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1 . The PCT Interim Advisory Committee for Administrative Questions (hereinafter 
referred to as " the Interim Committee") held its eighth sessi on in Geneva from 
October 10 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 Cooperation Treaty (PCT), and , pursuant to 
a decision of the Executive Committee of the Paris Union , any other country wh ich 
pledges a special contribution to the PCT budget. There are three States, 
Australia , Cuba and Spain , which have qualified under the latter criterion. The 
following 20 States were represented : Austria, Brazil, Canada, Denmark , Egypt, 
Finland , France , Germany (Federal Republ ic of) , Hungary, Japan , Madagascar , 
Netherlands I Norway, Senegal' Soviet Union I Spain' Sweden , sw.i tzerland, 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 
Coast , Luxembourg, Halavli 1 Monaco , Philippines , Romania , Syrian Arab Republic , 
Togo and Yugoslavia . 

3 . Three intergovernmental organizations, the Interim Committee of the European 
Pate nt Organisation (EPO), the International Patent Institute (IIB) and the 
Organization of American States (OAS) , were represented by observers . 

4. The following eight non- government a l organizations were represented by 
observers : International Associat~on for the Protection of Industrial Property 
(AIPPI), Inter-American Association of Industrial Property (ASIPI) , Council of 

European Industrial Federations (CEIF) , European Federation of Industrial Property 
Representatives of Industry (FEMIPI) , International Federation of Inventors 
Associations (IFIA) , International Federation of Patent Agents (FICPI), Union of 
Industries of the European Community (UNICE), and Union of European Professional 
Patent Representatives (UNION). 

5. The number of participants was approximately 55. The list of participants is 
annexed to this report. 
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6. The session was opened by Mr. K. Pfanner, Deputy Director General of WIPO, 
who welcomed the participants on behalf of the Director General of WIPO . 

OFFICERS OF THE INTERIM COMMITTEE 

7. The Interim Committee unanimously elected Mr . J.-L . Comte (Switzerland) as 
Chairman and Mr. U.C. Hallmann (Federal Republic of Germany) and Mr . K. Hoshikawa 
(Japan) as Vice- Chairmen . 

8. Mr. E . M. Haddrick , Head , PCT Divi sion, WIPO, acted as Secretary of t he 
Interim Committee. 

AGENDA 

9. The Interim Committee adopted its agenda as contained in document 
PCT/AAQ/VIII/l . Rev. 

PUBLICATION 

Guide l ines for publication under the Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) 

10 . Discussions were based on document PCT/AAQ/VIII/2. 

11 . The Guidelines contained in the said document were adopted in principle by 
the Interim Committee subject to the modifications and observations noted below, as 
well as certain minor'corrections of an editorial nature not reproduced here, which would 
all be t aken into account by the International Bureau in establishing the final 
version of the document. 

Paragraphs 47 to 49 

12 . In response t o a question by the Representative of CEIF concerning t he 
sequence o f the elements in the pamphlet, it was explained that the indication in 
paragraphs 78 and 79, that the claims as amended or the amendments specified would 
be published together with the claims as filed, meant that the claims as amended 
or the amendments specified would be published immediately following the claims as 
fi l ed. The statement by the applicant under Article 19(1) would be published 
after the claims as amended or the amendments specified and, for that reason, the 
sequence indicated in paragraph 47 of the Guidelines was restricted t o the ele­
ments cited in Rule 48 . 2(a) (i) to (v). The International Bureau was entrusted 
with the consideration of where to locate in the pamphlet the element comprisi ng 
the essence of the comments of the applicant on the draf t translation into English 
of the international application prepared under the responsibility of the Interna­
tional Searching Authority . 

Paragraph 55 

13. The Delegation of the United States of Amer ica suggested that , since the 
volume of sales of pamphlets was not known, it might be better not t o rule out the 
option of r eproduction processes which did not require an intermediate matrix . 
The Interim Committee decided that , while such processes would not be retained for 
the time being, the reproduction process for the pamphlet woul d be subject to re­
view in the future. 

Paragraph 60, General 

14. In response to a question by the Delegation of the Netherlands and in the 
light of explanations given by the International Bureau a nd by the Delegation of 
the United Kingdom, it was d ecid ed that the indication of the e l ected States should 
be r etained on the front page of the pamphlet since it was not confidential, and 
the Interim Committee for Technical Cooperation should be asked to cons i der an 
appropriate amendment of Chapter VI, paragraph 2 . 2 of the Guidel ines for Interna­
tional Preliminary Examination to be Carried Out under the Patent Cooperation 
Treaty (PCT). 
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15. The Interim Committee decided to invite the competent body of ICIREPAT ·to 
consider the establishment of a specific INID number to identify the data entry 
indicating the items to be published in the pamphlet as listed in paragraph 60(iii). 

Paragraph 64 

16. Upon the suggestion of the Delegation of the ~nited States of Amer ica, the 
Interim Committee agreed that the indication whether the abstract appearing on the 
front page of the pamphlet is as originally filed by the applicant or as estab­
lished by the International Searching Authority, was not needed since the public 
would always know, on the basis of whether or not the international sear ch r eport 
was published with the pamphlet , if the abstract appearing on the front page was 
or was not a definitive version approved by the said Authority . Consequently , 
paragraph 64 should be deleted from the Guidelines. 

Paragraph 67 

17. The Delegation of the United States of America stated t hat t he second sen­
tence of this paragraph, which covered the publication of the abstract in the 
case where a declaration has been made under Article 17(2) (a) , appeared inconsis­
tent with paragraph 65. Since paragraph 65 dealt with the case where the appli­
cant had not provided an abstract and where consequently no abstract could be pub­
lished, it was agreed that the matter should be clarified by inserting in the 
second sentence the words "if provided by the applicant" after the wor d "abstract . " 

Paragraph 74 

18. The Representative of the IIB suggested that the agreem ents to be concluded 
between the International Bureau and the International Searching Authorities 
should provide that the translations of international applications into English, 
prepared by the International Searching Authorities, s houl d comply with t he 
physical requirements of Rule 11 to the extent necessary for publication so as to 
avoid any retyping of the translations by the International Bureau for the pur­
poses of publication . The International Bureau welcomed the suggestion and stated 
that it would be taken into consideration in negotiations with t he International 
searching Authorities. 

19. The Representative of CEIF suggested that it shou l d be agreed with the Inter ­
national Searching Authorities that the contents of each page of the original and 
the translation into English of the international application, prepared under the 
authority of the International Searching Authority , should be identical so that 
each replacement sheet of the application as originally filed could have an exact 
counterpart in the English translation of the application. It was, however , 
observed that this principle would frequently meet with difficulties , especially 
where the space requirements of the original text and the translated text were 
substantially different. 

20 . The Delegation of the Soviet Union stated that the stamp of the International 
Bureau to appear on each page of the international application as well as the 
abbreviated name of the Organization and its emblem on the front page sho uld be 
in the language of publication of international applications if such language is 
an original language of the WIPO Convention . In reply, the International Bureau 
indicated that it would study whether stamp, name and emblem, inste ad of or in 
addition to appearing in English and French, should appear, or should appear also, 
in the language of the international publication. 

Paragraphs 113 to 116 

21. The Interim Committee agreed that the new layout and presentation of the en­
tries of the first Section of the Gazette was an acceptable so lution, at least for 
an initial period. If at a later stage , however, a classified abstract service 
could be introduced by the International Bureau, the need for reproduction of the 
front pages of the pamphlet in the first Section shou l d be reconsidered. In this 
event the layout and presentation of the first Section wou ld require further study, 
it being recognized that any reconsideration of this matter would be likely to 
involve amendment to Rule 86.l(i) . 
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22. The Representative of the Interim Commi ttee of the EPO expressed satisfaction 
with the new format provided for the first Section of the Gazette which was now 
compatible with the classified abstract service as envisaged by the EPO. 

23 . Upon a suggestion of the Delegation of the United States of America , it was 
agreed to delete the words "three" from the expression "three different" in the 
penultimate line of paragraph 113 , since there was no necessity to specify the 
number of frames that might be used . 

Paragraph 125 

24. The Interim Committee agreed, upon the suggestion of the Delegation of Norway , 
that any later fi nding by an International Searching Authority as explained in 
Chapter IV, paragraph 3.4 of the Guidelines for International Search to be Carried 
Out under the Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT ) , should be published by the Interna­
tional Bureau in Section II of the Gazette and that t his matter should be added to 
paragraph 125 as item (ix). 

25. Following a suggest i on by the Delegation of the United States of America, i t 
was also agreed to add a citation of Rule 86.l(iv) to item (vi) of this paragraph. 

Paragraph 136 

26 . The Interim Committee , on a suggestion by the Delegation of the Nether l ands , 
agreed to the additional inclusion, in item (ii) of this paragraph, of information 
as to t he International Preliminary Examining Authorities competent for interna­
tional preliminary examination of international applicati ons filed with the.various 
receiving Of f ices. 

Paragraph 137 

27. Following suggestions by the Delegations of the United States of America and 
the Netherlands , it was agreed to include in item (xvii) information as to the 
names of all Contracting States together with an indication whether they are bound 
by Chapter II . 

28 . I n response to a question raised by the Delegation of the Netherlands whether 
the information referred to in Ru l e 18 . 4(c) should be published in the Gazette or 
in an Information Brochure, the International Bureau was asked to study whether 
it might be included in the Guidelines for Applicants . 

Pa ragraph 153 

29 . The Delegation of the United Kingdom noted that for budgetary reasons a clas­
sified abstract service could not be established in the i nitial stages of the 
operation of the PCT . While such a service was not provided for in the PCT, efforts 
had been made to achieve compatibility between the first Section of the Gaz ette 
and the envisaged classified abstract service of the European Patent Office . In 
view of the desirability of such a service from the users viewpoint , the matter 
should be looked into when budge tary considerations so permitted . In addition to 
the envisaged possibility of collaboratio n with INPADOC, the possibility of colla­
boration between WIPO and the EPO should be looked at having regard to the possible 
commercial viability of a combined service. 

30 . In response to the question of the Director General as t o the possibility of 
collaboration between EPO and INPADOC , the Representative of the Interim Committee 
of the EPO drew attention to the fact that the EPO classified abstract service would 
be put out to tender for production by a commercial firmJ and that the question of 
collaboration with INPADOC would have to be considered , by the competent EPO 
Authority, at a later date . 

31. The Delegation of the Netherlands stated that duplication of effort between 
the EPC system and the PCT system was avoided as far as publication of applications 
was concerned , and that , in the field of classified abstracts, a similar arrange­
ment could be achieved . 

32. The Delegation of Austria expressed the v i ew that a ny f inal d ec ision in 
respect of abstract services was premature since the PCT in its early operation 
would be on a small sca l e . 
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33. The Director General underlined the interest of the International Bureau in 
cooperating and maintaining compatibility with the EPO services . He added that 
t he International Bureau would have to reserve a decisio n o n the form and imple­
mentation of a publication of PCT abstract s e rvices until a later stage and, as 
far as the proposed cooperation with the EPO service was concerned, at l east un­
til complete information was available with respect to the framework and form of 
the EPO service . 

Annex D 

34. Upon a suggestio n by the Delegation of Norway, the Inte rim Committee aske d 
the International Bureau to study whether the symbols o f the IPC contained in 
this Annex could be enlarged in a manner similar to the publication number. 

Progress ~eport concerning the printing o f PCT publications 

35. Discussions were based o n document PCT/AAQ/VIII/3. 

36. The Delegation of the Soviet Union expressed its appreciation of the important 
and u s eful work performed by the International Bureau and of the progress achieve d 
t o date in connection with negotiating the printing o f PCT publications in conformity 
with both the spirit of the discussions a nd instructions of the Wo rking Group on 
Guidelines for Publication and for Drawings. Moreover, the Delegation f elt that it could 
safely expect further progress upon the coming into force of the PCT. With this in mind, 
the De lega tion offered the services of i ts Office to the International Bureau should in 
further negotiations problems arise in respect of PCT publications in Russian . This 
offer was accepted with gratitude by the International Bureau. · 

37. The Director General informed the Interim Committee t hat he was not yet in a 
position to take a dec ision with respect to awarding a contract for printing PCT 
publications to a particular printe r. The major reasons making a de cis i o n at this 
time d ifficult were: 

( i ) that , s ince t h e t ime the call for tenders was made, a delay in the ratifi­
cat i o n schedule of t he PCT had occurr e d which could not be foreseen at 
that time; 

(ii) that, in v i ew of t hat delay , it could not yet be foresee n precisely whe n 
and for which countries the PCT would enter into force; 

(iii) that , consequentl y the number of PCT applications to be expected and the 
languages in which PCT publications would have t o be printed in the 
initia l period were still uncertain; and 

(iv) that , once more precise data with respect to the factors r e ferred to 
above were known , a final evaluat i on of the tenders would have to take 
place which , for several reasons including the delay which has occurred 
in the meantime, would r e quire some supplementary information, in par­
tic ular , confirmation of prices and pos sible further e xplanatio n of 
matters r eferred to in the tenders to be provided by the t e nde r e r s . 

It was therefore unlike l y that the evaluation of t he t e nders would be completed 
and t hat a decision cou ld be taken before early next year . 

38 . The De l egation of the United Kingdom, noting that the tenders received by the 
Internatio na l Bureau were s t ill under consideration , expressed regret t hat no 
decis ion on the s election of the printer would be forthcoming until earl y next 
y ear . The question of the costs o f printing PCT publications was a major e l ement 
of the PCT budget a nd uncertainty in this r espect would con tinue . The printers 
were , after a r ather compressed procedure of cal l f or tender s as suggested by the 
Working Group , now in a state of uncertainty and thus unabl e t o plan their 
further work. 

39 . The Direct or Gen e ral said , as soon as t he date of e ntry i nto fo rce of the PCT 
was known , the tenderers would b e notified of that date a nd of the approximate date 
o n which the decisions would be taken . 

40. The Delegat i on of Austria asked whether , i n view of the fact that a commercial 
pr i nter f r om Austria had abstained from present ing his tender because of the short 
time available, that printer could be given a f ur t her opportunity to s ubmit a tender 
at this stage . 
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41. The Delegation of France , referring t o the fact t hat a number of printers in 
France had not s ubmitted tenders because of the short t ime limit availabl e, expressed 
some doubts as to t he advisability of reopening the call for tenders at this stage . 
If a call f o r tenders were t o be reopened for the printer nominated by one country , 
that opportunity would have to be extended also to the printers nominated by other 
countries . 

42 . The Delegation of Sweden said that , in such case , the new call for tenders 
should not be limited t o thos e printers already ;.aminated and the countries having 
nominated them. 

43 . The Delegation of the Netherlands , sc~ported by the Delegation of the United 
Kingdom, expressed doubts whether a general reopening of the cal l for tenders was 
useful . With the tenders received, the International Bureau had already enough 
material t o take a decision . Among the countries having nominated printers, Austria 
was the only country for which no printer had offered a tender. Consequently, an 
additional opportuni t y for t ender , if any, should only be g iven to the Austrian 
printer. 

44. I n conclusion, the Interim Committee agreed not to reopen the call for tenders 
in genera~ but to give the printer nominated by Austria a possibility to t ender at 
this stage, provided that such tender would be submitted within six weeks . It was 
furthermore agreed, as proposed by the Director General, that, once the date of 
entry into force of the Treaty was known , the printers would be informed that a 
decision would be made soon, indicating the approximate time· of such a decision .. 

Copyright protection of PCT publications 

45 . Discussions were based on document PCT/AAQ/VIII/4 . 

46 . several Delegations questioned whether copyr ight prot ection of PCT publ ica ­
tions could be maintained having r egard to the philosophy of t he pat ent system in 
general a nd of the PCT itself, and also having r egard to certain national laws 
which did not give protection to officia l pu blicati ons. 

47 . The Delegation of the United States of America indicated that a distinction 
could be made between copyright protection for the pamphlet and for the other WIPO 
publications. It was noted that, since WIPO actually prepared only a small amount 
of the entire text of the pamphlet, adequate copyright protection thereof may be 
difficult to achi eve . 

48. The Director General, in response to those questions , emphas ized that the 
system of protection relevant for PCT publicat ions was a special system applicable 
under the Universal Copyright Convention to publicat ions of Organizations withi n 
the f amily of the Uni t ed Nation s . Therefore the considerations r e lating to 
national patent publications could not be applied . For the PCT , the protection 
of its publicati ons had serious budgetary implications which ul t imately meant 
implications for the member States. From a legal viewpoint, one should not 
draw an a na l ogy between the approach which national legislati ons take towards 
their own off i cial publica tions a nd the protec tion of the publ ications of an 
international organization. Protoco l 2 to the Universal Copyright Convention 
had been establ ished specifically for the protection of the publ ications of t he 
United Nations and its Specialized Agencies . Th is underlined the different 
l ega l obl i gati ons vlhich attached to such publications even i n those countr i es 
which d i d not protect their own off icial publications . 

49 . The Delegati ons of the Uni t ed Kingdom , Sweden , France , Bra zil and Japan 
referred t o various nationa l practices involving the copying of patent docume nts 
in r espons e to var i ous national needs and parti cularly wi thin their Patent 
Offices ei t her for internal purposes or for the needs of the publ ic , e s pecial l y 
through t heir Patent Office libraries . The Del egation of the United Kingdom , 
recognizing the paramount importance of revenue deriving from the sa l e of PCT 
publications, stressed the desirability of defining the limitati o n s , if any , that 
should be placed on the copying of those publications by Pate n t Off i ce libraries 
from the viewpoint both of PCT budgetary considerati ons and of avoiding undue 
admini str at i ve costs by the Patent Off i ces in the even t that t hey should have t o 
monitor copying of PCT publications . The Delegatio n noted t hat copying by its 
Patent Office Library was on a non-profit bas i s . The Delegation of Brazi l e x ­
pressed the specia l interes t of developing countries in free access to patent 
documents . 

SO . The Director General observed that , if unrestricted copying were to take 
p l ace , there would be no practical difference , as regards the u l timate conse ­
quences , between copy ing by Patent Offices or their librar ies and copying on a 
commercial basis . What could be needed were individual arrangements vli th the 
national Patent Offices . 
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51. The Representative o f the Interim Committee of the EPO questioned whether 
International Searching Authorities and International Preliminary Examining Autho ­
rities would be expected t o pay fees for making copies o f PCT pamphlets cited in 
international search and i nternational preliminary examination :r;eports. The 
Director General said in reply that p ossibly such Authorities and the national Offices 
should enter into an agreement with the International Bureau on the conditions and 
limits under which copying of PCT publ~cations could take place: 

52. In response to a suggestion by the Delegation of the Netherlands that prices 
of pamphlets should be lowered in order to make copying uninteresting, the Inter­
nationa l _ Bureau said that, due to the l ow cost of making copies and the budgetary 
requirements of the PCT, it would not be possible to lower the price to an extent 
which would prevent copying by this means. 

53. The Delegation of Japan expressed t he opinion that the revenue from PCT 
publications should constitute an essential part of the income of the Inter­
national Bureau and that it was also vital to secure income from PCT publications 
·in order to have a reliable source of revenue which was required for the effective 
implementation of the PCT and , therefore, that Delegation was ready to . recognize 
copyr i ght in PCT publications in Japan. The Delegation stressed, however, that 
such copyright protection should not extend to: the sphere which was recognized as 
being outside the scope of the said protection, such as facilitating public 
inspection of PCT publications and using such publications as examination material 
for the Patent Office examiners. In this connection, the Delegation of Japan asked 
whether its Office would be allowed to reproduce the PCT publications as part of 
the Japanese Patent Office Gazette · in order to make known the l egal effects of 
such publications. 

54 . Upon being asked whether the International Bureau was prepared to undertake 
a study of the situation existing ~ .relation to copying on the national level, 
the Director General indicated his willingness to do so , it being understood that 
th~ , national Offices would be prepared to respond to a questionnaire seeking 
statistical and .other factual information . 

SS · The Interim Committee agreed that a study be undertaken by the International 
Bureau on this basis. 

Form of publication of the international search report 

56 . Discussions were based on documents PCT/AAQ/VIII/5 and 15. 

57. The Delegatio n of the United States of America and the Delegation of the 
Netherlands expressed their agreement in principle with the new proposals for the 
International Search Report Form, as pre sented in document PCT/AAQ/VIII/5 . The 
Delegation .of the Netherlands added that the alternative version of the Inter­
national search Report Form prepared by the International Bureau met the major 
objections raised against the existing International Search Report Form (Form 
PCT/ISA/ 210)~ . in particular with respect to the duplication of bibliographic 
information between the search report, as published , and the front page of the 
pamphlet . The said alte rnative version of the International Search Report Form was 
therefore acceptable to that Delegatio n even though it would have preferred a 
v e r .sion ~orresponding more closely to tha·t to be used by the European Patent 
Office . 

58. The Interim Committee agreed to accept, subject to minor modifications, the 
said ·alternative version of the International Search Report Form which was adapted 
for use for the transmittal o f t he inte rnational search report by the International 
Searching Authority to the applicant and the International Bureau, and f or publica­
tion purposes, it being understood, however ., that any International Searching 
Author ity would be free to use any ·other kind of form for its internal use. 

59 . Upon prop osa l s made by the Del ega tions o f Au s tr i a, the Nethe r l and s , t he 
Sovi e t pnion and the Unite d .States o f Ame r ica , t he Interim Commi tte e a g r eed that 
the alte rnative version of t he I nternational Searc h Re port F orm s hould be modified 
a s s tated in the f ollowing paragraphs . 
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60. First sheet: The following modifications were agreed: 

(i) Item I should read "CERTAIN CLAIMS WERE FOUND UNSEARCHABLE (Obser va­
tions on supplemental sheet (2)) ." 

(iil Item II should re'ad "UNITY OF INVENTION IS LACKING (Observations on 
supplemental sheet (2))." 

(iii) In Item III, the third box under sub- item 2 should be accompanied by 
the following text: "Text of the abstract continued on supplemental sheet (l) ." 

61. Supplemental sheet (l): This supplemental sheet should be used not only f or 
the continuati on of the abstract, but also for any further info'rmation completing 
the information set out on the first page , provided that this information is not 
for publication in the international search report as part of t he pamphlet. 
Accordingly, the title of this supplemental sheet should be changed to read 
"Further information continued from the first sheet." 

62. Second sheet: Having regard to the interpretation to be given to Rule 33.l(b) and 
(c) · in the light of the discussion of the analogous provisions of Rule 64.2 and 64 .3 b; 
the PCT Working Group on GUidelines for International Search and for International 
Pr eliminary Examination, the definitions of the letter code relating to the 
categories of cited documents shoul~ be amended with respect to letter codes 
"E", "P " and . "T" to read as follows: " "E" (earlier document but published on 
or after the i nternational filing date)"; " "P." (document published prior to the 
international filing date but on or after the priority date claimed)"; " "T" 
(later document published on or after t he international filing date or priority 
date and not in conflict with the application, but cited to understand the 
principle or theory underlying the invention) .. " 

63. Supplemental sheet (2): Mar~ space for the inclusion of observations 
should be provided in the frames relating to items V and VI by using more 
effectively the space avai lable in the upper part of each frame. Any other infor­
mation for publicati on, for instance, a continuation of the l i st of citations , 
could be inc luded here as well. 

64. General: An entry should be provided on the top right hand corner of each 
sheet for the indication of the international application number. 

GUIDELINES FOR DRAWINGS 

65. Discussions were based on document PCT/AAQ/VIII/12. 

66. · In connection with Sec tion 14 of the Draft Guidel ines for Drawings under the 
Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT), the Delegation of the United Kingdom stated that, 
while it did not rule out the possibility of photographs being presented in a form 
in which they would be acceptable as dra wings , the PCT did not provide for the use 
of photographs . The Delegation was of the opinion that it was undesirable to 
encourage the use of photographs which s hould, in any event , be subject to the 
same Rules under the Treaty as drawings . 

67 . The Delegation of the Soviet Union , supported by t he Delegation of Finla nd , 
drew attention to the fact that, in practice, the need to use photographs did 
arise and that the use of photographs was not forbidden under the Treaty. 

68. It was agreed, in the light of these observations, thatthe Guidelines could 
provide for the use of photographs where it was unavoidable, it being recognized 
that photographs were to be used only i n exceptional cases. 

69. In conclusion, the Interim Committee adopted the Guidel ines, reserving to any 
Delegation the possibility of presenting written comments to t he I n t ernational 
Bureau at the latest by the end of the present session . The Del egations of the 
N~therlands, the United Kingdom and the United States of America submitted 
comments in writing. Having r egard to their detailed nature , the said comments 
are not r ecorded in the present r eport. All of them will be taken into account 
in the establishment of the final vers i on of the Guidelines which will be included 
in the series of PCT/INT documents. 
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QUESTIONS CONCERNING THE PRIORITY DATE 

70 . Discussions were based on document PCT/AAQ/VIII/9.Rev. 

71. Upon the proposal of the Chairman, the Interim Committee considered separate­
ly the four questions dealt with in the said document: 

(a) the wi thdrawal of the priority claim 

(b) a claimed priority date which is later in time than the international 
filing date 

(c) an erroneously indicated priority date falling within the period of 
o ne year preceding the international filing date 

(d) the determination of the priority date of the international application 
in factual situations by the application of Rule 4 . 10. 

Withdrawal of the priority claim 

72 . The Interim Committee , having endorsed the view expressed by the International 
Bureau in the said document , that the applicant had an inherent right to withdraw 
any priority c laim in his international applicati on , considered the need to specify 
a time limit for , and the effect of , such withdrawal in the international procedure 
under the PCT . 

73. The Delegations of the United Kingdom and Austria and the Representative. of 
the Interim Committee of the EPO expressed reservations concerning the amendment 
of the Regulations proposed by the International Bureau providing f or a time limit 
for withdrawal of the pri ority claim coinciding with the end of the international 
phase . The said Delegations referred in particular to the solution retained for 
the European Patent Convention according to which the applicant could not withdraw 
a priority claim after completion of technical preparations for the publ i cation of 
his application. 

74. The Delegation of the United Kingdom referred to the need to avoid insecurity 
ror the des ignated Offices which would expect to r eceive the international appli­
cation shortly after international publication and to the l egal uncertainty to the 
general public if a claim for priority could be withdrawn after publication. 

75 . The Representative of the Interim Committee of the EPO expressed concern that, 
should the applicant withdraw a priority claim after publication of the internation­
al application, uncertainty might arise in the procedure under the European Patent 
Convent i on , since certain time limits in that procedure were based on publication. 

76 . The Delegation of Japan stated that the only acceptable solution which it 
could see was to provide the same time limit, normally 16 months after the priority 
date, as was provided in Rule l7.l(a) for the submission of ' the priority document 
by the applicant . 

77 . The Director General explained that the considerations relevant to the estab­
lishment of the time limit for the submission of the priority document by the 
applicant were unrelated to those which had to be taken into account when consider­
ing the withdrawal of the priority claim relating to that prior ity document. 

78. In this context , the Delegation of the United Kingdom suggested that the 
time limit under Rule 17 . l(a) for the submission of the priority document , which 
expired shortly before the end of t he time limit for publication, t ended rather 
to support the adoption of publication as the time limit for withdrawing the prior­
ity claim . 

79 . The Representative of CEIF stated that there would be no insecurity to the 
designated Offices if the appli cant were to be permitted to withdraw the interna­
tiona l application after publication since the application mutatis mutandis of 
the present Rule 32 .l(d) proposed by the International Bureau would ensure that 
Off i ces which would be expecting to receive the international application 20 
month s af t er the p riority date would be i n formed promptly of t h e withdrawal. 
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80 . Several Delegations questioned the legal consequences of the withdrawal of 
a priority claim in the situation where a t ime limit had a l ready expired before 
the withdra••al took place. The Delegation of Japan asked, in particular, what 
the solution should b e under Artic lP 14(3 ) (b ) in the case where the designation 
fee had not been paid with in the pre~cribed time limit . The Delega tions of Austria, 
the Uni t ed Kingdom a nd Sweden expressed the view that withdrawal of the priority 
claim in such cases would not have the effect that time limits which had already 
expired would be reopened from the filing date and that sanctions which had become 
effective upon failure to mee t the time limit could be disregarded. The Delegatio n 
of Sweden pointed especially to the effect with r egar d t o the relevant date of the 
application concerned for prior art purposes. 

81 . The Director Gene r al stat ed that, since, in fact , t he same postponement of 
time limits would arise if the applicant were to withdraw not only t he priority 
claim but the applicati on itself, while filing a new application without priority 
claim , the applicant ' s righ t to withdraw the priority claim should be recognized 
for the whole of the international phase . Having regard to the reservations that 
had been expressed , however, a suitable compromise would be t o dis e ntitle the 
applicant from withdrawing a priority claim after publication so l o ng as it was 
recognized t hat such withdrawal was not limited in ef f ect . 

82 . Severa l Delegations, having expressed support for the proposal of the Director 
General, but other having expressed certain reservations, in particular, that any 
withdr awal should not affect time limits that had e xpired , the Interim Committee 
dec i ded to r ecommend to the Assembly of t he PCT Union that the applicant ' s right 
to withdraw the priorit y claim should be allowed only until t he publication of his 
international application. The Interim Committee decided , furthe rmore , that the 
Internat ional Bureau should present to the first sess ion of the Assembly of the 
PCT Union the draft of a corre sponding amendment t o the Regulations and a study 
of the l egal effects whi ch wou l d ens u e f rom such amendment . 

Claimed priority date later in time than the international filing date 

83. The Interim Committee , having endorsed the view of the International Bureau 
t hat the procedure under Rule 4 . 10(d) shoul d be utilized in the case of a claimed 
priority date which is manifestly defective because it is later than the interna­
tional filing date as well as ir. the case , already covered by that Rule , of a date 
which is manifestly defective because it precedes the international filing dat e by 
more than one year , decided to recommend to the Assembly of the PCT Union that 
Ru l e 4.10(d) b e amended to read as follows: 

"4 . 10(d) 

If the filing date of the earli e r application as indicated in the request 
does not fall within the period of one year pr eceding the international filing 
date , the receivi ng Office , or , if the receiving Offi~e has f a iled to do so, 
the I nternational Bureau , shall invite the applicant to ask e ither for the 
cancellation of the declaration made under Article 8(1) or , if the date of 
the earlier application was indicated erroneously , for the correction of the 
date so indicated . If the applicant fails to act accordingly within 1 month 
from the dat e of the invitation, the declaration made under Article 8( 1 ) shall 
be cancelled ex officio . The receiving Office effecting the correct i on or 
cance llation shal l notify t he applic a nt accordingly and , if copies of the 
international application have already been sent to the International Bureau 
and the International Searching Authori ty, that Bureau and that Authority. 
If the correction or cancellation is effected by the International Bureau , 
the latter shall notify the applicant and the International Searching Author­
ity accordingly ." 

Erroneously indicated priority date falling within the period of one year preced­
ing the international filing date 

84. Several Delegat i ons expressed doubts whether it was necessary to include the 
new P~le p r oposed by t he I n ternationa l Bureau to allow the appl icant to correct 
an e rroneously indicated priority date which fe ll within the p e riod of one year 
preceding the international fil i ng date. such an error s hould o nly b e correctable 
whe r e it constitu ted an obviou s error of transcription under Rule 91. Thi s would 
be the case where a simple comparison with the bibliographic data of the priority 
document showed an obvious error . The Director General agreed to withdraw the 
amendment proposed by the International Bureau u pon the understanding that a right 
to correct an error in th e date of the priority claim existed in such a case under 
Rule 91 . 
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Determination of the priority date of the international application in factual 
situations by the application of Rule 4.10 

85. The Inter im Committee considered the Annex to document PCT/AAQ/VIII/9.Rev., 
which set out a number of factual situations to which Rule 4 . 10 applies , together 
with the answer, in each case, to the question what is the priority date of the 
international application for purposes of the international procedure. It was 
agreed t o delete from the heading of item 1, the words "or No Remaining Defect " ; 
otherwise the interpretation given in the Annex in relation to the various factual 
situations was adopted. 

&~NDMENTS OF THE REGULATIONS UNDER THE PCT (OTHER THAN AMENDMENTS RELATING TO FEES) 

Adoption of recommendations to the Assembly of the PCT Union 

86. Discussions were based on document PCT/AAQ/VIII /10 in relation to the amendment 
of Rules ll.6(a) and (b) (Margins) and Rul e ll . l3(a) (Special Requirements for 
Drawings) and on the said document as well as on document PCT/AAQ/VIII/5 in relation 
to the amendment of Rules 48.2(a) (v) (Contents) and 48.3(c) (Language). 

87. The Interim Committee agreed to recommend to the Assembly of the PCT Union 
to amend Rules 11 . 6(a) and (b) and ll . l3(a) as set out in the Annex to document 
PCT/AAQ/VIII/10. 

88. The Interim Committee, noting that the amendments to Rules 48.2(a) (v) and 48.3(c), 
as set out in Annex B of document PCT/AAQ/VIII/5 , were required to give effect to 
the decision of the Interim Committee in relation to the form of publication of 
the international search report (see paragraph 58 ) , agreed unanimously to recommend 
the PCT Ass embly to amend the said Rules accordingly. 

89. The Representative of the Interim Committee of the EPO drew attention to the 
fac t that the formality reyuirements in relation to applications under the PCT were 
the same as those in relation t o applications unde r the European Patent Covcntion 
but that, i f the r ecommended amendments were adopted , there would in future be some 
discrepancy b e tween those requirements , unless the corresponding Rules under the 
European Patent Convention would be changed likewise. The Chairman stated that ·it 
would be a matter for the Representative of the Interim Committee of the EPO to 
inform the competent bodies of the European Patent Organisation of the amendments 
to the PCT Regul ations that would be recommended to the Assembly of the PCT Union, 
with a view to recomme nding appropriate action . 

Establishment of official Germa n text of amendments to the Regu l ations 

90 . The Delegation of Austria , noting that an official text of the PCT in the 
German language had been established , indicated its country ' s inte rest in the estab­
lishment of an official t ext of the amended Ru l es in that language at an early date. 

91 . The International Bureau stated that, formally , the establishment of an 
official text would have to take place af t er the adoption of the amendments by the 
Assembly of the PCT Union. The time needed to es tablish an official German text 
after adoption of the amendments by the Assemb l y could, howev e r , be shortened 
considerabl y i f the interested States sho uld decide to cooperate in establishing 
a draft prior to the session of the Assembly, and t o have the necessary c onsult­
ationswith the Director General during, or shortly after , that session. 

PROGRESS REPORT ON BUDGETARY QUESTIONS 

92. Discussions were based on document PCT/AAQ/VIII /6 . 

93 . The Director General informed the Interim Committee that the contribution 
plan for financing the initial deficit of the PCT budget in the year s 1978, 1 979 
and 1980 , as proposed by the PCT Working Group on Budgetary Questions , had been 
adopted at the recent (Sept ember/October 1 977) sessions of the Gov erning Bodies 
of WIPO by the countries concerned , a nd by those bodies , i n particu lar the 
Executive Committee of the Paris Union. This information shou ld be considered 
as a complement to the progress report on budgetary questions contained i n 
document PCT/AAQ/VIII/6. 
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94. In response to a question by the Delegation of the United Kingdom , it was 
indicated that the Governing Bodies of WIPO had not considered , and thus had made 
no decision with regard to, the question, raised in the Report of the Working Group, 
of the payment of interest in respect of contributions paid under the PCT contribu­
tion p l an . The Del egation of the United Kingdom expressed the opinion that this 
question should be borne in mind and should be baken up again when the break- even 
point in the financing of the operations of the Internat ional Bureau under the 
PCT was being approached. 

95 . · In respons e to a statement by the Delegation of the Soviet Union suggesting 
the possible need for further study of some financial questions, the Director 
General said that the Governing Bodies had taken a decision in this matter. The 
question o f financing would therefore only be reopened if changed circumstances 
made the reconsideration of that question inevitable. As far as the fees were 
concerned , their amounts depended upon the decision of the Assembly of the PCT 
Union which would meet in the Spring of 1978 . 

96. The Interim Committee took note of the progress report by the International 
Bureau and the observations made during the discussions. 

FEES 

Level of fees under the PCT 

97. Discussions were based on document PCT/AAQ/VIII/7 . 

98. The Delegation of the United States of America said that it thought the 
price of the pamphlet was too high . It also expressed concern that the level 
of the fees was high in general, bearing in mind that the fees should be within 
a range that would render the PCT a viable alternative to the traditional Paris 
Union route for the applicants. 

99. The Delegation of the United Kingdom observed that, whi le it held similar 
views t o those e xpressed by the Delegation of the United States of America, it 
was necessary to be mindful of the influence of the pamphlet price on t he PCT 
budget and the achieving of a break- even point at a reasonable l evel of 
applicat i ons filed . For those reasons, the Delegation was in favor of main­
taining the pamphlet price as proposed . 

100. The Delegation of Sweden , while recognizing the need for the PCT to cover costs , 
expressed its concern that the price of the pamphlet could have a disadvantageous 
effect on the attitude of the users. It suggested that consideration should be 
given to a differentiated price for pamphlets with a lower than average number o f 
sheets , the price of such pamphlets being lower than t he regular price . 

10~. The Delegation of Switzerland, while expressing its understanding for t he 
suggestion by tne Delegation of .Sweden, cons idered_ that there would be practical 
obstacles in implementtng_ such a suggestion as purchasers of pamphlets would have 
no way of knowing the amount of money they should transfer when placing orders 
for the pamphlet. Furthermore , while the price of ten Swiss francs appeared to 
be high, in reality it became economical when taking into consideration t hat each 
pamphlet related to an application going to several countries and wou l d t hu s 
avoid the need of buying copies of patent documents from each of those countries . 

102. The Delegation of France asked what price , if any, was contemplated for 
a republication of the pamphlet due to the non-availa bility of the international 
search report at the time of the normal 1 8 - months publication, or for the publica­
tion of a separate pamphlet containing only t he international search report in 
that case. The Internat ional Bureau stated that, since s uch supplementary publica­
tions, whether in full or limited to the international search report, s hould be 
a rare occurrence and their effect on the PCT budget therefore negligible, no 
price had yet been fixed . A reasonable price would be established for such 
special pamphlets in due course, having regard to their nature as a supplementary 
publication. 
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103. The Director General said that he shared the concern that the proposed fees 
were high. The ideal solution would of course have been to have the fees at a 
.low level initially in order to attract applicants. However, the fees had been 
fixed by the Working Group on Budgetary Questions at a higher level in order to 
reduce the contributions for the Contracting States during the initial period. 
They could only be_reduced if the Governments of the Contracting States were ready 
to subsidize the initial operation of the PCT by increased contributions over a 
longer period . The impact of any reduction of the pamphlet price on the time at 
which the break-even point for the PCT . budget can be reached was particularly 
substantial in view of the high share of the price of publications in the estimated 
revenue of the International Bureau. 

104. The Delegation of the Netherlands stated that in fixing a price for the 
pamphlet, the volume of sales should be considered. At the present price level, 
somebody needing several copies would only order one copy and produce his own 
copies therefrom. If the price were lower, several copies might be ordered at 
a time which would allow to reach substantially the same level of income as with 
the higher price and lower quantity of sales. The International Bureau. repiied 
that this question was considered but that a price for the pamphlet which was so 
low that copying was no longer attractive was unrealistic in view of the need 
to balance the PCT budget within a foreseeable period of time. 

105. The Representative of the IFIA said that his Association regretted the level 
of the fees of the PCT adopted by the Working Group on Budgetary· Questions which 
could discourage inventors to use the PCT route. 

106. The Chairman recalled that the contributing countries would have to provide 
under the contribution system proposed by the Working Group and adopted by the 
Governing Bodies of WIPO over two million Swiss francs annually in the years 
1978 t o 1980 in order t o subsidize the initial operations of the PCT. 

107. The Delegation of the Soviet Union expressed its support, in principle, to 
the recommendations of the Working Group. The Delegation recalled, nevertheless, 
its desire for as much detail and precision on budgetary matters as possibl~ in 
order to be in a position to better advise its financial authorities. In line with 
this, .the Delegation proposed that, by the time of the first meeting of the PCT 
Assembly, the question of fees be considered once more in the light of new data which 
will have become available by that time. The fees now being agreed upon should not, 
therefore, be considered definitive. 

108. The Director General, in response to the statement of the Delegation of the 
soviet Union and a question by the Delegation of the United States of America 
as to whether a revised document on budgetary matters would be submitted to the 
first meeting of the Assembly, stated that it was not proposed to ask the Assembly 
t o review the contribution s cheme adopted only recently for the coming three 
years by the interested countries and the. Governing Bodies of WIPO. However, 
should the actual facts show that the estimates used as a basis for the budget 
calculations were incorrect, the level of the fees may have to be revised. This 
was, however, a matter to b e decided upon by the Assembly of the PCT Union in 
due course. 

109. The Interim Committee, having approved the amount of the fees set out in 
Annex A of document PCT/AAQ/VIII/7, decided to recommend to the Assembly of the 
PCT Union the adoption of those fees and of the amendments to the Regulations 
relating t o certain of those fees as set out in Annex B of the said document. 

Handling of fees under the PCT 

110. Discussions were based on document PCT/AAQ/VIII/8. 

111 . The Interim Committee was asked by the Director General to note that the 
most important e lement of the proposals · presented by the International Bureau was 
the method of implementation which envisaged that the principles set out in the 
document for dealing with difficulties caused by currency fluctuations could be 
varied by agreement with the receiving Offices and other Authorities through an 
exchange of l etters; the principles themselves were , therefore, more in the nature 
of guideline s on the basis of which the International Bureau would negotiate . 
Naturally, the International Bureau would take into . account the factual situation 
existing in a particular countr y and come to an agreement according to that 
situation. 



· ' · 

PCT/AAQ/VIII/21 
page 14 

112. The Del egation of the United Kingdom said that it would like to see broad 
principles adopted which would avoid administrative difficulties f or the Patent 
Offices in monitoring frequent vari ations in applicable exchange rates and would 
not cause inconvenience to patent agents who needed adequate notice of var i a tions 
in the amounts of the fees they had to pay . The Delegation favored the establish­
ment of a level of fees (rounded off to amounts in fu ll pounds) o n the basis of 

·; ·' an' ave rage exchange rate estimated by the Internationa l Bureau which would apply 
for ·a period of at least a few months . The average estimated exchange rate could 
include a margin of safety in favor of the International Bureau to cushion it 
against currency fluctuations. This -principle had been accepted by the member 
coun'tries of the European Patent Organisation which had vested t he power of 
establishing new exchange rates in the President of the Eur opean Patent Office . 
The D.elegation cons i dered that a time limit of at least two weeks from publicat i o n 
should b~ given, before changes in the amount of f ees based on changes in t he 
average estimated exchange rate became applicable , and suggested that the changes 
cou l d be communicated to Offices, Authorities and patent agents through the Gazette . 
The De legation assumed that the date of r eceipt by the receiving Office was t o be 
taken as the operative date for the fees calculation. This was agreed by the 
International Bureau. 

11 3 . - The Delegation of the United States of America suggested that a n exchange 
r ate should be established quarterly according to t he rate applicable o n the fir st 
working day of the month preceding the month i n which the new rate would start to 
~pply . The Delegation thought that s u ch a system c ould be combined- with a quarterly 
tr~nsfer to the Internation al Bureau of fees collected on its behalf by the receiving 
Offices. 

1 1 4 . The Delegations of France, Germany (Federal Republic of), Switzerland and 
Austria· expressed support for the proposal of the Delegation of the United Kingdom, 
the Del egation of Austria reserving, however, the right to reflect f urther on some 
aspects since it had not previously had the oppor tunity to study them and the 
Delegation of France prefer ring a sys tem under which changes in the exchange rate 
w~~14 be agreed upon between the receiving Offices and the International Bureau . 
. ' - . 

_+15; The Representative of CEIF pointed out the inte r est of the users in having 
adequate .ntitice of the date on wl1ich a revised schedule of fees due t6 changes in 
the ,exchange r 'ate would become effective . If the period of notice was too s hort, 
~ ,grape period would have to be granted during which t he app licant would have the 
right to p'ay a ny difference not paid in due time in view of his h avi ng been unaware 
of the changed s c hedule . The Interim Committee was, however, of the opinion that 
no mandatory grace per i od should be substituted for the optional solution provided 
-under Rules 1 5 . 4(a) and 16.l(b) . . 

~16 . The Delegation of Japan, also having expressed support for the proposal of 
the Delegation of the United Kingdom , stated that it coul d foresee some difficulties 
in the handling of f ees u nder the PCT in Japan having regard to t he financial 
regulations that -i ts Patent Off i ce would have to observe . I t therefore suggested 
that · the International Bureau should entrust an appropriate Japanese organizat ion 
with the . issuing of coupons for payment of fees , the said coupon? being obtainab le 
wit h Japanese currency , or should open a PCT bank account in Japan, giving 
authority to the Director General of the Japanese Patent Office to draw o n that 
account for the purpose of refunding fees where appropriate . 

117. The Delegation of Braz i l also supported the use of coupons since otherwise 
special arrangements would be necessary i n vi ew of the existing regulations as to 
transfer of currencies in Brazil . 

118 , The Delegation of the Soviet Union, supported by the Del egation of Hungary, 
stated that the situation was very different from country to country and that the 
adoption of a fully universal system seemed ther efore very difficult . A better 
solution could probably be fou nd i n the conclu sion of bilateral agreements, as 
proposed by the International Bur eau. 

119. The Interim Committee accepted the proposal o f the Director Gene ral that , 
having r egard to the views expressed in the cour se of the dis c ussions , the Inter­
national Bureau would prepare a new paper in which t he princip l es would be along 
the lines of what had been proposed by the De l egati on of the United Kingdom but 
in which a possibility of exception by way of bilatera l agreements would be provided 
to meet the particular s i tuation of certain countries such as Japan, the United 
States of America and Brazil. Both the general principle and the bilateral agr ee­
ments would, however, while allowing for a certain degree of toleran ce , have to 
respect the principle of equal and fair treatment of all count ries . 
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120. The Delegation of the United Kingdom said that a distinction should be drawn 
between fees collected in respect of "cleared" and "uncleared" applications, "cleared" 
applications being those for which a positive determination under Article 11(1) as 
to the according of an international filing date has been made so that there was 
no possibility of a refund of fees being required . Only fees collected in respect 
of "cleared" applications should be subject to transfer to the International Bureau, 
The receiving Office would require a period of five to seven weeks in order to effect 
the clearance of applications. The International Bureau should open a bank account 
in the country of the receiving Office . 

121 .- The Director General observed that it would be much too complicated to relate, 
for the purpose of transfer , the amounts held by the receiving Office to individual 
applications according to their stage of processing, even though for final account­
ing purposes this would naturally be required. A small retention fund established 
by the receiving Office should be sufficient to dea l with the limited number of cases 
in which a refund of fees would ultimately occur. The International Bureau could, 
if so desired, open a bank account in the country of the receiving Office which 
could then also be used for the purpose of making refunds . 

122. The Representative of the Interim Committee of the EPO asked that the necessary 
flexibility of approach be maintained in relation to the European Patent Office. 
Without anticipating what decision might be made by the European Patent Organisation 
in relation to the handling of fees, the possibility had to be taken into account 
that the PCT fees would have to be expressed in all the currencies of the EPO 
member States and that a special s olution on that basis would have to be negotiated 
with the International Bureau. 

123. The Inter i m Committee considered the principle proposed by the International 
Bureau that amounts held by the receiving Offices should be transferred when · they 
reached a specified total. The Delegation of the. United Kingdom proposed that 
transfers should rather be effected on a periodic basis irrespective of the amount 
in order to minimize the administrative effort involved in monitoring and effecting 
the transfers . For example, transfers could be made on a two monthly or three 
monthly basis with the receiving Office being allowed a furthe r period of 30 days 
in which to effect the transfer of the amounts collected in the two or three months 
period. 

124. The Director General and several Delegations observed that the money received 
was held for the International Bureau and that it was the I nte r nati onal Bureau 
that bore the risk of loss due to currency fluctuations. Therefore a long period 
during which amounts were held before transfer could have significant adverse 
financial consequences in case the amounts collected should be substantial. 
Flexibility in the period allowed for transfer would be necessary in order to 
minimize thi s risk. Experience in o ther systems of international transfer, for 
instance that of the International Patent Institute, showed that shorter accounting 
periods than those suggested by the Delegation of the Uni ted Kingdom were, in some 
cases , in operation. 

125 . The Interim Committee agreed that transfers should, in principle , be made on 
a periodic basis rather than on the basisproposed by the I nternational Bureau. 
For this purpose, a reasonable period would have to be established and , for the 
purposes of determining whether the transfer was e ff ected within the stipulated 
period, the date on which the receiving Office gave the transfer order would be 
regarded as the date of the transfer. It was further agreed that , in the event 
that the receiving Office failed to effect a transfer within the stipul ated period 
allowed for this purpose , the risk of any further loss to the International Bureau 
through currency fluctuations should be borne by the receiving Office. 

~26, The Delegation of the United Kingdom said that the interest which, accord ing 
to the proposals of the International Bureau, would also be payable in the event 
that the receiving Office failed to transfer fees within the period allowed for this 
purpose, should not be obligatory and , thus, automatic , but should be discretionary 
and applied according to the circumstances of the case . 

127 . The Interim Committee agreed that, while details could be negotiated, the 
principle of the system of interests suggested in the proposals of the International 
Bureau should be adopted. It was consequently agreed that, in the revised paper 
to be prepared by the International Bureau, the principles for safeguarding the 
International Bureau in the case of transfers not made in due time, which were an 
integral part of the proposals for the system for the handling of fees , should be 
included. 
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128 . The Director General said that when the identity was known of the Contracting 
States for which the PCT would initially enter int o for ce, h e would communicate 
to those States the revised principles and would as k them whether they c ould agree 
t o the principles contained therein or would prefer to negotiate a special solution. 
At the time of the first session of the PCT Assembly, the situation with respect 
to the various Contracting States was expected to be clarif ied . On the basis 
of this time t abl e , the States woul d have ampl e time to imp leme nt the fee handling 
system applicabl e t o them. 

129. The Interim Committee further agreed, upon a question by the Delegation of 
Hungary , that the principles a nd their method of implementation wou ld also be 
applicable to the fees collected b y the r eceiving Office for the International 
Searching Authority and to the fees collected by the International Preliminary 
Examining Authority fo r the International Bureau. 

PROGRESS REPORT ON NEGOTIATIONS WITH PROSPECTIVE INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AND 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINING AUTHORITIES 

130 . Discussions were based on document s PCT/AAQ/VIII/11 and 17. 

131. The Delegation of the Soviet Union informed the Inter i m Committee that the 
Sovi et Union , as already stated during the Washington Diplomatic Conference , 
wanted its national Office t o become a PCT Authority. The proposal of the Office 
to implement both international search and international preliminary examination 
was sent to the Government. Final informati on on this question would be given 
o nce the Governme n t had decided in r espect of ratifica t ion and the applicati on of 
Chapter I and II of the Treaty. The Soviet Office was ready to start negotiations 
with the International Bureau soon and probably even before ratification of the 
PCT. In any event the Soviet Offi ce , in accordance with the Treaty , intended not 
to confine its activities as an Authority under the PCT to the territor y of the 
soviet .Union . At present the question of languages and volume of .work that 
Office could handle in its capaci ty as PCT Au thority was under study. 

132 . _The De legation of the United Kingdom informed the Interim Committee that the 
United Kingdom woul d short l y deposit the instrument of ratification for the Treaty 
a nd wanted to h ave its national Office act as International Preliminar y Examining 
Authority. The United Kingdom Patent Off i ce was prepared to enter soon into 
negotiations with the I nternational Bureau with a v i e w to concluding the necessary 
agreement . 

133 . The Delegation of the United States of America, referring to paragraph 5 o f 
document PCT/AAQ/VIII/17, stated t hat its Government wil l have completed early ne x t 
year a study whether the United States of America should withdraw the r eservation 
made with respect to Chapter II of t he Treaty . I f a decision was made to withdraw 
t he reservation , additional implementing legislation for Chapter II was needed . 

134 . The Delegation of Sweden confirmed the information contained in paragraph 4 
of document PCT/AAQ/VIII/17. A Bill to ratify and implement the PCT had been 
introduced i n Parliament on October 10, 1977 . Ratification was expected at the 
e nd of this y ear or e arly next year . 

135 . The Delegation of Japan , e xp r essing its appreciatio n for the recent consulta­
tio ns between the Japanese Patent Office and the Inte rnational Bur eau in Tokyo , 
suggested the following amendments to the text contained in paragraph 6 of 
documen t PCT/AAQ/VIII / 17 : 

(i ) in line 3 upossibly u s hould be replaced by uevent ual lyu ; 

(ii) the l ast sentence should be replaced by the following t ext: "while 
negotiations on the l evel of the Japanese Government could not take 
place before the r atificat ion of the Treaty was approved by the Diet, 
f urther negotiat ions with the International Bureau at t h e l eve l of 
the Japan ese Patent Office were envisaged to take p l ace as soon as 
possible, probably in early 1978 .u 
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136. The Interim Committee then considered the draft Model Agreement between an 
International Preliminary Examining Authority a nd the International Bureau con­
tained in the Annex to document PCT/AAQ/VIII/11. 

137. In a general discussion, the Interim Committee noted a statement by the 
International Bureau that this Annex was submitted at this stage only for infor ­
mation and not for detailed discussion. It followed very closely the draft Model 
Agreement between an International Searching Authority and the International 
Bureau approved by the Interim Committee in its last session, taking into account 
the observations on that draft Model Agreement made during the said session . The 
draft Model Agreement contained in the Annex was already used as a basis for the 
ongoing discussions with some of the prospective PCT authorities . 

138. Upon a question by the Delegation of the United Kingdom,the International 
Bureau confirmed that the draft Model Agreement constituted not more than a basis 
of discussion and that only those provisions of t hat Agreement h ad to be accepted 
as binding by the prospective authorities which were based on obligations resulting 
from the Treaty, the Regulations or the Administrative Instructions. The 
International Bureau would, however, in its negotiations with the ·prospective PCT 
authorities, strive for the greatest possible uniformity of the agreements to be 
concluded and to achieve this high degree -of uniformity was the ·main purpose of 
the draft Model Agreement. On the basis of this assurance, the Delegation of the 
United Kingdom submitted written comments to be taken into account by the Interna­
tional Bureau in its negotiations with the United Kingdom Patent Office. 

l3g. On a question of the Delegation of the United Kingdom related to Article 6 
of the Draft Model Agreement, it was agreed that an estimate of the likely number 
of applications to be examined by a particular Office in its capacity as Interna­
tional Preliminary Examining Authority was not possible at present since it de­
pended on many factors so far unknown, such as precise informat ion on the c oun­
tries for which the PCT Authority in question would be working (depending not only 
on the willingness of the Authority concerned , but also on the development of 
ratifications) , on the competitive character of the fee charged by the Authority 
concerned and on the degree of uae made by the PCT during the initial stage of 
operations. 

1 40 . On a question of the Delegation of the United Kingdom whether Article 12 had 
its place in a draft Model Agreement with an International Preliminary Examining 
Authority, the Interim Committee, on a proposal by the Delegations of the 
Netherlands, Sweden and Hungary, agreed to maintain that Article in the draft 
Model Agreement in view of the necessity to provi de technical assistance to 
developing countries under Chapter IV of the PCT to the greatest possible extent . 

141 . On a question by the Delegation of the Netherlands whether a provision in the 
draft Model Agreement was required providing for the sendinq of copies of litera­
ture cited in the international preliminary examination r e port to the a~plicant, it 
was agreed to leave this question to a consideration by t he Interim Committee for 
Technical Cooperation in its present session concerning the Guidelines for 
International Preliminary Examination (for the report of the consideration of this 
question by the s aid Interim Committee, see document PCT/TCO/VII/14 , paragraph 104). 

FRENCH VERSION OF FORMS UNDER THE PCT ; FURTHER VERSIONS IN OTHER LANGUAGES 

142. Discussions were based on document PCT/AAQ/VIII/19 . 

143. The International Bureau drew the attention of t he I n terim Committee to the 
draft of the French version of the four printed PCT forms and of the PCT forms 
relating to Chapter I as contained in document PCT/AAQ/VIII/19. The Interim 
Committee was informed that a draft of the French version of t he forms relating 
to Chapter II, which would complete the forms to be annexed to the French version 
of the Administrative Instructions, would be available within two weeks . The 
finalization of the French version of the PCT forms would be effected in consulta­
tion with the Offices intending to utilize that version upon t he entry into force 
of the PCT. To this effect , the said Offices were invited to submit their written 
comments on the said draft forms by November 30, 1977. 
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144 . The suggested procedure for the establishment of the French ver s i on of the 
PCT forms was endorsed by the Interim Committee. 

145 . The De l egation of the Soviet Union pointed out that the establishment of the 
PCT forms in languages other than English and French consti tuted an important 
aspect of the implementation of the PCT procedure . The Delegati o n informed the 
Interim Committee that the State Committee for Inventions and Discoveries of the 
USSR Council of Ministers had prepared a translation of the Administrat i ve Instruc ­
tions , i ncluding the PCT f orms other than tho se forms to be used by the Interna­
tional Bureau into the Russian language and expressed its willingness to provi de 
the International Bureau with a copy thereof and t o assis t it in its further work 
in this ma t ter. 

146 . The International Bur eau said that it recognized the need to establish the 
PCT f orms in the languages in which international applications may be fil ed 
(Rule 12.1) and indicated that, f or the initial period of operation of the PCT, 
three languages, in addi t ion to English and French , would probably be German , 
Japanese and Russian. Since the I nternati onal Bureau cou l d not undertake to pre­
pare itself the PCT forms in the said languages , i t intended to enter into con­
sultations with the inte rested countries in which t he rat i fication procedure was 
sufficiently advanced , in order to ensure timely preparation of versions of the 
PCT forms in the said languages . The offer of the Delegation of t he Soviet Un ion 
concerning the Russian version of the PCT forms was noted with appreciatio n. In 
this context , the International Bureau inv i t ed Austria , the Federal Republic of 
Germany and Switzerland to cooperate in the preparation of a German language ver ­
sion of the PCT forms. 

147. The International Bureau s tated that not all the PCT forms needed t ranslation 
into the said language s. For instance , the In-ternat i onal Bureau forms were only 
required in English and French ; these two vers ions had been completed ; as far 
as the forms for International Searching and Internatio nal Preliminary Examining 
Aut horities were concerned , translat i ons i nto other languages would only be re­
quired to the extent t o which these Authorities intended t o use languages other 
than English or French . The I nter national Bureau would contact the interested 
States in this r espect as appropriat e . 

COMPLETION OF GUIDELINES FOR APPLICANTS AS REGARDS CHAPTER I I 

148 . Discussions were based on document PCT/AAQ/VIII/18 . 

149 . In a general discuss ion it was agreed , as suggested by several Delegat i ons , 
in particular those of the United States of America and of the United Kingdom, 
that in view of the late submission of the document , all Delegations wishing to 
do so could, in addition to the observations they wished to make during this 
session, submit their observations on the document in writing to the International 
Bureau until Oct ober 31 , 1977 ; f urthe rmore , tha t observations of mere d rafting 
nature or o f minor importance would only be made i n wri ting . The Delegati o n of 
the United Kingdom submitted its wr i tten comments at the end of the sess i on . 

Ad paragraph 201 

150. The Delegation of the Netherlands suggested to amend that paragraph by adding 
informat i on on the possibility of withdrawal of reservations agains t Chapter II 
according to Arti c l e 64 (6) (a) . 

151 . The Delegation of France suggested to include in the introductory portion of 
t he Chapter of the Guide lines concerning Phase II the information relating t o the 
advantages of us ing Phase I I con t ained in paragraphs 224 to 230 . Furthermore , 
the French text of the Guidelines on Chapter II should be reviewed in order to 
ensure the use of the appropriate terminology . With respect to the latter sugges tion, 
the International Bureau stated that the translation was so far a provisional one 
and wou l d be revised once the final vers i on of the document was completed . 

Ad paragraph 206 

152 . The Delegation of Austria suggested to delete the words "must of course" in 
line 8. 
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153. The Delegation of France stated that the information provided under this para­
graph was similar to that contained in paragraph 75 of the Guidelines for Chapter I 
of the Treaty. The presentation should either be aligned or an appropriate 
reference to the earlier paragraph should be made. It was agreed that , as far as 
feasible, a mere reference would be preferable to a repetition of the information . 

Ad paragraph 209 

154 . The Delegations of the United Kingdom and Austria suggested that the appendix 
referred to in that paragraph should not contain complete lists of the subject 
matter which the various International Preliminary Examining Authorities do not 
accept for examination since such lists would contain a fair amount of repetition . 
It would be simpler to list only those items which were accepted for examination . 

155 . The International Bureau drew attention to the fact that the same prob lem was 
dealt with in paragraph 80 of the Guidelines with respect to Rule 39 . It was 
advisable to follow t he same presentation. 

156 . On a further suggestion of the Delegation of Austria, it was agreed that, while 
in this paraqraph the same presentation as in paragranh 80 should be followed, the 
information contained in the appendix should be presented in a simplified form 
avoiding unnecessary repetition of matter generally not accepted for examination. 

Ad paragraph 210 

157 . On a suggestion by the Representative of the Interim Committee of the EPO, it 
was agreed that references to the receiving Office in that paragraph shoul9 be to the 
receiving Office "of, or acting for, '' the Contr~cting State concerned . 

Ad paragraph 213 

158 . The Delegation of the Netherlands suggested to add to the end of that paragraph 
a reference t o the effect that the demand may be filed at any time after the filing 
o~ the international application . In this context, a reference to paragraphs 266 
and 267 s hould be made already in this part of the Guidelines in order to - stress the 
advantages of early submission of the demand. 

Ad paragraph 216 

159. The International Bureau stated that the second sentence of that paragraph 
should also make a reference to Article 40(2) in o rder to draw attention to the 
possibility that on the request of the applicant an elected Office may start 
processing of the application earl i er. 

Ad paragraph 225 

160 . The Delegation of Norway suggested to clarify in this paragraph that the 
advantage of a further delay for national proce ssing only existed with respect to 
elected States . 

Ad paragraph 231 

161 . On a question by the Representative of UNICE, the Interim Committee considered 
whether an applicant might have different agents for the procedure under Chapter I 
and under Chapter II of the Treaty . Doubts were expressed whether , in particular 
in the case of a telescoped simultaneous procedure under both Chapters, such 
representation by separate agents was possible . The Delegation of Austria observed 
that Article 49 and the Rules thereunder applied to r epresent ation before the 
International Preliminary Examining Authority in the same way as to representation 
before other international authorities and that a statement to that effect should 
appear in the par agraph under consideration. The International Bureau was asked to 
study the question further . 

Ad paragraph 236(a) 

16 2 , The Representative of UNI CE drew attention to the difficulties for the applicant 
inherent in the proposed system of translation according to which the contents of 
e a c h page would have t o be ide nti c al in both l anguage version s . 
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163. The International Bureau pointed to the additional difficulty created by the 
difference in length of the same text in different languages . 

164 . It was agreed that the International · Bureau would review the paragraph under 
consideration in the light of the observations made . 

Ad paragraphs 252 and 253 

165 . The Delegation of the Netherlands sugges ted to underline the n ecessity of 
g i ving full attent i on to the prior a rt cited in the international search report 
more effectively by inserting a s epar a t e sentence to that effect in paragraph 252 , 
rather than ma intaining the present r efer ence to that matter in paragraph 253 . 

Ad paragraph 265 

166 . The Chairman suggested to make h ere a reference to the need to submit amendments 
both in the original language of the international application and in the translation 
r equired by the International Preliminary Examining Authority, a r equirement arrived 
at by way of interpretation of Rule 55.2 (an a greement t o that effect was reached 
by the Interim Committee for Technical Cooperation whe n discussing paragraph 7.1 o f 
Chapter VI of t he Guidelines for International Preliminary Examination - see 
paragraph 101 of document PCT/TCO/VII/13). 

Ad paragraph 280 

167 . The Representative of the Interim Committee of the EPO stated t hat, whereas 
the requir ement of filing the ne cessary data relati ng to the inventor when entering 
the national phase was stated with respect to Chapter I , the re l evant time limit 
being 20 months from t he priority date , the same r equirement must be possible under 
Chapter I I on the expiration of the time limit of 25 months fr om the p rior.ity date . 
This should be stated in the Guidel ines although it does not seem to be explicitly 
provided for unde r the Treaty and the Regulations . It was agreed that the Inter ­
national Bureau would study the question further, taking into account the differ ent 
requirements of the national l aw permitted under t he Treaty . 

160 . In conclus i on , it was agreed that the International Bureau, on the basis of 
the discussions at this session and the observations received until October 31, 
1977, would establish a final version of the relevant part of the Guidelines , 
would incorporate it in the existing Guidelines (document PCT/ INT/3) and would 
publish the Guidelines with high priority in the form of a printed brochure . 

STEPS IN THE PROCEDURE BEFORE THE INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 

169. This item of the agenda was dealt with in a joint s ession of both I nterim 
Committees . Discussions were based on document PCT/AAQ/VII I /14 - PCT/TCO/VII/5. 

170 . In a general discussion, it was agreed that the document under consideration, 
the usefulness of which for the work of the International Searching Authorit i es 
was fully r ecognized , did not r equire publ i cati on in the series of PCT/INT docu ­
ments . It should, however , in i ts f inal form be placed at the disposal of pros ­
pective International Se arching Authorities in order to facilitate their prepara­
tion for the i r future tasks . Since several Delegations expressed the desire t o 
have an oppor tunity for the submission of observations in writing after this 
sess i o n, i t was agreed that observations concerning the document could be submitted 
to the International Bureau until January 1, 1978 . Thereafter the International 
Bureau would prepare a fina l version of the document and would distribute the 
document to t he prospective International Searching Authorities . 

171 . The Representative of the IIB stated that t he sequence of procedural steps 
followed in the document under consideration did not always correspond with t he 
practice of prospective Internationa l Searching Authorities . Since the practice 
of the said Authorit i es might d i ffer in this respect , it should be understood that 
the prospective I nternational Searching Authorities were not bound by the s equence 
o f procedural steps as reflected in the said document. 
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STEPS IN THE PROCEDURE BEFORE THE INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY EXAMINING AUTHORITY 

172. This item of the agenda was dealt with in a joint session of both Interim 
Committees. Discussions were based on document PCT/AAQ/VIII/13- PCT/TCO/VII/4. 

173 . In a general discussion, the two Interim Committees reached the same understand­
ing as with respect to the document concerning steps in the procedure before the Inter­
national Searching Authority, this , however, with the proviso that the distribution 
of the final version of the document under consideration should be limited to the 
prospective International Preliminary Examining Authorities. 

174. The Representative of CEIF stated, in relation to Step IPEA/2 . 2 in Part B of 
the Annex to the document, that such step should include the case where the Inter­
national Preliminary Examining Authority finds that, in the case o f different 
applicants for different elected States, none of the applicants indicated for 
the purposes of a given elected State is entitled under Rule 54.3 to make a demand. 
Therefore, the election of that State should be considered n o t to have been made 
and the International Preliminary Examining Authority should notify , accordingly, 
both the applicant or applicants so indicated and the International Bureau. 

TIME ' L!MITS UNDER THE PCT; DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS 

175. This item of the agenda was dealt with in a joint session of both Interim 
Committees . Discussions were based o n document PCT/AAQ/VIII/16-PCT/TCO/VII/11. 

176 . Several Delegations, in particular those of the Uni ted States of America, 
Austria and Sweden, commended the International Bureau for having submitted a 
very clear and compl ete document setting out the time limits under the PCT. 

177. In a general discussion , the Interim -Committees recommended to publish the 
final version of the document under consideration in the series of PCT/INT docu­
ments. The final version should be established by the I nternational Bureau after 
the present session, taking into account the discussions during that session and 
any written observations submitted thereafter and before November 30 , 1977. It 
was , however , agreed that, if the volume of the written observations would be such 
that a complete revision of the document would entail a substantial workload which 
could only be undertaken to the detriment of other priority tasks of the Interna­
tional Bureau during the remaining interim period , the document wou l d be published 
in the -PCT/INT series essentially in its present form whereas an additional docu­
ment would be prepared containing the observations submitted in writing . 

178. With respect to page 20 of the document under consideration, the Delegation 
of Austria stated that the document included the time limit of 20 months from the 
priority date for the submission of indications concerning the inventor for 
purposes of the procedure before designated Offices under Chapter I of the Treaty, 
whereas the corresponding time limit of 25 months concerning the submission of 
the said indications for the procedure before e l ected Offices under Chapter II 
was missing. It was agreed that the International Bureau would study the question 
of the relevant time limit under Chapter II and would take the results of its 
study into account for the revision of the document under consideration. 

179 . In this context, the two Interim Committees had a general discussion concerning 
the distribution of documents issuing in the PCT/INT series, during which a general 
desire fo r wide dissemination as far as possible free of charge in particular for . 
the competent authorities of, or acting for, the interested States, was expressed . 

180 . The International Bureau stated that a distinction would be made bet~een those 
documents which would soon be printed in brochure form a nd others , the printing of 
which was not foreseen, and that a special situation existed with respect to the 
PCT forms. Whi le in general the documents of the PCT/INT series would be largely 
distributed free of charge, the printed brochures would be distributed against a 
modest charge but with a fair amount of free copies for the competent authorities 
of, or acting for, the Contracting States going beyond the obligations of the 
International Bureau under Rul e 87 . The fact that a wide dissemination of the 
documents and brochures on conditions which were not onerous was in the interest 
of a rapid and smooth implementation of the PCT system would be taken into account . 
The PCT forms would be distributed to the receiving Offices f r ee of charge . 

1 81 . 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 descr i bed in document PCT/AAQ/VIII/4, but tha t 
those Offices wishing t o republish certain of the doc ument s in translation would 
receive the necessary a u thorization by the International Bureau. 
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FURTHER PROGRAM FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PCT 

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

183 .. The Director General informed the Interim Committ ees 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 of continuing the preparatory · work for the implementation of the PCT were 
not envisaged and consideration of a ny further program of the Interim Committees 
was not necessary. Entry into force of the Treaty was· expected for early 1978 
and· a period of two weeks beginning April 3, 1978, was provisionally set aside 
during the second week of which the convening of the first session of the Assembly 
of the PCT Union was envisaged. That session would probably be preceded by a 
meeting of a Preparatory Committee which would prepare the decisions to be taken 
by the Assembly. In that Preparatory Committee and in the Assembly, the Contracting 
States of the PCT and the States contributing to the PCT budget without being 
Contracting States would have a different status since the latter States could not 
vote . The Preparatory Committee would deal with all matters whether theywere now 
within the competence of the PCT Interim Advisory Committee for Administrat i ve 
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 the first session of the new Permanent 
Committee for Patent Information, the purpose of that last session was not to deal 
with PCT interim work , but to have an organizational meeting reviewing the activities 
of the said Interim Committee with a view to the future planning of work within the 
Permanent Committee for Patent Information . 

184 . On a question from the Delegation of Austria , the Director General stated that 
it was env i saged 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 International Bureau would make 
proposals which could then be cons i dered in the meeting s foreseen for April 1978. 

185 . The two Interim Commitlees agreed with the proposals made by the Director General 
withiespect to the further program and t ime sche dule. The Chairman concluded that 
this was consequent l y the last session of the PCT Interim Advisory Committee for 
Administrative Questions and that the next and last session of the PCT Interi m 
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 also terminate its work concerning the prepa­
ration of the implementation of the PCT at the present session . 

CLOSING OF THE SESSION 

186. In c l osing the session, the Chairman noted that this e ighth session would be 
the final session of the Interim Advisory Committee for Administrative Questions 
and would 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 for their considerable contribution to 
the completi on 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, all of which would permit the PCT to be implemented under 
excel lent conditions . 

187. The Deputy Director General of WIPO expressed the apprec i ation of the Interna­
tional Bureau, for its part also , for the substantial work accomplished by the 
Interim Committee, which had ensured that the PCT could now enter into its opera­
tional phase. 

188. This report was unanimously adopted by 
the Interim Committee at its c l osing meeting 
on October 17 , 1977 . 

[Anne x follows] 
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Institute Nacional da Propriedade Industrial, Rio de Janeiro 
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Mr. E. BOWN, Senior Patent Examiner, Canadian Patent Office, Hull, Quebec 

DANEMARK/DENMARK 

Mr. 0 . P. CALLESEN, Deputy Head of Section, Danish Patent Office, Copenhagen 

Ms. L. OESTERBORG, Deputy Head of Section, Danish Patent Office, Copenhagen 

EGYPTE/EGYPT 

Mr. A. ABOUL-KHEIR, Counsellor, Permanent Mission of Egypt, Geneva 

ESPAGNE/SPAIN 

Mr. J. DELICADO MONTERO-RIOS , Jefe del Servicio de Invenciones y Creaciones de 
Forma, Ministerio de Industria, Registro de l a Propiedad Industrial, Madrid 

ETATS UNIS D' AMERIQUE/ UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

Mr. L. MAASSEL, Patent Procedure Specialist, United States Patent and Trademark 
Office, Washington, D.C . 

Ms. M. E. TUROWSKI , Management Analyst, United States Patent and Trademark Office, 
Washington, D. C. 

FINLANDE/FINLAND 

Mr . P. SALMI, Head of the Patent Department, Patent and Registration Board , Helsinki 

FRANCE 

M. P . GUERIN, Attache de direction, Institut national de la propriete i ndustrielle, 
Paris 
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Ms . E . PARRAGH, Deputy Head of Section, National Office of Inventions , Budapest 

JAPON/JAPAN 

Mr. K. HOSHIKAWA, Counsellor for PCT Affairs , Japanese Patent Office, Tokyo 

Mr. K. HATAKAWA, Director , Japan Trade Center, Dlisseldorf , German y (Fed. Rep . of) 

MADAGASCAR 

M. s. RABEARIVELO, Conseiller, Mission permanente de Madagascar, Geneve . 

M. 0. RAVELOSON, Secret aire d ' Ambassade, Mission permanente de Madagascar , Geneve 

NORVEGE/NORWAY 

Mr. 0 . os , overingeni~r , Norwegian Patent Office , Oslo 

PAYS-BAS/NETHERLANDS 

Mr. J. DEKKER, Vice-President, Netherlands Patent Office , Rijswijk (Z . H.) 

Mr. s . de VRIES , Examiner , Netherlands Patent Office , Rijswijk (Z . H.) 

ROYAUME- UNI/UNITED KINGDOM 

Mr . M. F . VIVIAN, Principal Examiner, The Patent Office , London 

Mr. A. F . GILMOUR, Head of Internal Administration, The Patent Office, London 

Mr . E. F. BLAKE, Senior Examiner, The Patent Office , London 

Mr. A. HUNTER, Assistant Director, Her Majesty's Stationery Office, Norwich 

SENEGAL 

M. s . L. BA , Directeur de l'industrie et de l ' artisanat, Direction de l'industrie, 
Dakar 

SUEDE/SWEDEN 

Mr. S. LEWIN , Deputy Director General , Royal Patent and Registration Office , 
St ockholm 

Ms. B . SANDBERG, Legal Counsel , Royal Patent and Registration Off ice, Stockholm 

Mr. Y. TRUVE, Member of the Board of Appeal , Royal Patent and Registration Office , 
Stockholm 

SUISSE/SWITZERLAND 

M. J .-L . COMTE, Directeur adjoint , Bureau federal de la propriete intellectuelle, 
Berne 

M.~ R. KAMPF, Chef de Section, Bureau federal de la propriete intellectuelle , Berne 

UNION SOVIETIQUE/SOVIET UNION 

Mr. L. KOMAROV, Deputy Ch airman, State Committee for inventions and Discoveries of the 
USS R Council of Ministers , Mos cow 

Mr . E . BURYAK, Head , I nternational Patent Cooperation Division , All- Union Research 
Institute of the State Patent Examination , Moscow 
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II. ORGANISATIONS INTERGOUVERNEMENTALES 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS 

ORGANISATION EUROPEENNE DES BREVETS/EUROPEAN PATENT ORGANISATION (EPO) 

Mr . P. E . CATCHLOVE, Member of the Planning Group of the Interim Committee of 
the European Patent Organisation, Munich, Germany (Fed. Rep. of) 

INSTITUT INTERNATIONAL DES BREVETS (!!B)/INTERNATIONAL PATENT INSTITUTE 

Mr . J. A. H. van VOORTHUIZEN , Deputy Technical Director , Rijswijk (Z.H. ) , Netherlands 

Mr. F. DUHR , Chef de Division , Rijswijk (Z. H. ) 1 Pays -Bas 

ORGANISATION DES BTATS AMERICAINS (OEA)/ORGANIZATiON OF AMERICAN STATES (OAS) 

Dr. F . E. HURTADO DE MENDOZA, Conseiller de la Delegation perrnanente a Geneve 

III. ORGANISATIOWS NON-GOUVERNEMENTALES 
NON- GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS 

ASSOCIATION INTERNATIONALE POUR LA PROTECTION DE LA PROPRIETE INDUSTRIELLE (AIPPI ) 
INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE PROTECTION OF INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY (IAPIP) 

Mr . E . ZURRER, Vice Manager , F , Hoffmann- La Roche & Co ,, A. G., Basle, Switzerland 

ASSOCIATION INTER- AMERICAINE DE LA PROPRIETE INDUSTRIELLE (ASIPI)/INTER-AMERICAN 
ASSOCIATION OF INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY 

Mr. E . TERRERO , Caracas , Venezuela 

Ms . V . TERRERO, Caracas , Venezue la 

CONSEIL DES FEDERATIONS I NDUSTRIELLES D' EUROPE/COUNCIL OF EUROPEAN INDUSTRIAL 
FEDERATIONS (CEIF) 

Mr. M. van DAM , Patent Agent , Eindhoven , Netherlands 

FEDERATION EUROPEENNE DES MANDATAIRES DE L ' INDUSTRIE EN PROPRIETE INDUSTRIELLE (FEMIPI) / 
EUROPEAN FEDERATION OF INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY REPRES ENTATIVES OF I NDUSTRY 

Dr . F . A. JENNY , Patent Department , Ciba-Geigy AG, Basle , Switzerland 

FEDERATION INTERNATIONALE DES I NGENIEURS -CONSEILS EN PROPRIETE INDUSTRIELLE (FICPI)/ 
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