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General Discussions
 AUTONUM  
The Task Force on Training Examples had before it, in particular, the compilations of the relevant TE project files.

 AUTONUM  
The Task Force discussed 36 existing IPC Training Example (TE) projects and distributed 21 additional training examples among its members for consideration.  The decisions of the Task Force with respect to those TE projects, including the new deadlines for the next round of actions and new appointed Rapporteurs are summarized in Annex IV.  Further information with respect to some of those decisions is given in paragraph 4, below.

 AUTONUM  
It was noted that artificial examples were created in some projects.  The Task Force agreed that no reference to a patent document would be provided in an artificial example.  It was also agreed that simplified documents or artificial examples could be used for all categories if appropriate, which would be slightly different from the statement in the “Guidelines on Drafting Training Material for IPC (2006)”.

 AUTONUM  
The Task Force made the following observations, in addition to the decisions set forth in Annex IV, with respect to the IPC/TE projects.  Approved examples may receive amendments after consideration at a later stage by the Editorial Board (see paragraph 33 to document IPC/WG/13/5).  All references to annexes in this paragraph refer to annexes of the corresponding project file, unless otherwise stated.

IPC Training Example Projects

Project TE 101 (chemical) – The Task Force conditionally approved the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 11 to the project file.  The Rapporteur was invited to provide a new proposal where the current invention information I1 should be split into two pieces, I1 and I2, and with necessary corresponding adaptation of relevant sections of the example.

Project TE 102 (chemical) – The Task Force approved the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 10 to the project file.  

Project TE 103 (chemical) – The Task Force conditionally approved the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 15 to the project file.  The Rapporteur was invited to include the mentioned formulae into the section “Short Version of the Disclosure” and resubmit the proposal.

Project TE 104 (chemical) – The Task Force approved the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 9 to the project file.  

Project TE 105 (chemical) – The Task Force approved the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 8 to the project file.  

Project TE 107 (chemical) – The Task Force conditionally approved the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 11 to the project file.  The Rapporteur was invited to submit a new proposal including amendments agreed during the Task Force meeting and adding a reference to Note (2) of Class C07 to the text of the example.

Project TE 108 (chemical) – The Task Force conditionally approved the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 9 to the project file.  The Rapporteur was requested to submit a new proposal including category 1(b) in the section “Level/Category(ies)” and adding the information that should be classified in C12M 1/32 in the text of the example.

Project TE 109 (chemical) – The Task Force approved the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 10 to the project file.  The Rapporteur was invited to make the editorial changes taking into account the comments given during the Task Force discussion, and specifically to address the representation of chemical formulae in the example document.

Project TE 110 (chemical) – The Task Force conditionally approved the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 13 to the project file.  The Rapporteur was requested to submit a new Rapporteur proposal taking into account the comments made in Annex 15.

Project TE 111 (chemical) – A new round of comments was invited to address whether classification of invention information in C08L is needed and whether the subject matter of A2 could be considered as additional information or invention information.  The attention of the Rapporteur should be drawn to the fact that the symbols given for the core level classification are advanced level symbols and, therefore, the part of core level in the section “Analysis and Selection of Classification Symbols” should be adapted accordingly.

Project TE 117 (chemical) – The Task Force approved the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 9 to the project file with some editorial amendments, which would be introduced by the International Bureau.

Project TE 118 (chemical) – The Task Force approved the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 9 to the project file.  

Project TE 120 (chemical) – The Rapporteur was invited to submit a new complete Rapporteur proposal taking into account the comments included in Annexes 5 to 7 to the project file.  Comments were then invited on whether the complete patent document is needed to illustrate all pieces of invention information or if a simplified document including invention information I1 to I4 (see Annex 4 to the project file) would be enough.

Project TE 121 (chemical) – The Task Force approved the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 9 to the project file.  

Project TE 127 (chemical) – Comments were invited on the Rapporteur proposal in Annex 12 to the project file.  The Rapporteur was invited to prepare a simplified document one to two pages long, including all pieces of information required for the classification.  It was decided to delete category 2e from the core level.

Project TE 202 (mechanical) – The Task Force approved the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 11 to the project file, with addition of category 3(b) in the section “Level/Categories” and other possible minor editorial changes to be carried out by the International Bureau.  

Project TE 204 (mechanical) – The Rapporteur was invited to submit a new Rapporteur proposal incorporating the decision, made by the Task Force, that the subject matter of this invention was not a book and, therefore, classification in B42D 1/00 of invention information was inappropriate;  only additional information could be classified in B42D.  It was agreed that invention information should be classified in G09B 19/00 only, and not in 1/00.  Categories 3(a) and 3(b) should be added in the section “Level/Categories”, in order to reflect the argument why the subject matter of this invention is not a book.  A fully developed advanced level classification was also requested.

Project TE 205 (mechanical) – The Task Force approved the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 15 to the project file.  

Project TE 206 (mechanical) – The Rapporteur was requested to prepare a new proposal taking into account the comments made by the Task Force that the invention had a general applicability as a sealing strip and should therefore receive an additional invention classification in F16J 15/00.  It was noted that the term “of doors” in the invention information I1 should be removed and the new invention information I2 would read “application of a sealing strip of I1 to doors, e.g. vehicle doors”.  The existing invention information I2 would become I3.  Corresponding amendments in the section “Analysis and Selection of Classification Symbols” and in other relevant sections were also requested.

Project TE 209 (mechanical) – It was reconfirmed that the subject matter of this invention should not be classified as a layered product according to Note (4) of subclass B32B.  The Rapporteur was invited to prepare a new Rapporteur proposal including such an indication and taking into account other comments made in Annex 10 to the project file.  

Project TE 210 (mechanical) – The Task Force approved the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 8 to the project file.  It was noted that possible editorial changes, such as explanation on the order of the final classifications, would be needed at a later stage.

Project TE 213 (mechanical) – The Task Force approved, conditionally, the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 7 to the project file.  The Rapporteur was invited to submit a modified proposal, taking into account the comments made on the advanced level classification to remove B23K 5/00, and including an explanation of the order of symbols in the advanced level.

Project TE 214 (mechanical) – The Task Force approved, conditionally, the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 3 to the project file.  The Rapporteur was invited to submit a new proposal, including a complete analysis for advanced level, while deleting A1 from additional information part.  Corresponding amendments would be needed for the section “Level/Categories” in the new proposal.

Project TE 219 (mechanical) – The Task Force considered the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 8 to the project file.  It was noted that a reference in E02B 17/00 refers out “floating platforms”, which is the subject of the invention information according to the Rapporteur, to B63B 35/44.  The Rapporteur was invited to submit a new proposal, taking into account the above comments made on the necessity of a classification in E02B 17/00.  The Rapporteur was also requested to reconsider what should be the invention information and whether additional information could be classified in E02B 17/00.
Project TE 303 (electrical) – The Task Force approved the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 9 to the project file.  

Project TE 304 (electrical) – The Task Force approved the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 10 to the project file with some editorial amendments, which would be introduced by the International Bureau.

Project TE 306 (electrical) – The Task Force approved the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 10 to the project file with some editorial amendments, which would be done by the International Bureau.

Project TE 307 (electrical) – The Task Force agreed that a new round of comments was needed in light of the comment made by the EPO in Annex 11 to the project file.  The Rapporteur was requested to prepare a new Rapporteur proposal based on the comments to be submitted.

Project TE 308 (electrical) – The Task Force approved the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 10 to the project file.  

Project TE 309 (electrical) – The Task Force approved the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 13 to the project file.  

Project TE 310 (electrical) – A new round of comments was invited on the latest Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 6 to the project file.  Rapporteur was requested to prepare a new proposal based on the comments to be submitted.

Project TE 311 (electrical) – The Rapporteur was requested to clarify whether the invention information I2 should be classified in only one of groups H04M 1/02 or H04M 1/04 and keep the other symbol as additional information.  Corresponding adaptation of the tables and of the complete classification would be necessary.  The Rapporteur was invited to further develop the argument why the classification in H04M 1/06 for I2 is inappropriate, as was done for H04M 1/08 in Annex 6 to the project file.  The Rapporteur was also requested to reconsider whether the additional information A3 was necessary.

Project TE 314 (electrical) – A new round of comments was invited on the latest Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 3 to the project file.  The Rapporteur was requested to prepare a new proposal based on the comments to be submitted.

Project TE 320 (electrical) – The Rapporteur was invited to prepare a new proposal taking into account the comments submitted in Annexes 4 to 6 to the project file and to include an improved analysis on the selection of classification symbols.

Project TE 324 (electrical) – A new round of comments was invited on the latest Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 3 to the project file.  The Rapporteur was requested to prepare a new proposal based on the comments to be submitted.

Project TE 332 (electrical) – The Task Force approved the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 1 to the project file.  

Project TE 333 (electrical) – The Task Force approved the Rapporteur proposal contained in Annex 11 to the project file. It was noted that there were no French and German documents available for this example and, therefore, the Rapporteur was requested to provide a simplified document, to the e-forum, containing the claims that were retained in the analysis, figure 1 and a summary of the description.

[Annex IV follows]
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