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Working Group on the Problems 
in the Field of Copyright and So-Called Neighbourmg Rights Raised 

by the Distribution of Television Programmes by Cable 
(Paris, June 13 to 17, 1977) 

Report 
presented by the Secretariat and adopted by the Working Group 

Introduction 
1. In accordance with the recommendations made 
by the Intergovernmental Copyright Committee and 
the Executive Committee of the Berne Union (herein- 
after referred to as " the Copyright Committees ") at 
their sessions held in Geneva in December 1975, and 
taking into consideration the parallel decision of the 
Intergovernmental Committee established under Arti- 
cle 32 of the International Convention for the Pro- 
tection of Performers, Producers of Phonograms and 
Broadcasting Organisations (Rome Convention) that 
" a study similar to that agreed upon by the Copy- 
right Committees should be undertaken by the Sec- 
retariat ", the Working Group on the Problems in the 
Field of Copyright and So-Called Neighbouring 
Rights Raised by the Distribution of Television Pro- 
grammes by Cable met in Paris from June 13 to 17, 
1977. The Working Group was composed of special- 
ists invited in a private capacity by the Directors- 
General of Unesco and WIPO. The meeting was 
also attended by the International Labour Organisa- 
tion, the Council of Europe and observers from nine- 
teen international non-governmental organizations 
concerned. The list of participants is annexed to this 
report. 
2. The documentation available to the Working 
Group consisted of the comments received from 
States party to the Universal Copyright Convention 
or the Berne Convention for the Protection of Lit- 
erary and Artistic Works, and from international 
non-governmental organizations, on the problems 
involved, together with an analysis of these comments 
prepared by the Unesco Secretariat and the Interna- 
tional Bureau of WIPO with the assistance of 
Mr. Adolf Dietz. 

Opening of the Meeting 
3. The meeting was opened by Ms Marie-Claude 
Dock, Director of the Copyright Division, Unesco, 
and Mr. Claude Masouyé, Director of the Copyright 

and Public Information Department, WIPO, who 
welcomed the participants on behalf of their respec- 
tive organizations. 

Election of the Chairman 
4. The Working Group unanimously elected Ms Bar- 
bara Ringer, Register of Copyrights, Copyright Of- 
fice, Library of Congress, United States of America, 
as its Chairman. 

General Considerations 
5. As presumptions underlying its discussions, the 
Working Group considered that: 

(i) in accordance with its terms of reference, the 
problems involved should be studied both from 
the point of view of the protection of authors 
under traditional copyright concepts, and from 
the point of view of the safeguard of the 
interests of performers, producers of phono- 
grams and broadcasting organizations, under 
neighbouring rights concepts or otherwise; 

(ii) as far as authors' rights were concerned, the 
solution of these problems did not require 
revision of the Berne Convention for the Pro- 
tection of Literary and Artistic Works or of 
the Universal Copyright Convention; 

(iii) with respect to neighbouring rights, the Rome 
Convention for the Protection of Performers, 
Producers of Phonograms, and Broadcasting 
Organisations did not offer any fully satisfac- 
tory solution to these problems, and in the field 
of international relations only one of the bene- 
ficiaries of that convention (i. e., broadcasting 
organizations) received a certain amount of 
protection under the European Agreement on 
the Protection of Television Broadcasts. 

The Three Situations Presented 
6. The Working Group considered that three situa- 
tions should be clearly distinguished from each other: 
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(i) the distribution by cable of the cable distrib- 
utor's own programmes, 

(ii) the distribution by cable of broadcast pro- 
grammes retransmitted by the original broad- 
casting organization, 

(iii) the distribution by cable of broadcast pro- 
grammes by an organization other than the 
original broadcasting organization. 

7. The Working Group considered that, with respect 
to copyright protection, the study of these different 
situations should be based on the provisions of the 
Berne Convention, which contains detailed regula- 
tions on this subject (Articles 11, llbis and llter). 
The broadness and flexibility of the provisions of 
the Universal Copyright Convention (Article I, II 
and IV5'5) lead to the conclusion that interpretations 
of the UCC on these points would be the same as 
those applicable under the Berne Convention. 

Possible Criteria 

(a) Distribution by cable of the cable distributor's 
own programmes 

8. On the subject of the cable distribution of the 
cable distributor's own programmes the Working 
Group attempted to define exactly what is meant by 
" own programmes ". It was evident that this concept 
covered not only the transmission of programmes 
originated by the cable distributor itself but also the 
retransmission of broadcast programmes if the 
retransmission was not simultaneous; it also covered 
the simultaneous retransmission of broadcast pro- 
grammes if some change were made in the pro- 
grammes themselves, or in any commercial advertis- 
ing, except in cases that might be described as matters 
of force majeure such as, for example, when com- 
mercials are banned by law. In considering the 
meaning of the concept of " own programmes ", the 
Working Group's attention was also drawn to the 
situation in which cable distributors alter signals in 
a way that permits reception on receiving sets having 
technical characteristics different from those of the 
sending apparatus, thus reaching a larger audience. 

9. The Working Group considered that the cable 
distribution of the cable distributor's own pro- 
grammes would be subject to the exclusive rights 
afforded to authors and to other owners of exclusive 
rights, with respect to reproduction, communication to 
the public, or broadcasting. 

(b) Distribution by cable of broadcast programmes 
retransmitted by the original broadcasting orga- 
nization 

10. The Working Group considered that, under Ar- 
ticle llbis(l)(ii) of the Berne Convention, this type 
of  distribution  did  not  give  rise to  the  author's 

exclusive right of communication to the public, and 
did not require a new authorization with respect to 
that right, assuming that the work was broadcast in 
the first instance and that the cable distributor and 
the original broadcaster were one and the same. It 
also took the view that, in any case, this type of 
distribution would not create problems since it could 
be taken into account during the negotiation of con- 
tracts between the authors and the broadcasting orga- 
nizations involved. 

(c) Distribution by cable of broadcast programmes 
retransmitted by an organization other than the 
original broadcasting organization 

11. At the outset the Working Group sought to 
define the conditions under which this operation 
would be covered by Article llbis(l)(ii) of the Berne 
Convention. According to this provision " Authors 
. . . shall enjoy the exclusive right of authorizing .. . 
any communication to the public by wire or by 
rebroadcasting of the broadcast of the work, when 
this communication is made by an organization other 
than the original one ". The Working Group sought 
to establish the criteria which, under this provision, 
would permit a distinction to be made between opera- 
tions constituting communication to the public and 
operations consisting of mere reception not subject 
to any exclusive rights. 
12. It became evident that two basic criteria should 
be taken into consideration: (1) communication to the 
public, and (2) the intermediate presence, between 
the original broadcasting organization and the 
intended recipient, of a separate distributing organiza- 
tion. It was recognized that, while the interpretation 
of these concepts must be left to the judgement of 
States, some points should be taken into considera- 
tion for this purpose. Thus, a relevant point to con- 
sider in determining whether a communication is " a 
communication to the public " within the meaning 
of the provision in question is the intervention of a 
separate distributing organization; other relevant 
factors include the number of receiving sets and the 
size or distance of the potential audience. Criteria 
for determining whether or not an organization is a 
" separate distributing organization " for this purpose 
include the organization's purpose in communicating 
programmes to the public or to certain segments of 
the public, the organization's solicitation of sub- 
scriptions from members of the public, the nature 
or the size of its technical equipment, and the com- 
mercial intentions behind its activities. On the other 
hand, the Working Group felt that there would be 
mere reception not subject to any exclusive rights 
rather than communication to the public, and the 
use of mere receiving apparatus rather than an act of 
public distribution when, for example, a group of 
householders collectively instals, on its own account 
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and with no profit motive, equipment for mere 
reception. 
13. Some experts believed that the activity of a 
distributing organization in retransmitting signals 
over a substantial distance should of itself require 
the operation to be interpreted as a " public com- 
munication ". On the other hand, the distribution of 
local signals within the direct reception zone of the 
broadcasts would make such an interpretation more 
difficult to the extent that, in such a case, there was 
no new public, the recipients were the public for 
which the broadcasts were normally intended, and 
— at least in the case, for example, of a nation-wide 
broadcast distributed by cable only within the borders 
of the country in question — it could be presumed 
that the copyright owners had given their permission 
for the distribution. Certain experts also emphasized 
that various circumstances could arise which, in their 
view, would place the distribution of local signals to 
the public for which they were intended outside any 
system of exclusive rights: administrative regulations 
requiring the distributor to distribute the signals, 
government ban on individual aerials, zones of poor 
reception. 

14. It was noted, however, that a distinction based 
on whether or not a distribution was within a direct 
reception zone was a concept foreign to the general 
scheme of Article llbis of the Berne Convention. In 
the interpretation of that provision, the significant 
factor was that, where an originating organization has 
been legally authorized to make a television broad- 
cast, the interposition of an intervening distribution 
by a third party will subject the transmission to new 
copyright obligations, and, just as the originating 
organization was treated as the organizer of a public 
performance, the distributor's activity will be con- 
sidered an act of public communication. 

15. Some experts considered that the mere existence 
of a commercial purpose on the part of a separate 
distributing organization should suffice to qualify the 
communication as " public ". According to these 
experts, it does not matter whether the commercial 
purpose is direct (subscriber services offered to 
specific groups) or indirect (the case of the owner of 
a building who instals a community antenna so that 
he can raise rents). It was observed that a distinction 
could be made between a profit motive that derives 
directly from the activities of the distributor, and one 
that results incidentally from another activity such 
as property management (hotels, hospitals). On the 
other hand, the mere absence of a profit motive can- 
not rule out such an interpretation when other fac- 
tors, such as the carriage of distant signals, are in- 
volved. Thus, where local authorities instal, without 
charge, community receiving equipment for the inhab- 
itants of their area, their activities would, according 

to these experts, be considered either communication 
to the public or simple private reception depending 
on whether the signals distributed were distant 
signals or local signals. 

16. The Working Group considered the problem of 
the distribution by cable of foreign programmes 
within their direct reception zone (frontier zones 
covering a larger or smaller part of the national 
territory depending on the size of the country, the 
power and location of the foreign transmitter, or its 
installation on a direct broadcast satellite). The ex- 
perts noted the dangers involved in liberalizing such 
operations from several points of view: from an 
economic viewpoint (exploitation of films and other 
programmes), from a cultural viewpoint (safeguard 
of national productions and creativity), and from the 
point of view of respecting copyright principles (na- 
tional treatment). These arguments were even more 
pronounced in the case of the distribution by cable 
of foreign programmes retransmitted from the direct 
reception zone to recipients outside that zone. 

Methods of Regulation 
(a) Exclusive rights or compulsory licensing systems 
17. The Working Group noted that the traditional 
concept of copyright consisted of the granting of 
an exclusive right to authors for the use of their 
works, and that this principle also is the philosophical 
basis on which the multilateral copyright conventions 
rest. It felt that, with regard to the legal problems 
raised by cable distribution, the need to respect this 
principle should be reaffirmed, and that therefore it 
was difficult to consider any system of compulsory 
licensing as consistent with this principle. Any such 
system would be acceptable only as an option to 
which domestic law could have recourse in certain 
exceptional cases. Such a system should be adopted 
only as a last resort, when no agreement between 
the interested parties was possible. It would be neces- 
sary to provide for the payment of equitable remu- 
neration and for an appropriate procedure. Similar 
views were expressed with respect to neighbouring 
rights. 

(b) Collective management 
18. The Working Group was of the opinion that the 
best solutions to the problems under discussion 
would be through the collective exercise of exclusive 
rights. Societies of authors and licensing organiza- 
tions should be in a position to issue authorizations 
on behalf of the owners or beneficiaries concerned. 
The intervention of such groups would also be in the 
interests of the users since it would relieve them of 
the necessity of obtaining individual permissions and 
would afford them some legal security in the use of 
very   large   repertoires.   However,   certain   experts 
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observed that authorizations of this kind should deal 
with programmes as a whole and not on a fractional 
basis. In other words, it should not be permissible to 
grant an authorization and later to have the power 
to withdraw authorization with respect to certain 
portions of the programmes. From the economic point 
of view retransmissions can be of interest to distrib- 
utors only if they obtain the right to retransmit the 
programme as an integral whole. It was evident that, 
both for programme contributors and for programme 
distributors, the normal exercise of the rights involved 
would require that there be a single representative to 
deal collectively with their rights and interests. Nev- 
ertheless, the concept of a single representative should 
not mean that there is an obligation to establish only 
one body, but should simply permit the granting of 
general permissions for the use of categories of works 
or performances. In this connexion it seemed desir- 
able that there should be some grouping of the repre- 
sentatives of the interested parties internationally, in 
order to facilitate the preparation of model contracts 
or general agreements that would be valid on an 
international basis. Although the Working Group 
found that it would be desirable to unify the repre- 
sentation of the rights and interests involved, it 
recognized that, depending on various countries and 
local conditions involved, several bodies could be 
entitled to intervene in the negotiations. It stressed 
that what was important was collective management 
of the rights, but that this should not be interpreted 
as prejudicing free competition in any way. The 
Working Group considered that this collective or 
joint method of operation was desirable not only as 
far as authors were concerned but also for the 
safeguard of the interests of other programme con- 
tributors, including the producers of films distributed 
by cable. 
19. Having thus stressed the necessity for the col- 
lective management of intellectual property rights, 
the Working Group noted that this system should 
serve to facilitate solutions not only with respect to 
authorizations and the remuneration of the owners 
of rights, but also with respect to public communica- 
tion of works and the presentation of performances. 
It was brought out in this connexion that the anarchy 
at present prevailing in the cable distribution of the- 
atrical films, produced originally for projection on a 
large screen in a theatre, risked endangering the 
market and seriously prejudicing film creation itself. 
As far as performers are concerned, it was recalled 
that the fundamental requirement was not so much 
the granting of financial compensation but an affir- 
mation of the principle that their rights would be 
protected, even though this was not in itself the 
only decisive factor needed for improving their con- 
ditions of employment. Finally, it was observed that, 
in the cases under consideration, there were to be 

found, on the one hand, those who originated the 
works and performances constituting the programmes 
and whose cultural contribution was essential to the 
development of society and, on the other hand, those 
with merely a technical or commercial role in the 
distribution of these programmes and who contributed 
no cultural message to the public. 

(c) Exceptions or limitations 
20. In considering the means of statutory regulation 
or individual or collective agreements between the 
parties concerned, the Working Group raised ques- 
tions as to whether adjustments should be made for 
the exercise of exclusive rights when there is cable 
distribution within certain territorial zones or areas. 
In this connexion, it explored the value of certain 
concepts, such as the direct reception zone, the service 
zone, or any reception zone based on geographical, 
linguistic or other criteria. Some members observed 
that these concepts had not been established by any 
legislative or statutory text and should therefore be 
considered as myths which should be discarded in 
the search for solutions to the problems raised, espe- 
cially since such zones cannot be defined with any 
precision and are subject to constant variation. Others 
were of the opinion that the direct reception zone 
did correspond to the actual situation: within a cer- 
tain region signals can be readily picked up by indi- 
vidual aerials in general use, without the need of 
subscribing to cable distribution systems, and that 
this is especially the case in countries whose total 
area is small. 

21. The Working Group considered that in such 
cases it might be possible to set reasonable limits for 
the imposition of exclusive rights, principally in the 
case of the reception of foreign programmes, and 
that the concepts of certain zones could influence 
the terms of remuneration for programme contrib- 
utors. One expert expressed the view that, in certain 
zones where technically unavoidable overspill was 
involved, such use of works or performances could 
be presumed to be covered by the general authoriza- 
tion given to the original organization. As for the 
direct reception zone, the definition of its limits could 
be settled in the context of individual or collective 
agreements based on the exercise of exclusive rights, 
and it could be taken into consideration in negotia- 
tions over the remuneration of the beneficiaries con- 
cerned. The Working Group considered that, in the 
absence of such agreements, recourse to a compul- 
sory licensing system could constitute an alternative 
solution. It was stressed, however, that any such 
system should not endanger the normal exploitation 
of the programme, or of the works and performances 
included in that programme, in the country in ques- 
tion. 
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(d) Interrelationships between radiocommunications 
regulations and intellectual property rights 

22. The Working Group considered the question of 
whether it was advisable to recommend that problems 
connected with intellectual property rights should 
be settled as a part of the procedure for issuing com- 
munications licences; in other words, whether statu- 
tory regulations should provide an interdependent 
scheme consisting of administrative requirements for 
the operation of public communications media and 
authorizations required to ensure that the rights of 
programme contributors are respected. 

23. Some commented that two completely separate 
fields were involved, and that the obligation to link 
the two was not necessary. It was nevertheless ob- 
served that, in order to function, a cable distribution 
system should in any case require an authorization, 
on conditions that would naturally vary from country 
to country, and that it would perhaps be desirable to 
impose upon it the same conditions as those imposed 
on broadcasting organizations with respect to the 
rights of programme contributors. In cases where 
distributors are obliged to distribute certain pro- 
grammes, it would be appropriate to provide that 
such activities could not legally be exercised without 
obtaining the corresponding authorizations. 

24. The attention of the Working Group was drawn 
to the fact that cable distribution has become a major 
means of mass communication, and to the situation 
in certain countries where cable distribution has 
developed anarchically, thus favouring an invasion of 
foreign programmes and possibly forcing the public 
authorities to intervene with administrative regula- 
tions which are capable of having considerable impact 
on copyright protection. In this connexion, it was 
stressed that any decrease in this protection, moti- 
vated by considerations of an economic nature to the 
profit of users, risked being prejudicial to national 
creativity. 

Distribution of Programmes Carried by Signals Emitted 
by Satellites 
25. The Working Group studied the repercussions 
which the use of satellites could have when television 
programmes distributed by cable were carried by 
signals from either point-to-point distribution satel- 
lites or from direct broadcast satellites. 

26. As far as the latter are concerned, it was noted 
that the expansion of the direct reception zone did 
not change the basic principles applicable, and that 
the distributing body, whatever it was, would be 
required to obtain the necessary authorizations from 
the beneficiaries concerned. On this point, the situa- 
tion is similar to that where the distribution involves 
not one but several countries. 

27. In the case of point-to-point distribution satellites, 
it was recalled that the Brussels Convention (1974) 
Relating to the Distribution of Programme-Carrying 
Signals Transmitted by Satellite provides for a reser- 
vation in connexion with the exclusion of protection 
against distribution by cable. It was argued, however, 
that this international instrument covers basically 
the rights of broadcasting organizations rather than 
intellectual property rights, and that in any event it 
has not yet come into force. It was considered that, 
whether they are transmitted through point-to-point 
distribution satellites or by any other means, the 
distribution by cable of programmes from point-to- 
point distribution satellites was a communication to 
the public and within the field of exclusive rights 
governed by the multilateral copyright conventions. 
28. The attention of the Working Group was also 
drawn to the de facto situation resulting from the 
use of direct broadcasting satellites. Independently 
of the direct reception zone of the broadcasts, there 
in fact exists a region where the signals can be 
received in uncertain and fluctuating conditions since 
they are weak and are subject to interference from 
the use of the same frequencies. The reception of 
these signals is outside the capacity of individual 
receivers, but they can be picked up by enterprises 
with the necessary technical equipment. The Working 
Group took note of the repercussions which this 
situation could have on the problems under con- 
sideration since it could give cable distribution sys- 
tems access to a wider range of programmes and 
increase the supply of programming available to their 
networks. 

Distribution by Cable and the Rome Convention (1961) 
29. The attention of the Working Group was drawn 
to the inadequacy of the protection of performers, 
producers of phonograms and broadcasting organiza- 
tions provided by the Rome Convention with respect 
to cable distribution. 
30. As far as performers in particular are concerned, 
it was stressed that the growth of the new com- 
munications medium made possible by cable distri- 
bution would aggravate their social and economic 
situation by adding to the technological unemploy- 
ment from which their profession is already suffering. 
In this connexion it was emphasized that the recogni- 
tion of better protection of the rights of performers 
would place them in a more favourable position 
during the negotiations of agreements on the use of 
their performances. 
31. The Working Group took note of the reasons 
why it could be considered premature to set in mo- 
tion the procedure for a revision of the Rome Con- 
vention. It seemed desirable not to impede the 
legislative work now in progress in certain States 
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aimed at permitting their accession to this interna- 
tional instrument, which has only a limited number 
of Contracting States at present. 

32. Consequently, the idea was put forward of con- 
sidering the possibility of preparing an additional 
protocol attached to the Rome Convention, which 
would be open to acceptance by States party to that 
convention. This protocol would be restricted to reg- 
ulating, with respect to the categories of beneficiaries 
covered by the Rome Convention, the protection 
against distribution by cable. 

33. In this connexion, attention was drawn to the 
legal nature of such an undertaking, which might or 
might not be considered a revision of the Convention, 
and to the procedures to be followed depending on 
whether it was a revision or the preparation of a new 
legal instrument. On the other hand, certain experts 
felt that it was not up to the present Working Group 
to express views or formulate suggestions as to the 
procedure under which the scope of the Rome Con- 
vention would be expanded to cover cable distribu- 
tion. 

Final Considerations 
34. The Working Group's study of the legal prob- 
lems raised by cable distribution has clearly revealed 
the necessity and usefulness of identifying the prob- 
lems which should, if appropriate, be taken into 
account by lawmakers at the national level with a 
view to regulating this subject with respect to copy- 
right and neighbouring rights. 

35. Some experts suggested that the Intergovern- 
mental Committee of the Universal Copyright Con- 
vention, the Executive Committee of the Berne 
Union and the Intergovernmental Committee of the 
Rome Convention should review the appropriate 
means for studying this question. 

Closure of the Meeting 

36. After the customary thanks, the Chairman de- 
clared the meeting closed. 
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MALI 

Accession to the Paris Act (1971) of the Berne Convention 

The Government of the Republic of Mali depos- The said Convention as revised will enter into 
ited, on August 22,  1977, its instrument of accès- force, with respect to the Republic of Mali, three 
sion to the Berne Convention for the Protection of months after the date of this notification, that is, 
Literary and Artistic Works of September 9, 1886, as on December 5, 1977. 
revised at Paris on July 24, 1971. Berne Notification No. 86, of September 5, 1977. 

Conventions Administered by WIPO 

Convention for the Protection of Producers of Phonograms 
Against Unauthorized Duplication of Their Phonograms 

ZAIRE 

Accession to the Convention 

The Director General of the World Intellectual Protection   of   Producers   of   Phonograms   Against 
Property   Organization   (WIPO)   has   informed  the Unauthorized Duplication of Their Phonograms. 
Governments of the States invited to the Diplomatic The Convention will enter into force, with respect 
Conference on the Protection of Phonograms * that, to the Republic of Zaire, three months after the date 
according to the notification received from the Secre- of the notification given by the Director General of 
tary-General of the United Nations, the Government WIPO, that is, on November 29, 1977. 
of the Republic of Zaire deposited, on July 25, 1977, 
its instrument of accession to the Convention for the * Phonograms Notification No. 31, of August 29, 

1977. 
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National Legislation 

UNITED KINGDOM 

The Copyright (International Conventions) (Amendment No. 2) Order 1977 
(No. 830, of May 11, 1977, coming into force on June 9, 1977) 

1. — (1) This Order may be cited as the Copy- 
right (International Conventions) (Amendment No. 2) 
Order 1977, and shall come into operation on 
9th June 1977. 

(2) The Interpretation Act 1889 shall apply to the 
interpretation of this Order as it applies to the inter- 
pretation of an Act of Parliament. 

2. — The Copyright (International Conventions) 
Order 1972 l, as amended 2, shall be further amended 
as follows: 

(a) in Schedule 1 (which names the countries of 
the Berne Copyright Union) there shall be 
included a reference to the Arab Republic of 
Egypt; 

(b) in the said Schedule the Bahamas and Poland 
shall be indicated with an asterisk denoting 
that they are also party to the Universal Copy- 
right Convention. 

3. — This Order shall extend to all the countries 
mentioned in the Schedule hereto. 

i See Copyright, 1972, p. 180. 
2 Ibid., 1973, pp.78, 109, 110, 218 and 250; 1974, 

p. 235; 1975, p. 177; 1976, pp. 56, 96 and 128; 1977, pp. 47, 
69 and 130. 

SCHEDULE 

Countries to which this Order extends 

Bermuda 
Belize 
British Virgin Islands 
Cayman Islands 
Falkland Islands 

and Dependencies 

Gibraltar 
Hong Kong 
Isle of Man 
Montserrat 
St. Helena and 

its Dependencies 

EXPLANATORY NOTE 
(This Note is not part of the Order) 

This Order further amends the Copyright (Inter- 
national Conventions) Order 1972. It takes account 
of the accession of the Arab Republic of Egypt to 
the Berne Copyright Convention and of the Bahamas 
and Poland to the Universal Copyright Convention. 

The Order extends to dependent countries of the 
Commonwealth to which the 1972 Order extends. 
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Reprography and Scientific Publications: The Creation of a Form or the Retailing of Ideas? 
(Contribution to the Study of the Relationship Between Copyright and Culture) 

Xavier DESJEUX* 
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Correspondence 

Letter from Japan 
Yoshio NOMURA * 
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International Activities 

International Confederation of Societies of Authors and Composers (CISAC) 

International Meeting on the Protection of Authors of Plastic and Graphic Arts 
(Paris, May 16 and 17, 1977) 

This meeting, organized by CISAC, was devoted 
to the problems raised by the protection of the rights 
of authors of works in the field of plastic and graphic 
arts. 

The meeting was attended by representatives of 
authors' societies and associations of creative artists 
from the following 14 countries: Belgium, Denmark, 
France, Germany (Federal Republic of), Hungary, 
Italy, Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Senegal, Soviet 
Union, Sweden, United Kingdom, United States of 
America. Observers from a number of intergovern- 
mental and international non-governmental organiza- 
tions were also present. WIPO, invited in an observer 
capacity, was represented by Mr. Mihailo Stojanovic, 
Head, Legislation and Periodicals Section, Copyright 
Division. 

The sessions were chaired by Mr. Wladimir 
Duchemin, Secretary-General of SPADEM (France). 

The discussions concerned in particular the droit 
de suite, the respect for the author's name and his 
work, and the exercise of the right of reproduction. 
At the outcome of their debates, the participants 
adopted two resolutions, which are reproduced below. 

Resolutions 

On the occasion of the International Meeting on the 
Protection of Authors of Plastic and Graphic Arts which 
was held at Paris on May 16 and 17, 1977, on the initiative 
and at the invitaton of CISAC, the representatives of the 
authors' societies and associations of creative artists of States 
belonging to the European Economic Community adopted 
the following Resolution: 
1) The droit de suite is an individual and essential right of 

artists in the fields of the graphic and plastic arts that 
grants them a material share in the exploitation of their 
works. It figures among the authors' rights expressly 
covered by the Berne Convention and has been recently 
adopted into the Tunisian Model Copyright Law for use 
in developing countries. 

2) The aforesaid representatives have learned with interest 
of the draft now being studied by the Commission of the 
European Communities with a view to bringing about 
the harmonisation of legislation on the droit de suite 
among the various member States. 

3) They hope for the generalisation of this right in all 
countries of the Community and recommend to this effect 
that it be introduced in countries where it is not yet 
granted. 

4) They request in this context that the following proposals 
be taken into consideration: 
— the droit de suite should assure to artists an individual 

and equitable share in the product of the resale of 
their works; 

— the droit de suite should therefore be calculated on 
the selling price; 

— the droit de suite should be exercisable in cases of a 
resale, whether by an auctioneer or an art dealer, as 
well as in cases of private transactions; 

— the droit de suite royalty should be collected on 
behalf of creative artists by their authors' societies or 
professional associations. 

The nationals of the other countries which have taken 
part in this meeting (United States of America, Hungary, 
Norway, Poland, Senegal, Soviet Union and Sweden) have 
noted the present Resolution with great interest. 

11 
On the occasion of the International Meeting on the 

Protection of Authors of Plastic and Graphic Arts which 
was held in Paris on May 16 and 17, 1977, on the initiative 
and at the invitation of CISAC, the representatives of the 
authors' societies and associations of creative artists of the 
following countries: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany 
(Federal Republic of), Hungary, Italy, Netherlands, Norway, 
Poland, Senegal, Soviet Union, Sweden, United Kingdom 
and United States of America adopted the following Resolu- 
tion: 

They request CISAC's Administrative Council to be so 
good as to envisage the creation within it of an International 
Council of Authors of Graphic, Plastic Arts and Photo- 
graphers which would devote itself to the study of all ques- 
tions concerning the moral and material interests of the 
creative workers in these fields and of the organisations 
representing them. 
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WIPO Meetings 
(Not all WIPO meetings are listed. Dates are subject to possible changes.) 

1977 
September 26 to October 4 (Geneva) — WIPO Coordination Committee; Executive Committees of the Paris and Berne Unions; 

Assembly and Committee of Directors of the Madrid Union 

October 10 to 18 (Geneva) — Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) — Interim Committees 

October 17 to 28 (London) — International Patent Classification (IPC) — Working Group III 

October 24 to 28 (Paris) — ICIREPAT — Technical Committee for Standardization (TCST) 

October 24 to November 2 (Geneva) — Nice Union — Temporary Working Group on the Alphabetical List of Goods and 
Services 

October 25 to 28 (Bangkok) — Development Cooperation —Asian/Pacific Seminar on the Protec tion of Performers, Producers 
of Phonograms and Broadcasting Organizations 
Note: Meeting convened jointly with ILO and Unesco 

November 7 to 11 (Geneva) — Development Cooperation — Working Group on the Model Law for Developing Countries 
on Marks and Trade Names 

November 7 to 11 (Geneva) — ICIREPAT — Technical Committee for Search Systems (TCSS) 

November 14 to 18 (Geneva) — Working Group Entrusted with Ques tions of Special Interest to Developing Countries (Working 
Group set up by the Preparatory Intergovernmental Committee on the Revision of the Paris Convention) 

November 14 to 18 (Geneva) — Group of 77 and other Developing Countries participating in the Preparatory Intergovern-
mental Committee on the Revision of the Paris Convention 

November 14 to 21 (Geneva) — International Patent Classification (IPC) — Steering Committee 

November 21 to 25 (Geneva) — Preparatory Intergovernmental Committee on the Revision of the Paris Convention 

November 22 to 25 (Geneva) — International Patent Classification (IPC) — Committee of Experts 

November 28 to December 6 (Paris) — Berne Union — Executive Committee — Extraordinary Session 

December 7 to 9 (Geneva) — International Convention for the Protection of Performers, Producers of Phonograms and Broad-
casting Organizations — Intergovernmental Committee — Ordinary Session (organized jointly with ILO and Unesco) 

December 8 and 9 (Geneva) — Berne Union — Working Group on the Rationalization of the Publication of Laws and Treaties 
in the Fields of Copyright and Neighboring Rights 

1978 
March 6 to 10 (Geneva) — Permanent Program — Working Group on Technological Informa tion derived from Patent Docu-

mentation 

March 13 to 15 and 17 (Geneva) — Permanent Program — Permanent Committee for Development Cooperation Related to 
Industrial Property 

March 16, 17 and 20 (Geneva) — Permanent Program — Permanent Committee for Development Cooperation Related to 
Copyright and Neighboring Rights 

July 3 to 13 (Paris) — Berne Union — Committee of Governmental Expe rts on Double Taxation of Copyright Royalties 
Note: Meeting convened jointly with Unesco 

September 26 to October 2 (Geneva) — WIPO Coordination Committee; Executive Committees of the Pa ris and Berne Unions 

1979 
September 24 to October 2 (Geneva) — WIPO General Assembly, Conference and Coordination Committee; Assemblies of the 

Paris, Madrid, Hague, Nice, Lisbon, Locarno, IPC and Berne Unions; Conferences of Representatives of the Paris, Hague, 
Nice and Berne Unions; Executive Committees of the Paris and Berne Unions; Committee of Directors of the Mad rid 
Union; Council of the Lisbon Union 
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UPOV Meetings in 1977 
Council: December 6 to 9 
Consultative Committee: December 5 and 9 
Technical Steering Committee: November 15 to 17 

Note: The above meetings will take place in Geneva at the headquarters of UPOV 

Meetings of Other International Organizations Concerned with Intellectual Property 
1977 
October 11 to 14 (Williamsburg, Va) — Pacific Industrial Property Association — Congress 

October 24 to 26 (Belgrade) — Council of the Professional Photographers of Europe (EUROPHOT) — Congress 

November 28 to December 6 (Paris) — United Nations Educational,   Scientific   and   Cultural   Organization   (UNESCO)   — 
Intergovernmental Copyright Committee established by the Universal Copyright Convention (as revised at Paris in 1971) 

1978 
May 8 to 12 (Strasbourg) — Council of Europe — Legal Committee on Broadcasting and Television 

May 12 to 20 (Munich) — International Association for the Protection of Industrial Property — Congress 

May 16 to 18 (Athens) — International Copyright Society (ENTERGU) — Congress 

May 29 to June 3 (Paris) — International Literary and Artistic Association — Congress 

September 25 to 29 (Toronto) — International Confederation of Societies of Authors and Composers — Congress 

October 1 to 7 (Santiago de Compostela) — International Federation of Patent Agents — Congress 
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