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Comments

This comment is submitted in response to the Committee of Experts’ request for comments (IPC/CE/32/12, paragraph 80) on the topic of “Concept of Operation for the Reformed IPC” (CONOPS).  It addresses a single issue and suggests modification of a single paragraph in the CONOPS paper IPC/CE/32/7.  We are commenting on this problem at this time because a complete solution also requires modification of tentatively approved paragraphs 106 – 108 of the Paris version of the Guide.  

The problem is how to prevent indexing codes from being incorrectly used to cover invention information.  In the Reformed IPC, determining that a classification marking is an indexing code and not a classification symbol will be more difficult.  We have discussed this problem with EP.  The last paragraph in section 2.1 of CONOPS that covers the “Master Classification Database” seems to be the most appropriate location to insert an additional safety feature that prevents inappropriate use of indexing codes for obligatory classifications.  The suggested additions to this paragraph are indicated in red and underlined.

Any published document is expected to carry at least one valid IPC symbol representing invention information in that document (see IPC Guide) and therefore MCD is checking the presence of this information, and comparing it against an authority list of valid symbols and codes, at the moment of loading or reprocessing any data.  To prevent indexing codes from inappropriately being used for obligatory classifications during the loading or reprocessing process, all indexing code status indicators are automatically checked and if their status symbol is “I” (invention information) the codes are rejected. 

An additional US paper covering other CONOPS’ issues will be submitted after review of the newer version of CONOPS when it is available.
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