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However, in the November 1986 Fellowship Report, the committee
chairperson wrote, "During the course of their review, the Literature Review
Committee came across six sentences which are... inconsistent with the Newly
Revised White Book," approved by the WSC in April 1986. Those six sentences
were not found in the portions of the Basic Text drawn directly from the White
Booklet. However, they conflicted with the conceptual spirit behind the changes
that had been made in the booklet.

Literature Review Committee minutes relate that the committee "was in favor of
making these additional changes, however, the Literature Review Committee
decided to request a broader group conscience by referring the matter to the
World Service Office Board of Directors and the Board of Trustees. The Literature
Review Committee had decided that if the Board of Directors and the Board of
Trustees were also unanimously in agreement, the Fourth Edition would then be
printed."

Following discussions with the directors and trustees, a decision was made to
defer publication of the Fourth Edition until the World Service Conference could
consider the additional changes necessary to bring the text in line with the revised
White Booklet. On April 28, 1987, in his report at the World Service Conference
annual meeting, the WSC Literature Committee chairperson stated that, "pending
Conference action on the white book consistency motion... the World Service
Office will be able to proceed with the printing of the Fourth Edition."17 On April
29, the World Service Conference voted to make the five suggested changes in
Book One of the Basic Text, but did not approve the sixth change, which would
have altered one of the personal stories in Book Two.18

The edited Basic Text, incorporating the 1986 revision of the Little White
Booklet and the five changes authorized in 1987 by the World Service
Conference, was published as the Fourth Edition on October 27, 1987, two and a
half years after the original motion to edit the Basic Text was passed by the World
Service Conference.

Fifth Edition. The edited Fourth Edition text differed significantly from both
the Third Edition and the Third Edition, Revised. This was due partly to the editing
(which was intentional), and partly to a series of WSO production errors (which
were unintentional). When the typescript of the Third Edition, from which the
Fourth Edition editor worked, was created, the transcriptionist skipped a number
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of lines of text at a time, in twenty-five separate locations throughout the book. At
no time prior to publication of the Fourth Edition was the editor’s typescript
proofread against the published Third Edition text; hence, the original
transcription errors went unchecked.

Early in the winter of 1988, the World Service Office and the WSC Literature
Committee began hearing complaints about the differences between the Third
Edition, Revised, and the Fourth Edition. Early in April 1988, the entire WSO staff
was diverted from its routine work to conduct three separate rounds of line-by-line
comparisons between the Third Edition, the Fourth Edition editor’s typescript, and
the published Fourth Edition. The findings of the WSO staff were reported in full
to the World Service Conference. Following a meeting of the conference as a
committee of the whole to discuss a variety of possible remedies, the WSC
approved a motion to reinsert the missing lines from the Third Edition back into
the Basic Text. In the meantime, "the Fourth Edition, with current errors, [was to]
continue to be sold as Conference-approved literature until such time as the
corrected Fifth Edition [was] ready." The conference passed an amendment to
the motion which specified that the resulting Fifth Edition could not be revised any
further for five years.19

In the course of considering the motion which created the Fifth Edition, an
amendment was proposed which would have specified that "this motion would be
acted upon following a special ballot sent to RSCs.... The RSCs would be
requested to reply in 30-60 days.... Intent: To collect a Fellowship-wide group
conscience and unify this Fellowship [behind the] WSC decision." So great was
the desire to put the Fourth Edition controversy in the past, the conference voted
not to even consider this amendment.20

Immediately following the passage of the motion creating the Fifth Edition, the
conference considered--and defeated--two additional motions. Both were very
similar in language, the major difference being that the second stated its intent.
The motions sought to direct the World Service Office to publish the Third Edition,
Revised, rather than the corrected Fourth Edition (or, as it was known, the Fifth
Edition).

The second motion read: "That the World Service Conference direct the
World Service Office to immediately cease the publication and sale of the fourth
edition of our Basic Text, Narcotics Anonymous, and immediately begin
publication and sale of the third edition revised of our Basic Text, Narcotics
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Anonymous. Intent: To prevent the sale of unapproved literature by the WSO.
The editing of our Basic Text and subsequent approval by the LRC so far
exceeded any reasonable interpretation of the authority granted by the motion to
edit the Basic Text as to require that the fourth edition be treated as new literature,
and as such, be subject to the standard review and approval process." Both
motions were defeated by overwhelming majorities.21

SUMMARY: THE BASIC TEXT CHARITABLE TRUST

In 1982, trust rights to the Basic Text were given unconditionally to World
Service Office, Inc., to be held by the corporation in a charitable trust on behalf of
the N.A. Fellowship, subject to the direction of the World Service Conference.
Though a challenge to that trust was raised by the WSC Literature Committee
chairperson early in 1983, that challenge was not placed on the agenda of the
1983 meeting of the World Service Conference, and fell moot. Successive
editions have been created as the direct result of action taken by the World
Service Conference to revise the original version. Those editions have also been
copyrighted by the World Service Office corporation, and the Basic Text continues
to be held in a charitable trust by the corporation on behalf of the members of the
N.A. Fellowship.

CAN N.A. MEMBERS OR GROUPS REPRINT N.A. LITERATURE?

The most commonly asked question is whether members or groups of
members of the fellowship at large have the right to translate, edit, and reprint the
Basic Text or other N.A. literature on their own. The answer is "no." First of all,
N.A. literature--including the Basic Text--is the copyrighted property of World
Service Office, Inc. Under United States copyright law, only the World Service
Office has the right to reproduce, translate, or prepare new versions of N.A.
literature.22 Because of the international copyright protection afforded by the
Berne Copyright Convention, the World Service Office has the same rights in
eighty other countries around the world.23

The World Service Office corporation holds these copyrights in trust on behalf
of the N.A. Fellowship, subject to the direction of the World Service Conference.
To date, the World Service Conference has not directed the World Service Office
to grant permission either to individual members or groups of members of the
fellowship at large who request to reproduce the text.24 In fact, the most recent
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directive from the World Service Conference has been that the World Service
Office was to prosecute a party which had infringed the fellowship’s rights. In
1989, a trustee from Philadelphia "requested that the Conference give general
consent to the WSO Executive Director and its Board of Directors to proceed with
the legal matter relating to the illegal production of N.A. materials or any extralegal
matter relating to the situation, as they see fit. [The request was] approved by
unanimous consent."25 While the consent given by the conference in this
instance related to one particular case at hand, it also established a precedent for
the kind of principles to be applied in similar cases.

If the members of the fellowship feel that their rights are being violated by the
"trustee” WSO, they have the right to request that the protector of charitable trusts
in California, the California Attorney General, investigate and, if appropriate, file an
action to prevent the misuse of trust property. They cannot resort to simply taking
the property and using it themselves. In fact, WSO has an affirmative duty to take
steps that will stop actions that will result in a loss to the trust.26

Therefore, under United States copyright law, only the World Service Office
has the right to reproduce the Basic Text or prepare new versions of the Basic
Text.27 The fact that the copyrights may be held in trust does not affect the legal
right and responsibility of WSO to enforce the copyrights on behalf of the '
fellowship.
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1 Minutes, WSC’'82, pp. 59-64. The published minutes of the 1982 meeting of the
World Service Conference do not bear printed page numbers. For the purpose of
these references, page numbers in the WSC'82 minutes have been counted from
the first page of recorded proceedings. That page bears the legend, "Wednesday
evening, May 5, 1982," at the top. In counting page numbers, blank pages within
the body of the published minutes were also counted.

2 From a transcript of WSC’'83 proceedings.

3 Fiduciary, as defined in the 1971 edition of the Oxford English Dictionary
(Unabridged Version): "In Rom. Law fiducia denoted the transfer of a right to a
person subject to the obligation to transfer it again at some future time or on
some condition being fulfilled. Adj.

"1b. Of or pertaining to a trustee; pertaining to or of the nature of a trusteeship.

"2a. Of a thing: In trust of a person; held or given in trust.

“2b. Of or pertaining to something held in trust.
"Cf. fiducial, f. fiducia trust, confidence.

"1. Theol. Of or pertaining to, or of the nature of, trust or reliance."

4 Restatement of Trusts, 2d, Sec.s 348, 348.

5 This document is on file at the WSO and bears a notary’s seal adjacent to the
signature.

6 17 U.S. Code, Sec. 204[a].
7 California Probate Code, Sec. 15200 (b) and/or (e).
8 California Probate Code, Sec. 17003, 17004.

9 Record of the approval of the first ten chapters of the Basic Text appears in the
minutes of WSC'82, pp. 65-67. The stories were approved separately.
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10 Record of the approval of various personal stories for publication in the Basic
Text appears on page 4 of the corrections to the minutes of WSC'82, published as
an addendum to the minutes of WSC'83.

11 Minutes, WSC’83, pp. 14-15. The amended motion carried, 24 in favor, 15
against, 5 abstaining.

12 A later motion gave "a [vote] of confidence to WSO and WSB by approving
the basic text with changes suggested by WSB and carried out by WSO as N.A.
approved literature." The motion carried, 23 in favor, 0 against, 9 abstaining.
(Minutes, WSC’83, p.36.) According to the maker, this motion was made to
insure that the First Edition would be considered conference-approved literature
and, thus, appropriate for use in N.A. meetings.

13 Revised minutes, WSC’'84, pp. 32 and 33.

14 Minutes, WSC’85, p. 36. The motion carried, 47 in favor, 1 against, 3
abstaining.

15 From a transcript of WSC’85 proceedings.
16 Minutes, WSC'86, pp. 12-17, and pp. 37-38.

17 Report of the WSC Literature Committee to the 1987 World Service
Conference, April 28, 1987, page 6.

18 Minutes, WSC’87, pp. 20-21. The motion to make the five proposed changes
in Book One carried, 64 in favor, 4 against, 5 abstaining. The motion to make the
single change in Book Two was defeated for lack of a two-thirds majority, with 34
in favor, 25 against, 12 abstaining.

19 Minutes, WSC'88, pp. 17-20. On aroll call vote, the amended motion carried,
56 in favor, 12 against, 8 abstaining.

20 Minutes, WSC’88, p. 19. The motion to object to consideration was carried,
49 in favor, 18 against, 7 abstentions.
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21 Minutes, WSC’88, p. 20. The first motion was defeated, 4 in favor, 51 against,
8 abstaining; the second was defeated, 5 in favor, 60 against, 6 abstaining.

22 17 U.S. Code, Sec. 106.

23 The Berne Convention (Paris Text, July 24, 1971), Article 5, Paragraph 1,
reads, "Authors shall enjoy, in respect of works for which they are protected
under this Convention, in countries of the Union other than the country of origin,
the rights which their respective laws do now or may hereafter grant to their
nationals, as well as the rights specially granted by this Convention."

24 It is true that, in the past, the World Service Conference has given assent to
license agreements between the WSO and the boards of four national service
offices, allowing those national offices to reprint White Booklets and information
pamphlets for distribution only in their own countries. Those agreements were
made to make N.A. literature more readily available in Europe and the South
Pacific at a time when the WSO was less prepared to distribute literature to those
parts of the world than it is now. Those license agreements are not currently in
force, were never signed, and only certain sections have ever been implemented.

However, it is important to note that those agreements were made with
national service offices outside the United States--not with individuals or groups of
members, nor with any American service board--to provide for the distribution of
N.A. literature in territory the WSO itself could not serve at the time the
agreements were made.

25 Minutes, WSC'89, p. 25.
26 California Probate Code, Sec.s 16010, 16011 (Deering 1990).

27 17 U.S. Code, Sec. 106.
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