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General Comments

US supports EP’s counterproposal (12, February 2003) for a “standardized note”, but recommends some minor changes in the comment sections below. In our opinion, EP’s proposal takes into account the essential features of SE’s proposal (14, January 2003) as well as the standardized wording adopted by the 8th Reform WG and is clear and easy to follow.

US agrees with EP that Note (3) may not be needed since this rule is part of the approved “What to Classify” guidelines. However, until users get more familiar with these guidelines, it cannot hurt to include this information.

US also agrees with EP that Note (4), as previously worded, could lead to overpopulation of search groups.  However, with EP’s addition of the phrase “which is considered to represent information of interest for search purposes”, we believe overpopulation will be less likely to happen.  

US also agrees with EP, that this “standardized note” will definitely need to be amended in certain cases and should not be considered “set in stone”.

Comments on EP’s General Chemical Proposal

Concerning Notes (1) and (2), US is not certain that the language “last” appropriate place will always be the case in the future.  We would prefer the use of  “<last or first>” or some other way to show that this item has alternatives.

In Notes (3) and (4), US suggests changing the first part of the notes to “A < compound per se, of a mixture, >” to make it clear that we are classifying individual compounds and not the mixtures in part or as a whole in these two notes.  US also recommends replacing the phrase “identified by the classification” with “already classified”.

EP’s Proposal with US recommendations in bold, colored, italics

(1)

In groups ------- to ---------, in the absence of an indication to the contrary, a <compound> is classified in the <last or first> appropriate place.

(2)

A <composition, i.e. a mixture of two or more compounds> is classified in the <last or first> of groups ------ to ------- that provides for one of those <compounds>.

(3)
A < compound per se, in of a mixture, > which is not identified by the classification already classified according to note  (2), and which is determined to be invention information must also be classified according to note (1)  

(4)
A < compound per se, in of a mixture, > which is not identified by the classification already classified according to note  (2) or (3) and which is considered to represent information of interest for search purposes, may also be classified according to note (1)  
Comments on EP’s A01N proposal

US suggests using uniform wording in all four notes when specifying an ingredient (or component) in a composition. We suggest changing Notes (3) and (4) from “component” to “ingredient” to be consistent with Notes (1) and (2).  In addition, based on the comments above, we suggest the following modified wording for Notes (3) and (4).

(3)

An ingredient per se, of a composition, which is not already classified according to note (2), and which is determined to be invention information must also be classified according to note (1).

(4)
An ingredient per se, of a composition, which is not already classified according to note (2) or (3) and which is considered to represent information of interest for search purposes, may also be classified according to note (1).
US proposal for a General Purpose Note

We suggest using EP’s proposed language for the chemical version of the notes with some of the language used in SE’s proposal to create a more general version of the note that can be used in other technologies.  We recommend substituting “combination” in place of “mixture or composition” and “subcombination” in place of “component, compound, or ingredient”.  In place of  “compound of a mixture”, we believe that “subcombination of a combination” could be used.  Since combination and subcombination are defined in the glossary of the reformed IPC, they will be known standard terms.
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