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Comments were invited by IPC/WG/9/8 on Revision Project C425 as seen in the meeting report, paragraph 62.

the notes to be proposed by the EPO and the International Bureau, and the notes already proposed after group A61K 36/00 (see Annex 1 to the project file);
Concerning the transfer notes proposed by EPO in Annex 9, the note “A61K 35/72 transferred to A61K 36/062” is not totally correct.  There are some yeasts which are Basidiomycota and not Ascomycota and the present transfer note is misleading.

The note proposed by the International Bureau is acceptable.

Concerning the notes already proposed after group A61K 36/00, since 36/00 is a main group of A61K, note (3) after the subclass title already stipulates that the last place rule is used in A61K, so such a note would not appear to be necessary in group 36/00.  As suggested by UK in Annex 11, “standardized notes for the classification of chemical mixtures and compositions” agreed to at WG/9 could apply to group 36/00 subject matter, but we wonder if these notes should more appropriately be after the A61K subclass title since they could also apply to any of the groups in A61K?   This leaves the note relating to the indexing scheme to consider.  US suggests the following modified version as recommended by UK: 

(1) In this group, it is desirable to add the indexing codes 125:00 to 137:00.

whether a subgroup of the adopted group 36/062 should be created to cover "yeasts" (see Technical Annex 19 of  IPC/WG/9);

US checked several taxonomy databases and the general consensus appears to be that many types of yeast are classified in Ascomycota.  However some are in Basidiomycota, while the asexual species of yeast are classified in the Fungi Imperfecti.  Therefore, not all yeasts technically go in 36/062.

US believes it would be OK to create a subgroup for yeast under 36/062, with the understanding that only the Ascomycota-type yeasts should populate it.  This should be obvious from its position in the scheme.  However, we see how this could be confusing to some users with minimal knowledge of yeast or fungus.

While researching the issue above, US found several databases with information, which does not support having 36/074 (Ganoderma) and 36/076 (Poria) indented under 36/072 (Polyporaceae).  These groups are at an equal indentation level with 36/072.  Rather than under Polyporaceae, Ganoderma is under Ganodermataceae and Poria is under Coriolaceae.  Polyporaceae, Ganodermataceae, and Coriolaceae are all under Aphyllophorales, which falls under Basidiomycota.  We also found databases that show Ganoderma and Poria as part of the Polyporaceae family as shown in technical Annex 19 to this report.  The RWG should determine a consistent way to handle such differences.  A policy should be established for locating groups within the scheme in order to comply with the most accepted opinion (e.g., determination of an official source for this information).

the correctness of the hierarchical position of groups 36/47 to 36/478 or whether they should be subordinated to group 36/46 (see Technical Annex 19 of  IPC/WG/9);

This appears to be another one of those cases where not all plant taxonomists agree.  After looking at many databases, US found that the present hierarchical position of 36/47 to 36/478 is correct by some standards and indenting it under 36/46 is correct by others.  Also the two names in the title of 36/47 are correct and synonymous and the two indents under 36/47 are correctly indented under it.  One suggestion is to combine the titles of 36/46 and 36/47 using a semi-colon and adding subgroups 36/474 and 36/478 to the 4 dot indents. 

	•
•
•
Fabaceae, Papilionaceae or Leguminoceae (Pea or Legume family); Caesalpiniaceae or Caesalpinioideae

	•
•
•
•
Astragalus (milkvetch)

	•
•
•
•
Pueraria (kudzu)

	•
•
•
•
Sophora, e.g. necklacepod or mamani

	•
•
•
•
Glycyrrhiza (licorice)

	•
•
•
•
Psoralea

	•
•
•
•
Millettia

	•
•
•
•
Gueldenstaedtia

	•
•
•
•
Cassia, e.g. golden shower tree

	•
•
•
•
Gleditsia (locust)


Alternatively, when conflicts like these arise, the RWG could consider picking one of the taxonomy databases or systems as our “standard”.  Based on this “standard”, groups can be placed in their proper positions in the scheme hierarchy.
the proposed indexing scheme (see Annex 1 to the project file);

US supports the scheme

Offices were also invited to propose the most appropriate botanical classification databases to be linked to group A61K

We have listed some of the databases we have used to get information on plant taxonomy (Warning: they don’t always have the same taxonomic information.  Different classification philosophies may be used): 

http://www.inform.umd.edu/PBIO/usda/usdaindex.html
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/tax.html 

http://plants.usda.gov/
http://www.indexfungorum.org/
http://NT.ars-grin.gov/fungaldatabases/databaseframe.cfm
http://www.ars-grin.gov/npgs/tax/ 
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