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REPORT 

1. The PCT Interim Commi ttee for Technical Cooperation (hereinafter referred to 
as "the Interim Committee ") held its seventh session in Geneva from October 12 to 
17 , 1977. 

2 . The members of the Interim Committee are those States--4 4 in number- - which 
have signed, or acceded to , the Patent Cooperat i on Treaty (PCT) , and, pursuant to 
a decision of the Executive Committee of the Paris Union, any other country which 
pledges a special contribution to the PCT budget . There are three States, 
Australia , Cuba and Spain, which have qual i fied under t he latter criterion . The 
fo l lowing 20 States were represented: Austria, Brazil, Canada , Denmark, Egypt, 
Finland, France, Germany (Federal Repub lic of), Hungary, J apan , Madagascar, 
Netherlands , Norway , Senegal, soviet Union, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, United 
Kingdom and United States of America . The following 24 States were not represented : 
Algeria, Argentina, Australia, Belgium, Cameroon, Central African Empire, Chad, 
Congo, Cuba, Gabon , Holy See, Iran, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Cost, Luxembourg, 
Malawi, Monaco, Philippines, Romania, Syrian Arab Republic, Togo and Yug oslavia . 

3 . Three intergovernmental organizations, the Interim Committee of the European 
Pat ent Organisation (EPO), the International Patent Institute (IIB) and the 
Organization of American States (OAS), were represented b y observers . 

4. The following eight non- governmental organizatio ns were r epresented by 
observers : International Association for the Protectio n o f I ndustrial Property 
(AIPPI), I nter-American Associat i on of Industrial Property (ASIPI), Council of 
European I ndustrial Federat i ons (CEIF) , European Federation of Industrial Property 
Representatives of Industry (FEHI PI) , International Federation of Inventors 
Associations (IFIA),International Federation of Patent Agents (FICPI), Un i on of 
Indus trie s of the European Community (UNICE ) , and Unio n of Euro p ean Professional 
Patent Reoresentatives (UNION) . 

5 . Representatives of the Internationa l Pa t ent Documen t ation Cent er ( I NPADOC ) 
participated in the discussion of item 4(a) ( i ii) o n the ?Jenda of the Inte r im 
Committee (paragraphs 16 to 29 of this report), a nd r epresentat i ves of the 
Institution of Electrical Eng ineers (INSPEC) pa rt icipated in t he discus s ion o f 
item 4(a) (ii) o n the agenda (paragraphs 30 t o 35 of t his r epor t ) . 
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6 . The number of participants was approximately 55 • The . list of participan~s is 
annexed to thi s report . 

OPENING OF THE SESSION 

7. The session was opened by Mr. F~ A. Sviridov , Deputy Director General of WIPO , 
who welcomed t he partic ipants o n behalf of the Director General of WIPO . 

OFFI CERS OF THE INTERIM COMMITTEE 

8 . The Interim Committee unanimously elected Mr. J . Dekker (Netherlands) as 
Chairman and Mr. S. Lewin (Sweden) and Mr . L. Komarov (Soviet Uni on) as Vice
Chairmen . 

9. Mr . J. Franklin, Head , PCT Technical Section , WIPO, acted as Secretary of the 
Interim Committee. 

AGENDA 

10. The Interim Committee adopted the agenda as contained in document PCT/TCO/VII/1 . ~-

INTERNATIONAL SEARCH 

Minimum Documentation 

The state of completeness of the search files of the prospective International Searchina 
Authorities in respec t of the national patent documents t o be included in the minimum 
documentation under PCT Rule 34.l(c) (i) to (v) 

11. Discussions were based on document PCT/TCO/VII/3. 

1 2. The Interim Committee noted the contents of the document , particularly Annex Q 
thereof c ontaining a summar y of updated information on the state of completeness of 
the s earch files of the prospective Internati onal Searching Authorities with respect 
to the national pate nt documents s pecified in PCT Rule 34~l(c) (i) to (v) and published 
from January 1, 1920 to December 31, 1976 , other than patent documents of Japan and 
the Soviet Union. 

1 3 . The Delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany reported on ~equests from 
prospective Inte r nat i onal Searching Authorities received by t he German Patent Office 
for those of its country's patent documents which were missing from the search files 
of such Authorities. The Delegation also report ed on steps be~ng undertaken to meet 
these requests . 

14. The Delegation of the Soviet Union reported on steps undertaken and the progress 
achieved by the State Committee for Inventions and Discoveries of the USSR Council of 
Ministers towards f illing gaps in its search files in relation to the patent documents 
of France, Germany (Federal Republ i c of) , the United Kingdom and the United States of 
America. The Delegation expressed its appreciati on , i n particular, of the cooperation 
afforded by the German Patent Office and a l so stated the readiness of the State 
Committee itself to cooperate with any prospective International Searching Author ity 
which might have a need to compl ete i ts search f iles with respect to t he patent 
documents of the Soviet Union. The . De l egat i on noted that measures might a l so b e 
required by prospective International Pr e liminary Examining Authorities in order to 
acquire or complete the m1n1mum documentation refer red t o in PCT Rule 63.l(ii) and 
offered its cooperation also to such Authorities. 

1 5 . The Interim Committee noted with appreciation t he o ffer made by the Delegation 
of the Soviet Uni on . The Interim Committee decided , furthermore , to ask the 
International Bur eau to prepare , a t suitable intervals, updated versions of the 
sur vey con tained in the said Annex Q. 
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English language abstracts of the patent documents of Japan and the Soviet Union 

16. Discussions were based o n documents PCT/TCO/VII/7 ,- 7 First Supplement and 12 . 

17 . The Representative of the IIB drew to the a ttention of the Interim Committee 
his-Organization ' s reply (Annex to document PCT/TCO/VII/7 First Supplement) to 
Circular No 2853 of the International Bureau. With reference to this Annex , the 
Representative emphasized that his Organization considered the abstracts of 
Japanese patent documents contained in "Chemical Abstracts" as important as a 
search tool as the Derwent abstracts , if not more so . 

18 . The International Bureau, with reference to paragraph 6 of document 
PCT/TCO/VII/7, stated that a machine readable dat a base containing inventories of 
all English language abstracts of Japanese and Soviet Union patent documents 
published by Derwent from January 1970 to August 1977 had been obtained from 
Derwent, that a COM printout of the inventories was available for each of the 
prospective International Searching Authorities present, that part of the data 
base as a paper printout could be inspected and that copies of the data base on 
magnetic tape could be obtained at cost . The International Bureau further point~d 
to the content of the letter from Derwent regarding conditions (price and presen
tation) for providing English language abstracts of patent documents of Japan and 
the Soviet Union which Derwent has published since 1962 contained in the Annex to 
document PCT/TCO/VII/12 . 

19 . The Delegation of Japan , with reference to paragraphs 7 to 10 of document 
PCT/TCO/VII/7, stated that English language abstracts of unexamined published 
patent applications would be published in 1977 in its Abstracts Bulletin " Patents 
Abstr acts of Japan": 16,000 in the chemical fiel d , 28 , 000 in the general and 
mechanical field and 46,000 in the electrical and physical field, all such appli
cations having been fi led by J apanese nationals . It was further stated that the 
Japan Institute of Invention and Innovation , acting as the sole sales agent for 
the said publication, was studying at present the publication of t he Abstracts 
Bulletin on micr9film, and also the publication of Indices . 114 countries and 
organi:zatio ns which had rece ived sample copies of " Patents Abstracts of Japan" had 
been r equested to answer a questionnaire~ The results of this questionnaire were 
not yet known . 

20. The Representative o f the JIB congratulated the Japanese Pa tent Office on its 
most impressive achievement and offered some preliminary comments on the quality 
of "Patents Abstracts of Japan ," based on a sample of 100 abstr ac ts in the mechani
cal field circulated among the examiner s of the IIB. On the basis of this sample, 
the IIB had established t hat the abstracts were undoubtedly useful for search pur
poses, that they should not be shorter than at pre sent and that the quality of the 
drawings and more particularly of the reference numbers in the drawings should be 
carefully monitored . The Representative of the IIB further suggested that consi
deration be given by the Japanese Patent Office to printing the Abstracts Bulletin 
using only one side of each page. 

21 . The -International Bureau also ~ongratuJ~~ed the Japanese Patent Off i ce and 
stressed the importance of this Abstracts Bulletin in facilitating access to the 
technological content of Japanese patent documents . 

22 . The Delegation of the Soviet Union said that the State Committee for Inventions 
and Discoveries of the USSR Council of Ministers had studied the question of publica
tion of English language abstracts of patents and inventors ' certificates issued by 
the Soviet Union (mainly for the period before the start of the publication of such 
abstracts by Derwent), taking into account the availability of information concerning 
the needs of the prospective users . It was mentioned that up to now no information 
had been received f rom the prospective users including prospective Int ernational 
Searching Authorities concerning their poss ible needs for such abstracts. The Delegation 
stated that the State Commit~ce was ready to return to the study of this question upon 
receipt of the necessary information. 

23 . The Chairman then proposed to d:Lscuss furthe r t 11e question of En g l ish language 
abstracts of pate n t documents of J apan and the Soviet Union in two parts: the 
question of abstracts of past documents , on the one hand, a nd the question of 
avai l able abstracts of current documents on the other hand. The Interim Committee 
agreed with this proposal . 
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24 . With ten Delegations voting in favor, no Delegation voting against, and four 
Delegations (Austr ia, Spain, Sweden and Switzerland) abstaining, the Interim Com
mittee decided that the Derwent abstracts of Japanese and Soviet Union patent docu
ments were generally available and hence that those patent documents for which 
such abstracts had been prepared should be considered part of the PCT minimum 
documentation in the sense of PCT Rule 34 . l(e) . In taking this decision, the 
Interim Committee noted the importance of the abstracts published also in "Chemical 
Abstracts" and the need for having reliable inventories of the existing abstracts . 
The International Bureau was asked to study means to complete and improve these 
inventories. 

25 . The International Bureau stated that it would continue its efforts to improve 
and complete the inventories, but expressed the view that if no IPC symbols could 
be included in the inventories because S\!Ch symbols had not been published in the 
abstract journal, or on the patent document, the inventories would be of far less 
value to the prospective International Searching Authorities . It was therefore 
suggested to limit the coverage of the said inventories to those references for 
which also r eliable IPC symbols could be allotted, for example, from 1970 onwards . 

26. The Interim Committee noted the proposals of Derwent as contained in document 
PCT/TCO/VII/12 and asked the International Bureau to investigate among prospective 
International Searching Authorities and other members of the Interim Committee how 
many would be interested in Derwent ' s offer of a numerically arranged file of 
English language abstracts of patent documents of Japan and the Soviet Union on 
A6 sheets or on 16mm microfilm reels. 

27 . The Interim Committee noted that for Soviet Un ion patent documents the only 
available service giving complete coverage was offere d by Derwent , that it had 
been established that these abstracts were generally avai lable, that all the 
prospective International Searching Authorities were subscribing to this service 
and that , consequently, there seemed to b e no major problem for searching the 
patent documents current ly being published by the Soviet Union and including them 
in the s e arch files . The Delegation of Sweden asked in t his respect that it be 
inve stigated whether the Derwent publication "Soviet Inventions Illustrated " could 
not also be published using one side of each page only . 

28 . With respect to English language abs tracts of Japanese patent documents , the 
Interim Committee noted that at least four services , none of t hem giving a com
plete coverage, were available . These are : " Patents Abstracts of Japan, " published 
by the Japanese Patent Office, " Japanese Patents Gazette," and "Japanese Patents 
Report" published by Derwent and "Chemical Abstracts . " The International Bureau 
was invited to investigate this matter further and , more parti cularly , study the 
extent to which the four services overlap and/or complement each other . The Del e 
gation of Austria suggested in this respect that the Permanent Committee for Patent 
Information should be asked to deal w1th this question and report to the PCT Com
mittee for Technical Cooperation in due course. 

29. The Representative of INPADOC stat€1 that his Orgar.ization was at present 
studying and negotiating the possibilities of r eceiving English language abstracts 
of Japanese and Soviet Union patent documents in machine-readable form if avail
able directly from the respective Patent Offices. 

Proposals of INSPEC concerning the PAL System 

30 . Discussions were based on document PCT/TCO/VII/10. 

31 . The P.3presentative of INSPEC stated t hat his Organization had started i ts 
Patent Associated Literature (PAL) Service on March 1, 1 97 4, and that the Service 
had been continued in various forms for more than three vears. He emphasized t hat 
the PAL Service had been conceived and based upon the principle of a centralized 
processing of non- patent literature with the aim of saving effort and expenditure 
in individual ,Patent Offices by freeing examining staf f from the need to carry out 
this work . Hov1ever , it had become clear that a number of Patent Offices had 
encountered insurmountable r esistance to this idea of centralized processing and 
had found it necessary to allow their e xamining staff to continue to review and 
process the no n-patent literature themse lves . Following this, the number of sub
scriptions to the PAL Se rv ice had diminished in such a way that INSPEC could no 
longer offer the PAL Service withou t cons i derable losses and had decided to 
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discontinue the PAL System in April 1977. The Representative of INSPEC added 
that non e of the subscription cancellations had invoked technical deficiencies 
in the Service. 

32. The Representative of INSPEC then briefly introduced the new proposals under 
PAL 'system Mark II. It was emphasized that the PAL System Mark II had been 
designed as a current awareness service which was expected to be of interest to 
Patent Of fices and a lso to industry and commerce . The PAL System Mark II therefore 
consisted of a n abst ract journal covering patent associated literature items in 
the physics and electrical fields and a magnetic tape service covering the same 
items. The specifications of the two services are given be l ow : 

(a) Abstract Journa l 

(i) Content : main entries and cross references ; each main entry 
will have a consecutive number wi thi n a given year; 

(ii) Coverage : IPC Section s G and H; 

(iii) Bibliography: title , author , corporate author , English abstract, 
US Classification symbols , IPC symbols , plus title, issue , language 
and pagination of the source document ; 

(iv) Indexes : by author ' s name 
by IPC Classif i cation symbol 
by US Classification symbol 

(v) Price : 400 US dollars per year , or 500 US dollars if a nnual 
cumul ative indexes are produced . 

(b) Magnetic Tape 

(i) Content: same as for Abstract Journal ; 

(ii) Coverage : same as for Abstract Journal; 

(iii) Bibliography : same as for Abstract Journal plus thesaurus
controlled and free-language subject indexing terms; 

(iv) Price : 4,000 US dollars per year . 

3 3 . In reply to a question of the Chairman, the Representative of INSPEC said 
that, provided suff icient interest was shown in the Service , the PAL System 
Mark II could be started in the first quarter of 197 8 . He emphasized that INSPEC 
would like to have an expression of interest of the Interim Committee members 
befqre the end of November 1977 . 

34 . The Inte rnational Bureau stated that it would circulate the INSPEC proposals, 
as contained in document PCT/TCO/VII/10 , to all I nterim Committee members , re
questing at the same time a statement with respect to their interest in the Ser vice . 
The result of this inquiry would be communicated to INSPEC as soon as available. 

35. The Delegati on of the Soviet Union said that, as in the past , it was 
interested in a non-patent literature info rmation service on magnetic tape as proposed 
by INSPEC , that it would communicate its decision on this question as soon as 
possible , a nd t hat it would also consider the other services offered by INSPEC. 

Guidelines for International Search to be Carried Out under the Patent Cooperation 
Treaty (PCT) 

36. Discussions were based on document PCT/TCO/VII/2 . 

37 . The De l egat ions of Germany (Federa l Republic of) and of t he Soviet Union 
pointed to the· need to publish, as soon as possible, these Guide l ines, as adopted 
by the Interim Committee . The Interim Committee agreed that, initial l y, the 
International Bureau shoul d publish the said Guidelines i n the PCT/INT series of 
documents. 
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38. The Interim Committee decided that, since the draft Guidelines contained in 
document PCT/ TCO/VII/2 had been considered fully by the Working Group on Guidelines 
for International Search and for International Preliminary Examination, it would 
limit its discussion to matters of substance, on the understanding that any 
proposals for minor amendments of an editorial nature might be submitted in writing 
to the International Bureau during the p r esent session of the Interim Committ ee 
and coul d be included, by the International Bureau , in the final published version 
of the Guidelines. Written proposals for amendments were submitted to the 
International Bureau by the Delegations of Hungary and the Netherlands as well as 
by the Representative of UNICE. The amendments to the Guidelines agreed upon by 
the Interim Committee during its session, and one suggestion discussed but not 
adopted, are set out below under the relevant headings of the Guidelines, the said 
heading being shown with broken underlining . 

39. Upon a proposal of the Delegation of Norway, the Interim Committee agreed to 
amend the third sentence of paragraph 3 . 8 to read as follows : 

" Therefore , where the subject matter of the main claim is novel, that of 
the dependent claims will also be considered novel for the purpose of 
international search ." 

40. The Delegation of Hungary suggested that, in order to avoid any confusion 
between novelty and inventive step in the context of the international search , 
the following amendments could be made to paragraphs 3.9 and 3.10: 

(i) The fi rst sentence of paragraph 3 . 9 should read: 

"However , where the novelty or inventive step of the main claim is 
.questioned , i t may be necessary for assessi ng i nventive step- - as distinct 
f rom nove l ty--of a dependent claim considered in combination with the main 
c l aim , to establish whether the features of t he dependent claim as such , 
are novel by searching one or more additional classification units. " 

(ii) The last sentence of paragraph 3 . 1 0 should read: 

"A search in additional classification units either for sub- combinat ions or 
for individual elements of the combination should only be performed if thi s 
is still necessary for establishing the novelty of the element in order t o 
assess the inventive step--as distinct from novelty--of the combination." 

The suggestion was not adopted by the Interim Committee but is r e fl ected in this 
report at the request of the De l egation of Hu ngary . 

41. Upon a proposal of the Delegation of the United States of America , the 
Interim Committee agreed to amend the last sentence of paragraph 1 . 4 to read as 
follows : 

"Whenever the search examiner modifies the abstract suppl ied bv the appli
cant, he sha ll inform the applicant and invite him to comment within one 
month (PCT Rul e 38 . 2(a)) . " 

42. Upon a proposal of the Delegation of the United States of America, the Interim 
Committee agreed to amend paragraph 1 . 1 to read as follows: 

"Classificat ion involves the assigning of one or more classificatJ.on symbols 
to _a particular international application whereby the techni cal subject o f 
the invention of that application is identified. Everv international 
application mus t be classified by the International Se~rching Authority at 
least according to the IPC in full (PCT Rule 43 . 3), and this Chapter deals 
only with such classification . This involves the assigning of the approp
riate I PC symbols identifying the technica l subject of the claimed 
i nventi o n (or the s ubj ects of each of the claimed inventions , i f there is 
more t han o ne ), s u ch i dent ification being as precise and comprehensive as 
the classificat ion permits . Also non-obligatory c l assification symbols 
may be assigned for any " s upplementary" and " compl emen tary " i nformation con
tai n ed in the document being classified and which it i s appropriate so to 
identify in accordance with the Guide to the IPC . The ass i g ned IPC 
symbols appear on the publ i shed international application . " 
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43 . Upon a proposal of the Delegation of the United St ates of America, the 
Interim Committee agreed to amend the first sentence of paragraph 2 . 1 to read 
as follows : 

"The classification of the international a pplication ~ill be determined by 
the search examiner, who must apply all classificatio n symbols required by 
the rules of t he IPC, in respect of the claimed invention ("Obligatory 
Classification " ), and may a lso apply all classification symbols in respect 
of the "supplementary" and "complementary" information ("Non-Obligatory 
Classification" ) as defined in the current edition of the Guide to the IPC." 

44. Upon a proposal of the Delegation of the United States of America , the 
Interim Committee agreed t o amend the second sentence of paragraph 2 . 2 to read 
as fo llows: 

" The c l assification of the invention itself should be distinguished f rom any 
"supplementary" o r "complementary" classification . Where it is necessary 
to assig n more than one symbo l f or t he invention itse lf, that which in the 
search examiner ' s opinion most adequately identifies it, or, when this 
presents difficulties, that which identifies the invention for which most 
information is given, should be indicated first, e . g ., in order to facilitate 
subse quent allotment of the applications." 

CHAPTER VI--RELEVANT PRIOR ART ------------------------------
45. The Interim Committee, t aking i nto .account the discussion of the analogous 
prov isio ns · of Rule 64 . 2 and 64.3 by the \•la rking Group on Guidelines for International 
Se arch and for Internati ona l Prelimi nary Examinati on at its June 197 7 session, 
decided that paragraphs 3 . 1, 4 . 5 and 6.1 shou)d be amended to reflect the fact 
that Rule 33 . l(b) a nd (c) should be int erpreted to a pply to a written disclosure 
made available to the public o n, or to an applicatio n published on, the i nterna 
tional filing date, a s well as to a written disclosure made available to the 
puhl l:c afte r , or an appli c ation published after , the international. filing date . 
The International Bureau was entrusted with making the necess a ry modific ations. 

CHAPTER IX--- INTERNATIONAL SEARCH" DOCUMENTATI ON ----------------------------------------------
46 . Upon a proposal of the De l e gation o f the Netherlands , the Inter im Committee 
agreed that i n par agraph 4.2 the r eference s to documents PCT/TCO/IV/18, 
p aragraph 28( i ) , and PCT/TCO/VI/16 , paragraph 81 , should be deleted. 

CHAPTER X-- INTERNATIONAL SEARCH REPORT -------------------------------------. . .. 

47 . Upon a proposal cif the De l egation of the Netherlands , the Interim Committee 
agre'e d-. to delete from paragraph 6.2(a) the words "the total -number of separate 
inventibns i s to be indicated; " 

Steps in the procedure before the International Searching Authority 

48. Thi s item of the agenda was dealt with in a j o int session of both Interim 
Committees . Discussions were based on document PCT/AAQ/VIII/14 - PCT/TCO/VII/5. 

49. In a general discuss ion, it was · agreed that the document under consideration, 
the usefulness of which for the work of the International Searching Authorities 
was fully recognized, did not require publication in the series of PCT/INT docu
ments. It should, however, in its final form be placed at the disposal of pros
pective I nternationa l Searching Authoritie s in order to facilitate their prepara
tion for their future tasks. Since several Delegations expressed the d e sire to 
have an opportunity for the submiss i on of observations in writing after this 
sess i on , it was agreed ·that observati o ns conc erning t he document could be submitted 
to th~ Int~rnational Bureau u n ti l January 1 , 1978. Thereafter the International 
Bureau would prepare a final vers i o n of t he document and would distribute the 
document to the prospective Internati onal Searching Authori ties . 
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50. The Representative of the IIB stated that the sequence of procedural steps 
follo'wed in the document under consideration did not always correspond with the 
practice of prospective International Searching Authorities. Since the practice 
of the said Authorities might diffe r in this respect, it should be understood 
that the prospective International Searching Authorities were not bound by the 
sequence of procedural steps as reflected in the said document. 

INFORH.ATION CONCERNING REQUEST FROt1 CUBA 

51. The International Bureau informed the Interim Committee that Cuba, as a 
member of the Interim Committee, had expressed its interest in receiving a set 
of the sorted collections of patent documents as offered by Australia, Austria 
and Canada under PCT Rule 34(1) (c) (vi) and that the respective patent offices 
wou l d receive1 within a short period, an official request to t h is effect. The 
Interim Committee noted the statement made by the International Bureau. 

52 . The Delegation of Austria stated that the Austrian Patent Office would be 
glad to supply to Cuba a set of sorted patent documents of Austria . 

! 

INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION 

Guidelines for International Preliminary Examination to be Carried Out under 
the Patent Cooperation Treatv (PCT) 

53 . Discussions were based on documents PCT/TCO/VI I/6 and 8. 

54. In introducing the documents , the International Bureau referred to the con-
. sideration of a draft of the Guidelines by the Working Group on Guidelines for 
International Search and for International Preliminary Examination at its J u ne 1977 
session. · In accordance with a further procedure agreed upon by the Working Group, 
the International Bureau had sent to the members of the Working Group, for their 
final comments , the report of the Working Group ' s said session and the text of 
~he drafi PCT ~uidelines revised on t he basis of that report. The Working Group 
had noted t_hat such comments would be largely on matters of detail and the Interim 
Committee could make a final decision for the adoption of the Guidelines at its 
OC'tober 1977 session. 

55 . Five members of the Working Group submitted comments in accordance with the 
p rocedure agreed upon by the Working Group . The said comments were set out in 
Annexes A toE of document PCT/TCO/VII/8 . These Annexes are referred to in 
paragraphs 57 t o 105 beloVJ , vlithout reference to the document numbe:r· . 

56 . The Interim Committee adopted the Guidelines contained in document PCT/TCO/VII/6 
subject to c ertain amendments thereof on the basis of the said comments and upon ~ro
posals made durinq its discussion. The said amendments are !';E'r o>.1t below under t h e 
headings of t he relevant Chapters of the Guidelines, the said headings being indi
cated by broken underlining. Certain other matters arising from the discussion of 
the Guidelines have also been reflected . The I nterim Commit tee agreed that 
the Guidelines should be published by the International Bureau in the same manner 
as the Guidelines for International Search to be Carried Out under the Patent 
Cooperation Treat y (PCT) (see paragraph 37 of this r eport) . 

Amendment of the Guidelines 

57 . The Interim committee agreed to amend paragraphs 1 . 3 and 1 . 4 in accordance 
with the comments set fo rth in Annex E . 

58 . Upon a proposal of the Delegations of the Netherlands and the United 
Kingdom, the Interim Committee agreed to amend paragraph 1.5 to read as f o llows : 

" The main legal effects of us ing Phase II are (i) the processing of the 
international application before the national Offices is delayed- -that is , it 
cannot start, except upon the request of the applicant--at least until the 
expiration of the 25th month after the priority date whe n , normally, the 
i nte rnational preliminary examination report has become availab l e (PCT Art i cle 
40(1)), and (ii) as already { ndicated, the applicant is not required to fur
nish a translation of the international app ljcation to an e lected Office, nor 
to pay the national fee, before the ex~iration of the 25th month after the 
priority date (PCT Article 39(1)). Th ese l ega l effects are sub ject to the 
e l ect ion being e ffec t ed within the t ime limit indicated in Chapter I , 
paragraph 1 . 4." 



PCT/TCO/VII/14 
page 9 

59 . The Interim Committee agreed to amend paragraph s 1 .6 a nd 4 . 3 i n a cco r dan ce 
with the comments set forth in Annex A. 

60 . The Interim Committee agreed to amend paragraph 2.2, t he t itle of Sectio n 3 
and paragraph 3.2 in accordance with the comments set for t h in Annex E . 

61. The Interim Committee agreed to amend paragraph 4 . 6 - i n a ccor dance with the 
comments set forth in Annex D. 

62. The Interim Committee agreed to amend paragraph 4. 11 i n acco rdance wit h t he 
comments set forth in Annex B. 

63 . The Interim Committee agreed to amend paragraph 4. 1 3 i n accordance with t he 
comments set forth in Annex E. 

64 . Upon a proposal of the Delegation of the United States of America, t he 
Inter i m Committee agreed to amend the fifth sentence of paragraph 4 .1 5 t o read as 
follows: 

"Other physical values (i.e., other than those having units directly ava ilab le 
from length, mass, time and temperature) must be expressed in t h e u nits rec
ogn i zed in the international practice; e -g . , for electric uni ts t h e MKSA 
(Meter, Kilogram , Second , Ampere) or SI (Systeme I nternational) s y stems s hou ld 
be used." 

65. Upon a proposal of the Delegati on of the United States of America, t he I n t e r i m 
Committee agreed to amend paragraph 4.17 to read as follows: 

" Refe rences to previously (i.e., before the internatio na l fil i ng dat e ) 
published material including patent application s and spe cif i cat i o n s of grant ed 
patents, t ext books and periodicals are allowa b l e and often de sirab l e (see 
Chapter II, paragraph 4.4 above) to explain the background a r t. A r e f e rence 
to an unpublished, previously filed application (i . e . , not published be f ore 
the inte rnational filing date) describing ba ckgro und art s hould no t b e r e g arded 
a s being part of the disc l osure, unl ess the a pplicati o n r eferre d t o is made 
available to the public on or before the publicat ion date of the inte rnational 
applica tion . The reference to s uch ~n app l ica tio n describ ing backgr ound art 
made a vailable to the public on or befo r e t he ~ublication dat e of t he i n t erna
tio nal applica tio n may be rep lace d by t he act u a l text r eferred to and may b e 
take n into account by the examine r. Similarly , refer ences to text bo oks an d 
pe r i odic als are allowable unde r the same conditions if i t can b e prov ed t hat 
the c ontent thereof wa s f ixed prior t o the inte rnati onal filing date . I n t h e 
case of a ny document made available to t he p ub l i c late r t han the pub l icati on 
date o f the international a pplication or no t t o b e publi?hed a t a ll (e . g. , an 
application withdrawn bef o r e publication) , the exami ner should not t a ke into 
a c count the r e ference to tha t document f or t h e purpos es of i nternatio na l pre 
l i minary examinat i on . It should be noted, however , that thi s p r a ctice re l ates 
only to t he internationa l phase and does not p r eclude a ny deci sion app l ying 
relevant national l aw as far a s it r e lates to t he contents of the d isclos ure 
o f t he i n t ernational appli c a tion a s f iled ." 

66 . The Interim Committee agreed t o amend parag r aph 5 . 1 i n accordance with t he 
c omments set for t h in Annex A. 

67 . The Inte rim Committee agre ed t o amend parag r aph s 6 . 1 a nd 6 . 4 in accordance 
with the ident i ca l c omments s e t for t h in Annexes D and E . 

CHAPTER III--THE CLAIMS -----------------------
68. The Interim Committee agreed t o amend par agraph 3 . 2 in acco r dan ce wi th t h e 
ide n tical comme nt s set f orth i n Anne xe s A and B. 

69 . Upon a propo s al of t he De l e gat i on of Swe den , the I n t e rim Commi ttee a g r eed 
t o de l ete f rom p a r a graph 3 . 3 the e x ampl e re l ating to di s tinc t medical uses o f a 
known s ubstance . 
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70 . The Inte rim Committee agreed to amend paragraphs 4 . 1 and 5 . 1 in accordance with 
the comments set forth in Annex E . 

71 . The Interim Committee agreed t o amend paragraph 6 . 5 in a ccor dance with the 
iden tical comments set forth in Annexes A, C and E . 

72 . The Interim Committee agreed t o amend paragraph 7.6 in accor dance with the 
comments set forth in Annex E. 

73 . Upon a proposal of the Delegation of the Netherlands, the Interim Committee 
agreed to replace the word " could" with the word " should " in the last s e ntence o f 
paragraph 2 . 2 . 

74. The In terim Committee agreed to amend paragraph 2 .4(d ) in accordance with the 
identical comments set for t h in Anne xes D and E . 

75 . The Interim Committee a g r eed to amend paragraph 2 . 4(f) in accordance with t he 
comments set forth in Annex E . 

76 . The I nterim Committee a greed to amend parag raph 2 . 6 in accor dance with t he 
comments set forth in Annex D. 

77 . Upon a p roposal of the United Stat es o f America, the Interim Committee a g ree d 
to amend paragraph 5.2 to read as fol l ows : 

" A writte n disclosure, i . e ., a document , shou l d be regarded as made avail
able to the public if~ at the relevant date (as to "relevant date, " see 
Chapter IV , par agraph 5 . 4), it was possible for members of the public to gain 
knowle dge of the conten t of the document and t here was no bar of confidential ity 
restricting the use or dissemination of such knowledge . As a general rule, no 
non- patent document will be cited in the international search report if the date 
of publication or public availabi lity of the document concerned is clearly 
later than the fili ng date of the international application . However , paten t 
documents published on or afte r the f iling date of the searched applicatio n will 
be cited in the search r epor t if the f iling or priori ty date of such pub l ished 
applicati on is earl ier than the f iling date of the searched application . Such 
published patent documents , although cited in the search report, are not con
sidered as prior art for t he purposes of Articl e 33(2) and (3), but are men
tioned in t he p r el i minary examinati on report . The inte rnatio na l search report 
may have cited a document where there is difficulty in establ i shing whether the 
dat e of publication or publi c avai lability of the document i s or i s not later 
than the filing date of the international application . The International 
Searching Autho r i ty wi l l have t ried to remove any doubt that may exist . Addi
tional docume n ts providing evidence- in the case of doubt may have been cited . 
Any indication i n a document of the date of its publication should be accepted 
as correct by the examiner unless proof to the contrary has been offered , e . g ., 
by the International Searchi ng Authori t y , showing earlie r publicat ion, or by 
the applicant , showing later publication . Al so, if there is any ambiguity as to 
the precise da t e of publicatio n of a document , the I nternational Searching 
Author i ty may have es tablished a publication date , e. g ., the date of receipt in 
a library to which the public have access . I f t he applicant presents souQd 
reasons for doubting that the document forms part of t h e prior art in relation 
to his international a ppl i c a tion and any further investigation does not produce 
evi dence sufficient to remove that doubt , the examiner should not pursue the 
matter fur t her." 

78 . The Interim Committee agreed to amend paragraphs 5 .4 and 6 . 1 in accordanc e with 
the commen ts set forth in Annex E . 

79 . Upon a proposal by the Del ega tions of the United Kingdom and the United Stat es 
of America, supported by the Represen t ative of CEIF, the Interi m Committee agreed 
to amend paragraph 6 . 3 to r ead as f ollows : 
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"The PCT does not d eal explicitly with the case of copending interna
tional applications of the same date. However, it is an accepted principle 
in most patent granting systems that two patents shall not be granted t o 
the same applicant for one invention. It is permissible to allow an appli
cant to proceed with two international applications having the same descrip
tion where the claims are quite distinct in scope and directed to dif ferent 
subject matter . However, in the rare case in which there are two or more 
international applications from the same applicant designating the same 
State or States and the claims of those applications have the same pri o rity 
date and relate to t he same invention (even though they may not necessari ly 
claim that invention in identical terms) , the a pplican t should be notified 
that he may be required in the national phase to choose which one of those 
applications he wishes to proceed to grant . A similar notification, to the 
applicant alone, should be g i ven in the case where his international appli
cation designates a State in which he proceeds with a natio nal application 
having the same pri ority date and relating to the same invention as the said 
inte rnational application, if the examiner is aware of this situation. 
However, no such notification should be given where two international appli
cations of the same priority date and relating to the same invention are 
received from two different applicants." 

80 . Upon a proposal of the Delegation of the Soviet Union, the Interim Committee 
agreed to include in p a ragra ph 7 . 3 a cross reference to Chapter IV, paragraph 8 . 3. 

81 . Upon a proposal of the Delegation of the Soviet Union , the Interim Committee 
agreed to include in paragraph 7 . 6 a cross reference t o examples AI(iii) and A2(ii) 
of Chapter IV, paragra ph 8.8. 

82 . The Interim Committee agreed to amend paragraphs 8.1 and 8.3 in accordance 
with the comments set forth in Annex E . 

83. Upon a proposal of the Delegation of the Soviet Union, the Interi m Committee 
agreed to include in paragraph 8 . 5 a cross reference to Chapter IV, paragraph 8.10. 

84 . The Interim Committee agreed t o amend paragraph 8.8 in accordance with t he 
comments set forth in Annex E . 

CHAPTER V--PRIORITY -------------------
85 . The I n terim Committee agreed to amend paragraph 1 . 1 in accordance with the 
comments set forth in Annex B. 

86 . The Interim Committee agreed to amend paragraph 2.1 in accordance with ' the 
comment: set forth in Annex E. 

87. The Interim Committee agreed to amend paragraph 1 . 2 in accor dance with the 
comments set forth in Annex E . 

88 . Following observations by the Delegation of the Netherlands and the Represen
tative of CEIF and on the request of the Interim Advisory Committee f or ~.drnini
strative Questions (see document PCT/AAQ/VIII/21, paragraph 14), the Interim 
Committee agreed to amend paragraph 2.2 to read as f o llows: 

"The fact that international preliminary examination has been demanded 
is not confidential . The International Bureau publishes the list of e lected 
States and notifies each elected Office of its election . Conversely, the 
international preliminary examination report is not published and is 
confidential ; however, t he International Bureau communicates that report 
together with a translation, if necessary, to each elected Office . Possible 
withdrawal of the demand or of any or all elections are also confidential ; 
however, the International Bureau notifies each elected Office concerned of 
the withdrawal of its election as well as the Interna tiona l Preliminary 
Examining Authority concerned." 
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89. Following an observation by the Representative of the IIB and in t he light of 
i ts discussion of item (4) in document PCT/TCO/VII/9 (see paragraph 114 o f t h is r e 
port) , the Interim Committee agreed that the International Bureau s hou ld add a 
sentence to paragraph 3.1 indicating that the demand must be checked by the I nter
nati onal Preliminary Examining Authority to determine whether it conforms with 
Rules 53, 54 and 55 . 

90 . The Interim Committee agreed to amend paragraph 4 . 1 in accordance with the 
comments set forth in Annex E. 

91. The Interim Committee agreed to amend paragraph 4.2 i n accordance with the 
comments set forth in Annex E. 

92. The Interim Committee further agreed that the seventh item of paragraph 4 . 2 
should be deleted unless the International Bureau s hou l d decide, after further 
study, that it would be useful for the International Preliminary Examining 
Authority to receive the correspondence covering formalities . 

93 . The I nterim Committee agreed to amend paragraph 4.4 in accordance with the 
comments set forth in Annex E . 

94 . The Interim Committee agreed to amend paragraphs 4 .5 and 4 . 6 in accordanc e 
with the identical comments set forth in Annexes c a nd D. 

95 . The Interim Committee agreed, in the light of its discussion o f item (1) in 
document PCT/TCO/VII/9 (see paragraph 111 of t h is report ) , to entrus t to the I n terna
tional Bureau the amendment of paragraph 4.9 so as t o inqicate that, when t he 
examiner needs a copy of the appl i cation the priority of which is claimed,.the examiner 
should.request the applicant.t~ furnish t~ the International Prel iminary Examining 
Authorlty a copy of the certlfled copy whlch he must furnis h to the International 
Bureau (PCT Rule 17 . 1 (a)) . 

96. The I nterim Committee a greed to ame nd paragraph 4 . 12 in accordance with the 
identica l comments set forth in Annexe s A a nd E . 

97. Upon a proposa l o f the Delegation of the United Kingdom , suppo rted by the 
Delegation of the United States of America, the Interim Committe agreed t hat the 
reference appearing in the pare n t hesis a t the end of p aragraph 5 . 4 should r ead as 
follows : 

"(See, however, Chapter I II, paragraph 7.10) ." 

98. Upon a proposal of the Representative of FEMIPI, t he Int erim Committee agreed 
tha t the firs t sentence of paragraph 5.8 should be amended to indicate t hat, when 
the applicant has timely paid the addit i onal fees , even under protest, t he examiner 
will carry out i n t ern a tional preliminary examination on those claimed inventions 
for which additi onal fees h ave been paid or t o which t he claims have bee n restricted . 

99. The Interim Committee agreed to amend paragraphs 5. 1 3 a nd 5.14 i n accordance 
with the comments set forth in Annex E. 

100. The Inter im Committee agreed to amend paragraph 5. 1 8 in accordance with the 
comme nts set forth in Annex A. 

101. The Interim Committee agreed to amend paragraph 6 . 1 and the tit le of Section 7 
in accordance with the comments set f orth i n Annex E . 

102. The Interim Committee dec ided to entrust t o the Int erna t i onal Bureau the 
amendment of paragraph 7 . 1 to reflect its conclusion that the PCT was t o be 
interpret ed as requiring tha t amendments t o the international application must be 
submitted in the language in which the application was fi l ed and , wher e translation 
of the internat i onal application i s r equired under PCT Rule 55 . 2 , in the l anguage 
of that translat ion. 

103 . The Inter im Committee agreed t o amend paragraph s 7 . 5 , 7 . 7, 7 . 20, 7 . 24 and 8 . 1 
in accord ance with the comments set forth in Annex E. The Inter im Commi ttee noted 
that the amendment of paragraph 7 . 24 would faci lita t e negotiat i ons between the 
I n ternationa l Prelimi nary Examining Authorities and t h e International Bureau for 
the prov i sion of copies of additional document~ mentioned in writ~en o~inions . 
issuing from s uch Authorit i es , this matter havlng a lready been ralsed l n the s ess l on 
of t he I n terim Advisory Committee for Administrative Questions (see paragraph 1 41 of 
the report of the sess i on of the said Interi m Committee , document PCT/AAQ/VIII/21) . 
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1 04. The Interim Committee agreed to amend paragraph 8 . 2 in accordance with the 
comments set forth in Annex A. 

1 05 . The Inter im Committee agreed to amend paragraphs 8 .3, 8 . 8 , 8.15 and 8 .16 in 
accordance with the comments set forth in Annex E. 

Other matters 

1 06 . In the course o f t he discussion of paragraphs 4.4 and 4 . 8 of Chapter II , the 
Delegation of Hungary, r eferring to PCT Article 33(1) which specifies that the 
objective of the internationa l preliminary examination is to formu l ate a preli
minary and non-binding opinion on the questions whether the claimed invention 
appears to be novel, t o involve an inventive step and to be industrially applicable , 
expressed d oubts with respect to t he r ights attributed to and the role played by the 
examiner and the Interna tional Preliminary Examining Authori t y in the draft 
Guidelines under consideration i n particular in paragraphs 4.4 and 4. 8 of Chapter I I 
a nd paragraphs 2 . 2 , 2.4, 4.2, 4.3, 4.5, 6.3 and 7 . 2 of Chapte r III. This Delegati on 
expressed t he opinion that the rights and actions of the examine rs referred to in 
the said paragraphs may be exercised by an examiner of a national or regional patent 
Office but not by an examiner of a n I nternational Preliminary Examining Authority 
unde r the PCT. 

1 07 . In the discussion of paragraph 2.4(b) of Chapter IV, the Delegation of Hungary 
questioned whether only the expression "ina nimate products ", which expression seemed 
to lack definition, should be between parenthesis, since the present text seemed 
to imply that microorganisms themselves might be produced by processes other than 
a micro- biological process. The retention of the present text could not be justi
fied only for reasons for its identity with the corresponding text of the European 
Guidelines for Substantive Examination. 

103. The said opinions expressed by the Delegation of Hungary were not shared by the 
Interim Committee but are reflected in this report at the request of the Delegati o n . 

109 . In a discussion of par agr aph 3 . 2 , of Chapter V, t he International Bureau , in 
r esponse to a questi o n from the Delegation of Sweden , said that, i n its opinion , the 
expression "regional patent " as defin.ed in Article 2 (iv) , wou ld cover a_ll patents 
granted under the European Patent Convention and also so- cal l ed Communit y patents . 
The said opinion was noted by the Interim Committee . 

Quest i ons relating to internationa l preliminary examination 

110. Discussions were base d on document PCT/TCO/VII/9 whi ch con tained a study pre
pared by t he International Bureau, at the request of the Working Group o n Guide lines 
f or International Search and for International Preliminary Examination at its June 
19 77 session , on the five items appearing below. 

(l) The furnishing of a certified copy of the priority applicati on to the Inter
natio na l Preliminary Examining Author i ty under the procedure provided by PCT 
Rule 66.7 (a) 

lll. The Interim Committee agreed to accept the proposa l o f the International 
Bureau as set for t h in paragraphs 4 and 5 of the document u nder consideration 
upon the unde r standing that the situation in which the International Preliminary 
Examining Authority finds it necessary to inspect the certified copy itsel f would 
be exceptional but that the question might be considered aga in after experience 
is ga i ned in the operation of Chapter II of the Treaty . 

(2) Pr ovision to the Internationa l Preliminary Examining Authority of copies of 
documents cit ed in international search reports 

112. The I nterim Committee agreed to the conclusio n s of t he Internat i o nal Bur eau 
as set out in paragraph 10 of the document under consideration, and asked the 
International Bureau to carry ou t the s urvey mentioned in that paragraph . 

(3 ) Consequences of the failur e of the applicant to file , wi thin the a ppropriat e 
time limit, a trans l ation of the internati o nal application 

113 . The Inte rim Committee agreed to the conc l usions of t he I n ternationa l Bureau 
as set out in paragraph 12 of the document und e r cons i deration. 
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(4 ) Inclusi on in the Guidelines for 7nternat i onal Preliminary Examination t o be 
Carried Out under the Patent Cooperat~on Treaty (PCT) of the r equirements with 
respect to the demand 

114. The Interim Committee agreed with the view of the International Bureau, ex 
pressed in paragraph 13 of the document under discussion , that the requirements 
with respect to the demand need not be set out in an Annex to the Guidelines · it 
deemed, however, that a sentence should be added to paragraph 3 . 1 of Chapter, VI 
o f the Guidelines indicating that the demand must be checked by the International 
Preliminary Examining Authority . 

(5) Carrying out of internati o nal preliminary examination on claimed inve ntions 
for which no internati o nal search has been carried out 

115. Severa l Delegations said that an International Preliminary Examining Author
ity could not be required to carry out international preliminary examination on 
any part of an international application that had not been searched . This fol
lowed from the fact that Chapters I and II were so l inked that international 
preliminary examination had to be carried out on the basis of an international 
search report. 

116 . In support o f that view , the Delegation of Austria referred to the possibility 
of the avoidance of fees if there was lack of unity of invention and if international 
preliminary e xamination· had to be carri ed out when additional search fees had not been 
paid . 

117 . The Delegation of the United Kingdom referred, also, t o t he different requi rements 
of the PCT in relation to the establishment of the documentation of the International 
Searching and International Preliminary Examining Authorities . 

ll8. Furthermore , the Delegation of the United States of America referred to t he 
situation where the applicant had changed the ori e ntation of t h e claims to another 
portion of the disc l osure of -his international application so as to r equire a n 
entirely different search . 

119 . The Representative of the IIB said that, moreover, i f any unsearched part of an 
internationa l application were subjected to examin ation, there would be the objection
able result of an unpublished search . Furt hermore , in t he case wher e the inter
national appl ication is considered as not complying with the requirement of unity 
of invention, the applicant knows the ri sk he is taking if he fails to pay addi
tional fees upon t he invitation of the International Searching Authority . 

120 . The International Bureau sa i d that the provisions of Chapters I and II of the 
Treaty were not so linked that the Internatio n al Preliminary Examining Authority 
could abstain from examinatio n of an application due to what had occurred in the 
procedure under Chapter I. The crit e r ia according to which the Internat i onal 
Searching Authority and the Internati onal Preliminary Examining Authori ty may 
decide not to search or not to examine , as the case may be, in t he international 
procedure, were spec i fied separately under the Articl es of Chapters I a nd I I of 
the Treaty a nd in the Regulations r e l atin g thereto. Such criteria having been 
established independently, the one from the other , the International Prel i minary 
Exami n ing Authority having the duty of acting upon a demand f i led with i t would 
have to do so onl y having regard to the criteria relating specifically to the 
second phase of the Treaty, On a practical level, a simple solution lay in the 
imposition of fees that would apply in the case where n o search had been made . 
The only case where, if required, further search could not b e carried out by the 
Office acting as International Preliminary Examin ing Authority would be wh ere 
that Authority was not an International Searching Authprity . In such 
case , special arrangements could be also contemplated as well as the imposi tion 
of appropriate fees . 

121 . The Delegati o n of Sweden , notin g t hat under Artic l e 17(3) (b ) I the •designated 
Office may require the payment of a special fee when an international application 
is transferred to it, suggested that perhaps the situation was analogous to the 
tra nsfer of an international application to the International Preliminary Examining 
Aut hority . 

122 . In the context of the comments of the International Bureau and of the Delegation 
of Sweden that a n Interna tional Preliminary Examining Authority could impose a fee 
where no search had been made, the Delegation of the United Kingdom point ed out 
that , under the Treaty , an Internati o na l Preliminary Examining Authority cou l d not 
be obliged to carry out a further search whether for a fee or otherwise . 

123. The Internati onal Bureau , having indicated that i t r eserved its position in 
relation to the questions under discussi on i n order to raise the matter at a late r 
stage before the Assembly of the PCT , the Interim Commit tee asked the International 
Bureau to take into account, also , any necessary amendments to the Regu latio ns so 
that the matters under discussion were not merely dealt with in Guide lines . 
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Steps in the procedure before the International Preliminary Examining Authority 

124. Thi s i tem of the agenda was dealt with in a joint session o f both Interim 
Committees . Discussions were based on document PCT/ AAQ/ VIII / 13 - PCT/ TCO/VII / 4. 

125 . In a general discussion, the two Interim Commit t ees reached t he same under
standing as with r espect to the document concerning steps in the procedure befor e 
the International Searching Authority, this , however, with the p roviso t hat t he 
distribution of the final version of the document under conside ration shou l d be 
limited to the prospective International Preliminary Examining Au t hor i ties . 

126. The Repr esentative of CEIF stated , in relation to Step IPEA/ 2 . 2 i n Part B o f 
the Annex to the document , that such step should include the c ase where the I n t e r 
national Preliminary Examining Authority finds that, i n the case of different 
appl icants for different elected States, none of the applicants indicated f o r the 
purposes of a g i ven elected State i s entitled under Rule 54.3 t o make a demand. 
I n such c~se , the election of that State should be considered not to h ave bee n made 
and the International Preliminary Examining Authority should noti f y , a ccordingly, 
both the applicant or applicants so indicated and t he International Bure a u . 

TIME LIMITS UNDER THE PCT ; DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS 

127 . Thi s item of the agenda was dealt with in a joint s e ssio n o f both Interim 
Committees . Discuss i ons were based on document PCT/AAQ/VIII/16 - PCT/ TCO/ VII / 1 1 . 

128 .. Several Delegations , in particular those o f the Uni t ed Sta t e s o f America , 
Austria and Sweden , commended the Inte rnational Bureau f o r having submitted a 
very clear and compl ete document setting out ~he time l i mits under t he PCT. 

1 29 . In a general discussion, the Inte rim Committees recommended t o p ub lish the 
final version of the document under consideratio n in the s eries o f PCT/ I NT 
documents. The final version should b e establis he d by t he Int e r natio n a l Bu reau 
after the present session , taking into account the discussions duri ng t hat s ession 
and any written observa tions submitted thereafter and be f ore November 30 , 1 977. 
It was , however , agreed that, if the volume of the written obser vatio n s would be 
such that a complete revision of the document would e nt ail a s ubs tantial workload 
which could only be undertake n to the de triment of o t her prior ity tasks of the 
International Bureau during the remaining interim period, t he document would be 
publ ished in the PCT/INT series e sse ntia lly in its p r esent f orm whereas an 
additio nal d ocument would be prepared c o ntain ing the obs ervations submitted in 
writing . 

130 . With respect to page 20 o f the doc ume nt under consideration , t he Delegation 
of Austria sta t e d that the d ocume nt inc luded the time limit of 20 mon ths from the 
priority date for the submiss i on o f indicatio n s concerning the inventor f o r 
purposes of the proce dure before design a t ed Offices under Ch apter I of the Treaty , 
whereas the corresponding time limit of 25 mo nths conce r ning the submi ssion of 
the said indications for the procedure before e l ected Offices under Chapter II was 
missing. It was agreed tha t the Inte rnatio na l Bureau woul d study the question of 
the relevant time limit unde r Chapter I I and would take the results of its study 
into account for the revision o f the document under consideration . 

131. I n this contex t, the two Int erim Committees had a general discussion concerning 
the d istribution of documents i ssuing i n t he PCT/INT series, during which a general 
de sire f or wide dissemination a s far a s pos s i ble f r ee of charge i n particular fo r 
the compe tent authorities of , o r acti ng fo r, the in terested States, was expressed . 

1 32. The International Bureau s tated that a distinctio n would be made between those 
d ocume nts which would soon be pri nte d in b r ochure f orm and others, the pr i nting of 
which was not foreseen , and tha t a spec ial s ituation exist ed with respect to the 
PCT f o rms . While in general the documents of the PCT/INT series woul d be largely 
distributed f ree of c ha r ge, the pri nted br ochures would be distributed against a 
mode st c harge but with a fair amount of f r ee copies f or t he competent authorities 
of, or acting for , the Contrac ting Stat es goin g beyond t he obliga t ions of the 
Interna tiona l Bureau under Rul e 87. The fact that a wide d i sseminat i on of the 
docume n ts a nd broch ures o n cond i tion s which were not o ne rous was i n the i nterest 
of a r apid and s moo t h impleme ntat i on of the PCT system wou l d be taken into account . 
The PCT forms would be dis t ributed to the receiving Offices free of charge . 
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133. On a question from the Delegation of Hungary, the International Bureau stated 
that the situation with respect to the copyright of WIPO concerning the said 
publications under the PCT was as described in document PCT/AAQ/VIII/4, but that 
those Offices wishing to republish certai n of the documents in translation would 
receive the necessary authorization by the International Bureau . 

FURTHER PROGRAM FOR THE I MPLEMENTATION OF THE PCT 

134 . In a joint session of both Interim Committees, the question of the further 
program for the implementation of the PCT was considered. 

135. The Director General informed the Interim Committees that , in view of the 
expected imminent deposit of the last instrument of ratification required for the 
entry into force of the Treaty , further sessions of the Interim Committees for the 
purpose o f continuing the preparatory work for the implementation of the PCT were 
not envisaged and consideration of any further program of the Interim Committees 
was not necessary. Entry into force of t he Treaty was expected for early 1978 and 
a period of two weeks beginning April 3 , 1 978, was provisionally set as i de during 
the second week of which the convening of the first session of the Assembly of the 
PCT Union was envisaged . That session woul d probably be preceded by a meeting of 
a Preparatory Committee which would prepare the decisions to be taken by the 
Assembly. In that Preparatoy Committee and in the Assembly , the Contracting States 
of the PCT and the States contri buting to the PCT budget without being Contracting 
States woul d have a different status sin ce the l atter States c ould not vote . The 
Preparatory Committee would deal with all matters whether they were now within the 
competence of the PCT Interim Advisory Committee for Administrative Questions or the 
PCT Interim Committee for Technical Cooperation. While the PCT Interim Committee 
for Technical Cooperation would have one more session in January 1978 which would 
be held jointly with t he first session of t he new Permanent Committee for Patent 
Information, the purpose of that last session was not to deal with PCT interim 
work, but to have a n organizational meeting reviewing the activities of the said 
Interim Committee wi th a view to the future planning of work within the Permanent 
Committee for Patent Information . 

136. On a question from the Delegation of Austria, the Director General stated that 
it was envisaged that the Rules of Procedure of the Assembly of the PCT Union would 
follow the General Rules of Procedure of WIPO . If certain special rules of proce
dure were considered necessary in addition , the Internationa l Bureau would make 
proposal s which could then be considered in the meetings foreseen for April 1978. 

137 . The two Interim Committees agreed with the proposals made by the Director 
General with respect to the furthe r program and time schedule . The Chairman 
concluded that this was consequently the l ast session of the PCT I nterim Advisory 
Committee for Administrative Questions and that the next and last session of the 
PCT Interim Committee for Technical Cooperation , to be held jointly with the 
Permanent Committee for Patent Information in January 1978, would not deal with 
substantive matters so that the said Interim Committee would a l so terminate i ts 
work concerning the preparation of the implementation of the PCT at the present 
session. 

CLOSING OF THE SESSION 

138. In closing the session , the Chairman noted that , although the Interim Committee 
for Te chnical Cooperation would have one more session , the present session did in 
fact bring to an end the preparatory work which had been undertaken in the period 
following the Washington Diplomatic Conference. The Chairman thanked the Delegations 
and the observer Organizations fer their considerable contribution t o the completion 
of this work through their comments, proposals and suggestions as well as the 
International Bureau for its role in the preparation of the meetings of the Interim 
Committee . 

139. This report was unanimously adopted by 
the Interim Committee at its closing meeting 
on October 17, 1977 . 

[Annex follows ] 
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