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OP INTELU:CTUAL PR() l '[RTY 

Gt:Nf:VE, SlJl:iS~ GENf:VA. SWIT.Zf:RLAND 

PATEN'I' COOPEPJ\TION TREATY FINl\.NCING vlOHl\ING GROUP 

Introduction 

First Session 
Washington, Jurie 15 and 1 9 , 1970 

REPORT 

~ared by the Secretariat 

1. The Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) Financing ~·7orkj_ng 

Group (heretna fter re £erred to as " the Workj_ng Group") 
held its first session at Washington on June 1 5 and 19, 1970 , 
pursuant to u.n invitution addressed to its members by the 
Director of the United International Bureaux for the Protec­
tion of Intellec·tual Property (BIRPI } on April 6, 19 70. 

2. 'l'he \<larking Group Has set up by the Executive Commit t ee 
of the Paris Union for the Protection of Indus trial 
Prope rty ("Paris Union") in its four.th session. . 'l'he members 
of the ~'larking Group are Germany (Federal Republi-c ) , J apan , 
the Nethe rlands , the So~iet Unio n, Sweden, Switzerl and , the 
United Kingdom , a nd the United States of America . 

3.. All members vJere represented. •rhe l ist of participants 
~s attached to this report (Annex B) . 

4 . Mr. G. Borgggrd (Sweden ) was unanimous ly elected 
C~airman on the p roposa l of the Representative of the 
United States , support ed by the Repr esen tatives of J apan 
and the Soviet Union . Dr . Arpa d Bog sch {BIRPI) r epresent ed 
WIPO/BIRPI a nd acted as Secretary of the Working Group . 
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s·. Discussions were based on \~IPO/BIRPI document Al3/I/ll of 
Harch 4, 1970 (here i nafter referred to as "the document"). 

6. The Secretary stated , and the Working Group agreed , that 
its function vras of an advisory na tur·e and thllt any f inal 
vim·Js or commi tments by Governments were reserved for the 
September 1970 administrative meetings of the World 
Intc~lectual Property Organization (WIPO) and the Paris Un ion . 

Program for 1971 

7. It was the prevailing view of the Working Group that t he 
Patent Cooperation Treaty would probably not enter into forc e 
until 1974 or 1975 . Some of the Representatives expressed 
the opinion that the execution of the t asks outlined in para­
graph 3 of the document could be spread over a longer period 

·- of tim$ than the two or three years mentioned in paragraph 1 
of the docume nt and that the program of 1971 could be rq.ther 
limited and concentrated on some minor tasks. Others 
expressed the ~iew that, so long as the extent and complexity 
of the tasks could not b e estimated with more accuracy , it 
wou ld b e preferable to start preparations early a nd with some 
speed; once the results of the f irst year • s work were known , 
it would be easier to decide whether the rhythm of the work 
beyond 1971 need be accelerated or could b e slowed down. 

8. The Re prese ntative of the Unite d States said that many of 
the t asks enumerated in paragraph 3 of the document had already 
been c a rried out under the contract which the US Department of 
Conunerce had concluded with BIRPI and for v1hich. tha t Depart­
ment had paid approximately $85 , 000 to · BIRfi . The Representa­
tive of the Uni ted States also said that the work for 1971 
should be l ess extens ive than was proposed in the document, 
or that perhaps no work at all needed to be started in 1971. 

··ae expressly re served his Government •s position on the se 
questions . 

9. The Secretary said that the tasks mentioned 1n s ubpa ra­
graph (b) , and in subparagraphs (f) to (j), of paragraph 3 of 
the document were also th~ subject of the r eport v1hich BIRPI 
h ad estab1j_shed unde r the contract r eferred to above a nd that 
was v1hy the document spoke of "revising " or "b ringing up to 
date " but that , by virtue of the terms o f the contract , the 
report \·Jc.s not available to oth ers than the US Government . 
The task concerning doc~~entation (paragraph 3(c) and the 

·relevant part of paragraph 3(e) of the document) , a task 
which was particularly difficult , and r e quired the mos t man-
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po~er and time, was taken care of in that report only to a 
very limited extent. He estimated that approximately 75 % 
of the costs rncntio:1ed in th0 document would relate to the 
task concerning doctmentation. 

10. Subject to the general reservation of the Representa­
tive of the United States, the Chairman summed up the vie-v1s 
of the v7orking Group along the follmring lines: 

·(i) the program for 1971 should concentrate on and 
· give high priority to the task outlined in subparagraph (c), 

and the corresponding portions of subparagraph (e) , and 
should generally deal with the other tasks mentioned in 
paragraph 3 of the document only to the extent that they 
were needed for the carrying out of that task, 

(i~) the program for 1971 should also take into con­
sideration the possible need for preparatory studies in 
connection with the tasks referred to in Chapter IV of 
the Patent Cooperation Treaty, a Chapter which did.not 
appear in the Draft of that Treaty and which was of · 
special interest to developing countries. 

11. The Sec~etary said that WIPO/BI RP I would soon issue a 
revised v.ersion of the document taking· into account the 
viev1s summarized in the preceding paragraph . He said that 
any saving resulting from the recmnmended reduction of the 
work on the tasks referred to in the subparagraphs other 
than . subparagraph (c) v/Ould probably be needed for the 
financing of the activities referred to in ite~ (ii) of 
the preceding paragraph. _ _ 

Speci~l Contributions 

12. · The document proposes, in subparagraph (a) of para­
gra'ph 13, that the distribution of the special contribu­
tions be proportional to the total of the nuwber of 
"incoming " and "outgoing" applications and that the re­
sults so obtained be subject to three corrections, these 
corrections being outlined in subparagraphs {b) 1 (c) 1 and 
{d), of the said paragraph . The Representative of the 
Netherlands proposed that the proportion be calculated 
on n wrtbers which v/Ould c o n s ist of the said totals plus 
the nmnber of applications received in the nation al 
Office of the country , that France be no t i ncluded among 
the countries to which the correction unde r subpara­
graph (c) ~ould apply , and that the cor r ection under 
subparagraph (d) --which · .. 10uld af fect J ap a n and the Soviet 
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Union-~be no t adopted . He gave the f o llowing r easons for 
these proposals: the number of applicati ons r eceived in 
any country vias a r e liable i nd ication of the volwne of 
work in each naticnal Office and , since the Patent Coopera­
tio n Treaty wou l d be useful t o nationa l Offices i n general 
(and not only in connEction with international . appli cations) , 
taking such an indication into account would only be equi­
table; France , s ince the adoption of her new patent l aw , 
was no longer a "registration country ''~ applying a speci a l 
criterion vis - a-vi s Japan and t he Soviet Un i on was di fficult 
to justi f y on a logical basis , although the resulting per­
centages were not unjust taking into a ccount t he general 
position of those c ountries in the patent fi e ld. The 
Representative of the Netherlands presented a paper showing 
the percen t age s and the amounts o f the special c on t ributions 
whi c h would result for each country if his proposal were 
adopted. Tha t paper is annexed to the p resent r e port 

.. (Annex, ~) . . , . .... 

13 . The Repres entative o f the United States said that he 
would p refer a distribution based on the sole criterion of 
the numbe r of national application s ~Tith a possible redu c ­
tion in favor of count ries whose nat ional Offices were pros­
p ective International Searching Au thorities since the latter 
would h ave to incur expenses which other countries would not 
have to incur . 

14. The Represe ntative of Switzerland expressed the view 
that countries whose national Offices vlere prospective 
Internationa l Searching Authorities should pay mor e than 
their share c a l c ulated on t he basis of the proposals con­
tained in the document or on the basiSiof the Netherlands 
proposal since such countries would deri ve more benefit 
from the Patent Cooperation Treaty than the othe r countries . 

15. .The Representative of the Soviet Union said that dis­
tribution shoul d be made on the same basis as provided fo r 
in Article 53 of the Patent Coope ration Treaty or on the sole 
basis of. the total s of incoming and outgoing applications , 
without any corrections. 

. 
16. The Representative of the United States said tha t his 
country would continue , at l east in 1971, to be unable to 
make contr i but ions in c ash and would have t o make any 
contribution in the form o f l oan1ng staff (as iri the past ) 
or in sorr:e other non-cash f orm . 
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17 . . The Representatives of the other countries members of 
the ' 'Tork.ing Group declared either that the Net.herlands 
proposal seemed acceptable to them or that , although t h e y 
would h a ve preferred the proposal in the document , they 
could also accept the Netherlan ds proposal . 

18. It vlas emphasized once again that commitments would be 
made only at the September 1 970 meetings. 

19. The Secretary said that the r evised version of the· 
document would suggest a distribution system according to 
the proposal of the Netherlands. 

20. This reoort was una ni­
mous ly approved by the ~·~'orking 

Group on June 19, 1970 . 

. LEnd of .. docurnen!_7 
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Co\tntry . Applico.tion.o 

unce r · ' • fileu in 
P£>.ric ' 1968 

Co r.ve :1t ion 1 

I Uhitec1 States 93-471 
I Cer~a:1y(F~d.Rep~) 65 . 422 

I Ur.ited Kingdom 61.995 
II Japan 96.710 

I 

I Sovi et Union 110.428 

I F!:'o.nce 53.656 
II Cnnada - 29.536 

. !!I Switzerland 19.537 
nr l/etherlanda 18 . 897 

III ~"·eden .. . 18 . 080 

I I~nly 31 -756 
!E P.ustralia 16.712 

I\' Lus tria 12.732 

• EI 3elgium 17.534 

III :-lexico 
. 

14.927 
IDen:I:ark . I V 6.415 

I Y Czechoslovakia. 8.921 

IV ~_pc.in 13. ~ 00 . 

III i3ro.zil 
• I 

I 8.210 

:v. _ ~~~rway . 5.249 

III 

1 

Areentina 7-099 
IV South J.frica 8. 583 

-~ 

--
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Number of I Nu~cJ~ of · Total n~wber -
outrroin~ i nc)oinc · of 

applicat ions
1
epp1Lcotions appl~cations 

? "' I ·- . .~ 

126 . 420 ?6 . 291 246.1 82 

71. 445 ) 1. 417 1 68. 26 4 

37.846 35- 204 135 -1 25 
19.078 25 .596 141. 304 

4.31 4 3-950 118 . 692 

27 . 490. 
I 

36.095 117.241 

5-035 27.995 . 62 . 616 

23.801 13. 609/2 50. 142 !2! 

12.636 i 6". 420 48 . 153 
10.217 13.330 41 . 63 5 

10. 994. 24.152/2 54. 826 2 

·1.803 12.511 31.026 

;.689 10.246 26. 667 

5.260 16.061:! /2 30.828 ~ 

300 11. 944 27.171 . 
2.946 5-508 14.949 

3-549 3-042 15. 512 

. 1. 697 9.380/2 19 . 57 1 .2 

131 5-447 
. 

13. 788 

·. , . 0)1 4.262 10. 542 

288 4· 716' 12.103 

764 6.1 91/2 12 . 442 !2: 

Percentace · 
(100~ -1.464.740 ) 

r:; 

16 .81 . 

11 . 49 

9-23 
9-65 
8 . 10 . 

8.00 

4-27 
3.42 
) . ?.9 

2.04 

3-?4 
2. ~2 

1.82 

2.10 
1.s6 -

1.02 

1. 06 

1. 34 
0. 94 
0 . 72 
0. 83 

0.85 

.-..._ 

:' 

.• t Shar~ E'x)= ~!';sed 

i n 
us $ s·;..,is ~ 

fr::!r..c s 

33 . 620 11,5 . 238 
22 . 980 99 - 27 4 

18 . 460 79 -747 

19-300 83 . 376 

,. 16 . 200 69 . 98-! . 

16 . COO 69.120 
I 
I 8. 5~0 36~873 

6. !340 ·29- 549. 
7-580 28 .425 
5. 680 24.533 

7-480 32-313" 

4-240 15. )17 

3-640 15-725: 
4.200 18 . 144 -
3-720 16. 070 

2. 040 8 . 8i 3 

2. 120 9., 58 
2. 680 11 . 577 
1. 880 . . s. 1 22 

1. 440 6.221 

1.660 7. 171 
1 •. 700 7-344 

/Follows page 2 
of the Anne:{/ 
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IV · 
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V 

III 
V 

IV 
vr 
IV 

IV 

rv 
¥ 

VI 
VI 

V 

-

:::inland 3-779 

New Zealand 3-953 . 

P.uneacy 3.217 

Poland 6.516 

Israel 2.106 

Yue;oslavia 3 - 150 

Luxeo::bourg 2.544 

Ire land 1.595 

Rucania 3-133 

Portugal 1.399 

Greece 2.531 

Liechtenstein ~ 2 

Philip.Pines 1 . 065 

Eul{)aria 2 . 221 

Total 756 . 309 
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954 2.~21 

302 :: .916 

. 1. 4 12 ~. 662 

835 ~. 93 1 

606 ': • 816 

226 I :! • , 44 

432 : ~ . 463/2 

216 . • 427 . 

439 . . • 140 

139 ·: .304 

I 
171 ·, . 208 

. 1.258 ~ 3E 

28 · .• 012 

236 786 

378.188 )6.~.180 

--._, ~ 

7.554 0.52 1.040 4-4}3 

7 . 171 0.49 980 ~-233 
.. 6 . 291 0.43 860 3-715 

9. 28 2 0.63 1.260 5-4~3 

4 . 528 .0. 31 620 2.678 

5-520 o. 38 760 3· 2S3 

4-207 :at 0.29 580 2.506 

3- 236 0.22 4~0 .1 • 901 

4 .712 0 .32 640 2.765 

2. 842 0.19 380 1 . 642 

3-910 0.27 540 2.333 

1.258 . 0.09 180 778 
2.105 0.14 280 1. 2i0 

3-243 0 .22 4 40 1 . ) 0 1 
-

1.464.740 100 . 200.000 664.000 . 

:~:: The figures marked with B. single asterisk ·repr.:sent the total adjusted according to paragraph 13(c) and 

(d). The figures in parentheseB, which appear below tho.se marked with a oingle asterisk .. represent the 

uonadjusted total. 
.. .-. 

I ·~' 

2 lt No separate figures s i n ce incoming application:; go to the Swiss Officeg 

FEnd of Annex_! 
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Annex B 

LI ST OF Pl\.RTICIPAN'I'S 

STATES MEMBERS OF THE WORKING GROUP 

Germany (Federa l Republic ) 

Dr. Heribert Mast 
Ministerialrat, Ministry of Justice 
Bonn 

J apan 

Mr. Kotaro Otani 
Director, Thfrd . Examination Division , Patent Office 
Tokyo 

Mr. Yoshiro Hashimoto 
Trial Examiner, Trial Division, Patent Office 
Tokyo 

Mr. Noriaki Ohwada 
Official, International Treaty Division 
Treaty Bureau 
Mini s try of Fore ign Affairs 
~okyo 

.Ne therlands 

Mr. W.M.J.C. Phaf .-
Head, Legis lation and Legal Affairs Department, 
Mini~try of Economic Affairs 
The Ha gue 
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Sovie t Union 
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Mr. Yevge niy Artemiev 
First De puty Chairman, Committe e on Inventions and 
Discoveries, USSR Council of Ministers 
Moscow 

Mr. Yuriy Gyrdymov 
Section Chief 
All-Union Research Institute 
of State Patent Examination 
Moscow 

Sweden 

- Mr. ;,-G·. Borggard 
Dired~or General, National Patent and Registration Office 
Stockholm 

Switzerland 

Dr. Walter Stamm 
Director , Federal Inte llectual Property Office 
Bern 

United Kingdom 

Mr. Edward Armitage 
Comptroller-General of Pa t e nts , Des i gns and Trademarks, 
Comptroller of the Indus tria l Patent & Copyright Department, 

_ Board of Trade 
London r-._ -. 

Mr. J ames David Fergusson 
Assistant Comptr o ller, Patent Office , Board of Trade 
London 

Mr. Ronald Bowen 
Superintending Examiner, Patent Office , Board of Trade 
London 
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United . Stat.es of America 

Mr. Wi l liam E. Schuyler, Jr., Conuniss i oner o f Pa ·tents , 
Patent Office, Department of Commerce 
Washington 

Mr. Re ne · Tegtmeyer· 
Director 
Office of Internati onal Patent 
and Trademark Affairs 
Patent Office 
Department of Commerce 
Washington 

Mr . H. Dieter Hoinkes 
I n t ernat ional Pat e n t Spec i a l i st , Pa t e nt Office , Depa rtment 
o f co·m.merce 
Wash i n g t on 

WORLD I NTELLECTUAL PROPERTY ORGANIZATION (WIPO ); UNITED 
I NTERNATIONAL BUHEAUX FOR THE PROTECTION OF I NTELLECTUAL 
PROPERTY (BIRPI ) 

Dr . Arpa d Bo gsc h 
Firs t De p ut y Dire cto r, BIRPI 
Ge n e va 

OFFICERS OF THE SESSION 

Chai rman : Mr . G. Borggard (Sweden ) 

Se creta ry: Dr . Arpa d Bogsch (BI RPI ) 

, _ ' 
[ End of Annex B) 
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