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Introduction

1, At its third session, held in Tokyo in October 1973, the PCT Interim Committee
for Technical Cooperation (hereinafter referred to as "the Interim Committee) en-
couraged the International Bureau to continue its study regarding the possible in-
clusion in the PCT minimum documentation of patent documents in English, French

or German which do not now form part of the PCT minimum documentation (PCT Rule
34.1(c) (vi)).

2. A number of Patent Offices issuing such English, French or German language pat-
ent documents have positively responded to earlier enquiries as to whether or not
they are interested in having their patent documents included in the PCT minimum
documentation. Several of these have started to accumulate sets of non-priority
claiming patent documents, hereinafter referred to as "sorted sets," which could be
distributed to the prospective International Searching and Preliminary Examining
Authorities (hereinafter referred to as "the prospective PCT Authorities") for
inclusion in their search files.

Recent Survey in the Prospective PCT Authorities

3. In response to an engquiry on the part of the Australian Patent Office as to

the disposition of the ten sorted sets of Australian patent documents that that Office
has been accumulating since 1972, the International Bureau in turn gueried the ten
prospective PCT Authorities on this matter. (Circular letter No. 1863; see Annex A
of this document).

4, The survey, in addition to enquiring in particular as to the disposition of
the Australian_patent documents, also asked a number of general guestions regarding
Rule 34.1(c) (vi) documentation. Whereas heretofore the enquiries regarding this
documentation had been directed to the prospective suppliers of this documentation,
this was the first survey of the prospective recipients of this documentation.

5. As can be noted from the Circular letter No. 1863 in Annex A, several of the
questions asked (see questions Nos. 1 and 3) concerned the patent documents of the
sixteen Offices which have English, French or German patent documents but which do
not now form part of the PCT minimum documentation. One question (see guestion No.2)
was directed to the Australian patent documents in particular.
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6. All ten Offices which are considered prospective PCT Authorities, responded.

A table summarizing the substance of the responses 'of nine prospective pCcT Authorities
(the Netherlands Patent Office having indicated only that it did not consider it-

self a prospective International Searching Authority) is found in Annex B with the
responses themselves set out ip Annexes C through L to this document, It should

be noted that eight of the nine responding Offices presently receive the patent
documents of Belgium; seven receive those of Australia, Austria and the German
Democratic Republic; six those of Canadaj; four those of India and Ireland; two

those of South Africa; and individual Offices only receive those of New Zealand,
Luxembourg, Monacoc, Philippines, Pakistan, Sri Lanka, and OAMPI.

T Six Offices expressed their interest in receiving the sorted sets of the

Australian patent documents, the other three Offices already receive complete sets
and eight Offices are interested in receiving sorted sets of other Offices.

Reguest by the Austrian Patent Office

8. In the letter of response of the Austrian Patent Office, it was indicated that

ten sorted sets of Austrian patent documents were being saved by that Office and

that the prospective PCT Authorities should scon indicate their plans with respect to
these documents, since the Austrian Patent Office had serious storage problems with

the said sets of documents (see Annex C). Consequently, the prospective PCT Authorities
are asked to express their views on the offer of the Austrian Patent Office.

Proposed Further Action

9 In view of the interest of a number of the prospective PCT Authorities in the
patent documents of several Offices which have not as yet responded to earlier en-
quiries, it is proposed that the International Bureau should make further enguiries
with a view to obtaining a definitive answer from these Offices as to their desire
to have their patent documents introduced into the PCT minimum documentation.

10, Furthermore, the PCT Minimum Documentation Study which has already been con-
ducted (documents PCT/TCQ/SS/I/2 and PCT/TCO/SS/III/4) should be extended to en-
compass the Rule 34,1(c) (vi) patent documents which are definitely going to be con-
sidered to be part of the PCT minimum documentation, This would entall adding, to
the already established inventory of the patent documents which are part of the PCT
minimum documentation, a listing of the documents involved or a broad indication of
the range of numbers or dates together with an approximation of the number of docu-
ments involved.

1ll. The Interim Ccocmmittee is invited

to date and to comment on the continua-
tion of the project in general and in
particular on:

(a) the disposition cof the Austrian sorted
sets (see paragraph 8 above);

(b) the making of further enguiries to
Offices not having responded sc far
(see paragraph 9 above); and

(c) the introduction of the particulars of
the Rule 34.1(c) (vi) documentation
which will be part of the PCT minimum
documentation into the already estab-
lished inventory of such documentation
(see paragraph 10).

/Bnnexes A to L follow/



ORGANISATION MONDIALE DE LA
PROPRIETE INTELLECTUELLE

WORLD INTELLECTUAL *
PROPERTY ORGANIZATION

United International Burenux
for the Protection of Intellectual
Property [EIRPI;\

Bureaux Interationnux réunis
pour ln protection de la

propriété intellectuelle (BIRPI)

Circular No. 1863
- PCT 21

February 25, 1974 .

Re: PCT Minimum Documentation

According to the program suggested by the PCT Interim
Committee for Technical Cooperation (First Session,
February 1971), "the International Bureau, under the guid-
ance of the Interim Committee and with the assistance of
the Standing Subcommittee of that Committee, should:

(i) prepare a detailed inventory of the patent
documents to be included in the PCT minimum
documentation (the inventory should comprise ...
those English, French and German language
documents which, under Rule 34.1(c) (vi) of
the PCT Regulations, may be expected to be
included in the minimum documentation; ...)"
(document PCT/TCO/I/6, paragraph 25).

It is recalled that Rule 34.1l(c) (vi) of the PCT Regu-
lations provides for the inclusion in the "minimum docu-
mentation" of the International Searching Authorities of
"such patents issued by, and such patent applications pub-
lished in, any other country /other than France, Germany

(Federal Republic of), Japan, the Soviet Union, Switzerland,

the United Kingdom and the United States of America/ after
1920 as are in the English, French, or German language and

in which no priority is claimed, provided that the national

Office of the interested country sorts out these documents
and places them at the disposal of each Internaticnal
Searching Authority."

il

32, chemin des Colombettes - 1211 GENEVE 20 (SUISSE) - @ (022) 34 6300 - [ 22376 - Telége.: OMPI

A series of circular letters were sent to some 16
industrial property Offices which publish English,
French and German language patent documents of the kind
referred to in Rule 34.1(c) (vi), inquiring whether they
would wish to have their documents included as part of
the PCT minimum documentation and if so whether they
would be willing to store for the future use of the
International Searching Authorities ten sets of these
documents as they are published.

In response, a number of industrial property Offices
indicated a wish to have their documents included in the
PCT minimum documentation and agreed to store the sugges-
ted ten sets of documents. One of these industrial prop-
erty Offices which has been saving the ten sets for the
past several years, the Australian Patent Office, recent-
ly asked the International Bureau whether the communica-
tion of these documents to the interested Authorities
could now begin, as the storing of the ten sets is pre-
senting a space problem.

The International Bureau, in attempting to alleviate
this problem of storage for this Office, stated that the
members of the Standing Subcommittee of the PCT Interim
Committee for Technical Cooperation would be queried as
to the disposition of these documents.

In this context, a more general study of the prob-
lems of inclusion of the said documents in the search
files of the prospective International Searching Author-
ities would appear to be necessary. One of the guestions
to be considered would be whether some of the industrial
property Offices which are the prospective International
Searching Authorities introduce already now into their
search files (or have otherwise available for search
purposes) all or at least the non-priority claiming doc-
uments of industrial property Offices whose documents
fall under Rule 34.1(c) (vi). Should such be the case,
some industrial property Offices presently saving the
ten sets as well as Offices contemplating such a move
may not have to store a set for such Authorities and
may consequently reduce the number of sets which they
have to save.

1 abed
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In order to attempt to resolve the immediate storage
prohlem of one Office and to assemble the information
necessary for a more detailed study of the general prcb-
lem of the future disposition of the documents under
consideration, your Office as a prospective International
Searching Authority is requested to answer the following
three questions:

1. Do you presently receive on a regular basis
the patent documents of Australia, Austria,
Belgium, Canada, German Democratic Republic,
India, Ireland, Israel, Luxembourg, Monaco,
New Zealand, Pakistan, Philippines, Sri
Lanka (Ceylon), South Africa and OAMPI, and
if so, to what extent are such documents
introduced into your search files?

2. Are you interested in receiving regularly
a set of Australian patent documents as
sorted out by the Australian Patent Office
in accordance with PCT Rule 34.1(c) (vi)?
If yes, should delivery start immediately
or at a later date?

3. Are you interested in receiving regularly
sets of patent documents of Offices other
than the Australian Patent Office which
are also being sorted out in accordance
with PCT Rule 34.1(c) (vi)? If so, but not
for all such Offices, please specify for
which.

The International Bureau would appreciate receiving
your answers to the above three guestions by May 1, 1974,
in order to be able to inform the Australian Patent
Office accordingly and to facilitate the preparation of
a document on the matter for the consideration of the
October 1974 session of the PCT Interim Committee for
Technical Cooperation.

Sincerely yours,

-~

K. Pfanner
Director
Industrial Property Division

¢z °@bed
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Annex B

o

SUMMARY OF RESPONSES TO CIRCULAR LETTER NO. 1863

REGARDING PCT RULE 34.1(c) (vi)

DOCUMENTATION

Prospective Interna-
tional Searching or
Preliminary Examining

The patent documents of Australia (AU), Austria
(OE) , Belgium (BE), Canada (CA), German Democratic
Republic (DL), India (IN), Ireland (EI), Israel
(IL) , Luxembourg (LU), Monaco
(NZ), Pakistan (PK), Philippines
(Ceylon) (CL), South Afrika (ZA), OAMPI (AM) are

(MC), New Zealand

(RP), Sri Lanka

presently received on

introduced into

Interested in receiving
sorted sets of the
patent documents of

Interested in receiving
sorted sets of the
patent documents of

Authority responding a regular basis search files Australia other Offices

Austria (Annex C) AU, OE, BE, CA, DL OE, DL yes yes

Brazil (Annex D) & &= yes AU, BE, CA, DL, IL, RP,
ZA, AM

Germany (F.R.) AU, OE, BE, CA, DL, IN OE, BE, DL already receives EI, IL, LU, MC, NZ, PK,

(Annex E)

complete set

RP, CL, ZA, AM

Japan (Annex F) AU, OE, BE, CA, DL, IN, NZ, - yes yes
RP, CL, ZA, AM

T:;ﬁ:;lZ?ds (DOES NOT CONSIDER ITSELF A PROSPECTIVE INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY)

Soviet Union AU, OE; BE, DL, IN, EI = already receives: yes

(Annex H)

complete set

Sweden (Annex I) AU, OE, BE, CA, DL, EI = yes yes, if part of PCT
minimum documentation
United Kingdom AU, OE, BE, CA, DL, IN, EI, = yes ves

(Annex J)

PK

United States of
America (Annex K)

AU, OE, BE, CA, DL, IN, EI,
ZA (chem)

AU, OE, BE, CA, DL

already receives
complete set

IN, EBL, IL, LU, MC, NZ,
PK, RP, CL, ZA, AM

International Patent
Institute (IIB)
(Annex L)

BE, LU, MC

BE, LU, MC

yes

not presently considering
modifying country coverage
of search documentation
but will reconsider should
need arise

g XENNY
9/AI/00L/10d



DER PRASIDENT

DES USTERREICHISCHEN PATENTAMTYS Wien, ym . April. 23, 1974 . ..

[SMOTTOJ @ @X3auuy,/g Xauuy]

L, Kahlmarkt 8-10

G’R ,] 5 / Jis Postanschrifi: Postlach 85, A-1014 Wien
SR 155/ 7%

M.

Dr.Klaus P f anne?1
Directeur
WIPO

Geneva
Ref.: Circular No. 1863-PCT 21

Dear Dr. Pfanner,

With respect to Circ.No. 1863 of February 25, 1974
I have the honour to communicate the following information:

Question No.1:

The documents of Austria and German Democratic Republic
are introduced into the search files of the Austrian
Patent Office.

The following documents are stored in numerical order:

Australia, Belgium, Canada.

Question No.2:

The Austrian Patent Office would be ready and interested
to receive Australian Patent documents arranged in
accordance to Rule 34.1 (c¢) (vi) PCT immediately.

Question No.3:
Austria is interested in receiving PCT-minimum documents

on a regular basis from Offices intending to arrange
their documents according to Rule 34.1 (c) (vi) PCT
without any preference.

With respect to Austrian patent documents I should
like to take the opportunity to inform you that the Austrian
Patent Office is also ready to communicate documents sorted
out in accordance with Rule 34.1 (c) (vi) PCT to interestied
Authorities. The Austrian Patent Office has been saving ten
sets of documents up from July 26, 1971 (No. 314.950) =and

Al ol

intends to furnish all non-priority claiming documents.
As there exist the same storage problemsin the Austrian
Patent Office we are very much interested in the initiative
taken by WIPO. As document PCT/TCO/III/3 is éoncerned I
should like to ask you to include the information about
Austrian patent documents in the revised version of the
document of the Interim Committee for Technical Cooperation.

Sincerely yours,

D EXENNY/D XANNY
9/AI/00L/104



[SMOTTOF d axsuuy/d Xauuy]

SEMVICO PdnLico PoDERAL

INSTITUTO NACIONAL DA PROPRIEDADE INDUSTRIAL
SAS Q.2 - lote 3/A

70 000 Brasilia,

Brasil,

Brasilia, March 21, 1974,

INT/ 4015

Mr. K. Pfanner, Director

Industrial Property Division,

World Intellectual Property Organization,
32, chemin des Colombettes, '

1211 GENEVA 20

Switzerland,

Re: Circular No, 1863 - PCT 21
PCT Minimum Documentation

Dear Sir,

Thank you for your above mentioned Circular of February
25, 1974, to which my answers are as follows:

Question Answer
1 No
2 Yes, immediately
3 Yes, of the following countries:
- Austria
- Belgium
= Canada

- German Democratic Republic

- Israel (only if in English or French

- Philippines
- South Africa, an-
-0AMPI

exgly }grs,

L
&

d IXINNY/d XINNY
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DER PRASIDENT BOOO MUNCHE! 2,den __April 10, 1974

DES DEUTSCHEN PATENTAMTS Zwaibrickenstralie 12
Fernruf (0B 11) 2 18 51 Fernschreiber 523 534
Fernrufdurchwahl (08 11) 21 95 Hausruf

1seschafts-Nr.: N VT N
Bitte in der Antworl die vorstehende Geschartsnummer angcben,
9330/10 — H 5 Bd III 1/74

Dr. Arpad Bogsch
Director General 9330/10(11) - 3.1.3.Bd XIII 8

World Intellectual
Property Organiszation

32, chemin des Colombettes
CH 1211  Genf 20
- Schweiz -

Re.: PCT Minimum Documentation under Rule 34.1(c)(vi)

Ref,: Circular No.1863% - PCT 21 of February 25, 1974
Dear Dr.Bogsch,

The questions raised in the Circular concerning the PCT minimum
documentation under Rule 34.1(c)(vi), I answer as follows:

Res,1: The German Patent Office at present regularly receives
the patent documents of the following countries enumera-
ted in your questionnaire: Australia, Belgium, German
Democratic Republic, India, Canada and Austria. The pa-
tent specifications of| Belgium, German Democratic Repub-—
lic and Austria are also filed according to classifica-

tion in the search file.

Re.,2: ©OSince the German Patent Office already regularly receives
two sets of Australian patent documents within the in-
ternational exchange of literature, the set of documgnts
stored by the Australian Patent Office is no longer nee-
ded according to PCT Rule 34.1(c)(vi).

However, I am very much interested in a list with the
numbers of these documents.

Reo3: The German Patent Office ig interes

documents of Ireland, Israel, Luxembourg, Monaco

New Zealand, Pakistan, Fhilippines, Sri Lanka (C; il
South Africa ang OAMPT as sorted out o
with PCT Rule 34.1(c)(vi),

ted in the patent

in ac¢ecordance

Sincerely yours,
e
Dipl.-Ing. K.H.K6hne
Vice-President

3 IXANNY/E XANNY

9/AI/001/104
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FOT !inimunm Documentation (Circular No, 1§63 - PCT 2}

FATENT OFFICE '
JAPANESE GOVERNMENT .

4-3, Kasumigaseki j-chome
Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo, Japan -

TOKU S0 532/49 (a) The Japanese Patent Office receives regularly the patent documents

18,
ey 9, 1974 of the countries mentioned bslow:

Austrslia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, German Democratic Republie,
Dr. A. Bogsch
Director General
World Intellectual Property Organization
32, chenin des Colombettes
1211 Geneva 20, Switzerland

India, Hew Zealand, Fhilipzines, Sri Lanka (Ceylon), South Africa and
OANMPT

Buch documents are rot, a& = rule, included in the search f£iles, but ther
Heprdnd are easily available to the examiiiers when necessary,

Please find enclosed the answers of the Japanese Putent Office conceming
PCT Minimum Documentation in reply to your Circular No, 1863 - PCT 21, dated
Feb. 25, 1974. '

(b) We do not receive the patent documents of the following countries:

Ireland, Israel, Luxembourg, Monaco and Pakistan

Yours truly,

2, We are willing to receive regularly a set of Auctralian patunt documents
as sorted out by the Australian Patent 0ffice in accordance with FCT Rule

34.1 (c) (n.) Their delivery can start at any time,

3. Ve are interested to accept regularly sets of patent documents of
Offices other than the Australian Patent Office which are sorted out in

accordance witl}_PCT Rule 34.1 (c) (n). ‘¢

d EXANNY/J XINNY
9/AI/00%L/1L0d
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Voorzitter van de Octrooiraad

World Intellsctual Property
Organization

mr. K. Pfanner

Director Industrial Property
Division’

32, chemin des Colombettes
1211 Gendve 20

Dear Mr. Pfanner,

Re :'PCT Minimum Documentation

Patentlaan 2
Rijswijk (Z-H)

S 74/212

Tth May 1974

Telefoon (070) - 999814

Since the Netherlands Patent Office is not a prospective
International Search Authority, no answer to circular

no. 1863 is required from that office and none will be

supplied.
Yours sincerely,
v._/n/‘l/‘/ ) /

"____/
J.B. van Benthem.

Modul 140 - 276016° - 190

H EXEINMY /D XIANNY
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rOCYNAPCTBEHHLIM HOMWUTET COBETA MUHUCTPOB CCCP
Nno JENAM U3OBPETEHHWH M OTHPLITHH

State Commlttee for Inventions and Discoveries

of the USSR Council of MInisters

Address: USSR
Moscow, Cenire

M. Cherkassky per. 2/6

Tel. 221-49-76
221-62-24

Telex: msk 7248

Comité d’Etat du Conseil des Ministres de I'URSS
pour les Inventions et les découverles

Staatliches Komitee des Ministerrates der UdSSR
fur Erfindungen und Entdeckungen

T-sy K. IGAHHIPY

TMDEKTODY OTHesa [THOMEILE HHON
coGCTBEHHOCTII Beenlinnuof onraHi—
3aLI %HTEﬂﬂERTVaHEHOﬁ COGCTBEH—
HocTil (BGIC)

.

HeHeBa
lzeitiapis

Tnydoroysaxaenuii rocnomin [IGanuen,

B oreer Ha Unpxyasp BOAC )k 1863 ot 25 gempana 1974 Tonz, xa-
CaNIIXCA KOMIIEKTOBAIA HATeHTHE (GOHIOB MerIyHADOIHE IIOUCHOBLY
OPr'aHoB B COOTBETCTEHIN ¢ TDSCOBaHHAMHE "MUHINMYME TOKyMeHTamm" oor-
nacHo moastay 34.I (¢) (VI) coodumzem, uro Copercxiit Coms 3amMHTSDE-
COBaH B Dpa60Te, UPSINpEHATON ¢ LEIBH OGNerYliTh NPOUEIyDY XOMLISKTO—
Balifg,
Ilo npemmoxenary B LHUDKyIIpe BOIDOCAM COOCUEEN:

I. KomuTeT DeryadpHO [TOMYYAET MATEHTHYH NOKYMEHTEIMN OT IaTeHT-
HEX BeNOiCTB CJeMyOIEli CTpaH:

Ascrponm (GuinerTens, omzcamig), Ascromi (GnreTeds, onmicai:d),
Bensrim (GiviieTeis, omxcamua), Kewems (Soerens), TP (doiic-
TeHB, OmiceKnd), Mumi (Grurerens, omacamia), Woasmmin {Gamme-
Tens, omicamia), Hspamma (dmnmersus), Ioxcendypra (dmazsrens),
Monzxzo (Graasrans), Hono# Rodeminor (Guamerews), Maimemsns

(Gomrerens), Uipt Janxa (ofmpanpdesa rasera), OAMIL (GnmiacTers).

Hoayuzerss TOLYHEHTaMA HCIOMB3YETCA TN Uelel NaTeHIIor0 [10-
JICKe# 31 3IICIENTII3H. HGOCKO".’}'.:.'.O OTii¢TATh, YTO Taidie ICTOWINIRI, HaK
narelTHie dmircrain (TageTu) NHe DACKDLDGIT B HEOSXOifNiKofi Hepe nd-

TEHTYCMOZ L30GDRTEHIC, M0DTONY KEMSPEIAIO N0MY YSIIE KONIE onteai i,

G05— 3054

2

o+

MaTenmite NOIyLciITH JOOmTRyTx
RODHE L10NCOpRI BRCHZTOD, & HAXOLITCA 3 oluel
IaTeHTHO-TeXHHTecko’ G.LCIoTenT, “0ToRas 00

MOIB3YETCII DICACITEI .

sGHY B OONC-
T BeSConsHoL

I0CTE G-

I Qrasi T

2. KounreT 36xHTEORCOBAR B MOJYYUEHIN [CMI 0T calr:i 130062 Teliil

el

Ascrpasmnt 3a meprof ¢ I9R0 mo I956 rr. mo & 2II776 BiTO4LTEABHO B
YIOGHEH IMg NATESHTHOI'O BENOi:CTBE ABCTDZH G20,

3. KomsiTeT SaMHTEDECOBAIl TSKHEe B NOMYUEHNN IaTEHTICH TOKyMEeH- .
Taly IDYITIX CTPeH, 0CGCUsYHBEWEel pa KDHTHE HB00DETEmE B TOi Mene,
OoTOpaS HeodxoImMa IS IDODeNsHi:Ad MAaTeHTHOTO LHelicla. YUHTHBOA TOT
(aKT, YTO B HEKOTODFX CTPaNEX TIOMHEE OMICLINIA H200pPSTeHI He H3Ia-—
OTCA - CULTAEM HEOOXOIHMEN NpOBECTH DAGOTY N0 BHABJENHUD CTPEH, MOTY-
MHX MPeNCTaRHTh TAXOTO BEIR IOXYMEHTEIMN ¥ 3& KeKoil nepdol.

11 HOPOSO0B // 4_?/,\,»

Havansniax Orneia BHEMHY
CHOIiE H

C ypemenmen

H EXINNY/H XINNY

9/AI/005/10d
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TRANSLATION

Dear Mr. Pfanner,

In reply to WIPO Circular No. 1863 dated February 25,
1974, concerning the preparation of the patent files of
International Searching Authorities in correspondence with
"minimum documentation" requirements according to Rule 34.1
(c) (vi), I have the honor to inform you that the Soviet Union
is interested in the work being undertaken to facilitate the
preparation of these files.

As for the questions raised in the above Circular, I
have the pleasure to inform you that:

s The State Committee for Inventions and Discoveries
regularly receives patent documentation from the Patent
Offices of the following countries:

(i) Australia, Austria, Belgium, DDR, India, Ireland--
of ficial gazettes and patent specifications;

(ii) Canada, Israel, Luxembouryg, Monaco, New Zealand,
Pakistan, Sri-Lanka, OAMPI--official gazettes.

The documentation received is used for patent search
and examination.

It is important to note that such sources as official
gazettes do not give sufficient disclosure of the inventions
being patented, and consegquently receipt of copies of speci-
fications is highly desirable. :

The patent documents of the above-mentioned countries
are not yet included in the search files of examiners and
are assembled in the general All-Union Patent Library collec-—
tion, which is used by examiners when necessary.

2. The Committee is interested in receiving copies of
Australian patent specifications for the period from 1920
to 1956, up to No. 211776 inclusive, at any time which is
convenient for the Australian Patent Office.

A% The Committee is also interested in receiving other

countries' patent documentation giving sufficient disclosure
of inventions for the purpose of patent search. Taking into
consideration the fact that in some countries full specifica-
tions of inventions are not published, we believe that it is
necessary to find out which countries these are and also for
what period of time these countries can supply their documen-

kEsiRm Sincerely,

I. Mor v
Head, Ixternal Relalions Department

z °bed
H 2X3Uuy/H Xauuy
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THE PATENT OFFICE
25 Southampton Buildings London WC2A 1AY

Telegrams Patoff London WC2 Telephone 01-405 B721 ext 3113

Your reference PCT.21
Mr. K. Pfenner
Director ——— Our reference ~ 1PCD 40120
Industrial Property Division
WLPO Data

32 chemin des Golombettes |6 April 1974
1211 GEIEVE 20, Switzerland .

[SMOTTOJ M SXOUUY /Y Xauuy]

Dear Mr. Pfanner

Subject: PCT Minimum Documentation (Rule 34.1(c)(vi))

In response to the request in WIPO Circular No. 1863 I have pleasure in informing
you that the answers of the United Kingdom Patent Office to the three questions

posed are as follows:— ;

1. YES in respect of Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, German
Democratic Republic, India, Irsland and Pakistan:

NO in respect of Israel, Luxembourg, Monaco, New Zealand, Philippines,

Sri Lanka (Ceylon), South Africa and OAMPI.
2. YES: delivery to start immediately.

3. YES, for all.

It would be greatly appreciated if each consignment of the documents in question

could be addressed as follows:-
"The Director
The Science Reference Library
(PCT tinimum Documentation)
25 Southampton Buildings
London WC2A 1AW i

as this would ensure correct touting of the packages within the Library.

Yours sincerely

Dtk
D. G. Gay
Superintending Exeaminer

c.c. Mo ¥ Jiill, Esq.
Direseber bHL

L Xauuy
L/AI/00L/102d

dapLdaa vy 1T RY

KUNGL. PATENT- OCH REGISTREI __ SSVERKET

BOX 5055 STOCKHOLM S
Telefon: 7255 48

Dr. %. Pfanner

Director

Industrial Property Division
VIIPO

32, Chemin des Colombettes
1211 Gendve 20

Suisse

Replying to your Circular No. 1863 -PCT 21, Feb. 25, 1974 re: PCT
Minimum Documentation the Swedish Patent Office gives the following
answers:

To question 1: Of the countries mentioned we receive én a regular
basis the patent documentes of Australia, Austris, Belgium, Canads,
German Democratic Republic and Ireland. They are not as a rule .
included in the search files.

To question 2: We wold not mind receiving sorted out Ausitreiien
parent documents and suggest that delivery would start Jan 1, 1975.

We would much prefer if these documents were classified in accordence

with the IPC down to sub-group level.

To gquestion 3: No unless decided upon as & requisite for a Searching
Authority.

Sincerely yours

‘f,aékiffiéig;zz/ﬁamx,

aul Lewin

I IXENNY/I XINNY
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U.S. CEPARTMIENT OF COMEIERCE
Patent Office -2-

Address Only: COMMISSIONER (15 PATENTS
Washington, D.C. 20231 our classified search files. It should be noted, however
| \ that these sets may be of limited value since iv is quite’
Mo probable that many of the original, non-priority claiming
pgtentldocuments form the basis for later filed applica-
tions in other minimum dccumentation countries. :

3 %
2

ifs hope that this reply widdoF i '

acilitate our task of coor
dination in the rather d}.fflCult area of PCT minlimum dDCLl-
mentation.

Dr. Klaus Pfanner )
Director Sincerely,

Industrial Property Division
World Intellectual Property (<4£2é2;¢7¢¢:2?27
Organization
Geneva, Switzerland C. Marshall Dann
Commissioner of Patents

Dear Dr, Pfanner:

This letter is in response to your Circular NO. 1863 of Feb-
ruary 25, 1974, requesting answers to three questions on PCT
minimum documentation.

In response to your first question, we receive on a regular
basis, either from the countries themselves or through other
sources, the patent documents of Australia, Austria, Belgium,
Canada, the German Democratic Republic, India and Ireland.
We also receive patent documents from South Africa relating
to chemistry in general. With the exception of India and
Ireland, Derwent Publications Ltd. provides, or will provide
us with English language abstracts of patent documents which
were first published in these particular countries. Using
these abstracts, the full text copies of the corresponding
patent documents are selected and placed in our classified
search files. In addition, complete sets in numerical order
of all patent documents received from these countries are
maintained in our Scientific Library and are also available
for search purposes.

Regarding your second question, since we already receive com-
plete sets of Australian patent documents, we see no immediate
need to receive an additional set sorted out in accordance
with PCT Rule 34.1(c) (vi).

With respect to your third question, we would have no objec-
tion to receive the sorted sets of patent documents from India,
Ireland, Israel, Luxembourg, Monaco, New Zealand, Pakistan,

the Philippines, Sri Lanka, South Africa, and OAMPI, if those
countries desire to have their patent documents included in

9/AI/00L/10d
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TELEPHONE:,
906789

ADRESSE TELEGRAPHIQUE:
DREVPATENT

TELEX No. 11451

ADRESSE:
PATENTLAAN 2. RUSWIK (Z.H)
(PAYS-0AS)

Our ref.: VDC/191/mjs

[Iuswunoop 3o pud]

INSTITUT INTERNATIONAL DES BRwLvETS

BOITE POSTALE 5021 - LA HAYE (PAYS-BAS)

To the Director General of the World
Intellectual Property Organization

32, Chemin des Colombettes
1211 GENEVE 20

Switzerland

RUSWIIK (Z.H.). le April 5, 197h4.

Dear Director General,

With reference to circular N° 1863 of February 25, 197k,

I have the honor to inform yﬁu that, from the countries whose

patent documents fall under rule 34.1 (¢} (VI) of the PCT treaty,

Belgium, Luxembourg and Monaco, as member states of the I.I.B.,
are already sending their documents to the I.I.B. for inclusion

in the search documentation.

Moreover, during the PCT Washington Diplomatic Conference,
the matter of rule 34.1 (c) (VI) was discussed in particular
between Australian and Canadian autorities and the I.I.B. As
a result of theses relations, our position with regard to the
three questions put forwdrd on page 3 of the circular, is as

follows:

1) The search documentation at the disposal of the I.I.B. is
regularly updated with the patent documents of the following
countries listed under point 1:

Belgium
Luxembourg
Monaco

2)

3

—

Moreover, we receive regularly from Canada, since about
4 years ago,the non-priority claiming Canadian patents filed
by inhabitants of thet country. These documents are also in-

cluded in the search documentation.

The I.I.B. is prepared to include in the search documentation
the Australian patent documents as sorted out in accordance
with PCT rule 34.1 (c) (VI). Delivry could start immediately,
but should, however, be limited to the new patent documents
published from now on. The I.I.B. prefers to consider the

problem of the backlog at a later more appropriate date.

For different reasons, the I.I.B. does not intend to modify

"now the country coverage of the search documentation. We are

however prepared to reconsider this question at any moment,

if sufficient grounds should arise.

T EXANNY/T XINNY

Yours sincerely,

- Nt - gk
t

A. Vandecasteele

Conseiller au Service Technique

9/AI/00%/10d





