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INTRODUCTION

1.  The Committee of Experts of the IPC Union (hereinafter referred to as “the Committee”)
held its fifty-third session in Geneva in hybrid format on February 24 and 25, 2022. The
following members of the Committee were represented at the session: Argentina, Armenia,
Australia, Austria, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Brazil, Bulgaria, Canada, China, Croatia, Czech
Republic, Denmark, Estonia, France, Germany, Greece, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Mexico,
Netherlands, Norway, Republic of Korea, Republic of Moldova, Romania, Russian Federation,
Saudi Arabia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Turkmenistan, Turkey, United Kingdom,

United States of America, Ukraine, Uzbekistan (37). The Eurasian Patent Organization (EAPO),
the European Patent Office (EPO) and the European Law Students’ Association (ELSA
International) were also represented. The list of participants appears as Annex | to this report.

2. The session was opened by Mr. Kunihiko Fushimi, Director, International Classifications
and Standards Division, Infrastructure and Platforms Sector, who welcomed the participants.
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OFFICERS

3.  The Committee unanimously elected Ms. Catia Valdman (Brazil) as Chair and
Ms. Magalie Mathon (France) and Mr. Yoshitaka Ota (Japan) as Vice-Chairs

4, Ms. Xu Ning (Mrs.) (WIPO) acted as Secretary of the session.
ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

5.  The Committee unanimously adopted the agenda, which appears as Annex Il to
this report.

6. As decided by the Governing Bodies of WIPO at their tenth series of meetings held from
September 24 to October 2, 1979 (see document AB/X/32, paragraphs 51 and 52), the report of
this session reflects only the conclusions of the Committee (decisions, recommendations,
opinions, etc.) and does not, in particular, reflect the statements made by any participant,
except where a reservation in relation to any specific conclusion of the Committee was
expressed or repeated after the conclusion was reached.

REPORT ON THE PROGRESS OF THE IPC REVISION PROGRAM; FORMAT OF FUTURE
IPC REVISION WORKING GROUP MEETINGS

7.  The Committee noted a status report on the activities of the IPC Revision Working Group
(hereinafter referred to as “the Working Group”), in particular, on the IPC Revision Program, in
Annex 18 to project file CE 462, prepared by the International Bureau.

8. The Committee noted that the average number of new entries per year, which entered into
force in the recent IPC versions, almost doubled comparing to the IPC versions published five to
10 years ago, with the highest number of new entries per single revision in IPC-2022.01.

9. The Committee also noted that the number of revision projects per year remained at the
same level in recent years. In addition to the FivelPOffices, offices such as Brazil, Canada,
Germany and the United Kingdom submitted revision requests under the framework of the
Renewed IPC Revision Roadmap (Roadmap). The number and status of all projects within the
framework of the Roadmap were included in the status report.

10. The Committee expressed its great satisfaction with the work achieved by the Working
Group, in particular during the past years of COVID-19 pandemic.

11. It was recalled that, at its fifty-second session, the Committee invited the International
Bureau to investigate the feasibility of freezing the IPC e-forum (hereinafter referred to as the “e-
forum”) for consideration by the Committee at its next session (see document IPC/CE/52/2,
paragraphs 18 and 19).

12. The Committee agreed with the recommendation by the International Bureau that the
e-forum would not be frozen before each Working Group meetings. The International Bureau
would continue applying the measures adopted by the Committee (see document IPC/CE/52/2,
(a) to (c) of paragraph 19), to avoid late submissions to the e-forum right before the Working
Group meetings.

13. The Committee also discussed a proposal jointly submitted by the EPO and the United
States of America in Annex 6 to project file CE 539, concerning an improved and well-balanced
yearly spring and autumn sessions of the Working Group, with respect to the completion of
number of projects.


https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE462
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE539
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14. The Committee noted that a well-balanced completion of number of projects, in particular,
“big” revision projects, between the two Working Group yearly sessions would help a timely
implementation of the new version of the IPC in the Cooperative Patent Classification (CPC).

15. Since timely entering into force of the new IPC scheme is of upmost importance for the
IPC users community, and timely integration of the new IPC scheme into the CPC would also
benefit IPC users, the Committee took good note of this proposal and agreed to instruct the
Working Group to consider an improved and well-balanced working manner between its yearly
sessions with respect to the completion of the number of projects. Special attention would be
given to those “big” projects (e.g. with more than 100 new subdivisions), for example, by
applying a case-by-case approach together with coordination among Rapporteurs, the
International Bureau, the EPO and the United States of America.

16. The Committee emphasized that such improved balance should not prohibit the Working
Group from considering, discussing and completing any such “big” projects at any session,
whenever they were ready for completion.

17. The Committee also discussed possible format options for the future Working Group
meetings based on the experience during pandemic period. It emphasized the importance of
physical participation in terms of discussion to solve complex issues, efficient exchange of views
and the necessity of informal discussions during the break, while supporting the continuous
possibility of remote participation in light of wider participation. It also underlined the importance
of the continuous intensified use of the IPC e-forum in conjunction with hybrid format.

REPORT ON THE PROGRESS OF THE CPC AND FI REVISION PROGRAMS

18. The United States of America and the EPO gave a joint presentation on the recent
developments concerning the CPC. Japan presented a report on the progress of FI/F Term.

19. The Committee noted that the frequency of CPC releases would remain as four times
yearly for 2022 and 2023, namely January 1, February 1, May 1 and August 1. The Committee
also noted that currently almost sixty-five million patent documents were classified in the CPC.
The Committee was further informed about the availability of CPC information on EP-A and
EP-B publications and the CPC reclassification service. The Committee expressed its gratitude
to the EPO for its potential contribution to facilitate reclassification of the IPC by providing the
use of CPC reclassification data.

20. The Committee noted that, starting from 2023, the FI revision for the correspondence to
the new version of the IPC and publication of the new version of the IPC would be carried out
once per year at the same time, i.e. in January. The Committee also noted that the alignment of
the FI with the latest version of the IPC had reached 99.74% as of April 2021, and the
Committee expressed its gratitude to Japan for its efforts to improve the alignment between the
Fl with the latest IPC.

21. The Committee reconfirmed the shared understanding that the coherency between the
IPC and other Classifications was important and the efforts to enhance and maintain such
coherency should be continued.

REPORT OF THE EXPERT GROUP ON SEMICONDUCTOR TECHNOLOGY (EGST)

22. Discussions were based on a Rapporteur report by the EPO on behalf of the EGST in
Annex 325 to project file CE 481 and Annex 3 to project file CE 539.

23. The Committee noted that the EGST had so far designed seven subclasses under the
new class H10, which were displayed in Annex 320 of project CE 481 and which were meant to
take over the complete existing subclass HO1L.


https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/details.jsp?meeting_id=68348
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE481
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE539
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE481
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24. The Committee was informed that approximately eight to nine C projects would be
foreseen to be emanated from EGST via project CE 481 and that the launch of the C projects
would be phased in batches. It was also informed that the first batch of four C projects, namely,
C 510, C 511, C 512 and C 513, was launched under the IPC e-forum at the end of 2021. A
Roadmap (see Appendix to Annex 3 of project CE 539) had been issued and would be regularly
updated by the EGST for completion of the project CE 481.

25. The Committee extended its gratitude to the EPO, the leading Office of the EGST, and all
the member Offices of the EGST for the tremendous work and their contribution to the outcome
so far, in particular, in the past years during the Covid-19 pandemic.

26. The Committee decided to endorse the latest Roadmap and the continuation of project
CE 481 and EGST activities.

USE OF TRADEMARKS IN THE IPC

27. Discussions were based on a proposal by the EPO in Annex 4 and on comments in
Annexes 7 and 9 to the project file CE 539, as well as on Annex 2 to project file M 815.

28. The Committee agreed that the use of marks in the IPC should be, as far as possible,
avoided, and decided to modify the current paragraph 29 of the Guidelines for Revision of the
IPC (hereinafter referred to as the “Guidelines”), as follows.

“29. The use of marks (trademarks, registered marks, service marks etc.) is strongly
discouraged. If the use of a mark is absolutely indispensable, the mark should only be
presented in examples and acknowledged with the relevant symbol (™™, ®, s efc.).”

29. The International Bureau was invited to prepare a review of existing terms or expressions
referring to trademarks in the IPC, under project M 815, for a consideration by the Working
Group, with indication on whether they should be removed from the scheme and definitions in
view of the new paragraph 29 of the Guidelines.

AMENDMENTS TO THE GUIDE TO THE IPC AND OTHER BASIC IPC DOCUMENTS

30. Discussions were based on project file CE 454 in particular on Annexes 57, 58 and 61 to
the project file, submitted respectively by the EPO, the International Bureau and Brazil,
containing proposed amendments to the Guide to the IPC (hereinafter referred to as the
“Guide”), which integrated comments by offices.

31. The Committee adopted, with some modifications, the amendments to the heading on the
first page, paragraphs 13, 39, 41, 51, 60, 63, 69, 72, 82, 85, 87 to 88, 91, 94, 105, 114, 147,
150, 154, 164, 174, 183 to 185 and 187 of the Guide, which appear in Annexes 65 and 66 to the
project file. These amendments would be included in version 2022 of the Guide.

32. Concerning the proposal by the EPO in Annex 57 for introducing additional paragraph(s)
in the Guide for secondary scheme, the Committee agreed to create project CE 531, with the
EPO as Rapporteur, for further investigation.

33. The Committee also agreed that discussions on the use of the term “file scope” in the
Guide should continue within project CE 454, and invited further comments and proposals for
consideration by the Committee at its next session.

34. Discussions were also based on Annex 79 to project file CE 455, compiling all proposed
amendments to the Guidelines submitted respectively by the EPO, the International Bureau and
the United Kingdom in Annexes 75 to 77 to the project file, together with comments by offices.


https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ief/private/ipc/en/project/4867/CE481
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE539
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE481
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE481
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE539
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/M815
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/M815
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE454
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE454
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE455
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35. The Committee adopted the proposed amendments to paragraph 29 of the Guidelines
under the agenda item “Use of trademarks in the IPC” (see paragraph 28, above).

36. The Committee adopted, with some modifications, the amendments to paragraphs 1, 5,
11, 12, 13, 16, 17, 17bis (new), 17ter (new), 20bis, 21, 23, 29, 30, 30bis, 30ter (new), 31, 32,
33bis (new), 34, 37, 40, 41, 41ter, 42 to 45, 49, 52, 52bis (new), 52ter (new), 53, 58, 61, 61bis
(new), 62, 63, 64, 67, 71, 74, 75, 77, 77bis (new), 78, 79, 79bis (new), 81bis (new), 86bis (new),
88, 94 (deleted), 96, 96bis (new), 96ter (new), 98, 101, 107bis (new), 113, 114, 118, 120, 123,
124, 126, 126bis, 129, 130, 134 (new), 135 (new), 136 (new), 137 (new), 138 (new) and 139
(new) of the Guidelines, the amendments to paragraphs 2 to 4 and 7 of Appendix |, paragraphs
1 to 4, 6 and 7 of Appendix Il, paragraphs 6, 8 and 9 of Appendix Ill, paragraphs 2bis (new), 3,
6, 7 and 8bis (new) of Appendix IV, the Request for Revision of the IPC in Appendix V and the
Guidelines for Drafting Classification Definitions of Appendix VI of the Guidelines, which appear
in Annexes 82 and 83 to the project file.

37. In the context of the use of abbreviations in the IPC in singular, the Committee agreed to
create a new maintenance project M 821, with Sweden as Rapporteur, to further review their
appropriate use throughout the IPC.

38. The Committee noted that the proposals by the EPO and the United Kingdom contained
suggestions for further improvements of the Definition Template. The Committee took note of
those suggestions and agreed that the Definition Template should remain as simple and clear
as possible and that its regular changes should be avoided, unless those changes were
inevitable.

OVERVIEW OF IPC WORKING LIST MANAGEMENT SOLUTION (IPCWLMS) AND
RELATED ISSUES

39. Discussions were based on an overview of IPCWLMS-related issues by the International
Bureau in Annex 22 and on comments in Annex 23 to the project file CE 492.

40. The Committee noted that the EPO would prepare a service for offices using the CPC,
which would allow making use of the reclassification of CPC symbols by converting them into
the IPC using CPC-IPC Concordance.

41. It was agreed that the Task Force dedicated to specific aspects in relation to IPCWLMS
business requirements, created by the Committee at its forty-ninth session (see IPC/CE/49/2),
would further deal with the issues related to the Distribution Algorithm, Reclassification Lifecycle
and the reclassification of families with legacy country codes, e.g. DD, SU or CS, raised by the
International Bureau as items 1, 2 and 5 in Annex 22. The Task Force was invited to prepare a
proposal to project CE 492 for consideration by the Committee at its next session. The
International Bureau was invited to consider possible online meetings of the Task Force where
needed.

42. It was further agreed to conduct a survey on the current situation in offices about their use
of the IPC in terms of the classification levels. The result of the survey would be used for
updating this information in the Distribution Algorithm. The International Bureau was invited to
prepare the survey, to be followed by a report to the Committee at its next session.

43. The Committee noted an impact of the attribute “do-it-yourself offices” (DIYO) in the
Distribution Algorithm and invited all offices to consider their participation as DIYO in
reclassification of patent families, to allow a better reflection of the origin of distributed families
and to speed up processing of classification data, which could result in reducing the time
needed to create WLs for each reclassification wave.


https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE492
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE492
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44. The Committee also noted information about automatic de-activation of old symbols in the
legacy, reclassification statistics and warnings, validation during reclassification process and
other issues presented in Annex 22. The Committee agreed that the issue related to validation
during reclassification process as item 9 in Annex 22 and any other issues would be further
dealt with by the Task Force according to paragraph 41, above.

AI-BASED IPC RECLASSIFICATION — A POTENTIAL REPLACEMENT OF “DEFAULT
TRANSFER”

45. Discussions were based on Annex 5 to project file CE 539, concerning a document
prepared by the International Bureau about Al-based IPC reclassification.

46. The Committee noted that the International Bureau took initiatives to develop an Al-based
reclassification service aiming at patent families remained to be reclassified at Stage 3 within
IPCWLMS, as an alternative to the current “Default Transfer”. It was informed that the service
used the technology for IPCCAT and was trained by the DocDB data.

47. The Committee also noted that the service would be tested by the International Bureau
and decided to create project CE 532 to collect the testing results, relevant documentation of
such Al-based IPC reclassification service and comments to be submitted by offices on their
satisfaction about the results. The Committee would decide at a later stage whether the service
could be considered as a future potential replacement of “Default Transfer”.

REPORT ON IPC-RELATED IT SYSTEMS

48. The International Bureau delivered a presentation of an overview of ongoing
developments in the IPC related IT systems and, in particular, on technical changes in relation
with WIPO Delta, IPCPUB/IPCCAT and WIPO Common Look and Feel.

49. The Committee noted that the datasets for the automatic categorization of texts were no
longer available since 2021. Nevertheless, it would still be possible if offices could send a
request to the International Bureau for the generation of the WIPO Delta dataset.

50. The Committee noted the status of the current IPC/CPC/FI dataset published in IPCPUB.
As far as the reported CPC/IPC mismatches were concerned, the United States of America
agreed to contact the International Bureau for a solution. The Committee was also informed
about the new infrastructure of the IPC Publication platform IPCPUB 9.

51. Itwas informed that the project CE 522 relating to “Divergence in IPC Allocations” would
remain active for possible comments until the next session of the Committee.

EXPERIENCE FROM OFFICES ON COMPUTER-ASSISTED (E.G. Al-BASED)
CLASSIFICATION

52. The Committee noted presentations on the experience with computer-assisted (e.g.
Al-based) Classification at respective offices given by the following Offices: Brazil, the EPO,
Japan and the United States of America.

53. The Committee noted that, for most of the Offices that delivered presentations, the current
use of Al evolved from the role of routing patent applications to the relevant examination
divisions, to that of actually facilitating prior art search by patent examiners, for helping real
classification and reclassification practice.

54. The Committee acknowledged the importance of the exchange of information in this field
and invited more offices to share their experience with the development of in-house with
computer-assisted classification tools at its next session. It was informed that all the
presentation materials including the past ones are made available on the IPC e-forum under
project CE 524.


https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE539
https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/details.jsp?meeting_id=68348
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE522
https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/details.jsp?meeting_id=68348
https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/details.jsp?meeting_id=68348
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE524
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FRAMEWORK OF TECHNICAL COMPETENCIES FOR PATENT CLASSIFICATION
55. Discussions were based on project file CE 523.

56. The International Bureau presented a proposal for the review of IPC-related competencies
of patent examiners which are part of a larger framework of competencies for substantive
examination of patents (see Annexes 2 and 3 of project CE 523), which included explanations
and instructions for the review as well as an estimate of workload for the review. The
International Bureau further explained that it expected that two rounds of comments would be
sufficient to prepare a consolidated table of such competencies for finalization by the Committee
at its next session.

57. It was agreed to review the IPC-related competencies of that framework and the
International Bureau, as Rapporteur, was invited to set a deadline for the first round
of comments.

58. The International Bureau offered to organize a short webinar, upon request, if the experts
involved in the review would deem it useful to obtain further explanations on the design
principles underlying the framework.

59. This report was unanimously
adopted by the Committee of Experts
by electronic means on March 17,
2022.

[Annexes follow]


https://www3.wipo.int/ipc-ief/public/ipc/en/project/7330/CE509
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE523
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE523
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LISTE DES PARTICIPANTS/
LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

I ETATS MEMBRES/MEMBER STATES

ALLEMAGNE/GERMANY

Alessandra SANI (Ms.), Senior Adviser, Classification Systems Section, German Patent and
Trade Mark Office (DPMA), Munich

Oliver STEINKELLNER (Mr.), Head, Classification Systems Section, German Patent and
Trade Mark Office (DPMA), Munich

ARABIE SAOUDITE/SAUDI ARABIA

Abdullah ALGHAMDI (Mr.), Patents Expert, Patents Department, Saudi Authority for
Intellectual Property (SAIP), Riyadh

Rawabi ALMUHIMED (Ms.), Patents Department, Saudi Authority for Intellectual
Property (SAIP), Riyadh

ARGENTINE/ARGENTINA

Silvia CAMPILLAY (Ms.), Division Head, Industrial Processes Area - Polymers, Foodstuffs
and Textile, National Patent Administration (ANP) - Substantive Examination Department,
National Institute of Industrial Property (INPI), Buenos Aires

Viviana SALICE (Ms.), Head, Pharmaceutics Division, National Patent Administration (ANP),
Chemical Substantive Examination Department, National Institute of Industrial Property
(INPI), Buenos Aires

Juan Pablo OTONELLO (Sr.), Examinador de Busquedas, Informacion Tecnoldgica, Instituto
Nacional de la Propiedad Industrial (INPI), Buenos Aires

ARMENIE/ARMENIA

Avetis PERYAN (Mr.), Head, Inventions and Industrial Designs Examination Department,
Intellectual Property Office of the Ministry of Economy, Yerevan

Gayane VOPYAN (Ms.), Chief Specialist, Inventions and Industrial Designs Examination
Department, IP Office of the Ministry of Economy of the Republic of Armenia, Yerevan

AUSTRALIE/AUSTRALIA

Lloyd JAMES (Mr.), Examiner, Patents Examination Group, IP Australia, Canberra
Deb MCDONNELL (Ms.), Examiner, Patent Examination Group, IP Australia, Elsternwick
Alex SIMMONS (Mr.), Patent Examiner, Patent Examination Group, IP Australia, Canberra

Mu-En TIEN (Mr.), Patent Examiner, Patent Examination Group, IP Australia, Canberra
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AUTRICHE/AUSTRIA

Akos BAZSO (Mr.), Classification Representative, Austrian Patent Office, Federal Ministry
for Climate Protection, Vienna

BOSNIE-HERZEGOVINE/BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

Ana SPIRIC (Ms.), Patent Examiner, Patent Department, Institute for Intellectual Property,
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Bosnia and Herzegovina, Banja Luka

BRESIL/BRAZIL

Catia VALDMAN (Ms.), Head of Telecommunications Division, Head of the Classification
Group, Special Secretariat for Productivity, Employment and Competitiveness, Ministry of
Economy, National Institute of Industrial Property (INPI), Rio de Janeiro

Maria Raquel CATALANO DE SOUSA (Ms.), Classification Group, Special Secretariat for
Productivity, Employment and Competitiveness, Ministry of Economy, National Institute of
Industrial Property (INPI), Rio de Janeiro

Rodrigo FERRARO (Mr.), Patent Examiner, Special Secretariat for Productivity, Employment
and Competitiveness, Ministry of Economy, National Institute of Industrial Property (INPI),
Belo Horizonte

Darcio GOMES PEREIRA (Mr.), Special Secretariat for Productivity, Employment and
Competitiveness, Ministry of Economy, National Institute of Industrial Property (INPI),
Campinas

Rafael NUNES (Mr.), Analyst, IT, Special Secretariat for Productivity, Employment and
Competitiveness, Ministry of Economy, National Institute of Industrial Property (INPI), Rio de
Janeiro

Tatielli BARBOSA (Ms.), Patent Examiner, Inorganic Chemistry Division and Classification

Group, Special Secretariat for Productivity, Employment and Competitiveness, Ministry of
Economy, National Institute of Industrial Property (INPI), Rio de Janeiro

BULGARIE/BULGARIA

Radoslava MLADENOVA (Ms.), Patent Examiner, Directorate “Examination and Protection
of Inventions, Utility Models and Industrial Designs”, Patent Office of the Republic of
Bulgaria, Sofia

Aneta KOLEVA (Ms.), Patent Examiner, Directorate “Examination and Protection of
Inventions, Utility Models and Industrial Designs”, Patent Office of the Republic of Bulgaria,
Sofia

CANADA

Nancy BEAUCHEMIN (Mme), Gestionnaire de programme - International, Direction des
brevets - OPIC, Innovation, Sciences et Développement Economique Canada ISDE,
Gatineau
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CHINE/CHINA

LI Xiao (Ms.), Senior Program Administrator, Patent Documentation Department, Patent
Office, China National Intellectual Property Administration (CNIPA), Beijing

LI Rong (Ms.), Deputy Research Director, Patent Research and Development Department,
China Patent Technology Development Corporation, China National Intellectual Property
Administration (CNIPA), Beijing

WANG Wenjing (Ms.), Director, Patent Classification and Data Process Department III,
China Patent Technology Development Corporation, China National Intellectual Property
Administration (CNIPA), Beijing

CROATIE/CROATIA

Gordana RICIJAS (Ms.), Head, Patent Department, State Intellectual Property Office of the
Republic of Croatia (SIPO), Zagreb

Jelena ZAFRAN (Ms.), Head, Technical Experts Service, Patent Department, State
Intellectual Property Office of the Republic of Croatia (SIPO), Zagreb

DANEMARK/DENMARK

Sven NYTOFT RASMUSSEN (Mr.), Senior Examiner, Danish Patent and Trademark Office,
Ministry of Industry, Business and Financial Affairs, Taastrup

ESPAGNE/SPAIN

Elena PINA (Sra.), Técnica Superior Examinadora de Patentes, Division de fisica y de
patentes eléctricas, Oficina Espafiola de Patentes y Marcas, Ministerio de Industria,
Comercio y Turismo (OEPM), Madrid

ESTONIE/ESTONIA

Tiina LILLEPOOL, Principal Examiner, Patent Department, The Estonian Patent Office,
Tallinn

ETATS-UNIS D’AMERIQUE/UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Derris H. BANKS (Mr.), Chief Patent Classification Official, United States Patent and
Trademark Office (USPTO), Department of Commerce, Alexandria

Christopher KIM (Mr.), Director, Classification Quality and International Coordination, United
States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO), Department of Commerce, Alexandria

Richard LEE (Mr.), International Patent Classifier, United States Patent and Trademark
Office (USPTO), Department of Commerce, Alexandria

Dimple SOPARIWALA (Ms.), International Patent Classifier, United States Patent and
Trademark Office (USPTO), Department of Commerce, Alexandria

Nelson YANG (Mr. Senior Advisor, International Patent Business Solutions, United States
Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO), Department of Commerce, Alexandria
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FEDERATION DE RUSSIE/RUSSIAN FEDERATION

Zoya VOYTSEKHOVSKAYA (Ms.), Senior Researcher, Federal Institute of Industrial
Property (ROSPATENT), Moscow

Fedor SARATOVSKII (Mr.), Researcher, Federal Institute of Industrial Property
(ROSPATENT), Moscow

Olga TIKHOMIROVA (Ms.), Researcher, Federal Institute of Industrial Property
(ROSPATENT), Moscow

Vladislav MAMONTOV (Mr.), Head, Multilateral Cooperation Division, International
Cooperation Department, Federal Institute of Industrial Property (ROSPATENT), Moscow

FRANCE

Magalie MATHON (Mme), chargée de mission CIB, Département des Brevets, Institut
national de la propriété industrielle (INPI), Courbevoie

GRECE/GREECE

Evangelos GIANNAKOPOULOS (Mr.), Senior Examiner, Head of Mechanical Engineering
Department, Industrial Property Organization of Greece, Athens

IRLANDE/IRELAND

Fergal BRADY (Mr.), Examiner of Patents, Patent Examination, Intellectual Property Office
of Ireland, Kilkenny

ISRAEL/ISRAEL

Orit REGEV (Ms.), Deputy Superintendent of Examiners, Israel Patent Office, Ministry of
Justice, Jerusalem

ITALIE/ITALY
Lino FANELLA (Mr.), Patent Examiner, Patent Department, Directorate General for the

Protection of Industrial Property, Patent and Trademark Office (UIBM), Ministry of Economic
Development, Rome

JAPON/JAPAN

Yoshitaka OTA (Mr.), Director, Examination Policy Planning Office, Japan Patent Office
(JPO), Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry, Tokyo

Sumio MIGITA (Mr.), Deputy Director, Examination Policy Planning Office, Japan Patent
Office (JPO), Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry, Tokyo

Ayano NISHITA (Ms.), Assistant Director, Examination Policy Planning Office, Japan Patent
Office (JPO), Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry, Tokyo

Yuto NISHIZUKA (Mr.), Assistant Director, Examination Policy Planning Office, Japan Patent
Office (JPO), Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry, Tokyo
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MEXIQUE/MEXICO

Gonzalo CASTRO RODRIGUEZ (Sr.), Especialista en Propiedad Industrial, Instituto
Mexicano de la Propiedad Industrial (IMPI), México

Miguel GONZALEZ AGUILAR (Sr.), Especialista en Propiedad Industrial, Instituto Mexicano
de la Propiedad Industrial (IMPI), México

Ayari FERNANDEZ SANTA CRUZ RUIZ (Sra.), Especialista en Propiedad Industrial,
Instituto Mexicano de la Propiedad Industrial (IMPI), México

Pablo ZENTENO MARQUEZ (Sr.), Especialista en Propiedad Industrial, Instituto Mexicano
de la Propiedad Industrial (IMPI), México

Maria Del Pilar ESCOBAR BAUTISTA (Sra.), Consejero, Propiedad Intelectual, Mision
Permanente, Ginebra

NORVEGE/NORWAY

Bjern TISTHAMMER (Mr.), Head of Section, Patent Department, Norwegian Industrial
Property Office (NIPO), Frogner

Bente AARUM-ULVAS (Ms.), Chief Examiner, Patent Department, Norwegian Industrial
Property Office (NIPO), Oslo

OUZBEKISTAN/UZBEKISTAN

Ikram ABDUKADIROV (Mr.), Head, Invention and Utility Model Department, Intellectual
Property Agency under the Ministry of Justice of the Republic of Uzbekistan, Tashkent

Karel-leronim MAVLYANOV (Mr.), Group of Industrial Technologies and Construction,

Department of Inventions and Utility Models, Intellectual Property Agency under the Ministry
of Justice of the Republic of Uzbekistan, Tashkent

PAYS-BAS/NETHERLANDS

Robert SCHOUWENAARS (Mr.), Technical Advisor, Netherlands Patent Office, Ministry of
Economic Affairs, The Hague

REPUBLIQUE DE COREE/REPUBLIC OF KOREA

LEE WangSeok (Mr.), Head of Group, Patent Information Promotion Center (PIPC), Daejeon

JUNG ByungTe (Mr.), Head of Team, Classification Team, Patent Information Promotion
Center (PIPC), Daejeon

JANG WooYoung (Mr.), Associate Staff, Electronics/Classification Department, Daejeon

PARK SungChul (Mr.), Deputy Director, Korean Intellectual Property Office (KIPO), Daejeon

REPUBLIQUE DE MOLDOVA//REPUBLIC OF MOLDOVA
Natalia CAISIM (Ms.), Head, Examination Division, Patents, State Agency on Intellectual
Property (AGEPI), Chisinau
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REPUBLIQUE TCHEQUE/CZECH REPUBLIC

Jarmila AVRATOVA (Ms.), Engineer, Patent Information, Industrial Property Office of the
Czech Republic, Prague

ROUMANIE/ROMANIA

Adrian NEGOITA (Mr.), Head of Mechanics, Patent Department, State Office for Inventions
and Trademarks (OSIM), Bucharest

ROYAUME-UNI/UNITED KINGDOM

Jeremy COWEN (Mr.), Senior Patent Examiner - Classification, Patent Examining Division,
UK Intellectual Property Office (UKIPO), Newport

Peter MASON (Mr.), Deputy Director, Patent Examining Division, UK Intellectual Property
Office (UKIPO), Newport

SUEDE/SWEDEN

Anders BRUUN (Mr.), Patent Expert, Patent Division, Swedish Patent and Registration
Office (PRV), Stockholm

Tomas LUND (Mr.), Delegate, Patent Division, Swedish Patent and Registration Office
(PRV), Stockholm

Moa EMLING (Ms.), Senior Patent Examiner, Chemistry - Patent Department, Swedish
Patent and Registration Office (PRV), Stockholm

SUISSE/SWITZERLAND

Pascal WEIBEL (M.), chef Examen, Division des brevets, Institut fédéral de la propriété
intellectuelle, Berne

TURKMENISTAN/TURKMENISTAN

Amanmyrat DZHORAYEV (Mr.), Head, Invention Division, Examination Department, State
Service for Intellectual Property, Ministry of Finance and Economy, Ashgabat

TURQUIE/TURKEY

Bahar DOGAN (Ms.), Deputy Permanent Representative, Permanent Mission of Turkey to
the WTO, Geneva

UKRAINE

Sergii TORIANIK (Mr.), Director, Department for Examination of Applications for Inventions,
Utility Models and Layout Designs, Ministry of Economy of Ukraine, State Enterprise
“Ukrainian Intellectual Property Institute” (Ukrpatent), Kyiv

Yevheniia BELIAKOVA (Ms.), Deputy Head, Department of Law, Ministry of Economy of
Ukraine, State Enterprise “Ukrainian Intellectual Property Institute” (Ukrpatent), Kyiv
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Dmytro KONDYK (Mr.), Leading Expert, Division of International Trademark Registration,
Ministry of Economy of Ukraine, State Enterprise “Ukrainian Intellectual Property Institute”
(Ukrpatent), Kyiv

Oksana PARKHETA (Ms.), Deputy Head, Department of the Information Support, Ministry of
Economy of Ukraine, State Enterprise “Ukrainian Intellectual Property Institute” (Ukrpatent),
Kyiv

. ORGANISATIONS INTERGOUVERNEMENTALES/ INTERGOVERNMENTAL
ORGANIZATIONS

ORGANISATION EURASIENNE DES BREVETS (OEAB)EURASIAN PATENT
ORGANIZATION (EAPO)

Saparbay EMINOV (Mr.), Director, Information Support and Publications Division, Patent
Information and Automation Department, Moscow

Sergei LAPUSHKIN (Mr.), Deputy Director, Search and Retrieval Systems Section,
Information Support and Publications Division, Patent Information and Automation
Department, Moscow

Ikrom TAKHIROV (Mr.), Deputy Director, Formal Examination Division, Examination
Department, Moscow

ORGANISATION EUROPEENNE DES BREVETS (OEBYEUROPEAN PATENT
ORGANISATION (EPOQO)

Jose ALCONCHEL UNGRIA (Mr.), Director, Prior Art and Classification, Rijswijk
Roberto IASEVOLI (Mr.), Head, Classification Board, Prior Art and Classification, Rijswijk

Maarten ALINK (Mr.), Classification Board, Prior Art and Classification, Munich
Salvatore CHIARIZIA (Mr.), Program Manager, Rijswijk

Nelson DAS NEVES (Mr.), Project Coordinator, International Cooperation, Munich
Pierre HELD (Mr.), Administrator - Project Manager, Prior Art and Classification, Rijswijk
Alexander KLENNER-BAJAJA (Mr.), Head, Data Science, Rijswijk

Agnés MERLE GAMEZ (Ms.), Classification Board, Prior Art and Classification, Rijswijk

Jean-Marc JANYSZEK (Mr.), Director, Information Technology, Rijswijk
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1. ORGANISATION NON GOUVERNEMENTALE/NON-GOVERNMENTAL
ORGANIZATION

ASSOCIATION EUROPEENNE DES ETUDIANTS EN DROIT (ELSA INTERNATIONAL)/
EUROPEAN LAW STUDENTS’ ASSOCIATION (ELSA INTERNATIONAL)

Clément LECROART (Mr.), Delegate, Brussels
llayda MEMIS (Ms.), Delegate, Brussels
Sara OLIVEIRA (Ms.), Delegate, Brussels

Klaudia PUDELKO (Ms.), Delegate, Brussels

IV. BUREAU/OFFICERS

présidente/Chair: Catia VALDMAN (Mme/Ms.) (Brésil/Brazil)

vice-présidents/: Magalie MATHON (Mme/Ms.) (France)
Vice Chairs Yoshitaka OTA (M.Mr) (Japon/Japan)

secrétaire/Secretary: XU Ning (Mme/Ms.) (OMPI/WIPO)
V. BUREAU INTERNATIONAL DE L’ORGANISATION MONDIALE DE LA PROPRIETE

INTELLECTUELLE (OMPI)/ INTERNATIONAL BUREAU OF THE WORLD
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY ORGANIZATION (WIPO)

Ken-Ichiro NATSUME (M./Mr.), sous-directeur général du Secteur de de I'infrastructure et
des plateformes/Assistant Director General, Infrastructure and Platforms Sector

Kunihiko FUSHIMI (M./Mr.), directeur de la Division des classifications internationales et des
normes, Secteur de de l'infrastructure et des plateformes/Director, International
Classifications and Standards Division, Infrastructure and Platforms Sector

XU Ning (Mme/Ms.), chef de la Section de la classification internationale des brevets (CIB),
Division des classifications internationales et des normes, Secteur de de l'infrastructure et
des plateformes/Head, International Patent Classification (IPC) Section, International
Classifications and Standards Division, Infrastructure and Platforms Sector

Rastislav MARCOK (M./Mr.), administrateur principal de la classification des brevets de la
Section de la classification internationale des brevets (CIB), Division des classifications
internationales et des normes, Secteur de de l'infrastructure et des plateformes/Senior
Patent Classification Officer, International Patent Classification (IPC) Section, International
Classifications and Standards Division, Infrastructure and Platforms Sector

Olivier COLLIOUD (M./Mr.), administrateur de projets de la Section des systémes
informatiques, Division des classifications internationales et des normes, Secteur de de
l'infrastructure et des plateformes /Project Officer, IT Systems Section, International
Classifications and Standards Division, Infrastructure and Platforms Sector

[L’annexe Il suit/Annex Il follows]
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.
15.

Opening of the session

Adoption of the agenda

Election of a Chair and two Vice-Chairs

Report on the progress of the IPC revision program; Format of future IPC Revision

Working Group meetings
See projects CE 462 and CE 539.

Report on the progress of the CPC and Fl revision programs
Reports by the EPO and the USPTO on the CPC and by the JPO on the Fl.

Report of the Expert Group on Semiconductor Technology (EGST)
See projects CE 539 and CE 481.

Use of trademarks in the IPC
See projects CE 539 and M 815.

Amendments to the Guide to the IPC and other basic IPC documents
See projects CE 454, CE 455 and CE 5309.

Overview of IPC Working List Management Solution (IPCWLMS) and related issues
See projects CE 492 and CE 539.

Al-based IPC Reclassification — a potential replacement of “Default Transfer”
See project CE 539.

Report on IPC-related IT systems
Presentation by the International Bureau.

Experience from offices on computer-assisted (e.g., Al-based) classification
Presentations by offices.

Framework of technical competencies for patent classification
See project CE 523.

Adoption of the Report

Closing of the Session

[End of Annex Il and of document]


https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE462
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE539
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE539
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE481
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE539
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/M815
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE454
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE455
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE539
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE492
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE539
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE539
https://www3.wipo.int/classifications/ipc/ipcef/public/en/project/CE523
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