻣﻌﻨﻴﺎ ابﳌﺮاﺟﻌﺔ اﳋﺎرﺟﻴﺔ
اﻟﻮﺒﻮ ﰲ ﳎﺎل اﻟﺘﻌﺎون ﻷﻏﺮاض اﻟﺘﳮﻴﺔ ) ﺛ
ﻟﻠﻤﺴﺎﻋﺪة اﻟﺘﻘﻨﻴﺔ اﻟﱵ ﺗﻘﺪهمﺎ ﻳ
اﻟﻮﻴﻘﺔ  .(CDIP/8/INF/1ﻳوﺘﻀﻤﻦ ﻣﺮﻓﻖ ﻫﺬﻩ
ﺛ
اﻟﻮﻴﻘﺔ ﺗﻘﺮﻳﺮ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ اﳌﺬﻛﻮر.
 .2إن اﻟﻠﺠﻨﺔ ﻣﺪﻋﻮة إﱃ اﻹﺣﺎﻃﺔ ﻋﻠﲈ
ابﳌﻌﻠﻮﻣﺎت اﻟﻮاردة ﰲ ﻣﺮﻓﻖ ﻫﺬﻩ ﺛ
اﻟﻮﻴﻘﺔ.
]ﻳﲇ ذكل اﳌﺮﻓﻖ[
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اﳌﺮﻓﻖ

 .1ﻧﻈﺮت اﻟﻠﺠﻨﺔ اﳌﻌﻨﻴﺔ ابﻟﺘﳮﻴﺔ واﳌﻠﻜﻴﺔ اﻟﻔﻜﺮﻳﺔ )اﻟﻠﺠﻨﺔ( ﰲ دورﲥﺎ اﻟﺜﺎﻣﻨﺔ ﰲ ﺛ
اﻟﻮﻴﻘﺔ  CDIP/8/INF/1اﳌﻌﻨﻮﻧﺔ:
ﻣﺮاﺟﻌﺔ ﺧﺎرﺟﻴﺔ ﻟﻠﻤﺴﺎﻋﺪة اﻟﺘﻘﻨﻴﺔ اﻟﱵ ﺗﻘﺪهمﺎ اﻟ ﻳﻮﺒﻮ ﰲ ﳎﺎل اﻟﺘﻌﺎون ﻷﻏﺮاض اﻟﺘﳮﻴﺔ واﺗﻔﻘﺖ ﻋﲆ إﻧﺸﺎء ﻓﺮﻳﻖ ﻋﺎﻣﻞ ﳐﺼﺺ
ﻣﻌﲏ ابﳌﺮاﺟﻌﺔ اﳋﺎرﺟﻴﺔ ﻟﻠﻤﺴﺎﻋﺪة اﻟﺘﻘﻨﻴﺔ ) ﺛ
اﻟﻮﻴﻘﺔ  (CDIP/8/INF/1ﻣﻦ أﺟﻞ ﲢﺪﻳﺪ اﻟﺘﻮﺻﻴﺎت اﳌﺘﻜﺮرة أو ﺗكل اﻟﱵ ﱂ
ﺗﻌﺪ وﺟﳱﺔ دون إﻳﻼء اﻷوﻟﻮﻳﺔ ﻷي ﻣﻦ اﻟﺘﻮﺻﻴﺎت .وﺗﻄﺮق أﻳﻀﺎ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﻌﺎﻣﻞ اخملﺼﺺ ﺑﺈﳚﺎز إﱃ اﻟﻌﻨﺎﴏ اﻷﺧﺮى ﻟدلراﺳﺔ
ﺳﻌﻴﺎ ﻣﻨﻪ إﱃ ادﺧﺎر اﻟﻮﻗﺖ ﻟﻠﻤﻨﺎﻗﺸﺎت أﺛﻨﺎء ادلورة اﻟﺘﺎﺳﻌﺔ ﻟﻠﺠﻨﺔ.
ﻣﺴﺎﺋﻞ إﺟﺮ ﺋاﻴﺔ
.2
""1
""2
""3
""4
""5

ﻋﻘﺪ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﻌﺎﻣﻞ اخملﺼﺺ ﲬﺴﺔ اﺟامتﻋﺎت ﺣﺴﺐ اﳉﺪول اﻟﺰﻣﲏ وﺟﺪول اﻷﻋﲈل اﻟﺘﺎﻟﻴﲔ:
 16ﻣﺎرس ) 2012اﻟﱰﻛﲒ ﻋﲆ ﺑﺮانﻣﺞ اﻟﻌﻤﻞ واﳌﺴﺎﺋﻞ اﻹﺟﺮاﺋﻴﺔ(
 21ﻣﺎرس )اﻟﱰﻛﲒ ﻋﲆ اﳉﺰء اﻟﺜﺎﱐ واﳉﺰء اﻟﺜﺎﻟﺚ ﻣﻦ اﳌﺮاﺟﻌﺔ اﳋﺎرﺟﻴﺔ(
 4أﺑﺮﻳﻞ )اﻟﱰﻛﲒ ﻋﲆ اﳉﺰء اﳋﺎﻣﺲ ﻣﻦ اﳌﺮاﺟﻌﺔ اﳋﺎرﺟﻴﺔ(
 10أﺑﺮﻳﻞ )اﻟﱰﻛﲒ ﻋﲆ اﳉﺰء اﻟﺮاﺑﻊ واﳉﺰء اﻟﺴﺎدس ﻣﻦ اﳌﺮاﺟﻌﺔ اﳋﺎرﺟﻴﺔ(
 26أﺑﺮﻳﻞ )ﻣﴩوع ﺗﻘﺮﻳﺮ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﻌﺎﻣﻞ اخملﺼﺺ(

 .3واﺷﱰك ﰲ رﺋﺎﺳﺔ اﺟامتﻋﺎت اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﻌﺎﻣﻞ اخملﺼﺺ اﻟﺴـﻴﺪ ﺗﻣﺎﻴﺎس ﻛﻴﻨﺪي ﻣﻦ ﺑﻠﺠﻴﲀ واﻟﺴـﻴﺪ ﳐﺘﺎر ورﻳﺪة ﻣﻦ ﻣﴫ.
وأﻣﺎ اﳌﻘﺮران ﻓﲀان اﻟﺴـﻴﺪ أﺣﺴﺎن ﻧﺒﻴﻞ ﻣﻦ ابﻛﺴـﺘﺎن واﻟﺴـﻴﺪ ﺧﻮان ﰷﻣﻴﻠﻮ ﺳﺎرﻳﱱﰾ – ﻓﲑﻳﺮو ﻣﻦ ﻛﻮﻟﻮﻣﺒﻴﺎ .وﺗﳫﻔﺖ اﻷﻣﺎﻧﺔ
ﺑﺘﻴﺴﲑ الاﺟامتﻋﺎت اﻟﱵ ﺣﻈﺮﻫﺎ اﳌﻨﺴﻘﻮن اﻹﻗﻠﳰﻴﻮن ووﻓﻮد ادلول اﻷﻋﻀﺎء اﳌﻬﳣﺔ.
 .4وﱂ ﺗﺘﺢ اﻷﻣﺎﻧﺔ ﺧﺪﻣﺔ اﻟﱰﲨﺔ اﻟﻔﻮرﻳﺔ ﺛأﻨﺎء اﺟامتﻋﺎت اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﻌﺎﻣﻞّ .
وﻋﱪت ﻋﺪة وﻓﻮد ﻋﻦ ﻋﺪم ﺗارﻴﺎهحﺎ ﻟﻐﻴﺎب اﻟﱰﲨﺔ
اﻟﻔﻮرﻳﺔ إﱃ اﻟﻠﻐﺎت اﻟﺮﲰﻴﺔ ﻟﻸﱈ اﳌﺘﺤﺪة اﳌﻨﺼﻮص ﻋﻠﳱﺎ ﰲ اﻟﻘﺎﻋﺪة  12ابﻻﻗﱰان ابﻟﻘﺎﻋﺪة  41ﻣﻦ اﻟﻨﻈﺎم ادلاﺧﲇ ﻟﻠﻤﻨﻈﻤﺔ.
وإذ أﻋﺮﺑﺖ وﻓﻮد أﺧﺮى ﻋﻦ أﺳﻔﻬﺎ ﻟﻐﻴﺎب اﻟﱰﲨﺔ اﻟﻔﻮرﻳﺔ ﻓﻘﺪ أﺷﺎرت إﱃ أن وﻻﻳﺔ إﻧﺸﺎء اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﻌﺎﻣﻞ أوﲵﺖ أﻧﻪ ﻟﻦ
ﻳﻜﻮن ﻹﻧﺸﺎء اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﻌﺎﻣﻞ أي اﻧﻌﲀﺳﺎت ﻣﺎﻟﻴﺔ ،وﻟﻦ ﺗﺘﺎح ابﻟﺘﺎﱄ اﻟﱰﲨﺔ اﻟﻔﻮرﻳﺔ ،وأﺿﺎﻓﺖ أﻧﻪ وﻓﻘﺎ ﳌﺒﺪأ "ﺗﻐﻠﻴﺐ اﻟﻘﺎﻋﺪة
اﳋﺎﺻﺔ ﻋﲆ اﻟﻘﺎﻋﺪة اﻟﻌﺎﻣﺔ ﰲ ﺣﺎل ﺗﻌﺎرﺿﻬﲈ" ،ﻓﺎﻟﻨﻈﺎم ادلاﺧﲇ ﻟﻠﻔﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﻌﺎﻣﻞ اخملﺼﺺ هل اﻷﺳـﺒﻘﻴﺔ ﻋﲆ اﻟﻨﻈﺎم ادلاﺧﲇ
ﻟﻠﻤﻨﻈﻤﺔ .وﻫﻜﺬا ﱂ ﺗﺘﻮﺻﻞ اﻟﻮﻓﻮد إﱃ ﺗﻮاﻓﻖ آراء ﺣﻮل ﻣﺴﺄةل اﻟﱰﲨﺔ اﻟﻔﻮرﻳﺔ .وﻣﻦ أﺟﻞ ﺗﻴﺴﲑ ﻓﻬﻢ ادلول اﻷﻋﻀﺎء ﻏﲑ
اﻟﻨﺎﻃﻘﺔ ابﻹﻧﳫﲒﻳﺔ ﻟﻠﺘﻘﺮﻳﺮ ،ﻃﻠﺐ ﻣﻨﺴﻘﺎ ﶍﻮﻋﺔ اﻟﺒدلان اﻷﻓﺮﻳﻘﻴﺔ وﶍﻮﻋﺔ ﺑدلان أﻣﺮﻳﲀ اﻟﻼﺗﻴﻨﻴﺔ واﻟﲀرﻳﱯ ابﰟ اجملﻤﻮﻋﺘﲔ
اﻹﻗﻠﳰﻴﺘﲔ ﻣﻦ اﻷﻣﺎﻧﺔ إاتﺣﺔ اﻟﺘﻘﺮﻳﺮ اﻟﲀﻣﻞ ﺑﺸﺄن اﳌﺮاﺟﻌﺔ اﳋﺎرﺟﻴﺔ ) ﺛ
اﻟﻮﻴﻘﺔ  (CDIP/8/INF/1ﲜﻤﻴﻊ اﻟﻠﻐﺎت اﻟﺮﲰﻴﺔ
ﻟﻸﱈ اﳌﺘﺤﺪة.
 .5وﳛﺘﻮي ﻫﺬا اﻟﺘﻘﺮﻳﺮ ﻋﲆ اﳌﻮﺿﻮﻋﺎت اﻟﺮﺋﻴﺴـﻴﺔ اﻟﱵ ﻃﺮﺣﺖ أﺛﻨﺎء اﳌﻨﺎﻗﺸﺎت ﺣﻮل ﺛ
اﻟﻮﻴﻘﺔ ّ CDIP/8/INF/1
ورد
اﻹدارة ﻋﻠﳱﺎ .واﻟﺘﻘﺮﻳﺮ ﻫﻮ ﻓﻘﻂ أداة ﻟﻠﺘﻌﺠﻴﻞ ابﳌﻨﺎﻗﺸﺎت ادلاﺋﺮة ﺣﻮل ﻫﺬﻩ اﳌﺴﺄةل داﺧﻞ اﻟﻠﺠﻨﺔ .وﻻ ﳜﻞ ﳏﴬ الاﺟامتﻋﺎت
اﶆﺴﺔ ﻟﻠﻔﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﻌﺎﻣﻞ ،اذلي أﻋﺪﻩ اﳌﻘﺮران ،ابﳌﺪاﺧﻼت واﳌﻮاﻗﻒ اﻟﻔﻌﻠﻴﺔ وﻗﺪ ﺗأﻴﺢ اﶈﴬ ﶺﻴﻊ ادلول اﻷﻋﻀﺎء ﰲ ﻳ
اﻟﻮﺒﻮ.
ﻣﺴﺎﺋﻞ ﻣﻮﺿﻮﻋﻴﺔ – اﻟﺘﻮﺻﻴﺎت اﳌﺘﻜﺮرة أو اﻟﺘﻮﺻﻴﺎت اﻟﱵ ﱂ ﺗﻌﺪ وﺟﳱﺔ
 .6أﺟﺮى اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﻌﺎﻣﻞ ﻣﻨﺎﻗﺸﺎت ﺣﻮل اﳌﺴﺎﺋﻞ اﳌﻮﺿﻮﻋﻴﺔ اخملﺘﻠﻔﺔ .وﺗﻘﺪم ﳏﺎﴐ الاﺟامتﻋﺎت ﻣﻌﻠﻮﻣﺎت أﺳﺎﺳـﻴﺔ ﻋﻦ
ﺗكل اﳌﺴﺎﺋﻞ اﻟﱵ ﻣﻦ ﺑﻴﳯﺎ:

)أ( ﺗﻌﺎرﻳﻒ ودﻻﻻت ﻋﺒﺎرة "ﻣﺘﻜﺮرة" وﻋﺒﺎرة "ﱂ ﺗﻌﺪ وﺟﳱﺔ"
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اﺧﺘﻠﻔﺖ اﻵراء واﻟﺘﺼﻮرات ﺣﻮل ﺗﻌﺎرﻳﻒ ودﻻﻻت ﻋﺒﺎرة "ﻣﺘﻜﺮرة" وﻋﺒﺎرة "ﱂ ﺗﻌﺪ وﺟﳱﺔ" .ﺑوﺴﺐ ﻋﺪم اﺗﻔﺎق اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﻌﺎﻣﻞ
ﻋﲆ ﻫﺬﻩ اﳌﺴﺄةل ،أﺷﺎر اﻟﺮﺋﻴﺴﺎن إﱃ أن ﺣﻞ ﻫﺬﻩ اﳌﺴﺄةل اﶈﺪدة ﻟﻴﺲ ﻣﻦ ﺻﻼﺣﻴﺎت اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﻌﺎﻣﻞ.
)ب( ﺗﺼﻨﻴﻒ اﻟﺘﻮﺻﻴﺎت ﻣﻦ اﻷﻣﺎﻧﺔ ﰲ رد اﻹدارة
أﻳﺪت ﺑﻌﺾ اﻟﻮﻓﻮد ﺗﺼﻨﻴﻒ اﻟﺘﻮﺻﻴﺎت ﰲ اﻟﻔﺌﺎت أﻟﻒ وابء وﺟﲓ واﺗﻔﻘﺖ ﻣﻊ اﻷﻣﺎﻧﺔ ﻋﲆ ﻫﺬا اﻟﺘﺼﻨﻴﻒ .ﻟﻜﻦ ﺑﻌﺾ اﻟﻮﻓﻮد
رأت أن ﺗﺼﻨﻴﻒ اﻷﻣﺎﻧﺔ ﻟﻠﺘﻮﺻﻴﺎت ﰲ رد اﻹدارة ﰲ ﻓﺌﺎت أﻟﻒ وابء وﺟﲓ ،وﺧﺼﻮﺻﺎ اﻟﺘﺼﻨﻴﻒ اﳌﺘﻜﺮر ﻟﻠﺘﻮﺻﻴﺔ ﻧﻔﺴﻬﺎ ﰲ
ﻓﺌﺘﲔ ﳐﺘﻠﻔﺘﲔ ﺑﻼ ﺗﻮﺿﻴﺢ ،أدى إﱃ ﻟﺒﺲ وإﱃ ﺑﻌﺾ اﳌﺸﺎﰻ وﻳﺴـﺘﺤﺴﻦ دﻣﺞ اﻟﻔﺌﺘﲔ أﻟﻒ وابء ﰲ ﻓﺌﺔ واﺣﺪة .وﻃﻠﺒﺖ
أﻳﻀﺎ ﺑﻌﺾ اﻟﻮﻓﻮد ﺗﻮﺿﻴﺤﺎت وﴍوﺣﺎ ﻟﻸﺳـﺒﺎب اﻟﱵ ﺟﻌﻠﺖ اﻷﻣﺎﻧﺔ ﺗﻌﺘﱪ اﻟﺘﻮﺻﻴﺎت اﻟﻮاردة ﰲ اﻟﻔﺌﺔ ﺟﲓ أﳖﺎ ﻣﺜﲑة ﻟﻠﻘﻠﻖ،
وﻣﻦ ﰒ ﻻ ﳝﻜﻦ اﻟﻨﻈﺮ ﰲ ﺗﻨﻔﻴﺬﻫﺎ .وﺑﻌﺪ أن اﺳـﳣﻌﺖ ﺑﻌﺾ اﻟﻮﻓﻮد إﱃ رد اﻷﻣﺎﻧﺔ ﺑﺸﺄن اﻟﻌﺪﻳﺪ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺘﻮﺻﻴﺎت اﻟﱵ ﺗﻜﺮر
ﺗﺼﻨﻴﻔﻬﺎ ﻣﺮﺗﲔ أو ﺛﻼث ﰲ رد اﻹدارة ،أﻋﺮﺑﺖ ﻋﻦ رﺿﺎﻫﺎ ﻋﻦ ﻫﺬﻩ اﻟﺮدود .وﻇﻬﺮ ﺗﻀﺎرب ﰲ اﻵراء ﰲ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﻌﺎﻣﻞ ﺑﺸﺄن
ﻫﺬﻩ اﳌﺴﺎﺋﻞ.
)ج( ﺗﻌﻠﻴﻘﺎت ﻋﲆ اﳌﺮاﺟﻌﺔ اﳋﺎرﺟﻴﺔ ورد اﻹدارة
ﻧﻈﺮ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﻌﺎﻣﻞ ﰲ اﳌﺮاﺟﻌﺔ اﳋﺎرﺟﻴﺔ ورد اﻹدارة ﻓامي ﳜﺺ اﻟﺘﻮﺻﻴﺎت اﳌﺘﻜﺮرة أو ﺗكل اﻟﱵ ﱂ ﺗﻌﺪ وﺟﳱﺔ .واﻋﺘﱪت ﺑﻌﺾ
اﻟﻮﻓﻮد "اﳌﺮاﺟﻌﺔ اﳋﺎرﺟﻴﺔ" ﺧﻄﻮة همﻤﺔ ﺟﺪا ﻷﳖﺎ ﺗﻨﻄﻮي ﻋﲆ ﻫﺪف ﲢﺪﻳﺪ اﻟﺴـﺒﻞ اﳌﻤﻜﻨﺔ ﻟﺘﺤﺴﲔ ﻣﺴـﺘﻮى أﻧﺸﻄﺔ ﻳ
اﻟﻮﺒﻮ
ﻟﺘﻘﺪﱘ اﳌﺴﺎﻋﺪة اﻟﺘﻘﻨﻴﺔ ﰲ ﳎﺎل اﻟﺘﻌﺎون ﻷﻏﺮاض اﻟﺘﳮﻴﺔ .واﻋﺘﱪ ﺑﻌﺾ أﻋﻀﺎء اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﻌﺎﻣﻞ أن اﳌﺮاﺟﻌﺔ اﳋﺎرﺟﻴﺔ ﻟﻴﺴﺖ
اﻟﻮﺒﻮ ،ﺑﻞ ﻓﺮﺻﺔ ﻟﺘﺤﺴﲔ ﳎﺎل ذي أﳘﻴﺔ ﻗﺼﻮى ﻟدلول اﻷﻋﻀﺎء ﰲ ﻳ
ﻧاﺘﻘﺎدا ﻟﻌﻤﻞ ﻳ
اﻟﻮﺒﻮ .ورأت ﺑﻌﺾ اﻟﻮﻓﻮد اﻷﺧﺮى أن
ﺗﻮﺻﻴﺎت اﳌﺮاﺟﻌﺔ اﳋﺎرﺟﻴﺔ ﰷﻧﺖ ﺗﻌﱪ ﻋﻦ آراء أﲱﺎﲠﺎ وأﺑﺮزت أن اﻟﻌﺪﻳﺪ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺘﻮﺻﻴﺎت ﱂ ﺗﻌﺪ ﻣﻮﺿﻊ اﻟﺴﺎﻋﺔ ابﻟﻨﻈﺮ إﱃ
ﻓﱰة اﻷﻧﺸﻄﺔ ﻗﻴﺪ اﻟﻨﻈﺮ ﻓﳱﺎ و/أو ﻷن اﻷﻣﺎﻧﺔ ﻗﺪ ﴍﻋﺖ ﰲ ﺗﻨﻔﻴﺬﻫﺎ .ورأت وﻓﻮد أﺧﺮى أن اﻟﻌﺪﻳﺪ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺘﻮﺻﻴﺎت ﺟﺪﻳﺮة
ابﻻﻫامتم واﻟﺮد واﻟﻌﻤﻞ ﻣﻦ ﺟﺎﻧﺐ ادلول اﻷﻋﻀﺎء واﻷﻣﺎﻧﺔ .ورأت ﺑﻌﺾ اﻟﻮﻓﻮد أن وﻻﻳﺔ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﻌﺎﻣﻞ ﱔ اﻟﱰﻛﲒ ﻋﲆ
اﻟﺘﻮﺻﻴﺎت اﳌﺘﻜﺮرة أو ﺗكل اﻟﱵ ﱂ ﺗﻌﺪ وﺟﳱﺔ.
ﺗوﺒﺎدل اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﻌﺎﻣﻞ اﻵراء ﺣﻮل ﺑﻌﺾ اﻟﺘﻮﺻﻴﺎت اﶈﺪدة وﰲ ﳖﺎﻳﺔ اﳌﻨﺎﻗﺸﺎت ،ﱂ ﻳﺘﻮﺻﻞ اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ إﱃ أي ﻗﺮار ﺑﺸﺄن
اﻟﺘﻮﺻﻴﺎت اﳌﺘﻜﺮرة أو ﺗكل اﻟﱵ ﱂ ﺗﻌﺪ وﺟﳱﺔ.
)د( ﺻﻴﺎﻏﺔ رد اﻹدارة
ﺧﻼل الاﺟامتﻋﺎت ،ﻃﺮﺣﺖ ادلول اﻷﻋﻀﺎء ﻋﺪة ﺗﺴﺎؤﻻت ﻓامي ﻳﺘﻌﻠﻖ ﺑﺮد اﻹدارة ﻋﲆ اﳌﺮاﺟﻌﺔ اﳋﺎرﺟﻴﺔ .وﺣﺎوﻟﺖ اﻷﻣﺎﻧﺔ ﻗﺪر
اﻹﻣﲀن ﺗﻘﺪﱘ ردود ﻋﲆ ﺗكل اﻟﺘﺴﺎؤﻻت .وأﺑﺮزت ﺑﻌﺾ اﻟﻮﻓﻮد ﺑﺄن رد اﻹدارة ﻳﻘﺪم ﻣﻌﻠﻮﻣﺎت ﻣﻔﻴﺪة ﺟﺪا ،ﻟﻜﻨﻪ ﻳﻨﺒﻐﻲ أﻻ
ﻳﻘ ّﻴﺪ ﻣﻨﺎﻗﺸﺎت اﻟﻠﺠﻨﺔ اﳌﻌﻨﻴﺔ ابﻟﺘﳮﻴﺔ واﳌﻠﻜﻴﺔ اﻟﻔﻜﺮﻳﺔ ﺣﻮل ﺗﻮﺻﻴﺎت اﳌﺮاﺟﻌﺔ اﳋﺎرﺟﻴﺔ أو أن ﻳﻜﻮن أﺳﺎﺳﺎ ﻟﻬﺎ.
)ه( ﻗﺎﲚﺔ اﻟﺘﻮﺻﻴﺎت اﳌﺘﻜﺮرة أو ﺗكل اﻟﱵ ﱂ ﺗﻌﺪ وﺟﳱﺔ
ﱂﻳ ّ
ﺘﺤﻘﻖ أي ﺗﻮاﻓﻖ ﰲ اﻵراء ﺣﻮل ﻗﺎﲚﺔ ابﻟﺘﻮﺻﻴﺎت اﳌﺘﻜﺮرة أو ﻏﲑ اﻟﻮﺟﳱﺔ ﻣﻦ اﳌﺮاﺟﻌﺔ اﳋﺎرﺟﻴﺔ.
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ﻣﺴﺎﺋﻞ أﺧﺮى

ﺧﻼل ﻣﺪاوﻻت اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﻌﺎﻣﻞ أﺑﺮزت ﻋﺪة وﻓﻮد اﻟﺘﻮﺻﻴﺎت اﳌﻨﺒﺜﻘﺔ ﻋﻦ ﺗﻘﺮﻳﺮ اﳌﺮاﺟﻌﺔ اﳋﺎرﺟﻴﺔ اﻟﱵ اﻋﺘﱪﲥﺎ همﻤﺔ ﺟﺪا
وﺗﻘﺘﴤ اﻟﺘﻨﻔﻴﺬ .وﻟﻜﻦ ﻣﺎ دام اﻟﻔﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﻌﺎﻣﻞ ﻻ ﳝكل وﻻﻳﺔ ﻟﻠﻌﻤﻞ ﻋﲆ اﻟﺘﻮﺻﻴﺎت اﻟﻘﺎﺑةل ﻟﻠﺘﻨﻔﻴﺬ وﻻ ﳝﻜﻨﻪ إﻻ اﻟﱰﻛﲒ ﻋﲆ
اﻟﺘﻮﺻﻴﺎت اﳌﺘﻜﺮرة وﺗكل اﻟﱵ ﱂ ﺗﻌﺪ وﺟﳱﺔ ،اﺗ ُّﻔﻖ ﻋﲆ أﻧﻪ ﳝﻜﻦ ﻟﺘكل اﻟﻮﻓﻮد أن ﺗﻄﺮح ﻫﺬﻩ اﳌﺴﺄةل ﰲ اﻟﻠﺠﻨﺔ اﳌﻌﻨﻴﺔ ابﻟﺘﳮﻴﺔ
واﳌﻠﻜﻴﺔ اﻟﻔﻜﺮﻳﺔ.
]ﻳﲇ ذكل اﳌﻠﺤﻖ ابﻹﻧﳫﲒﻳﺔ[
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GENERAL STATEMENTS

African Group Submission
For the Ad Hoc Working Group on the External Review of
WIPO Technical Assistance in the Area of Cooperation for Development
The African Group would like to thank the co-chairs for steering the five meetings of the Ad Hoc
Working Group, the co-rapporteurs for their work in preparing the minutes of the meetings as
well as this compiled report, and the Secretariat for the clarifications presented in the ensuing
discussions during the five meetings on both the External Review Report and the Management
Response.
I.

Organizational Matter

African Group requested French interpretation for the meetings of the working group in
accordance with WIPO rules of procedures, in particular Rule 12 in conjunction with rule 41.
African Group expressed regret that the French interpretation has not been provided in
response to this request and emphasized that translation of all documents (including the
External Review Report and the WG report to CDIP) and interpretation for six UN languages
should be ensured in all future WIPO meetings in accordance with WIPO policy on languages
and WIPO rules of procedures.
II.

Identification of redundant or no longer relevant recommendations

The African Group found that, for the purpose of this Ad Hoc Working Group, "redundant
recommendations" are those “repeated in several parts of the External Review Report and
convey the same content and intent:. "No longer relevant recommendations" are those “where
there is concrete evidence of WIPO's implementation, and such implementation is complete and
adequate". In light of the above, the African group has not identified redundant or no longer
recommendations in the external review report.
As for the Management Response, the African Group questioned the generality, ambiguity of its
content as well as its arbitrary categorization of the recommendations into three clusters, A, B
and C. In addition, the African group found that the Management Response has "double
classified" the same recommendation under two different categories without proper justification
or explanation, which was confusing. As an example, it could well be the case that category A
and category B be merged together because they deal with recommendations acknowledged by
the Secretariat for implementation. However such implementation is still a work in progress, in
its early stages, and therefore implementation not completed or, in some instances, not yet
initiated. As for Category C, the African Group requests clarifications about and explanation for
the reasons Secretariat considered they raise concerns, and therefore, can not be considered
for implementation.
For all these reasons, the African Group emphasizes that the Management Response should
neither limit CDIP discussions nor constitute the basis of considering the recommendations that
need to be implemented.
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III.

Other Elements of the External Review Report Identified

The African Group has identified important issues that merit actions and decisions by relevant
WIPO bodies and organs, examples of which include: defining development – oriented
assistance; developing guidelines for providing development – oriented assistance; aligning
extra-budgetary resources with WIPO Program and Budget; strengthening the management,
monitoring and independent evaluation; developing a coherent policy on WIPO engagement
with stakeholders; ensuring stuff orientation with and knowledge of Development Agenda
Recommendations; enhancing process of selecting external experts and consultants and
avoidance of conflict of interest; maintain existing UN classification of Member States, and
enhancing WIPO internal and external coordination.
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Development Agenda Group submission
for the report of Ad Hoc Working Group on External Review on WIPO's Technical assistance

The Development Agenda Group thanks the co-chairs and the co-rapporteurs for their work,
also the Secretariat for its assistance and clarifications throughout the discussions in the Ad Hoc
Working Group. The DAG has taken note of the positions expressed by the regional groups
and the delegations on the various recommendations of the External review and the content of
the management response.
DAG's members would like to recall the highest importance of the External review on WIPO's
technical assistance, for enhancing the role of WIPO in the field of development activities which
would allow our Organization to implement fully and effectively the development Agenda. The
DAG has been engaged in the process of the Ad Hoc Working Group in order to facilitate the
discussion in the CDIP/9 on how to implement the relevant recommendations of the External
review. It is within this context that the DAG would like to clarify its position on:

I.

Organizational Matter

The DAG expresses deep regrets and discomfort about the absence of interpretation in the
working group. The DAG sees that the interpretation is a standard requirement which had to be
met by any international United Nations Organization, especially WIPO which has in its Rules of
Procedures, Rule 12 in conjunction with rule 41, a clear provision of interpretation in the conduct
of the Working Group.
The DAG emphasizes the need to translate all documents, including the Working Group report
and the External Review and recalls the fact that interpretation in all WIPO languages should be
ensured in the future WIPO's meetings in accordance with WIPO rules of procedures.

II.

Identification of redundant or no longer relevant recommendations

The DAG shares the African Group's definition of redundancy and irrelevancy. We found that,
for the purpose of this Ad Hoc Working Group, "redundant recommendations" are those that are
repeated in several parts of the External Review Report and convey the same content and
intent. "No longer relevant recommendations" are those where there is concrete evidence of
WIPO's implementation, and such implementation is complete and adequate".
Regarding the management response provided by the Secretariat, the DAG's members
found that the categorization of the recommendations in A, B and C, while it provides
interesting information, could not neither, orient, nor, be the basis of our work in the CDIP.
Actually, DAG is confused by the generality and the lack of evidence in the content of
the management response, especially in the category A. we are in the view that though
the secretariat had taken some actions in that particular category of recommendation, however
the recommendations were not fully implemented and more actions need to be done. As
for recommendations in Category C, the DAG requests clarifications about the reasons
Secretariat considered they raised concerns or they cannot be implemented.
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III.

Other Elements of the External Review Report Identified

The DAG, as many developing countries, has identified important issues that merit actions by
relevant WIPO bodies and organs, examples of which include: defining development – oriented
assistance; developing guidelines for providing development – oriented assistance; aligning
extra-budgetary resources with WIPO Program and Budget; strengthening the management,
monitoring and independent evaluation; developing a coherent policy on WIPO engagement
with stakeholders; ensuring stuff orientation with and knowledge of Development Agenda
Recommendations; enhance process of selecting external experts and consultants and
avoidance of conflict of interest; maintain existing UN classification of Member States, and
enhancing internal and external coordination.
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Group B
“The Group B considered the recommendations under category A of the management
response to be redundant since they were already reflected in WIPO activities or in ongoing
reform programs. Moreover, the recommendations which raised concerns as to their
implementation and are therefore classified under Category C of the management response should not be further entertained. Finally group B understands that the recommendations
contained in the Deere Report shall not be implemented unless there is a decision of the
Member States to do so (the decision could be a past one ,justifying implementation under
Cluster A, or a future one for Cluster B).
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GRULAC
With respect to the External Review of Technical Assistance (CDIP/8/INF/1), the Member States
of the Group of Latin America and the Caribbean, stated the following:

Implementing the Development Agenda is a priority in the activities of WIPO. In this
regard, the consideration of "An External Review of Technical Assistance in the Area of
Cooperation for Development" is a very important step in the discussion of the topic, since it
implies the goal of identifying ways in which technical assistance activities of WIPO in the area
of cooperation development can be improved. It shouldn’t be seen as a critic to WIPO´s work
but rather the opportunity to improve an area of crucial importance for developing countries;
given the fact that they are the main beneficiaries of technical assistance.
The Member States of WIPO should review the document as a tool to improve the
activities of all parties involved. The report should not be used to generate confrontation in the
debate or to promote greater disagreements.
The recommendations contained in the report "Deere Roca" must have appropriate
monitoring in the future in order to ensure continuous follow up and evaluation of activities in the
framework of existing mechanisms in the Committee on Development and Intellectual Property.
With regard to the "Management Response", although the initiatives described in the
report are positive, the document has not fully explained to what extent these initiatives have
been effective in achieving its objectives. Nevertheless, it showed a good level of commitment
of the Secretariat to improve their activities and to acknowledge challenges.
Regarding the proposal to establish "Guidelines for Development" (Rec.5, section 2), the
guidelines should not limit the right of Member States to request, make and promote any activity
with WIPO technical assistance, based on specific needs.
Recommendation 7.A (Section 2) states that Funds in Trust (FITs) supported activities
should be reflected in WIPO´s regular budget, programming and reporting process, and into
country planning processes. In these cases, the activities derived from the FITs should be
proposed by the concerned countries at any time, without any administrative restraints from the
PBC. Therefore, this recommendation should be considered “no longer relevant”. Guidelines in
this regard should be adopted to promote but not to limit the alignment of FITs activities.
Concerning the role of Geneva based missions; the Permanent Missions represent the
government, so they should be aware of all activities being carried out in the country concerned.
To this end, WIPO should report to the Permanent Missions permanently on any initiative.
Finally, we reiterate the commitment of our countries to continue to support initiatives that
help to improve the activities of WIPO in an effective contribution to the development of its
Member States.
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United Kingdom

Following is the list of Deere/Rocca recommendations which the UK considers as now
redundant:
B5xi, p12: 'Processes by which Member States can guide overall planning and
prioritization of WIPO DC activities'
WIPO already has the CDIP and the PBC, so another process or processes is/are not
required.
D6e, p28: 'WIPO's Website should be upgraded to serve as a more effective vehicle for
communicating with stakeholders, beneficiaries and donors about DC activities:'.
WIPO already has a plan to improve their website, and much has been done since DeereRoca came out, so this is now redundant.
-

D7c, p30: 'WIPO should adopt a code of ethics'
This has been done.

B5j, p 13: 'Priority should be given to DC activities that enable South-South cooperation,
and enhance sharing of experiences/expertise among developing countries'.
Since Deere-Roca came out, CDIP has made progress on this issue, so this
recommendation is now redundant.

[End of Appendix and of document]

