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INTRODUCTION

 AUTONUM 
The IPC Revision Working Group (hereinafter referred to as “the Working Group”) held its thirteenth session in Geneva from June 13 to 17, 2005.  The following members of the Working Group were represented at the session:  Brazil, Canada, China, Croatia, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, Ireland, Japan, Mexico, Norway, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Republic of Moldova, Romania, Russian Federation, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, The Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, United Kingdom, United States of America, African Intellectual Property Organization (OAPI), European Patent Office (EPO) (25).  The list of participants appears as Annex I to this report.


 AUTONUM 
The session was opened by Mr. N. Wilson, Chief Information Officer and Director, IT Division, WIPO, who welcomed the participants on behalf of the Director General.

OFFICERS

 AUTONUM 
The Working Group unanimously elected Mr. M. Price (United Kingdom) as Chair and Mr. Hitoshi Doi (Japan) as Vice‑Chair for 2005.

 AUTONUM 
Mr. A. Farassopoulos (WIPO) acted as Secretary of the session.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

 AUTONUM 
The Working Group unanimously adopted the agenda, which appears as Annex II to this report.

CONCLUSIONS, DISCUSSIONS AND DECISIONS

 AUTONUM 
As decided by the Governing Bodies of WIPO at their tenth series of meetings held from September 24 to October 2, 1979 (see document AB/X/32, paragraphs 51 and 52), the report of this session reflects only the conclusions of the Working Group (decisions, recommendations, opinions, etc.) and does not, in particular, reflect the statements made by any participant, except where a reservation in relation to any specific conclusion of the Working Group was expressed or repeated after the conclusion was reached.  

report on the thirty-Sixth session of the ipc committee of experts

 AUTONUM  
The Working Group noted an oral report by the Secretariat on the thirty-sixth session of the IPC Committee of Experts (hereinafter referred to as “the Committee”) (see document IPC/CE/36/11), in particular, that the Committee had completed, at this session, consideration of all amendments to the IPC and all remaining tasks of IPC reform, in preparation for the publication of the eighth edition of the IPC (IPC-2006).  The Working Group was informed that the Committee had also adopted the working procedure of the Group which would provide a basis for its revision work in the current revision period.

 AUTONUM  
The Working Group also noted that the Committee had adopted the results already achieved under the Group’s tasks “Introduction of Residual Main Groups in IPC Subclasses”, “Updating of IPC Training Examples”, and “Elaboration of Classification Definitions” and instructed the Working Group to continue elaboration of these tasks in the current revision period.

Introduction of residual main groups in IPC subclasses

 AUTONUM  
The Working Group had before it the latest Rapporteur Report to project WG 111 (see Annex 20 to the project file).  In view of the limited time available to discuss the different issues involved in the continuation of this project, the Working Group decided to invite comments on the recommendations given in the Rapporteur Report by September 30, 2005, in the light also of the discussions concerning the development plan (see paragraphs 41 to 42, below).  The Rapporteur was requested to prepare a report, by November 1, 2005, to be considered at the next session of the Working Group.

proposals for improving the IPC 

 AUTONUM  
Following the procedure adopted at the twelfth session of the Working Group, proposals were submitted in projects WG 012 and WG 013, by the International Bureau and by the United States of America, concerning improvements in class C12 and in subclasses G02C and A61K.

Subclass A61K
Discussions were based on Annex 2 to project file WG 012, containing a proposal from the International Bureau to remove one dot from group A61K 38/11 and to bring it at the same hierarchical level as the two dot groups A61K 38/10 and A61K 38/08, since the subject matter of group A61K 38/11 (oxytocins;  vasopressins;  related peptides) is not entirely covered by its hierarchically superior group A61K 38/10.
Although there was support for this proposal, it was noted that group A61K 38/11 was an advanced‑level group in the eighth edition of the IPC, and that the hierarchical change proposed would involve reclassification.  It was therefore decided that this matter should be considered by the Advanced Level Subcommittee and this Subcommittee was requested to deal with the proposal.

Class C12
Discussions were based on Annex 1 to project file WG 012, containing a proposal from the United States of America to reflect in Note (1) of class C01 the fact that, since subclass C12S is a subclass for secondary classification, the last place rule does not apply between subclasses C12M to C12Q and C12S.  This proposal was approved and, in addition, it was decided to amend the notes of subclass C12S, to indicate more explicitly that the last place rule applies within subclass C12S.  The following amendments were therefore approved:

English version 

C12 

Note (1)
Between subclasses C12M to C12Q, and within each of these subclasses, in the absence of an indication to the contrary, classification is made in the last appropriate place.  For example, a fermentation or enzyme-using process involving condition-responsive control is classified in subclass C12Q.

Note (3)
In this class, unless ---


C12S 


Note (2)
Attention is drawn to Notes (2) and (3) following the title --- 

N 
Note (3)
In this subclass, in the absence of an indication to the contrary, classification is made in the last appropriate place.
Note (4)
< Former Note (3) >


France volunteered to submit the French version of the above amendments at the next session of the Working Group.

Subclass G02C
Discussions were based on Annex 1 to project file WG013, containing a proposal of the United States of America to include “contact lenses” in the title of subclass G02C, since group G02C 7/04 already provides for contact lenses. The following amendments were therefore approved:
English version

G02C title

---AS SPECTACLES; CONTACT LENSES (trial frames for ---

G02C Note

This subclass also covers monocles, pince-nez or lorgnettes.

French version

G02C title
--- CELLES DES LUNETTES; LENTILLES DE CONTACT (montures d’essai ---

G02C Note
La présente sous-classe couvre également les monocles, les pince-nez ou les lorgnettes.

G02C 7/04


. . Lentilles de contact pour les yeux ---

updating of the ipc material in the wipo handbook on industrial property information and documentation
 AUTONUM  
The Working Group had before it a Rapporteur proposal, submitted by Sweden, containing guidelines for the revision of the IPC (see Annex 10 to project file WG 113), a counterproposal submitted by the United States of America, and comments submitted by the EPO and by the International Bureau (see Annexes 11 to 14 to the project file).

 AUTONUM  
The Working Group noted an oral report by the Rapporteur introducing his proposal and indicating the differences between that proposal and the counterproposal submitted by the United States of America.  The Rapporteur was invited to submit to the IPC e-forum, shortly after the meeting, a document displaying his proposal synchronized with the counterproposal and the comments, highlighting the differences of the counterproposal compared to his proposal.

 AUTONUM  
It was noted that in the majority of the cases, the proposal was not in contradiction with the counterproposal.  The Rapporteur was therefore invited to prepare a consolidated proposal, by July 15, 2005, incorporating parts of the counterproposal and of the comments that would improve it (e.g., paragraphs 6, 8, 10, 12, 18, 22 and 53 to 55 of the counterproposal or paragraph 23 of the International Bureau’s comments).

 AUTONUM  
The Rapporteur was invited to include in the consolidated proposal a paragraph on classification definitions with a link to the Guidelines for Drafting Definitions, and examples on indexing schemes.

 AUTONUM  
In order to provide further guidance to the Rapporteur, the members of the Working Group were invited to submit comments on the consolidated proposal by September 1, 2005, in particular on:

–
whether references from function‑oriented to application‑oriented places, and references out of residual places, should be normally presented only in the definitions and not in the scheme (see paragraph 26 of the proposal) and in general whether information useful for search should appear in definitions keeping in the scheme only information necessary for classification;


–
whether precedence references should only point to groups within a subclass and not between subclasses;

–
whether notes drawing attention to other notes should be used in the future, in view of the possibility to display the scheme in hierarchical mode, and whether, if still needed, they should be better replaced by more specific notes;

–
whether guidance headings could be used for a single main group thereunder;

–
the necessity to introduce references in guidance headings in the future;


The International Bureau was further invited, by September 15, 2005:

–
to provide precision on the future publication of the Revision Concordance List and in particular whether it would be published before reclassification in the MCD or after, in the core and the advanced levels,

–
to submit a proposal for a type of brackets to be used for purposes other than references (e.g., synonyms).

 AUTONUM  
The Rapporteur was invited to submit a report and a proposal, taking into account the submitted comments, by October 15, 2005.

 AUTONUM  
The Working Group agreed to consider this latest Rapporteur’s proposal at its fourteenth session, aiming to present an approved version of the Guidelines to the thirty‑seventh session of the Committee of Experts in February 2006, for adoption.

ipc revision project relating to the chemical field

 AUTONUM  
The Working Group considered the Rapporteur’s proposal prepared by China and comments submitted under Project C 432 relating to revision of group A01N 65/00.

 AUTONUM  
The Working Group discussed various search techniques which could be applied in this field, in particular the comparative value of text searching and classification‑based searching.  While some delegations were of the opinion that text searching could completely meet search requirements in the field and that there was no need for further subdividing group A01N 65/00, other delegations pointed out inherent limitations of text searching and the desirability of a more detailed classification scheme of that group.

 AUTONUM  
Following discussions, the Working Group agreed that, despite the efficiency of text searching in this field, its limitations related to the use of synonyms and not always consistent terminology, as well as the very large file size of group A01N 65/00, make its further subdivision desirable for increasing search efficiency.  The Working Group also noted the usefulness of a more detailed classification scheme for the general public.

 AUTONUM  
During the discussions, one delegation indicated that its Office was not in a position to commit itself to reclassification of national patent documents, representing part of the PCT minimum documentation, which reclassification would be needed as a result of revision of group A01N 65/00.  The Working Group noted that one of the basic principles of the reformed IPC was coordination of IPC revision and reclassification of search files and requested the Committee to provide guidance with respect to the situation where revision of the IPC was considered desirable but resources for reclassification of at least part of the PCT minimum documentation were not directly available in at least one of the offices concerned.

 AUTONUM  
The Working Group agreed that the Rapporteur’s proposal and the proposal submitted by Germany (see Annexes 9 and 7, respectively, to the project file) should provide a basis for further elaboration of the project and that the most useful features of the two proposals should be combined.  The Working Group also agreed that subdivision of group A01N 65/00 at two levels would be sufficient for providing a well organized search file and that the primary subdivision (one-dot level) should be based on the proposal submitted by Germany and that the secondary subdivision (two-dot level) on the Rapporteur’s proposal.

 AUTONUM  
The Working Group indicated that the classification scheme of the new group A61K 36/00, also using botanical nomenclature, should be taken into consideration in revision of group A01N 65/00.

 AUTONUM  
The Working Group invited China to submit, by September 1, 2005, a consolidated proposal based on the principles disclosed above.  Comments on the consolidated proposal were invited by October 1, 2005, and the Rapporteur report by October 20, 2005.

 AUTONUM  
The Working Group agreed that biocides and similar agents containing material from mushrooms should be classified in group A01N 65/00 rather than collected with biocides containing material from microbial fungi in group A01N 63/00 and amended the title of group A01N 65/00 to bring it in accord with botanical nomenclature as follows:

A01N65/00

--- regulators containing material from plants or from multi-cellular fungi, or extracts thereof (containing ---

 AUTONUM  
Comments were invited on:


–
the correctness of the amended title of group A01N 65/00;


–
whether the references to groups A01N 27/00 to 59/00 in groups A01N 63/00 and 65/00 were appropriate in view of the new rules for classifying mixtures, which were introduced in the eighth edition of the IPC.

UPDATING OF IPC TRAINING EXAMPLES

 AUTONUM  
The Working Group noted that, during this session, the Task Force on IPC Training Examples held separate meetings in the three technical fields, where a total of 36 training example projects were discussed, of which 18 training example projects were approved by the Task Force, six were considered as conditionally approved, and one was withdrawn.  A summary of these discussions appears as Annex III to this report.
 AUTONUM  
It was also noted that the Task Force distributed among its members 21 additional projects for consideration.  The decisions of the Task Force with respect to the training example projects and deadlines for the next round of actions are summarized in Annex IV to this report.

 AUTONUM  
The Working Group also noted that a meeting of the Task Force would be held in the Irish Patents Office, Kilkenny, on September 19 to 23, 2005.  The Task Force would finalize all remaining training example projects at that meeting before their formal approval at the fourteenth session of the Working Group in November 2005.

APPOINTMENT OF AN EDITORIAL BOARD FOR IPC DEFINITIONS

 AUTONUM  
Discussions were based on document IPC/WG/13/2 containing a proposal of the International Bureau relating to the appointment of an Editorial Board for classification definitions.

 AUTONUM  
It was recalled that at its meeting, in May 2002, the Task Force on Classification Definitions “noted an important difference in the style of the wording of definitions.  It was noted that the harmonization in wording could be solved in the future by an ‘editorial board’…  In the meantime… the Secretariat was authorized to introduce editorial amendments that would not change the technical aspects of the projects… in agreement with the respective Rapporteur”.

 AUTONUM  
The experience since then, in preparing and discussing definitions, has shown that the absence of an editorial board has slowed down the process of approval of IPC definitions.  Numerous comments on the IPC e-forum, or during the sessions of the Working Group, were focused on editorial problems (e.g., conformity with the template or with IPC terminology), creating delays in approving proposals which were otherwise ready.

 AUTONUM  
It was therefore decided to create an Editorial Board to review proposals of definition projects.  The same Board could be used to review proposals of other types of projects as well (e.g., Training Examples), if needed.

 AUTONUM  
The Working Group agreed that the Board should not be a formal body with regular meetings, but rather a group of delegates with good experience in drafting using IPC terminology.  At least one member should be appointed for each technical field.  The Secretariat should coordinate the work of the Board, accomplish some of its formal tasks and appoint a member of the Board to review a particular proposal, when needed.

 AUTONUM  
An initial draft proposal should first be submitted to the Secretariat before posting to the IPC e‑forum.  The Secretariat should check the conformity of the initial draft with the template and make the necessary corrections.  If additional editorial changes were needed, a member of the Board would be appointed by the Secretariat to review that initial draft.  The member of the Board would amend the proposal, in agreement with the Rapporteur.  The final draft should be posted by the Secretariat to the IPC e‑forum within, approximately, two months of submission of the initial draft.

 AUTONUM  
The Working Group may refer a project to the Board, at any stage, giving specific instructions, for example, in order to bring the text of a proposal in conformity with IPC terminology.  Electronically approved projects should also be checked by the Board, in agreement with the Rapporteur, and the final version should be posted to the IPC e‑forum within, approximately, two months of approval.

 AUTONUM  
Once a project is completed in one language, a similar procedure should be used in the preparation of the proposal in the other language.

 AUTONUM  
The following offices volunteered to participate in the Editorial Board with technical experts in the three technical fields:  EPO, France, United Kingdom, Sweden and United States of America.  Ireland volunteered to participate with an expert in the chemical field.

ipc definitions program

 AUTONUM  
The Working Group had before it, in particular, document IPC/WG/12/4 and compilations of the relevant definition project files.  The decisions of the Working Group with respect to those projects, in particular new deadlines and appointment of offices for the preparation of French versions, are listed in Annex V to this report.  Further information with respect to some of those decisions is given in paragraph 40, below.  It was further agreed to create several new definition projects D 073 to D 114 and appoint rapporteurs (for details, see said Annex V).  Rapporteurs were invited to send their initial proposals to the International Bureau, acting as Coordinator of the Editorial Board (see paragraph 35, above).

 AUTONUM  
The Working Group made the following observations, in addition to the decisions set forth in Annex V to this report, with respect to the cited IPC definition projects.  All references to annexes in this paragraph refer to annexes of the corresponding project file, unless otherwise stated.

IPC Definition Projects

Project D 006 (electrical) – The Working Group approved the English version of Annex 45, subject to removal of the limiting references to sections C and H.

Project D 008 (electrical) – The Working Group approved the French version of Annex 29.

Project D 009 (electrical) – The Working Group approved the English version of Annex 30.

Project D 010 (electrical) – The Working Group approved the French version of Annex 30.

Project D 011 (electrical) – The Working Group approved the French version of Annex 29.

Project D 012 (mechanical) – The Working Group approved, with some clerical corrections, the French version of Annex 29.

Project D 013 (mechanical) – The Working Group approved the French version of Annex 17.

Project D 014 (mechanical) – The Working Group conditionally approved the English version of Annex 23, subject to addition of “e.g. iontophoresis” at the end of the first bullet of the definition statement, the removal of “as this terminology is commonly defined in English”, and the removal of quotation marks in all occurrences of the term “therapy”.

Project D 016 (mechanical) – The Working Group invited comments on the placement of references, in particular of the reference to class H04.

Project D 017 (mechanical) – The Working Group conditionally approved the French version of Annex 26, subject to removing the entry for “cage” in the French Glossary and to replacing the present explanation for “câble” by “élément allongé flexible, flasque qui ne peut transmettre qu’une force de traction (p.ex. cordage, filin, chaîne)”.

Project D 018 (mechanical) – The Working Group approved the English version of Annex 27.

Project D 019 (mechanical) – The Working Group approved the French version of Annex 31.

Project D 020 (mechanical) – The Working Group approved the French version of Annex 26.

Project D 021 (chemical) – The Working Group approved the English version of Annex 39 and the French version of Annex 41.

Project D 027 (electrical) – The Working Group approved the French version of Annex 37.

Project D 028 (electrical) – The Working Group approved the French version of Annex 18.

Project D 029 (mechanical) – The Working Group approved the French version of Annex 18.

Project D 031 (mechanical) – The Working Group invited comments on whether the first bullet in the definition statement should be amended in order to include “lift bridges which comprise only one support”.

Project D 032 (mechanical) – The Working Group approved the French version of Annex 23.

Project D 036 (chemical) – The Working Group accepted the offer of the Rapporteur to review the counter proposal of Annex 42, recently submitted by the Japanese Patent Office, and invited comments on the Rapporteur Report to be submitted.

Project D 038 (chemical) – The Working Group approved the French version of Annex 24.

Project D 039 (chemical) – The Working Group approved with some amendments the French version of Annex 38.

Project D 040 (chemical) – The Working Group approved, with some amendments, the French version of Annex 30.

Project D 041 (mechanical) – The Working Group approved the French version of Annex 12.

Project D 042 (mechanical) – The Working Group approved the French version of Annex 12.

Project D 046 (electrical) – The Working Group decided that the term “contact lenses” should be added at the end of the title of subclass G02C (see also paragraph 10 above).  Comments were invited on how the borderline between subject matter of subclass G02C and group H05B 3/84 could be clarified and if the latter should be removed from the list of limiting references.

Project D 050 (electrical) – The Working Group approved the French version of Annex 20 and asked the Editorial Board to amend the already approved English version according to the remarks of the Russian Federation of March 28, 2005.

Project D 051 (electrical) – The Working Group decided that in the already approved English version of Annex 8 “photogrammetry” should be replaced by “photogrammetry or videogrammetry” in the title and in the definition statement, and “measuring of” should be replaced by “combined measuring devices for measuring of” in the definition statement.  The Working Group also approved the French version of Annex 12, subject to corresponding amendments.

Project D 052 (electrical) – The Working Group approved the French version of Annex 9.

Project D 053 (electrical) – It was decided that the references in the title of main group H02P 29/00 should be removed. The Working Group invited comments as to whether additional explanations regarding the relevance of other subclasses, for example those given as examples in the definition statement, should be included.

Project D 061 (chemical) – The Working Group approved the English version of Annex 9.

Project D 062 (chemical) – The Working Group approved the English version of Annex 6, subject to some editorial changes.

Project D 063 (chemical) – The Working Group approved the English version of Annex 6, subject to some editorial changes.

Project D 066 (chemical) – The Working Group approved, with some clerical corrections, the English version of Annex 9.

IPC Development Program for the Years 2005 to 2008

 AUTONUM  
Discussions were based on document IPC/WG/13/3, containing a proposal of a procedure for the preparation of an IPC development plan for the next revision period (2005 to 2008).  This plan should include, in addition to the ordinary revision or maintenance work, tasks relating to the implementation of the reform or of other improvements in the IPC.  It should set priorities, targets and milestones for these tasks and also for the regular work of the IPC Committee of Experts and of the IPC Revision Working Group.

 AUTONUM  
This plan could be adopted by the IPC Committee of Experts at its next meeting, in 2006, following careful preparation.  In that respect, it was decided to set up a CE project on the IPC e‑forum (CE 372).  The United States of America volunteered to act as rapporteur.  The Rapporteur was invited to submit an initial proposal by September 25, 2005, followed by a round of comments by October 15, 2005, and by a Rapporteur report by November 5, 2005.  This report should serve as a basis for a preliminary discussion at the next session of the Working Group.  If needed, a revised proposal followed by a last round of comments could afterwards be submitted in order to prepare the final proposal to be presented for adoption to the thirty-seventh session of the Committee of Experts.

Length and frequency of annual sessions of the Working Group

 AUTONUM  
Discussion was based on Annex 1 to project file WG 121, containing a proposal submitted by the Rapporteur (Ireland) on the length and frequency of future sessions of the Working Group.

 AUTONUM  
The Rapporteur presented two different options, in the first the Working Group would hold three one-week meetings per year, in the second the usual practice of two meetings per year would be followed.  In both cases the report would be adopted electronically after the session, following the procedure described in paragraphs 47 to 51 below, reducing thus the length of the sessions by two days.

 AUTONUM  
Different opinions were expressed by delegations as to which of these options was preferable.  In addition two important factors remained unknown, namely, the amount of IPC revision work and the work plan for the next revision period.  It was therefore decided to keep Project WG 121 active, request comments on the Rapporteur's proposal, by April 15, 2006,  and reconsider this matter at the fifteenth session of the Working Group next year.  Until then two sessions per year, five working days long, would be held (see also paragraph 55 below).

procedure for the adoption of reports

 AUTONUM  
Discussions were based on document IPC/WG/13/4 containing a proposal for a new procedure for the adoption of reports, using electronic communication means.  This procedure was approved, with some amendments, and appears below.

 AUTONUM  
Within five working days after the end of a session, the International Bureau will prepare the draft report of said session.  This time period might be shortened or extended by the Working Group in view of the workload of the session.

 AUTONUM  
The draft report and its Annexes will be posted to a dedicated Working Group project of the IPC e-forum.

 AUTONUM  
Offices should make every effort to submit their proposed corrections on the draft report during the five working days after the date of submission of the report.  This time period might be shortened or extended by the Working Group.  No new subject matter can be added in these corrections that was not dealt with during the meeting.  An office might submit several corrections, taking into account corrections submitted by other offices.  Offices are encouraged to directly communicate among themselves in order to submit collective corrections.

 AUTONUM  
Within three working days after the deadline of submission of corrections, the Secretariat, in collaboration with the Chair, will prepare and post the final draft version of the report, including all pertinent proposed amendments, possibly with additional editorial amendments that would improve clarity.

 AUTONUM  
The final version of the report will be published on the WIPO IPC website, following the internal procedures of the International Bureau.

 AUTONUM  
This procedure will be examined at the fourteenth session of the Working Group and possibly reconsidered in view of the experience accumulated.

Status of the work

 AUTONUM  
The Chair stated that, on the agenda of this session, nine definition projects were approved in English and 21 definition projects were completed in both English and French.  In total 39 definition projects have been completed so far.  He also indicated that Annex V to this report gave the status of each definition project on the program.  He finally stated that 36 training example projects were examined by the Task Force, 18 of them were completed and six conditionally approved.  Annex IV to this report gave the status of each training example project on the program.

 AUTONUM  
The Chair stated that, at this session, the Working Group had continued an important work program of the implementation of the results of IPC reform and had achieved good progress. 

Next SESSION OF THE WORKING GROUP

 AUTONUM  
The Working Group having assessed the workload expected for its next session (see paragraph 56, below), agreed to devote the first two days to the mechanical field, the third day to the electrical field and the last two days to the chemical field.  When convening the next session, the International Bureau was requested to consider the possible need for an extension of the session, depending on the envisaged amount of work, and for the modification of  the number of days devoted to any technical field.

 AUTONUM  
The Working Group noted the following tentative dates for its fourteenth session.  

November 21 to 25, 2005.

 AUTONUM  
This report was unanimously adopted by electronic means following the procedure described in paragraphs 47 to 50, above.

[Annexes follow]
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