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INTRODUCTION 

1. At its sixth session, i n November 1976, the PCT Interim Committee for Tech­
nical Cooperation (hereinafter referred to as " the Interim Committee") decided to 
establish a Working Group on Guidelines for International Search and for Inter­
national Prel i minary Examination (hereinafter-referred"""l:o as "the Working Group" ) 
for the purpose of assisting in the establishment of the PCT Guidelines for Inter­
national Search and for International Preliminary Examination . 

2. Pursuant to the decision of the Interim Committee, the Working Group held its 
first sess i on in Geneva from February 14 to 18, 1 977 . 

3. The following States, members of the Interim Committee, having expressed the 
wish to participate , were members of the Working Group : Austria, Germany (Federal 
Republic of) , Hungary, Japan , Netherlands , Norway, Soviet Union, Sweden , United 
Kingdom , United States of America . Two intergovernmental organizations--the In ­
terim Committee of the European Patent Organisation (EPO) and the I nternati onal 
Patent Institute (IIB) - -as well as four non - governmental organizations--the Coun -
cil of European Industrial Federations (CEIF) , the European Federation of Indus ­
trial Property Representatives of Industry (FEMIPI) ' · the International Federation 
of Industrial Property Attorneys (FICPI) and the Union of Industries of the Euro­
pean Community (UNICE) --also participated in the first session of the Working Group , 
having expressed a similar wish . The list of part i cipants is annexed to this report . 

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA 

4. The Working Group unanimously adopted its agenda , as contained in document 
PCT/WG/GSE/I/l.Rev. 

OPENING OF THE SESSION 

s . The session was opened by Mr. F. A. Sviridov, Deputy Director General of WIPO, 
who welcomed the participants on behalf of the Director General of WIPO . 
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6. The Working Group unanimously elected Mr. J . Delorme (I IB) as Chairman and 
Mr. L. Maassel (United btates of America) a nd Mr. I. bha~oto (Japan ) as Vice - Chairmen . 
Mr . J. Franklin , Counsellor , PCT Division , WI PO, acted as Sec r etary t o the Working 
Group. 

GUIDELINES FOR INTERNATIONAL SEARCH UNDER THE PCT 

7. The discussion of these Guide l ines (hereinafter referred to as "the PCT 
Search Guidelines " ) was based on documents PCT/TCO/VI/8 and 13 and PCT/WG/GSE/I/2 
and 4. 

GENERAL DISCUSSION 

8. The repr esentative of the United Kingdom pointed to the fact that the interna­
tiona l search report would be used by the International Preliminary Examining Author­
ities and by the designated Offices in the light of different national l aws . In 
addition, t he carr ying out o f t he international searches by the Int ernational Search­
ing Authorities would not result in any sanc t ions with respect to the international 
application. For t hat reason the PCT Search Guidelines should not be t oo dogmatic , 
in parti cular with respect to the distinction between novelty and i nventive step. 

9. The representative of the Sovi et Union emphasized the importance o f the PCT 
Sear c h Guidelines for the success of the PCT and stated that i t was essential 
that i nternational search reports prepar ed in accordance with those Guideli nes 
should meet the needs o f users in many countries . The carrying out of i nterna­
tional searches in respect of applications under the PCT and the subsequent exam­
ination of such applications being made separ ately in respect of place and t i me , 
the PCT search Guidelines should have the necessary flexibility and universality 
t o meet such needs while , a t t he same time , being s uffic i ent l y accurate to provide 
high quality international searches . The achi evement of those ob jectives would 
give the PCT procedure greater attractiveness and reliabili ty for b oth patent 
offices and applicants throughout the world . 

10. The representative of the IIB said that the PCT Search Guidelines should 
diffe r as l i t t le as possible f r om the Guidelines f or Search establi s hed in the 
fr amewor k of t he Interim Committee of the EPO ( "the EPO Search Guidelines " ) so 
that applicants would feel that the same standards were being applied in each 
case . Thus the PCT Search Guide lines should omit only those parts of the EPO 
Search Guidelines that were contrary to the spirit of the PCT to achieve harmoni ­
zation between the t wo systems as far as possible . Furthermore , it was also 
desirable , in orde r to provide uni formi t y in the international sear ch reports 
prepared by various In ternati o n al Searching Authorities , that the PCT Search 
Guide l ines should provide explanati o n s going beyond the spec i fic provisions of 
the PCT . 

11. The representative of the Nether l a nds , supporting the views expressed by the 
representative of the IIB, stated that t he absence of sancti ons under the PCT 
affected on l y t he examination stage under the PCT and had no bearing on the inter­
national search and consequently should not influence the drafting o f the PCT 
Search Guidelines . Moreover , different national practices with respec t to n ovelty 
and inventive step need not be taken into account when e stablishing PCT Search 
Guidelines , since such differences would only be significant at the time of exam­
ination . 

1 2. The representative of the United States of America said it was important that 
the PCT Search Guidelines should be drafted wi th the search examiner primari l y in 
mind and that references to the provisions of the PCT , which the search exami ner 
would a lready know , s hould be limited as much as possible . 

13 . The representative of Japan , while expressing prefe r ence for flexibility in 
the PCT Search Guide lines , considered that the first draft of such Guidel ines con ­
t a ined in document PCT/TCO/VI/8 provided a good basis for the Working Group ' s 
discussion . 
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DISCUSSION IN DETAIL 

14. The ~vorking Group decided that this part of the report should only contain 
the conclusions reached by it as to the text to be included in the PCT Search 
Guidelines . The conclusions are set out below under the numbers and titles of 
the Chapters of the PCT Search Guidelines. The titles of the Chap t ers appear in 
capital letters with broken underlinings . Amendments to or deletions from the 
text of the draft PCT Search Guidelines , as contained in document PCT/TCO/VI /8 , 
are reflected in this r eport . Converse ly , no reference is made to the t e x t of 
the said draft Guidelines which was retained by t he Working Group without amend ­
ment , it being understood that square brackets enclosing text matter should be 
deleted where t he enclosed text was retained with or without amendment . 

CHAPTER I --INTRODUCTION 

15. Paragraph 1 : This paragraph should read as fo llows : 
"These Guidelines were elaborated by the PCT Interim Committee for Technical 

Cooperation . " 

16. Paragraph 4 : The first part of this paragraph should read as follows : 
"In order t o ensure uniform practice the International Searching Authorities 

are e x pected to adhere to these Guidelines to the ex ten t that they are n o t amended 
or revoked by the Committee for Technical Cooperation established under Article 56 
of the Treaty. " 

17. Paragraph 5 : This paragraph should read as fo l l ows : 
"These Guide lines were drafted for , and appl y to , international search es 

and , where appropri ate , international-type searches . " 

CHAPTER !I--GENERAL 

18 . Paragraph 3: The first sentence of this paragraph should read as follows : 
"The international search is essentially a documentary search in a document 

collection that is systematically arranged (or othen1ise systematically accessible) 
for search purposes according to the subject- matter contents of the documents 
(PCT Rule 36 . l (ii)) . " 

19 . Paragraph 5 : This paragraph should read as follows : 
" The intern ati onal search report serves t o provide information on the rele ­

vant prior art to the applicant, to the public i f the in ternational application 
is published and t o the designated Offices and the International Prelimin ary 
Examining Au thorities (PCT Article 18(2) , Artic l e 20(l ) (a), Artic l e 21(3)) ." 

20 . Paragraph 6 : This paragraph should read as fol l ows: 
"Since the international search will be car r ied out and the internati ona l 

search report wil l be prepared by the International Searching Authorities and 
the examination will be carried out by the designated Offices or by the I nterna ­
tiona l Preliminary Examining Authorities , the separation of the two steps may be 
geographical as well as procedural. " 

21. Paragraph 8 : This paragraph should read as follows : 
" In order to be able to inform the designated Offices and the International 

Preliminary Examining Authorities of the documents necessary for them to assess 
novelty and inventive step, the search examiner must be familiar with the basic 
r equi r ements of examination , especially with r espect to novelty , inventive step 
and unity of invent ion . Also to be able to deci de when the search need not be 
carried out or needs t o be restricted , the search examiner must be aware of the 
subjects which are not required to be searched e i ther because they may be exc l uded 
under PCT Rule 39, or because they are general l y accepted not to be patentable 
subjects or susceptibl e of industrial app l ication . On the other hand , f eed- back 
from des i gnated Offices and Intern a tional Pre liminary Examining Authori ties to 
the International Searching Authorities o n the general effectiveness of interna­
tional search reports for the prosecution of international application s will be 
necessary to ensure that such searches are we ll adapted to the needs of examina­
tion a nd such feed-back should be e ncouraged by the International ~earchi~g 
Authorities ." 
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22. Paragraph 9 : This paragraph should read as follows: 
"The international search shall be carried out and the international search 

report prepared by an International Searching Authority. The international search 
i tself will n ormally be performed by one search examiner. In exceptional cases , 
where the invention is of a nature requiring searching in widel y dispersed special ­
ized fields, an international search report containing the work of t wo, or possibl y 
three , search examiners may be necessary. " 

23. Paragraph 1 . 1 : The last two sentences of the first part of this paragraph 
should be replaced by a sentence reading as follows : 

" However , these issues must be borne in mind by the search examiner in order 
to enable an effective international search to be carried out ." 
The example appearing at the end of this paragraph should be de l eted . 
[In the discussion of this paragraph, the Working Group took the view that , since 
by virtue of PCT Rule 43.9 no expression of opinion by the search exami ner on 
novelty and inventive step should be mentioned in the international search report 
and since there was no provision in the PCT (including the Regulations) for any 
communication of such an opinion, the said opini on would not be communica ted t o 
t h e applican t, t he I nternational Pre l iminary Examining Aut horities, the designated 
Offices or the public . ) 

24. Paragraph 1.2 : This paragraph should read as follows : 
"Occasionally the search examiner must also bear in mind matters of substant ive 

examinat ion other t han novelty or inventi ve step , in order to be able to proceed 
with the international search or to decide to restrict the sear c h . 

Examples are to be found in Chapter VII: Unity of Invention and Chapter VIII : 
Exclusions from the International Search . " 

25. Paragraph 2 . 1: The second sentence of the firs t part of this paragraph should 
read as follows : 

"Neverthel ess , it must be realized that , even though-completeness should be 
the ultimate goal of the internationa l search, this goal may not be n ecessarily 
obtained because of such factors as the inevitable imperfections of any classi ­
fication system and its implementation, and may not be economically justified if 
the cost is to be kept within reasonable bounds." 
The second part of the paragraph should be deleted . The last sentence of the 
third part of this paragraph s hould read as follows : 

"For less relevant prior art, which o f ten exists with a fair amount of 
redundancy amongst the documents in the search collection , a lower r etrieval rat i o 
can be accepted (see also Chapter III , paragraph 2 . 7) ." 

26 . Paragraph 2.2 : This paragraph should read as follows: 
"The International Searching Authority carrying out the international search 

s ha l l endeavor t o discover as much of the relevant prior art as its facilities 
permit and shall, in any case , consult the documentation specified in the PCT 
Regulations (PCT Article 15(4)) ." 

27 . Paragraph 2.4: This paragraph should be deleted . 

28 . The titl e of paragraph 3 : This title should be amended to read : 
"Orientation and subject of the international search . " 

29 . Paragraph 3.2 : The first sentence of this paragraph should read as follows: 
"Thi s implies that in the interna tiona l search special emphasis should be 

directed to the inventive concept under l ying the invent i on to which the c l aims are 
directed (PCT Rule 33 . 3(a)) . " 

30 . Paragraph 3. 4: This paragraph should read as follows : 
"Since the applicant may not amend the c laims before receiving the inter­

national search report except t o correct formal matters whic h are contrary to the 
PCT a nd are called to the applicant ' s a t tention by the receiving Office, the i nter­
nationa l search will be directed to the claims as or i ginally filed ." 

31 . Paragraph 3 .5: This paragraph should read as follows: 
" Claims that are deemed to be drawn to inventions for which no fees have been 

paid must b e excluded f r om the inte rnational search (see PCT Article 17(3) (a) and 
Chapter VII) ." 
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32 . Paragraph 3 . 6 : The third sentence of thi s paragraph should read as fo l lows : 
"Nevertheless , r easons of economy may make certain restrict ions of the inter­

national search necessary , for e xample , when there is a broad claim and many 
examples and it is not possible to foresee which will be the s ubject of amended 
claims ." 

33 . Paragraph 3 . 7 : The second and third sentences of this paragraph should 
read as follows : 

"Fo r example , if, in an international application relating to and describing 
in detail an automatic telephone exchange , the claims are directed to an automatic 
communication switching center , the international search should not be extended 
to automatic telegraph exchanges , data switching centers, etc . , merely because 
of the broad wording of the claim , except if it is probable that such an extended 
search could produce a document on the basis of which a reasonable objection as 
regards lack of novelty or inventive step could be established . Likewise , if a 
claim is directed to a process for manufacturing an "impedance element " but the 
description and drawings relate only to the manufacture of a resistor element, 
and give no indication as to how other types of impedance elements could be manu­
factured by the process of the invention , extension of the search to embrace , 
say , manufacture of capacitors, would not normally be justified . " 

34 . Paragraph 3.8 : This paragraph should read as follows : 
"The international search carried out in the classification units of the 

search files to be consulted for t he main claim(s) must include all dependent 
claims. Dependent claims should be interpreted as being restricted by all fea ­
tures of the claim(s) from which they depend. Therefore , where t he subject 
matter of the main claim is nove l , that of the dependent claims will also be 
novel . When the novelty and inventive step of the main claim are apparent as a 
result of the international search , there is no need to make a further search in 
respect of the subject matter of the dependent claims as such. For example , in 
an international application relating to cathode ray oscilloscope tubes, in which 
the main claim is directed to specific means along the edge of the front of the 
tube for illuminating the screen, and a dependent cl aim adds a specific connec­
tion between the front and the main part of the tube , the search e xaminer should , 
in the search files he consults for searching the illumination me ans , also search 
for the connecting means whether in combination vlith t he illumination means or 
not . When after this search t he novelty and inventive step of the illuminating 
means are apparent , the examiner should not extend his search for the connecting 
means to further search files specifically provided for these connections . " 

35 . Paragraph 3 . 9 : The firs t sentence should read as follows : 
"However, where the novelty or inventive s tep of the main claim is q uestioned, 

it may be necessary for assessing inventive step of a dependent claim to establish 
whether the features of the dependent claim as such are novel by searching one or 
more additional classification units . " 

36 . Paragraph 3 . 11 : The first sentence of this paragraph should read as fo l lows : 
"When the application contains claims of d ifferent categories, all these 

must be included in the international search, and even when the international 
application contains only claims of one category, it may be desirable to include 
other categories in the search. " 

37. Paragraph 3.12 : This paragraph should read as follovls : 
"The search examiner should, in general , exclude from his international 

search subjects for which no searches are t o be carried out or no meaningful 
search can be made; this may result , for example, from the fact that certain 
subjects are excluded from the search under PCT Rule 39 , or that the interna­
tional application is obscure (see Chapter VIII) . " 

38. Paragraph 3 . 14: The last line (in square brackets) of this paragraph should 
be deleted. 

39 . Paragraph 4 : This par agraph should read as follows : 

"4 . 1 Internati onal Searches 

The task of the International Searching Authority is primarily to carry out 
international searches and to draw up international search reports on interna­
tional applications. 
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"4.2 International-type searches 

Under the PCT, an International Searching Authority may be entrusted with 
carrying out " international-type searches" for national appl i cations . These 
searches are by definition similar to international searches, and the same con­
siderations will apply (PCT Article 15(5)) ." 

40 . Paragraph 1.1: This paragraph should read as follows : 
"When taking up an international applicati on to be searched, the search 

examiner should first consider the application in order to determine the sub j ect 
of the claimed invention taking account of the guidance given in Chapter III, 
paragraphs 3.1 to 3 . 3 . For this purpose he should make a critical analysis of the 
claims in the light of the description and drawings . Although he need not s t udy 
all details of the description and drawings , he should consider these sufficiently 
to identi~y the problem underlying the invention, the insight leading to i ts 
solution, the totality of the means essential to the solution as particularly 
refl ected in the technical features thereof found in the claims, and the results 
and e ffects obtained . " 

41 . Paragraph 1. 2 : This paragraph should read as follows : 
"If the search examiner notices any forma l shortcomings which have been over­

looked by the receiving Office , the International Searching Authority should call 
them to the attention of the receiving Office, which will take appropriate action . 
Similarly, if the International Searching Authority notes matter contrary to public 
order ( "ordre public") or morality or disparaging statements which ought t o be 
omitted from the international application as published, it s hould suggest to the 
applicant that he vo luntarily correct his international application and should 
notify the receiving Office and the International Bureau accordingly (PCT Rule 
9 . 2) . " 

42 . Paragraph 1.3: The following sentence should be added at the end of this 
paragraph: 

"I f no copy of the document is received, the International Searching Authority 
sha ll first a ttempt to carry out the international search and t hen, if necessary, 
indicate that no meaningful search could be carried out in total (PCT Article 
17 (2) (a) (ii) or that the search needed to be restricted (PCT Artic l e 1 7 (2) (b) ) ." 

43. Paragraph 1 . 4 : Thi s paragraph should read as follows : 
"The search examiner should then consider t he abstract (together with the 

t i tle of the inve ntion and the figure of the drawings to be p ubl ished wi th the 
abstract) in relation t o the requirements of the Regulation s under the Tr e aty 
(see Chapter XI). Since the abstract s hould relate to the int ernational appli­
cation as fil e d, the search examiner should cons i der it and determine its definitive 
content before carrying o ut the international search, in order to avoid being 
inadvertently influenced by the results of the search . However , if t here are 
initial obscurities, which are cleared away in t he course of t he search, he may 
have to return t o the abs tract after the search is completed. Under certain cir­
cums tances (see Chapter XI), the search examiner will hims e lf have t o establish 
the abstract and/or t itle, and/or select the figure t o accompany the abst ract for 
publication purposes. Whene ver the searc h examiner establishes or modifies the 
abstract, he shall inform the applicant and invite him to comment within one 
month (PCT Rul e 38.2(a)) ." 

44 . Paragraph 1 . 5 : This paragraph should read as fo llows : 
"The s earch examiner , after having considered the abstract , i f any, will 

then classify the i nternati onal appl icat ion according t o at leas t t h e I nterna­
tional Patent Classificat ion (see Chapter V) . " 

45 . Paragraph 1 . 6 : The f o llowing paragraph should be inse rted: 
" [If publicat ion of the intern ation a l applica tion is d ue before i n t ernat ional 

s earch , the search e x aminer will have to establisn t he classification of the appli ­
cati on much earlier than he carries out the search (see Chapter V, parag raph 2) ; 
he will the n at the same time brief l y e x amine the abstract (together with t h e 
title and se l ected figure ) for the purpose of pub l ication . This e xaminati o n of 
the abstrac t will not go beyond ensuring that it re l a t es to t he application con ­
cerned and that no conflict exists vli th th e title of the invention or with the 
c lassific~tion o f the ~9plic~tjon . I f ~ t th a t tim~ n 0 ~hst~~ct , title o~ ~igu re 
se l ection has been p r ovided by t he app l i cant , the sen.rch exar.:ine::: 'tlill ha·:e t o 
do so .) " 



PCT/WG/GSE/I/7 
page 7 

[The above text in square brackets was adopted by the Working Group on the basis 
t hat the text would be subject to review after consideration by the PCT Worki ng 
Group on Publication and Drawings of questions related to the publication of the 
international application . ] 

46 . Paragraph 2 .1: The third sentence of this paragraph s hould read as f ollows : 
"At this time1 the considerations relating to exclusion from the international 

s earch (see Chapter VIII) and to lack of unity of in~ention (see Chapter VII , 
paragraph l) should be borne in mind . " 
The following s en t ences should be added at the end of this paragraph : 

"Any restrictions of the international search on these g r ounds shoul d be 
indicated in the international search report . If no search is made , a declaration 
should be issued under Article 17 (2) (a) of the PCT . " 

47 . Paragraph 2.2 : This paragraph should read as follows : 
"Next,the search examiner should select the units of the classification and/ 

or other sections of the documentation (for example , mechanized search systems or 
abstracting journals) to be consulted for the international search, both i n all 
directly relevant fields and in analogous fields . In searches made by us ing the 
In ternational Patent Classificati on , the selection of classificat ion uni ts i n 
r elated fields should be limited to : 

(i) higher subdivisions allowing searching by abstraction (general i zation) 
inasmuch as this is justified from a technical viewpoint, and 

(ii) parallel subdivisions, bearing in mind the fact that t he fields in 
question will become increasingly unrelated . " 

48. Paragraph 2. 3 : The second sentence of this paragraph should read as follows : 
"He should give precedence to the units in which the probability of finding 

relevant documents is highest. " 

49 . Paragraph 2. 5 : The first sentence of this paragraph should r ead as follows : 
"The search examine r should concentrate his search efforts on the c l assifica­

tion units in which the probability of finding highly relevant documents is 
greatest." 

50 . Paragraph 2. 8 : The second sentence of this paragraph should read as follows : 
"The international search may also be stopped when documents h ave been found 

clearly demonstrating lack of novelty in the entire subject matter of the claimed 
invention and its elaborations in the description, apart from features which are 
trivial or common general knowledge in the field under consideration , application 
of which features would not invo l ve inventive step . " 
The last sentence, in square brackets , should be deleted . 

51 . Paragraph 3 . 1 : The last s entence of this paragraph should read as follows : 
" In cases of doubt or border l ine cases in relation to novelty or i nventive 

step , the search examiner should readily make citations in order to give the 
designated Offices and International Preliminary Examining Authori ties the op­
portunity to consider the matter more fully . " 

52 . Paragraph 3 . 2: The last sentence of this paragraph, in square brackets, 
should be deleted. 

53 . Paragraph 3.4 : The third sentence of this paragraph s hould read as fo llows : 
"Thereafte r , if within two years from the priority date of t he international 

application the International Searching Authority should discove r any particularl y 
relevan t document, it should bring this to the notice of the applicant and of the 
International Bureau for subsequent communication to the designated Offices and 
International Preliminary Examining Authorities and for publication . " 

54 . The Working Group decided to transfer the contents of Chap ter V o f the draft 
PCT Search Guide lines contained in document PCT/TCO/VI/8, Annex A (as amended by 
the Working Group), to Chapter VI of the Guidelines under an amended title (see 
paragraph 55 belO'II) . Furthermore , the Workin g Group adopted as Chapter V the 
title appearing above and the provisions set out hereunder : 
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" l. Classification involves the assigning of one or more classificati on s ymbo l s 
to a part i cular international application whereby the techn i cal subj ec t of t h e 
invention of that application is identif i ed. Eve ry internati onal app l ication 
must be c l ass i fied by the International Searching Authority, at l east, accor din g 
t o the Intern ational Patent Cl assification (I PC) in ful l (PCT Rul e 43 . 3) and t his 
Chapter deals only with such mandato ry classification . This involves the assign ­
ing of the appropriate IPC symbol s identifying the technica l subject of the 
claimed inven t i on (or t he s ub·jects of each of the claimed inventions , i f t h e re 
are more than one) , such i dentification being as precise and comprehen sive as t he 
classification permi ts , t ogether with the identification of any "s up plemen t ary " 
and " c omplementary " informa t ion con tained in the document being clas s ified which 
it is appropriate so t o identify in accordance with the Guide t o the I PC . The 
assi gned I PC symbols appear on the p ublished i n ternationa l appl i catio n . 

" 2. The classification of t he inte rnational application wil l be determi ne d by 
the search examiner, who should apply all classification symbols r equired by t he 
rules of t he IPC , not only i n respect of the c l aimed invention ("Ob li gat o r y 
Classification " ) , but also the "suppl ementary " and "compl eme ntar y " info rmatio n 
(Non- Ob l igatory Classification) as defined in the current edition of the Guide to 
the IPC . Preferably this should be done when he has studied t he con tent of the 
applicati on in order to carry out the search . aowever , if , excep t ion a lly , publi ­
cation of the application is due before search , it will be necessary f or t he 
search examine r to study the application sufficient l y t o de t ermine t h e classifi­
cation at this earlier stage . The terms "Obl igatory Class i ficat ion" and "Non ­
Obligatory Classification" are defined in the Recorrunendation of t he Corruni t tee o f 
Experts of the IPC Union annexed hereto (Annex A) . The sear ch exami ner should 
first of all identify and classify the technical sub ject or subject s of the i n­
vention i n accordance vlith the guidance given under "Obligatory Cl ass i fi catio n . " 
Furthe r g u idance , if req uired , wil l be found i n Chapter II I, para grap hs 3 . 1 and 
3.2 . 

" 3 . If the international application requires classification in mor e than one 
sub- class , or more than one main ( "00 ") group wi thin a sub - class , then a ll such 
class i fications should be assigned . It i s particularly important that the clas­
sification of the i nvention itself shou l d be distinguished from any "supplement ary " 
or "complementary " classification and that , where it is necessar y to ass i gn more 
than one symbol for the invention itself , that whic h in the search examin er ' s _opi­
nion most adequately identifies it, or , when this prese n ts diffi cu l ties , t hat 
which i dentifi es the invention for which most infornation is given , shoul d be 
indicated first, e . g . in orde r to facilitate subsequent al lotment of the applica ­
tions. 

" 4 . The classification should be dete .::-mined without taking into c o ns i deration 
the probable content of the international appl i cati o n after any amendment , sin ce 
this classification shoul d relat e to t he disc l osure in the inte rnation al a ppl i ca­
tion as filed . If, howeve r , the search examiner ' s understanding of the i nvention , 
or of the content of the application as filed , al ters significantly as a resu l t of 
the search (e . g ., as a resu l t of pri or art found , or because of the clarificat ion 
of apparent obscurities), h e shoul d amend the classificati on accordingly unless i t 
is too late for publi c ation . 

" 5 . In the case where t he international search report is no t available in time 
for publication •11ith the international application a n d i s therefore published 
separate l y , and the search examine r finds it necessary to amend the origin a l 
class i fi cation for the reasons g i ven in paragraph 4 above , he should include the 
amended classification in the in ternational search r eport , indicating that it 
r ep l aces that pub li shed on the inte rnational application . Such a mendmen t of t he 
classification should not be nade unless t he search examiner is quite certain 
t hat it i s n e c essa r y . 

" 6 . ~·/hen the scope of the i:wen tion is not c le ar , t he classification wil l have 
to be based on wha t appea r s to be the invention insofar as this can be unders t ood . 
It may then be necessary to anend it if obscurities are removed by the search , as 
discussed in paragraph 4 above . 

" 7 . All claimed inve:1.tions must be fully classified , v1hether or not there is 
l2ck of unity of invention , since all will be disc losed in the pub l ished app l i ca­
tion . Each invention claiP.".ed is to te c l assified as set out i n paragraphs 2 to 6 
above ." 
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CHAPTER VI (New) =CHAPTER V (Old ) --RELEV&~T PRIOR ART ------------------------------------------------------
55. In acco rdance with the decision of the Wo rkinq Group referred to in para­
graph 54, the ti tle of Chapter VI (New) , rep l acinq the previous title , is as 
appears above (i.e ., Re levant Prior Art) . The Wo rking Group retained only para­
graph 2 of the previous Chapte r VI in Chapter VI (Nevl ) . The said paragraph 2 
was placed at the end o f the contents of the previous Chapter V (Chapter V (Old )) 
and renumbered accordingly as paragraph 8 .1 . The amendments made to the provi­
sions of Chapter V (Old) are set out in paragraphs 56 to 70 below, which other-
wise retain their previous paragraph numbering . · 

56 . Paragraph 1.1: This p~ragraph should read as follows: 
"Article 15 ( 2) states that the objective of the international search is to 

discover relevant prior art, which by the terms o f PCT Rule 33 . l(a ) shal l consist 
of everything which has been made available t o the public anywhere in the world 
by means of written disc l os ure (including drawings and other illustrations) and 
which is capabl e of being of assistance in determining t hat the claimed invention 
is or is not new and that it does or does not invol ve an inventive step (i . e. , 
that it is or is not obvious) , provided t h at the making avai lable to the public 
occurred prio r to the international filing date." 

57 . Paragraph 1.2 : This paragraph should read as follow s : 
" It follows that oral disclosure, use, exhibition or othe r means of disclo­

sure is not relevant prio r art f or t he purposes of the i nte rnational search unless 
it is substantiated by a written disclosure . The d ate on which the written dis ­
closure was made available to the p ublic may have been after the filing date of 
the inte r nationa l application under consideration (PCT Rule 33 . l(b))." 

58 . Paragraph 2.1 : Th i s paragraph should r ead as follows : 
" I n considering novelty , the documents of the re l evan t prior art should b e 

considered s eparate ly ; consequently it i s not permissible to combine or mosaic 
separate documents together." 

59. Paragraph 2 . 2 : Thi s paragraph should read as fo l l ows : 
"A document takes away the novelty o f any subject matter e xplici tly contained 

in the document . " 

60 . Par ag raph 2 .4: Thi s paragraph should read as fo l lows : · 
"In c onsidering novelty it should be b o r ne in mind that a generic disclosure 

does not usually take away t he nove l ty o f any specific examp l e fa lling wi thin the 
te rms of that disclosure , but that a specific disclosure does take away the novelty 
o f an y generi c c l a im embracin g t hat disclosure , e.g . , a discl osure of copper takes 
away the novelty of metal , and one of r i vets takes away the novelty of fastening 
means. " 

61 . Paragraph 3 : This paragraph should be deleted . 

62 . Paragr aph 4 : The title of this paragraph shoul d r ead as follows: 
" Documents to be cited according t o PCT Rule 33.l(c). " 

63 . Paragraph 4. 1: Thi s paragr aph s h o u l d read as follows : 
"Where the search examiner fi nds in the search files a ny publi s h e d applica­

tion or any patent whose pub l ication date is later but whose filing date , or , 
where a pplicable , c l aimed p r iority date , is earlier than t he i nternational filing 
date of the i nternational app l ication s earched , and which would constitut e rele­
vant prior art for t he purposes of Article 15 ( 2), had i t been published prior to 
t h e inter~ational filing dat e , the application, or patent , shal l be specially 
menti oned in the i nte rnationa l search report (P CT Rule 33 . l(c)) ." 

64 . Paragrap h 5 . 1: Thi s paragraph should read as follows : 
"Sin ce the International Searching Authority is not responsible for the veri ­

fication of any c laimed priority date (which in the examination s t age t akes the 
place of the filing date for assessing relevant prior art and dete rmining precedence) , 
the basic reference d a t e for the internat ional sear ch must be taken as the inter­
nationa l f il ing date of t he internationa l application as acco rded by the rece iving 
Office ( PCT Rule 33 . l(a) ) ." 
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65. Paragraph 5 . 2 : The firs t sentence of this pa r agraph shou l d read as fo llows : 
"The International Searching Authority wi l l therefore take into account 

documents published between the priority date or dates a nd the filing date of 
the international application under consideration , and these must be identified 
as such in the international search report ." 

66 . Paragraph 5 . 3 : The second sentence of this paragraph should read as f oll ows : 
"Nevertheless , documents showing that a priority' c l aim might not be justified 

(e . g ., an earlier application or patent resulting therefrom , by the same applicant , 
indicating that the application from which priority is claimed may not be the 
first application for the inventi on conce r ned) should be mentioned in the inter­
national search report . " 
The t hird sentence of this paragraph shoul d read as follows : 

"No special search s hould normally be made for this p urpose , except when 
there is a special reason to do so , e . g. when the priority application is a 
"continuation in part" of an earlier application from which no p r iority is claimed ; 
also sometimes the fact that the country of residence of the applicant is differ ­
ent from the country of the priority application may be an indication of possible 
l ack of first filing , justifyin g a certain extension of the in ternational search." 

6 7 . Paragraph 5. 4 : This paragr aph shoul d read as f ollovls : 
"The international search will mainly take into consideration documents pub­

lished before the international filing date of the international application . 
However , some extension may be necessary f or specific purposes , as is apparent 
fro m Ch apter VI , paragraphs 1 . 2 and 4 . 1 ." 

68 . Paragr aph 6 . 2 : The following sentence should be added between the fi r s t and 
second sen t ences of this paragraph : 

"Both documents should then be mentioned in the int.ernational search report." 

69 . Paragraph 7: The title of this paragraph should be amended as follows: 
"Matters of doubt regarding relevant prior art . " 

70 . Paragraph 7 . 1 : The second sentence of this paragraph should be amended as 
follows : 

"The International Searching Author i ty should try to remove any doubt that 
may exist and shoul d cite the documen ts concerned in the international sear ch 
report unless the date of publication or o f public avai l ability of t he document 
concerned is clearly later than the filing date of the international application . 
Additional documents prov iding evidence in the matters of doubt may be cited." 
The third sentence of this paragraph should be de l eted . 

71. Paragraph 7 . 2 : The fol l owing paragraph should be i nserted : 
"Any indication in a document of the date of i ts publication should be 

accepted by the International Searching Authority as correct unless proof t o the 
contrary is offered , e . g . by the Internati onal Searching Authority , showing 
earlier publica tion, or by the applicant, showing later publication . If the in­
dicated date of publi cation is insufficiently precise (e. g . , because a year or 
year and month only are given) to establish whether publ ication was befo r e the 
filing dat e of t he international application , the In ternationa l Searchin g Author ­
i t y should endeavo r to establish the exact date with sufficient precision for 
that purpose . A date of receipt stamped on the document , or a reference in ano­
ther document , which must then be cited , may be of assistance in this r espect . " 

72 . Paragraph 8 : The title of this paragraph s hould read as follows : 
"Eval uating the inventive step. " 

73 . Paragraph 8 . 1 : This paragr aph (formerly paragraph 2 of Chapter VI (Old)) , 
should read as follows : 

"The i nventive step will have to be evaluated in re lation to all aspects of 
the claimed invention, s uch as the under l y i ng problem (whether exp l icitly stated 
in t he interna tional applicati on or implied) , the insight upon which the solution 
r e lies , the means constitutin g the solution, and the effect or r esults obtained . 
Therefore , the international search vlill take al l the se aspec t s into considera­
tion. " 
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7 4 . Paragraph 2 : Thi s paragraph should read as fo llm·rs : 
"The Internatio n al Searching Authority wi ll inform t he applicant of the lack 

of unity of invention by a communication , preceding t h e issue of the international 
search report , which will contain an invitation to pay additional fees. This in~ 

vitation must specify the reasons for which the international application is not 
considered as complying with t he requirement of unity of invention , identify the 
separate i n ventions and indicate the amoun t to be paid (PCT Ru le 40 . 1) . The in­
vention(s) or group(s) of inventions, other than the one first mentioned in the 
c laims,wi ll be sear ched on l y if the app l ica n t p ays the additional fees . Since 
these payments mus t take place within a pe riod to be set by the International 
Searching Authori ty (PCT Artic l e 17 (3) (a) and Rule 40 . 3) and wi thin the time 
limit f or the international search r eport se t by PCT Ru l e 42 , the Internati onal 
Searching Authorities s hould endeavor t o e ns ure that searches b e ma de as early as 
possible. " 

75 . Paragraph 5 : This paragraph shoul d read as f ollows : 
"As indicated in Chapter VII , paragraph l , th e bas i c crite rion for unity of 

invention is t he presence of a single general inventive concept. Consequently , 
the mere fac t t ha t an i nternational application contains several independent 
claims of the same ca tegory or claims of different categories relate d under PCT 
Ru l es 1 3 . 2 and 13 . 3 is in itself no reason for objection on t h e g r ounds o f lack 
of unity of i nvention. " 

76 . Paragraph 6: This paragraph shou l d read as f ollows : 
"Rule 13 . 2 particularly specifies certain combinations o f dif f erenct catego­

ries of claims that should not be objected to on the gr ounds of l ack of unity of 
inventi on . " 

77. Paragraphs 9 to 11: These paragraphs should be replaced by the following : 

"9 . Lack of unity of invention may he di r ectly e vident "a priori , " i . e . 1 

be f ore considering the claims in relation to any prior art, or may only become 
apparent "a posteriori , " i . e., after taking the prior art into c onsideration , 
e .g., a document discovered in the i n te rnationa l search s hows t hat there is lack 
o f novelty in a main claim, leavinq two or more dependent claims without a single 
general inventive concept . 

"10. lvhether the lack of unity of invention may be directly evident "a 
p riori " or becomes apparent "a posteriori ," the search examine r , when he fi nds 
that a si t uati on of lack of uni t y of invention exists, shall (except in the situa­
tion refe rred t o in paragraph 12) immediately inform the applicant of his finding 
and invite the appl i cant t o pay additiona l s earch f ees . The search examiner s hall 
then search o r continue to search t he invention fi r st mentioned in the claims 
( "ma i n inven tion " ) . The in t ernati onal search for addition a l inven t i ons wil l t hen 
have t o be completed only i f and when the additional fees are paid . 

11 11 . Reasons of economy may make it advisab l e for the search examine r I 

vlhile making t he search for the main inven tion, t o s ear ch at the same time , despite 
the non- p ayment of additional fees, the additiona l inventions in t he c las s ificatio n 
units cons u l ted for the main inven tion if this takes little o r no addi tional search 
effor t . The inte rn ational search for such additi o n al inven tions will th e n have to 
be comple t ed in any further classification units vrhich may be relevant , when t he 
additional search fees have been p aid . This situation may occur when the lack of 
unity of invention is f ound e ither " a priori" or "a posteriori." 

"1 2. Occasion al ly in cases of lack of unity of invention , especially in an 
"a posteri ori " situation , t he search examiner will be able to make a complete in ­
ternational search f o r both or al l inventions with negligible addition al work , in 
particular when t he inventions are conceptually very close and none of t h em re ­
quires search i n separate c lassification units. In those c ases , the search 
examine r may decide to complete the international search f or the a dditional i nven ­
tion (s ) together with that fo r the invention first mentioned . All results s hould 
then be i n cluded in the international search repo rt, and no ob j ection of lack of 
unity of invention should be rai sed . " 
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78 . The Working Group agreed t hat the title of this Chapter s hould be as appears 
above and that the contents of the Chapter should read as follows: 

" 1. Subjects 

1.1 PCT Rule 39 specifies certain subjects which an International Searching 
Authority is not required to s earch . The subjects which a particular I nternational 
Searching Authority will no t search under PCT Rule 39 will be set f orth i n the 
agreement between that Internationa l Searching Authority and the International 
Bureau. Therefore , the subjects excluded from the international search under PCT 
Rule 39 may vary between the various International Searching Authorities , Fur ­
thermore , the International Searching Authorities are not required to search 
sub jects that are generally accepted not to be patentable subjects or susceptible 
of industria l application . 

1.2 Where the sub ject matter of only some of the claims is a subject ex ­
cluded from the search (see paragraph 1 . 1 above) , ~~i s will be indicated in the 
international search report . Search should of course be made in respect of the 
other claims. 

1.3 I n cases of doubt as to whether subject matter covered by a claim con­
stitutes a subject excluded from the search, t he Internationa l Searching Authority 
should carry out the international search to the extent that t his i s possible in 
the available documentation. 

"2. Obscurities , I nconsistencies or Contradictions 

2.1 A situation where a meaningful international search is not possible for 
al l or part of the claimed subject matter , and where a declaration to this effect 
may take the place of the international search report or be an observation therein, 
may result from the fact that the internati onal application contains obscur i t ies , 
inconsis t encies or contradictions to the extent that it is impossib l e to arrive 
at a reasonable conclus i on as to the scope of the claimed-invention (PCT Article 
17(2) (a) (ii ) and (b)) . The International Searching Authority in these cases 
should make a meaningful search to the extent that this is possible and should 
not ask for clarification . " 

79 . The Working Group agreed that the contents of th i s Chapter should be as 
follows : 

"1. In Article 15(4 ) the PCT r equire s the Internationa l Searching Authority to 
endeavor t o discove r as much of the relevant prior art as its facilities permit 
and , in any case , consult the min imum documentation specified in PCT Rule 34 . 
The International Searching Authority must have in its possession at least this 
minimum documentation properly arranged for search purposes (PCT Rule 36 . l(ii)) . 

"2. The international search documentati o n i s a document collection that is 
systemati cal l y arranged (or otherwise systematically accessible) for search pur­
poses according to the subject matter conten t of the documents , whi ch are 
primarily patent documents supplemented by a number of articles from periodicals 
and other non - patent literature. 

" 3. The minimum documentation consists of : 

(i) national patent documen ts specified in PCT Rule 34.l(b) (i) and (c) , a 
detailed l i st of which has been published by the International Bureau (see 
Annex B f or the reference number of the published detailed list ) ; 

(ii) published international (PCT) applications , published r egi onal applica­
tions for patents and inventors ' certi f i cates and published r egiona l paten ts and 
inventors ' certificates spec ified in PCT Rule 34 . l(b) (ii) ; 
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(iii) such other published items of non-patent literature as are published 
in a list by the International Bureau under PCT Rule 34 . 1 (b) (iii) (see Annex B 
for the reference number of the published list) . 

"4. Not all members of a patent family need to be physically present in the 
systematically arranged search files (see document PCT/TCO/IV/18, paragraph 28(i)). 
The question vlhich member or members of a patent family should be included in the 
search file is left to the discretion of each International Searchi ng Author~ty, 
so long as access to other members of the family is provided (see document 
PCT/TCO/VI/16 , paragraph 81) ." 

80 . The Working Group agreed that the contents of this Chapter should be as 
follows : 

"1. General 

1.1 The results of the international search will be recorded in the inter­
national search report, which is transmitted to the applicant and to the Interna­
tional Bureau and serves as a basis for publication and for examination of the 
international application by the designated Offices and the International Pre­
liminary Examining Authority. 

1.2 The search examiner is responsible for seeing that t he international 
search report is drawn up in handwriting or by typing on a preprinted form for 
subsequent retyping in final form. 

1.3 This Chapter contains information which is necessary t o enable the sedrch 
examiner to complete the form correctly . Further information is contained in the 
following ~ections of the Administrative Instructions : 

- for the indication of dates: Section 110 

- for the classification of the international applications: Section 504 

- for the identification of the cited documen t s : Section 503 

- for the indication of special categories of documents : Sections 505 and 
508 

- for the indication of the claims t o which cited documents are relevant : 
Section 509 . 

1 . 4 The international search report must contain no matter , in par t icular , 
no expressions of opinion , reasoning , arguments or explanations , other than as 
required by the form (PCT Rule 43 . 9). 

" 2 . Different types of international search reports 

2 .1 The International Searching Authority shall draw up the following types 
of search report : 

(a) International search report (see Chapter III , paragraph 4.1) , 

(b) International - type search report (see Chapter I II, paragraph 4.2). 

"3 . Form and language of the international search report 

3.1 The preprinted search report form for use by the search examiner con­
tains two main pages to be used for all searches for recording the important 
features of the search such as the fields searched, and for citing documents 
revealed by the search , and two optional additional sheets (see Forms PCT/ISA/210 
and 201 annexed to the Administrati ve Instructions). O~e of t hese is to be used 
only when modifications in the title or abstract to be p ublished are desired 
(see Chapter X, paragraph 5). The other supplemental sheet is to be used o n ly 
when restrictions have been appl~ed as to the subject of the search (see Chapte r X, 
paragraph 6) . 
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3 . 2 The international search report shall be drawn up in the language in 
which the international application to which it relates is published (PCT 
Rule 43 . 4) . 

"4 . Areas of technology searched 

4 . 1 The international search report shall list the classification identifi ­
cation of the fields searched . If the IPC is not used' for this purpose , the 
classification used has to be published (PCT Rule 43 . 6(a)) . 

4 . 2 Where the international search report is entirely or partly based on a 
previous search made for an application relati ng to a cognate sub ject , the search 
files consulted for this previous search must also be identified in the report as 
having been consulted for the international application in question . 

"5. Abstract 

5.1 In the international search report , the search examiner must indicate 
approval or amendment of the text of the abstract, the title of the invention , 
and the selection of the figure which is to accompany the abstract (PCT Rules 8 
and 44 . 2) (see Chapter XI). If amendment is desired, the details the r eof should 
be indicated . 

"6 . Restriction of the subject of the internation al search 

6 . 1 The report must indicate whether the search was restricted or not for 
any of the reasons indicated in the following paragraph . 

6 . 2 If any such restrictions were applied, the c laims in respect of which 
a search has not been carried out must be identified and the reasons for this 
should be indicated . 

The three categories where such res t rictions may ari se are : 

(a) l ack of unity of invention (see Chapter VII ) ; the total 
number of separate inventions is to be indicated; 

(b) claims drawn to subject matter excluded from the search (see 
Chapter VIII) ; 

(c) claims in respect of which a meaningful search cannot be carried 
out (see Chapter VIII) . 

"7 . Authentication and dates 

7 . 1 The identification of the International Searching Authority which estab­
lished the international search report and the date on which the report was drawn 
up should be indicated in the r eport. This date should be that of the 6rafting 
of the report by the search examiner who carried out t he search (PCT Ru le 43 . 1 
and 2) . 

7 . 2 The international search report should be signed by an authorized 
officer of the International Searching Authority (PCT Rule 43 . 8) . " 

81. Paragraph 1 (nevl paragraph) : The follov1ing paragraph should be inserted : 
"The internat i onal application must contain an abstract. The purpose of the 

abstract is to give brief technical information about the disclosure as contained 
in the description , claims and any drawings . " 

82 . Paragraph 2: This paragraph (formerly paragraph 1 of Chapter XI) should read 
as follows : 

"The search examiner has the task of determining the definitive content of 
the abstract which is initially supplied by the applicant , a nd which will subse ­
quently be published vlith the internat ional application or later (PCT Rule 38 . 2(b)) . 
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In doing this he should consider the abstract in r elation to the application as 
filed (see Chapter IV , paragraph 1.4 ). [ I f the international search report is 
pub l ished later than the intern ational application , t he a bstract published with 
the application will be as fi l ed, subject to the resu l ts of the examination 
referred to in Chapter IV , paragraph 1 .6, and the definitive abstract will be 
published together with the search r eport.] " 

[The above t ext in square brackets was adopted by the Working Group on the basis 
that the text would be subject t o review after consideration by the PCT Working 
Group on Publicatio n and Drawings of q uestions related to the publication of the 
international application . ] 

83. Par agraph 3: Thi s paragraph (former ly paragraph 2 of Chapter XI) sho uld 
read as follows : 

"In determining the definitive content of the abstract the search examiner 
should take into c onside ration the fact that the abstract is merely for use as 
technical information, and in particular must not be used f o r t he purpose of in ­
terpreting the scope of t he protection sought . The abstract shoul d be so drafted 
t h a t it constitutes an e ffi c ient instrument for purposes of assisting the scien­
tist , engineer or researcher in searching in the part icular technical f i eld , and 
should in particular make it possible to assess whether there i s need for consult­
ing the international applicatio n itself (PCT Rule 8 . 3) . " 

84 . Paragraph 4: This paragraph (former l y paragraph 3 of Chapter XI) sho uld 
read as follows : 

"The abstract must meet the requirements of PCT Rule 8. The Guidelines for 
Preparation of Abstracts (see document PCT/ TCO/V/ 10) are applicable ." 

85. Paragraph 5 : Thi s paragraph ( f ormerly paragraph 4 of Chapte r XI) shoul d 
r e ad as f o llows : 

"The search examiner should c onside r not on l y the text o f the abs t ract but 
also the se l ection o f the f igures f or p ublication wi th it . He shoul d alter the 
text t o t he extent that this may be necessary in order to meet the requirements 
se t out i n PCT Rule 8 . He shall se l e ct a diffe rent figure, or figures , of t he 
drawings if he conside rs that they better characte rize the invention and note it 
in the inte rnational s ear ch report (PCT Rule 8 . 2) . In determining the definitive 
content o f the a bstract , the search examiner should concentrate on conciseness 
and clarity , and r e frain from i ntroducing alte r ati ons merely for t he purpose of 
embellishing the language . " 

86 . Par agraph 6: (Nev/ paragraph) The f ollowing paragraph should be inse rted 
"The search e xamine r wi ll be r equired to approve or e stablish the title of 

t he invention (PCT Rules 37 .2 and 44 . 2 (a)) . The cases in vlh ich he will b e required 
t o es tablish the t i t l e wil l be : 

(i) where the international application does not conta in the title and t he 
In t ernational Se arching Authority has not received a no tification from the 
r ece iving Office to the e f fect that the applicant h as been invited t o furnish 
the title , or 

( i i ) where t he search examiner finds that the title does not compl y with the 
requirements set out in PCT Rule 4 . 3 (PCT Rule 37 . 2) (see al s o Chap t e r IV , para­
graph 1.4) ." 

GUIDELI NES FOR I NTERNI\TIONAL PRELHHNARY EXAMINATION UNDER THE PCT 

87 . The Wo r kin g Group held a general discussion on these Guidelines (here inafter 
referred to as "the PCT Ex amination Guidel i nes") based o n documents PCT/ TCO/VI/9 
and PCT/WG/ GSE/I/3 and 5 .~ Having r egard t o the fact that general comments we r e 
already contained in document PCT/WG/GSE/I/3 , the Working Group limited its dis ­
cussion to a conside r ati on of the procedure th a t should be adopte d to advance the 
work o f finalizing these Guidelines . 

88. The Working Group agreed that , since document PCT/ TCO/VI/9 was more in the nature 
of a compilation of comments on provisions considered by various prospective PCT 
Author i ties as appropri ate for inc lusion in guide line s for international p r eliminary 
examinati on under the PCT t han of actual guidelines , it was desirable , in order 
to provide a be t ter basis for the establishmen t of the PCT Examination Gui de l ines , 
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that a single draft text be prepared. The Working Group proposed that the Inter­
national Bureau should undertake the task of p r eparing s uch a text . In p r eparing 
the t ext , t he International Bureau should take into account s uch provisions of 
the lates t (pub lished) text o f the Guide lines for Substantive Ex amination es t ab ­
l ished i n t he framework of the I nte rim Committee o f the EPO ( "the EPO Examination 
Guidelines " ) as were appropriate t o international preliminary examination unde r 
the PCT, as well as the respons es from prospective PCT Authoriti es set out in 
document PCT/TCO/VI/9 and the observati ons contained in document PCT/WG/GSE/I/3. 

89 . The Work i n g Group suggested t hat , where the responses 'that had already been 
r eceived from prospective PCT Authorities indicated general agreement as to the 
inclusion of particular provi s i ons , the Internati onal Bureau should include such 
provisions in the draft text t o be prepared by it . However , where the proposals 
contained in the responses of the prospective PCT Authorities could n o t be recon­
ciled , the Internationa l Bureau s hould make a compilation o f these responses and 
also present its own proposal s. · 

9 0. The Wo r king Group proposed that the text prepared by the International Bureau 
be submitted to the members of t he Working Group i n sufficient time to enable de ­
tailed consideration t o be given to the text . Taking into account the limited 
time available to the International Bureau for the completion of thi s work , the 
Working Group suggested that the International Bureau might submit its tex t on a 
Ch apter- by - Chapter basis. It was further suggested that consideration be given 
to the early preparation of the Chapter dealing wi th examin a tion procedure, 
particularly since the nature of international preliminary examination would 
require provisions in that Chapter substantially different from those contained 
in t he EPO Examination Guidelines . 

91. The next session of the Wo rking Group will take place in Geneva from June 20 
to 24, 1977. 

97.. This report was unanimously adopted 
by the Working Group at its closing meeting 
on Feb ruary 18 , 1977 . 

[Annex follows] 
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LIST OF PARTICIPANTS/ 
LISTE DES PARTICIPANTS 

(in the English a lph abetical orde r of the names of t he States) 
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I . STATES/ETATS 

AUSTRIA/ AUTRICHE 

Mr. G . GALL , Ratssekretaer, Federal Ministry of Trade and Industry, Austrian 
Pate nt Office, Vienna (as of 16.2 . 77) 

GERMANY (FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF)/ALLEMAGNE (REPUBLIQUE FEDERALE D' ) 

Mr . J . HAUGG, Regierungsdirektor , German Patent Office, Mun i ch 

HUNGARY/HONGRIE 

Ms. E . PARRAGH, Deputy Head o f Section, National Office of Inventions , Budapest 

JAPAN/JAPON 

Mr. I. SHAMOTO , Appeal Examiner-in - Chi ef , Department of Appeal , Patent Off i ce , 
Ministry of International Trade and Industry, Tokyo 

NETHERLANDS/PAYS - BAS 

Mr . J. DEKKER, Vi c e -Pres i dent, Netherland s Patent Office, Rijswi j k (Z . H. ) 

Mr. s. de VRIES, Examiner, Patents Council , Netherlands Pate nt Office , 
Rijswijk (Z .H. ) 

NORWAY/NORVEGE 

Mr. o. OS , Overingeni-r, Norwegian Patent Office, Oslo 

SOVIET UNION/UN I ON SOVIETIQUE 

Mr . L. KOMAROV , Deputy Chairman , State Committee for Inventions and Di scoveries 
of the USSR Council of Minister s , Moscow 

Mr . V. TROUSSOV , Head of Department, TSNIPPI, State Committee for Inventions 
and Discoveries of the USSR Counci l of Ministers, Moscow 

Mr. s. EGOROV, First Secretary , Permane nt Mission of the USSR , Geneva 

SWEDEN/SUEDE 

Mr . Y. TRUVE , Member of the Board of Appeal, Royal Patent and Reg i strat ion 
Office, Stockholm 

Ms. B. SANDBERG, Counsellor , Roya l Patent and Registration Office, Stockhol m 

UNITED KINGDOM/ROYAUME UNI 

Mr . D. G . GAY, Superintending Examiner , The Patent Office , London 

Mr . M. F . VIVIAN , Senior Examiner, The Patent Off ice, London 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA/ETATS- UN I S D'AMERIQUE 

Mr . L . MAASSEL, Patent Procedure Specialist , United Sta t es Patent and Trademark 
Office, Washington, D.C. 
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II. I NTERGOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS/ORGANISATIONS INTERGOUVERNEMENTALES 

EUROPEAN PATENT ORGAN ISATION (EPO)/ORGANISATION EUROPEENNE DES BREVETS 

Mr . K. MELLOR, Administrator , Secretariat of the Interim Committee of t he European 
Patent Organisation, Brussels 

INTERNATIONAL PATENT INSTITUTE/INSTITUT INTERNATIONAL DES BREVETS (IIB) 

N. J. DELORME , Directeur General, IIB , Rijswijk (Z . H. ·) , Pays - Bas 

M. J. A. H. van VOORTHUIZEN, Directeur Technique Adjoint, I I B, Rijswijk (Z . H. ) 
Pays-Bas 

III . NON- GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATION~/ORGANI~ATION~ NON -GOUVERNEMENTALE~ 

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

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

EUROPEAN FEDERATION OF INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY REPRESENTATIVES OF INDUSTRY/ 
FEDERATION EUROPEENNE DES MANDATAIRES DE L ' INDUSTRIE EN PROPRIETE INDUSTRIELLE (FEMIPI) 

Mr. F . J . JENNY, Patent Department, Ciba-Geigy AG , Basle , Switzerland 

INTERNATIONAL FEDERATION OF INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY ATTORNEYS/FEDERATION INTERNATIONALE 
DES CONSEILS EN PROPRIETE INDUSTRIELLE (FICPI) 

M. R. N. CHAUCHARD , Conseil en Brevets, Paris, France 

UNION OF I~DU~TRIES OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITY/UNION DES INDUSTRIELS DE LA COMMUNAUTE 
EUROPEENNE (UNICE) 

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

I V . OFFI CERS/BUREAU 

Chairman/Preside nt r-1r . J . DELORME (IIB) 

Vice-chairmen/ Mr . L . MAA.SSEL (United States of America/Etats Unis d ' Amerique) 
Vice-Presidents Mr . I. SHANOTO (Ja p a n/Japon) 

Secretary/Secretaire : Mr . J . FRANKLIN (WIPO/OMPI) 

V. INTERNATIONAL BUREAU OF WIPO/BUREAU INTERNATIONAL DE L'OMPI 

Mr . F . A. SVIRIDOV , Deput y Director General/Vice - directeur general 

Mr . E . M. HADDRICK, Head, PCT Division/Chef de la Division du PCT 

Mr . J . FRANKLIN , Counsellor/Conseiller , Head, PCT Technical Sect ion/Chef de la 
section technique du PCT 

Mr . N. SCHERRER , Counsellor/Conseiller , PCT Divi s i on/Division du PCT 

Mr. D. BOUCHEZ, Technical Counsellor/Conseiller techni que , PCT Division/Division 
du PCT 

Mr. Y. GYRDYMOV , Technical Officer/Assistant technique , PCT Division/Division d u PCT 

Mr . A. OKAWA , Consultant , PCT Division/Division du PCT 
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