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901 Prior Art
Note 37 CFR 1.104(a) in MPEP § 707.
901.01 Canceled Matter in U.S. Patent Files

Canceled matter in the application file of a U.S. patent is
not a proper reference as of the filing date under 35 U.S.C.
102(e), see Ex parte Stalego, 154 USPQ 52. However, matter
canceled from the appiication file wrapper of a U.S. patent
may be used as prior art as of the patent date in that it then
constitutes prior public knowledge under 35 U.S. C. 102(a),
Inre Lund et al., 153 USPQ 625 (CCPA 1967).

901.02 Abandoned Applications

37 CFR 1.108. Abandoned applications not cited.
Abandoned applications as such will not be cited as references except

those which have been opened to inspection by the public following adefensive
publication,

Where an abandoned application is referred to in an is-
sued U.S. patent, the disclosure of the application is incorpo-
rated by reference into the disclosure of the patent and is
available to the public. See § 1.14(b).

Inre Heritage, 1950 CD. 419, 86 USPQ 160 (CCPA 1950),
holds that where a patent refers to and relies on the disclo-
sure of a copending abandoned application, such disclosure
is available as a reference. See also In re Lund et al, 153
USPQ 625, (CCPA 1967).

It has also been held that where the reference patent re-
fers to a copending but abandoned application which dis-
closes subject matter in common with the patent, the effec-
tive date of the reference as to the common subject matter is
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the filing date of the abandoned application; Ex parte Clif-
ford, 49 USPQ 152 (Bd. App 1940); Ex parte Peterson, 63
USPQ 99 (Bd. Ar 1944); and In re Switzer et al., 612 O.G. 11;
77 USPQ 1. (CCPA 1948).

Published abstracts, abbreviatures, and defensive publi-
cations are references (MPEP § 901.06(d)).

901.03 Pending Applications

Except as provided in 37 CFR 1.11(b), pending U.S. ap-
plications are preserved in secrecy (37 CFR 1.14(a)) and are
not available as references. However, claims in one applica-
tion may be rejected on the claimed subject matter of a co-
pending application of the same inventive entity. Sec MPEP
§ 804. For applications having acommon assignee and differ-
ent inventive entities claiming a single inventive concept, see
MPEP § 804.03.

Applications abandoned as Defensive Publications were
treated as pending applications for limited time periods re-
garding interferences and the filing of a continuing applica-
tion. (See MPEP § 711.06.)

901.04 U.S. Patents

The following different series of U.S. patents are being
or in the past have been issued. The date of patenting given
on the face of each copy is the publication date and is the one
usually cited. The filing date, in most instances also given on
the face of the patent, is ordinarily the effective date as a ref-
erence (35 U.S.C. 102(e)).

X—Series. These are the approximately 10,000 patents
issued between 1790 and July 4, 1836. They were not origi-
nally numbered, but have been arbitrarily assigned numbers
in the sequence in which they were issued. The number
should ot be cited. When copies are ordered, the patentee’s
name and date of issue suffice for identification.

1836 Series. The mechanical, clectrical, and chemical
patents issued since 1836 and frequently designated as “util-
ity” patents arc included in this series. A citation by number
only is understood to refer to this series. This series com-
prises the bulk of all U.S, patents issued. Some U.S, patents
issued in 1861 bear two numbers but only the larger number
should be cited.

Reissue series. Reissue patents (MPEP § 1401) have
been given a separate series of numbers preceded by “Re.”
In citing, the letters and the number must be given; e.g., Re.
1776. The date that it is effective as a reference is the effec-

tive date of the original patent application, not the filing date
of the reissue application.

Design reissue patents are numbered with the same
number series as “utility” reissue patents. The letter prefix
does, however, indicate them to be design reissues.

A.L Series. From 1838 to 1861, patents covering an inven-
tor’s improvement on his own patented device were given a
separate series of numbers preceded by “A.L.” to indicate
Additional Improvement. In citing, the letters and the num-
bermust be given; e.g., A.I. 113. About 300 such patents were
issued.

Plant Patent Series. When the statutes were amended to
provide for patenting certain types of plants (MPEP Chapter
1600) these patents were given a separate series of numbers. In
citing, the letters “PP.” and the number must be given; e.g., PP.
13.

Design Patents. Patents for designs (MPEP Chapter
1500) are issued under a separate series of numbers. In cit-
ing, the letter “D” and the number must be given; e.g., “D.”
140,000.

Numbers for Identification of Bibliographic Data on the
First Page of Patent and Like Documents (INID Numbers)

The purpose of INID Codes (“INID” is an acronym for
“Internationally Agreed Numbers for the Identification of
Data”) is to provide a means whereby the various data
appearing on the first page of patent and like documents can
be identified without knowledge of the language used and
the laws applied. They are now used by most patent offices
and have been applied to U.S. patents since Aug. 4, 1970.
Some of the codes are not pertinent to the documents of a
particular country and some which are may, in fact, not be
used. See listin MPEP § 901.05(b).

901.05 Foreign Patent Documents

All foreign patents, published applications, or any other
published derivative material containing portions or summa-
ries of the contents of published or unpublished patents (e.g.,
abstracts) which have been disseminated to the public are
available to U.S, Examiners. See MPEP § 901.06(a)(3). In
general, a foreign patent, the contents of its application, or
segments of its content should not be cited as a reference un-
til its date of patenting or publication can be confirmed by an
Examiner’s review of a copy of the document. Examiners
should remember that in some countries, there is a delay be-
tween the date of the patent grant and the date of publica-
tion.
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Information pertaining to those countries from which the
most patent publications are received are given in the follow-
ing sections and in MPEP § 901.05(a). Additional informa-
tion can be obtained from the Scientific and Technical Infor-
mation Center.

See MPEP § 707.05(e) for data used in citing foreign ref-
erences.

A. PLACEMENT OF FOREIGN PATENT EQUIV-
ALENTS IN THE SEARCH FILES

There are approximately 25 countries in which the specifi-
cations of patents are published in printed form either before
or after a patent is granted.

When the same invention is disclosed by common inven-
tor(s) and patented in more than one country, it is called a
patent family. Whenever a family of patents or published
patent disclosures exist, the Office selects from a prioritized
list of countries a single family member for placement in the
Examiners’ search file. If the U.S. is one of the countries
granting a patent in the “family” of patents, none of the for-
eign “equivalents” is placed in its search file. However, for-
eign patents or published patent disclosures within a com-
mon family which issued prior to the final highest priority
patent (e.g., U.S.) may have been placed in our paper search
file and these copies are generally not removed when the
higher priority patent is added to our search files at a later
date.

B. OVERVIEW OF FOREIGN PATENT LAWS

This section includes some general information on foreign
patent laws and summarizes particular features and their ter-
minology. Some additional details on the most commonly
cited foreign patent publications may be found under the in-
dividual country in Part E. Examiners should recall, by way
of contrast, that in the United States our patent law requires
that a number of different events all occur on the issue date of
a U.S. patent. These events include the following: (1) a pat-
ent document, the “letters patent” which grants and thereby
creates the legal rights conferred by a patent, is executed and
sent to the applicant; (2) the patent rights come into exis-
tence; (3) the patent rights can be exercised; (4) the specifica-
tion of the patent becomics available to the public; (5) the pat-
cnted file becomes available to the public; (6) the specifica-
tion is published in printed form; (7) an issue of an official
journal, the Official Gazette, containing an announcement of
the patent and a claim, is published. In most foreign coun-
tries, various ones of these events occur on different days and
some of them may never occur at all.

The following list catalogs some of the most significant
variations from U.S. practices:

901.05
1. Applicant

In most countries, the owner of the prospective rights, de-
rived from the inventor, may also apply for a patent in the
owner’s name as applicant; in a few, other persons may apply
as well or be joined as coapplicants. Hence applicant is not
synonymous with inventor, and the applicant may be a com-
pany. Some countries require the inventors’ names to be giv-
en and regularly print them on the published copies. Other
countries may sometime print the inventors’ names only
when available or when requested to do so.

2. Application

The word “application” is commonly used in the US to re-
fer to the entire set of papers filed when seeking a patent.
However, in many countries and in PCT cases, the word ap-
plication refers only to the paper, usually a printed form,
which is to be “accompanied by” or have “attached” to it cer-
tain other papers, namely a specification, drawings when
necessary, claims, and perhaps other papers. Unless it is
otherwise noted in the following portions of this section, the
term “application” refers to the entire set of papers filed.

3. Publication of contents of pending applications.

In general, pending applications are confidential until a
certain stage in the proceedings (e.g., upon patent grant), or
until a certain date (e.g., 18 months after filing), as may be
specified in a particular law.

Many countries have adopted the practice of publishing
the specification, drawing, or claims of pending applications.
In these countries, the contents of the application are pub-
lished at a certain time, usually 18 months after filing. The
applicant is given certain provisional rights upon publication
even though examination has not been completed or in some
cases has not even begun at the time of publication.

This publication may take either of two forms. In the first
form, some countries publish a notice giving certain particu-
lars in their official journal and thereafter any one may see
the papers at the patent office or order copies. This proce-
dure is referred to as “laying open for public inspection”.
There is no printed publication of the specification, although
an abstract may be published in printed form. If anyone can
inspect or obtain copies of the laid open application, then it is
sufficiently accessible to the public to constitute a “publica-
tion” within the meaning of 35 U.S.C. 102(a) and (b). The
full application is thus available as prior art as of either the
date of publication of its notice or its laying open to public
inspection if this is a later date; In re Wyer, 210 USPQ 790
(CCPA 1981).
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In the second form, several other countries publish the
specifications of pending applications in printed form at a
specified time, usvally 18 months after filing. These docu-
ments, of course, constitute references as printed publica-
tions.

4. Administrative systems

Patent law administration varies from country to country.
In some countries, all that is undertaken is an inspection of
the papers to determine if they are in proper form. Other
countries perform an examination of the merits on the basis
of an extensive search of the prior art, as is done in the U.S.
The former are referred to as nonexamining or registration
countries, although some systems allow for a rejection on
matters apparent on the face of the papers, such as matters of
form or statutory subject matter.

Of the examining countries, the extent of the material
searched prior to issue varies greatly. Only a few countries
include both their own patents and a substantial amount of
foreign patent material and nonpatent publications in their
search files. Some countries specifically limit the search by
rule, or lack or facilities, to their own patents with very little
or no additional material. Anincreasing number of countrics
are requiring applicants to give information concerning ref-
crences cited in corresponding applications filed in other
countries,

5. Opposition

Some examining countries consider participation by the
public as an inherent feature of their examining system.
When an application is found to be allowable by the examin-
er, it is “published” for opposition. Then there is a period,
usually 3 or 4 months, within which members of the public can
oppose the grant of the patent. Insome countries, the oppos-
ing party can be any person or company. In other countries,
only those parties who are affected by the outcome can par-
ticipate in the opposition. The opposition is an infer partes
proceeding and the opposing party can ordinarily raisc any
ground on the basis of which a patent would be refused or
held invalid, including any applicable references.

The publication for opposition may take the form of a lay-
ing open of the application by the publication of a notice in
the official journal with the application being then open to
public inspection and the obtaining of copics. Otherwise
publication occurs by the issue of the applications in printed
form. Either way, these published documents constitute
printed publications which are available as references under
35 U.S.C. 102(a) and (b).

6. The Patent

Practices and terminology vary worldwide regarding pat-
ents. In some countries, there is no “letters patent” docu-
ment which creates and grants the rights. In other countries,
the examiner grants the patent by signing the required paper.
In a few countries, the patent is granted by operation of law
after certain events have occurred. The term “granting the
patent” is used here for convenience, but it should be noted
that 35 U.S.C. 102(a) and 102(b) do not use this terminology.

A list of granted patents is ordinarily published in each
country’s official journal and some of these countries also
print an abstract or claims at or after the granting date. Not
all countries publish the granted patent. Where the specifi-
cations of granted patents are issued in printed form, publi-
cation seldom occurs simultaneously with the day of grant;
instead, publication occurs a short time thereafter. There
also are a few countries in which publication does not take
place until several years after the grant.

The length of time for which the patent is enforceable (the
patent term) varies from country to country. The term of the
patent may start as of the grant of the patent, or as of the fil-
ing date of the application

Most countries require the payment of periodic fees to-
maintain a patent in force. These fees often start a few years
after filing and increase progressively during the term of the
patent. If these fees are not paid within the time allowed, the
patent lapses and is no longer in force. This lapsing does not
affect the use of the patent as a reference.

7. Patents of addition

Some countries issue patents of addition which should be
identified as such and, when separately numbered as in
France, the number of the addition patent should be cited.
”Patents of addition” generally cover improvements of a pat-
ented parent invention and can be obtained by the owner of
the parent invention. Inventiveness in relation to the parent
invention need not be demonstrated and the term is gov-
crned by the term of the parent patent.

C. CORRESPONDING SPECIFICATIONS IN A FAMILY
OF PATENTS

Since a separate patent must be obtained in each country
in which patent rights are desired (except for EP, the Europe-
an Patent Convention, and AP, the African Regional Indus-
trial Property Organization, whose members issue a common
patent), there may be a large number of patents issued in dif-
ferent countries for the same invention. This group of pat-
ents is referred to as a family of patents.

900-4
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All of the countries listed in Part E are parties to the Paris
Convention for the Protection of Industrial Property and
provide for the right of priority. If an application is filed in
one of these countries, an application for the same invention
thereafter filed in another country, within 1 year of the filing
of the first application, will be entitled to the benefit of the
filing date of the first application on fulfilling various condi-
tions. See MPEP §201.13. The later patents or published
specifications countries are required to specify that priority
has been claimed and to give the country, date, and number
of the priority application. This data serves the purpose,
among others, of enabling any patent based on the priority
application to be easily located.

In general, the specification of the second application is
identical in substance to the specification of the first. In many
instances, the second, if in another language, is simply a
translation of the first with perhaps some variation in purely
formal parts. But in a minority of cases, the two may not be
identical. For instance, sometimes two applications filed in
one country are combined into one second application which
is filed in another country. Alternatively, a second applica-
tion could be filed for only part of the disclosure of the the
priority application. The second application may have the
relationship to the first which we refer to as a continuation—
in—part (e.g., the second application includes additional
subject matter discovered after the first was filed). In some
instances, the second application could have its disclosure di-
minished or increased, to meet the requirements or practices
of the second country.

Duplicate or substantially duplicate versions of a foreign
language specification, in English or some other language
known to the Examiner, can sometimes be found. It is pos-
sible to cite a foreign language specification as a reference,
while at the same time citing an English language version of
the specifications with a later date as a convenient transla-
tion if the latter is in fact a translation. Questions as to con-
tent in such cases must be settled based on the specification
which was used as the reference.

If a U.S. patent being considered as a reference claims the
priority of a previously filed foreign application, it may be de-
sirable to determine if the foreign application has issued or
has been published, to see if there is an carlier date. For ex-
ample, it has occured that an examiner rejected claims on the
basis of a U.S. patent and the applicant filed affidavits to
overcome the filing date of the reference; the affidavits were
controversial and the case went to appeal, with extensive
brief and examiner’s answer having been filed. After all this
work, somebody noticed that the U.S. patent reference
claimed the priority of a foreign application filed in a country
in which patents were issued fairly soon, checked the foreign

901.05

application, and discovered that the foreign patent had not
only been issued, but also published in printed form, more
than 1 year prior to the filing date of the application on ap-
peal.

If a foreign patent or specification claims the priority of a
U.S. application, it can be determined whether the latter is
abandoned, still pending, or patented. Even if the U.S. case is
or becomes patented, however, the foreign documents may
still be useful as supplying an earlier printed publication date.

If a foreign patent or specification claims the priority of an
application in another foreign country, it may sometimes be
desirable to check the latter to determine if the subject mat-
ter was patented or published at an earlier date. As an exam-
ple, if a British specification being considered as a reference
claims the priority of an application filed in Belgium, it is
known at once that a considerably earlier effective date can
be established, if needed, because Belgian patents issue soon
after filing. In addition, if the application referred to was
filed in one of the countries which publish applications in
printed form 18 months after filing, the subject matter of the
application will be available as a printed publication as of the
18 month publishing date. These remarks obviously also ap-
ply to a U.S. patent claiming a foreign priority.

The determination of whether a foreign patent has been
issued or the application published is a comparatively simple
matter for some countries, but for some it is quite laborious
and time-consuming and may not even be possible from
Scientific and Technical Information Center maintained
sources. Other sources for this data which are not main-
tained by the Office do exist and can be utilized for locating
corresponding patents. One source is Chemical Abstracts
which publishes abstracts of patents from a large number of
countries. Only one patent or published specification from a
family is abstracted in full and any related family members is-
sued or published are cross—referenced. Its annual indexes
include lists of patent numbers, and also include patentees’
and inventors’ names in the alphabetical author index. A
concordance of corresponding patents appearing during five
year periods has also been published. Other sources for this
family data are the INPODOC and DERWENT data files.

When an application is filed outside the convention year
from an earlier application, the later application may not re-
fer to the first application. It is hence possible that there will
be duplicate specifications published without any indication
revealing the fact. These may be detected when the two cop-
ies come together in the same subclass. Because the later ap-
plication is filed outside the convention year, the earlier ap-
plication may be prior art to the latter if it has been published
or issued.
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D. VALIDITY OF DATES DISPLAYED ON FACE OF
FOREIGN PATENT DOCUMENTS

The examiner is not required to prove cither the date or

the occurrence of events specified on specifications of pat-

ents or applications, or in official journals, of foreign patent
offices which the Office has in its possession. In a court ac-
tion, certified copies of the Office copies of these documents
constitute prima facie evidence, in view of 28 U.S.C. 1745.
An applicant is entitled to show the contrary by competent
evidence, but this question seldom arises.

The date of receipt of copies by the Office, as shown by of-
fice records or stamped on the copies, need only to be stated
by the examiner, when necessary.

E. NOTES ON INDIVIDUAL COUNTRIES

The following table gives some data concerning the pub-
lished patent material of a number of countries to assist in
their use and citation as references. The countries listed
were selected based on the current level of material provided
for the examiner search files. Together, the countries and or-
ganizations account for over 98% of the patent material be-
ing added to the examiner files each year. This table reflects
only the most current patent office practice for each foreign
county specified and is not applicable for many older foreign
patent documents. The Scientific and Technical Information
Library staff can help examiners obtain data related to any
documents not covered by this table. Note that the citation
dates listed in the following table are not necessarily the old-
est possible dates. Sometimes an earlier effective date, which
is not readily apparent from the face of the document, is
available. If an earlier date is important to a rejection, the
examiner should consult STIC staff who will attempt to ob

tain further information regarding the earliest possible effec-
tive date.

HOW TO USE TABLE

Each horizontal row of boxes contains information on one
or more distinct patent document from a specified country
available as a reference under.35 USC 102(a) and (b). If sev-
eral distinct patent documents are included within a common
box of a row, these documents are related to each other and
are merely separate documents published at different stages
of the same invention’s patenting process. Usually, this re-
lated group of documents includes a published application
which ripens into an issued patent. Within each box of the
second column of each row, the top listed document of a re-
lated group is the one that is “published” first (e.g., made
available for public inspection by laying open application, or
application printed and disseminated to the public). Once an
examiner determines the country or organization publishing
the documents, the name of the document can be located in
the second column of the table and the examiner can deter-
mine if a document from the related group containing the
same or similar disclosure having an earlier date is available
as a reference. Usually, the documents within a related
group have identical disclosures, sometimes, however, there
are differences in the claims or minor differences in the spec-
ification. Therefore, examiners should always verify that the
carlier related document also includes the subject matter
necessary for the rejection. Some countries issue more than
one type of patent and for clarity, in these situations, sepa-
rate rows are provided for each type.
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ISSUING/ DOCUMENT NAME IN FOREIGN LANGUAGE : ’
PUBLISHING LANGUAGE OF ISSUING NAME DESIGNATING = | GENERAL COMMENTS
COUNTRY OR COUNTRY THE DATE USED FOR ‘ :
ORGANIZATION [(TYPE OF DOCUMENT) CITATION PURPOSES
(TYPE OF DATE)
EP
European Patent | EWopean patent application Date application made Printing of application
Office available to public occurs 18 months after
filing date.
European patent specification | p,¢e published
EP dates are in day
New'l?urc')pean patent Date published /month/year order.
specification
(above specification amended)
ER
France Demande dle, brevet d'invention | pyisnasition du public de la Date of laying open the
(patent application) demande (date of laying | application is the earliest
open application)/date pub- | possible date. This usually
lished occurs 18 months after the
filing or priority date but
Brevet d’invention (patent) Publication de la delivrance can occur earlier at
(date of publication of the applicant’s request. The
notice of patent grant) application is printed a
short time after being laid
open.
FR dates are in day/
month/year order
ER
France Demande de certificat Disposition du public de la

d'utilite (utility certificate
application 1st level publica-
tion)

Certificat d’utilite
(utility certificate, 2nd pub-
lication)

demande (date published)

Disposition du public du
certificat d’utilite (date pub-
lished)
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ISSUING/ DOCUMENT NAME IN FOREIGN LANGUAGE
PUBLISHING LANGUAGE OF ISSUING NAME DESIGNATING
COUNTRYOR  |COUNTRY THE DATE USED FOR GENERAL COMMENTS
ORGANIZATION {(TYPE OF DOCUMENT) CITATION PURPOSES
(TYPE OF DATE)
DE
Germany Offenlegungschrift Offenlegungstag Patentschrift are printed up
(unexamined patent applica-  }(date application printed) to four different times
tion) after examination and
at various stages of opposi-
tion).
Patentschrift . DE dates are in
fentlichung—stag d
(examined patent) ;]actrsltccl:tcli(]:u:zg stag et day/month/year order
(date printed)
DE
Germany Patentschrift First printing coded ”"DD” Several more printings
(AusschlieBungspatent) (date of first publication be- (up to four) occur as ex-
(exclusive type patent fore examination as to nov-  [amination proceeds and
based on former East Ger- elty) patent is granted.
man application and pub-
lished in accordance with Separate DD numbering
E. German laws) series is used.
DE
Germany Patentschrift First printing coded "DD” Another printing occurs
(Wirtschaft—patent) (date of first printing before | after examination.
(economic type patent pub- examination as to novelty)
lished in accordance with
East German laws) Separate DD numbering
series is used.
DE
Germany Gebrauchsmuster Eintragungstag (date laid | Copy is supplied only on
(utility model or petty patent) Jopen after registration as a | request.
patent)
Bekanntmachung im patent- |Published from No.
blatt (date published for pub- | DE~GM 1 186 5001J.
lic)
iP
Japan .
z(éka' To‘kkalo kgzg] ¢ aooli Upper right corner beneath INID codes (41)—(47)
t;:)r:le)xamme p pPlca 1y ymber include first date listed in
Kohyo Tokkyo koho (date laid open and printed) terms of the year of the
(unexamined patent applica- Emp cror. To convert:
tion based on international) yrs. prior 1989: add 1925.
To convert: yrs. after
1988: add 1988.
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ISSUING/ DOCUMENT NAME IN FOREIGN LANGUAGE .
PUBLISHING LANGUAGE OF ISSUING NAME DESIGNATING :
; ENERAL COMMENT;
COUNTRY OR | COUNTRY THE DATE USED FOR G - coM S
ORGANIZATION| (TYPE OF DOCUMENT) CITATION PURPOSES
(TYPE OF DATE)
JP
Japan ;
(Continued) Tokkyo koho Upper right corner beneath | Newer documents also in-
(examined patent ap- number ‘ clude second date follow-
plication) (date laid open and printed, | ingthe first givenin OUR
1st publication when kdkai | Gregorian Calendar in
Kohyo Tokkyo k6hd not pub- | year/month/day sequence
lished) in arabic numerals inter-
mixed with their equiva-
lent JP characters.
Tokkyo shinpan seikyil Upper right corner beneath
kékoku number
(corrected patent specifica- (date laid open and printed)
tion)
JP
Japan Kdkai jitsuyd shin—an k6hé Upper right corner beneath

(unexamined utility model ap-
plication) or Kohyo jitsuyd
shin—an ko6hé (unexamined
utility model application
based on international)

Jitsuyd shin—an koho
(examined utility model ap-
plication)

Toroku jitsuy6 shin—an
seiky(i kékoku

(corrected registered utility
model)

number
(date laid open and printed)

Upper right corner beneath
number

(date laid open and printed,
1st publication when kdkai
not published)

Upper right corner beneath
number
(date laid open and printed)




901.05

MANUAL OF PATENT EXAMINING PROCEDURE

ISSUING/ DOCUMENT NAME IN FOREIGN LA(I;IGUAGE ,
PUBLISHING LANGUAGE OFISSUING ~ |NAME DESIGNATING
GENERAL COMMENTS
COUNTRY OR COUNTRY THE DATE USED FOR .
ORGANIZATION |(TYPE OF DOCUMENT) CITATION PURPOSES
(TYPE OF DATE)
JP
Japan Isyd k6ho Upper right corner beneath
(registered design application) |number
(date laid open and printed
after examination
Russian Zayavka Na Izobretenie Date application printed
Federation (unexamined application for (1st publication)
invention)
Patent Na Izobreteniye Date printed (normally 2nd
(Patent) publication, but 1st publica-
tion when application not
published)
RU .
Russian Svidetelstvo Na Poleznuyu Supplied upon request
Federation Model (utility model) only
RU
Russian Patent Na Promishlenniy Supplied upon request
Federation Obrazec (design patent) only
GB
United Kingdom  {Published patent application {(date of printing the applica-
(searched, but unexamined) tion)
Patent Specification (date of printing)
(granted examined patent)
Amended or Corrected Pat- | (date of printing)
ent Specification (amended
granted patent)
wo
World International patent application | (date of printing the applica-
Intellectual (PCT patent application) tion)
Property
Organization
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