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SUGGESTED CHANGES IN DRAFT PATENT MANUAL 2008

Sr Clause
| /Page ‘e Explanation for
No. No. Existing Paragraph Suggested Changes suggested changes
1. | 321 |CHAPTERIII CHAPTER III 1. Replace the entire text in
P.21 | PATENTABLE SUBJECT MATTER PATENTABLE SUBJECT MATTER the Existing Paragraph

3.2 Novelty of Invention

3.2.1 General Principle: An invention is
considered new (novel) if it has not been
anticipated by publication in any document
any where in the world or used in the country

3.2 Novelty of Invention

3.2.1 General Principle: An invention is
considered new (novel) if it has not been
anticipated by publication in any document
any where in the world or used in the country

with the Suggested
Changes Paragraph.

2. The text in bold letters
in the Suggested Changes
Paragraph is the additional
/ suggested text.

at-prior-claimed-imamapplication for patent
in India or form part of the knowledge, oral

"|;or otherwise, available within any local or

indigenous community in India or elsewhere
before the date of filing of patent application
or date of priority, that is, the subject matter

has not fallen in the public domain or that it

does not form part of the state of the art.

or prior claimed in an applicaiion for patent
in India or form part of the knowledge, oral
or otherwise, available within any local or
indizenous community in India or elsewhere
before the date of filing of patent application
or date of priority, that is, the subject matter
has not fallen in the public domain or that it
does not form part of the state of the art.
Publication in any prior document
includes, oral, written, printed in paper or
clectronic form, or any other form.

When publication is in print form
especially in electronic form then
following criteria is to be met:

1. Date of publication must be ensured.
2. It should be accessible to the public.
3. It should be reproducible.
(Amazon.com v. Barnesandnoble.com)

3. Wiih the surge in the use
of internet/online databases
in today’s global economy,
considering electronic
publication as a prior art
under a defined criteria
would be instrumental in
oranting only valid patents.
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Sr.

Clause

No. / l;;:fe Existing Paragraph Suggested Changes ;g"g%:;gt?:;g?es
3.2.2 Although the term ‘state of the art’ has | 3.2.2 Although the term ‘state of the art’ has
not been ... not been ...
3.6.1 | 3.6.1 : Prior public use of the invention in 3.6.1: Prior public use of the invention in 4. Section 2 (1) | defines
P28 | India...... India or anywhere else in the world ‘new invention’ under the
concept of universal
novelty, and requires that
the invention not have
been used in India or
anywhere in the world
before the date of filing of
the patent.
2. | Sec.3 | Section 3 What are not inventions.- Section 3 What are not inventions.- Mistake in numbering.
—P-54—
d) the mere discovery of a new form... d) the mere discovery of a new form...
() u substance obtained by... ) a subsiance obtained by...
(€) the mere arrangement... J) the mere arrangemenit ...
() Omitted... 2) Omitied...
(2) a method of agriculture or horticulture; | h) a method of agriculture or horticulture;
(h) any process for... i) any process for...
() plants and animals in... (i) planis and animals in...
3. Sec. | 4.5.1 Mere discovery of a new form of a 4.5.1 Mere discovery of a new form of a l. Replace the entire text in
3(d) | known substance which does not result in the | known substance which does not result in the | the Existing Paragraph
P.57 | cnhancement of the known efficacy of that cnhancement of the known efficacy of that

substance is not patentable. According to the
proviso to this sub-section, a known
substance in its new form such as amorphous
to crystalline or crystalline to amorphous or
hygroscopic to dried, one isomer to other
isomer, metabolite, complex, combination of
plurality of forms, salts, hydrates,

substance is not patentable. According to the
provise to this sub-section, a known
substance in its new form such as amorphous
to crystalline or crystalline to amorphous or
hygroscopic to dried, or crystalline to
crystalline having different crystalline
structure or vice versa, one isomer to other

with the Suggested
Changes Paragraph.

2. The suggested text gives
more ¢laborate explanation
on Sec. 3(d) and would
facilitate the readers in
having a clear idea w.r.t.
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Sr.
No.

Clause
/ Page
No.

Existing Paragraph

Suggested Changes

Explanation for
suggested changes

polymorphs, esters, ethers, or in new particle
size, shall be considered same as of known
substances unless such new forms
significantly differ in the properties with
regard to efficacy.

isomer, metabolite, complex, combination of
plurality of forms, salts, hydrates;
polymerphs, esters, ethers, or in new
particle size, shall be considered same as of
known substances unless such new forms
significantly differ in the properiies with
regard to efficacy.

For an inveation in essence dirccted to a new
form of known substance being claimed as a
composition for example comprising a

carrier or an excipient and the new form of a

3(d) which is an integral
part of Patents Act.

3. The text in bold letters
in the Suggested Changes
Paragraph is the additional
/ suggested text.

4. Poiats 4.5.1.1 and
4.5.1.2 are the additional
paragraphs.

fmawn substance, the specification will be
examined to determine if the composition
claim is merely the presentation or
conversion of a claim on the new form of the
known substance to a composition claim.
Such claim will not be patentahle unless the
new form of the known substance itself is
patentable in view of significant
improvement in efficacy.

4.5.1.1 The term ‘efficacy’ has not
been defined in the Patents Act.
“LEfficacy” means the ability of a drug or
substance to produce the intended
therapeutic effect.

4.5.1.2 Reference to the term
‘property’ of a known substance in
pharmaceutical field refers to the
physicochemical properties of the drug
such as the solubility of the drug in

5. Explanation for 4.5.1.1
- An atiempt has been
made to define the term
‘efficacy’ and property as
it would help o bring more
clarity for non patentable
inventions w.r.t efficacy/
property.

6. Section 2 (d)
requirement can not be
escaped by colorable claim
language alterations.
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Clause

Sr. / Page . L Explanation for
No. No. Existing Paragraph Suggested Changes suggested changes
aqueous and other media, impurities,
particle size, stability, bioavailability,
interactions between the drug and
excipients etc.
4. Sec. | 4.5.3. The examiner makes comparison with | 4.3.3. The examiner makes compariscn with | The suggested paragraph
3(d) | regard to properties or enhancement of regard to properties or enhancement of would enable the inventor
P. 58 | efficacy between the known substance and efticacy between the known substance and which all comparative
| the new form of known substance. In case the new form ot known substance. In case cfficacy data is to be
| the new form is further converted into the new form is further converted inte generated.
another new form, the comparison is made another new form, ihe appropriate
between the already existing form and comparison is made between the best known | Replace the entire text in
another new form but not between the base form having higher efficacy and ancther the Existing Paragraph
compound and another new form. new form. Thus it should be between base | with the Suggested
compound or the known form having Changes Paragraph.
higher efficacy as the case may be and
another new form but not between
placebo and another new form.
5. Sec. | 4.5.5 The efficacy need not be quantified in | 4.5.5 The efficacy need nat only be I. The text in bold letters
3(d) | terms of numerical value to determine quantified in terms of numerical value to in the Suggested Changes
P whether the product is efficacious because it | determine whether the product is efficacious | Paragraph is the additional
is not possible to have a standard numerical | because it is not always possible o have a / suggesied text.

58/61

value for efficacy for all products including
pharmaceutical products.
4.5.7 (ix) no examples for combination.

standard numerical value for efficacy for all
products including pharmaceutical products.
(See also 4.5.0)

4.5.7 (ix):

Combination of known active substances in
known or new lorms that are substantially
additive in effect are not patentable unless
shown to pasess significant or surprisingly
improved cfficacy over the expected additive
cflect. Combination of known aclive

2. The reason for including
term like only/always so as
to justify some cases
wherein numerical values
may also quantify the
efficacy.

3. The text ‘(See also
4.5.6)’ need to be included
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Clause

Sr. i .
No. / Page Existing Paragraph Suggested Changes Explanation for
No. suggested changes
substances in known or new forms even if since it is in continuation
they posess significant or surprisingly of the explanation of
improved efficacy over the expected additive | efficacy.
effect arc not patentable if they were within )
the zrasp of a medicinal praciitioner ie they | 4 Examples of section 3
were available for co-prescription by a (d) should includc example
medicinal practitioner who could have of “combinaticns”.
written a co-prescription containing the
known substances
6. Sec. | 4.6.3 However, an admixture resulting into 4.6.3 However, an admixture resulting into 1. Replace the entire text in
3(e) | synergistic properties of a mixture is not synergistic properties of a mixture is not the Existing Paragraph
P. 63 | considered as a mere admixture e.g. soap, considered as a mere admixtute e.g. soap, | with the Suggesied

detergent, lubricants and polymer
composition etc.

detergent, lubricants and polymer
compaosition eic.

4.0.3.1 Decfinition of Synergy: The
term ‘synergy’ has not been defined in the
Patents Act. However, in general terms,
synergy refers to the phenomenon in
which two or more agents acting together
produce an effect greater than the normal
sum of the effect, which can be produced
by individual agent. Synergy should be
taken into consideration with respect to a
positive effect.

4.6.3.2 In the case of a combination of
two or more drugs, it can be patentable
only if there is significant increase in the
efficacy as compared to the sum of the
efficacy of the individual drugs.

iX) [n general...

Changes Parazraph.

2. An aitempt has been
made to define the term
‘synergy as it would help
10 bring morte clarity for
non patentable inventions
w.r.t mere admixture.

3. Explanation for
suggestion in Point
4.3.0.2: Since combination
falls under section 3(d), a
combination cannot be
patented if' it shows only
synergistic efiect; it has to
bring about significant
increase in efficacy.

4. The text in bold letters
in the Suggesied Changes
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Sr.

Clause

/ Page . Explanation for
No. No. Existing Paragraph Suggested Changes suggested changes
Paragraph is the additional
/ suggesied text.
7. | P.143 | 6.1.5: Particulars of Publication: 6.1.5: Particulars of Publication 1. Please include our

¢) Publication of Patent application includes
information on the following parameters as
may be applicable to a particular case.

a) Number of application

by Date of filing of application

¢) Title of invention

dy Publication Date

¢) Intcrnational Patent Classification

f) Name and address of the applicant

2) Name of the inventor(s)

h) Priority details like document number,
date, country, PCT application number and
date etc.

i1 Patent of addition to / Divisional
application to: along with filing date of the
parent application

1) Abstract of the invention including
drawing (if any)

c) Publication of Patent application includes
information on the following parameters as
may be applicable to a particular case.

a) Number of application

b Date of filing of application

¢) Title of invention

d) Publication Date

¢) International Patent Classification

f) Name and address of the applicant

2) Name of the inventor(s)

h)y Priority details like document number,
date, couniry, PCT application number and
date etc.

i) Patent of addition to / Divisional
application to: along with filing date of the
parent application

11 Abstract of the invention including

k) No. of Pages

Note: However, Clause a, b, f and j are
mandatory under section 11A.

suggestions wrilten in
“bold” hecause as per sec
11A it is mandatory. (GSK
v. Controller of Patents,
Delhi High court)

2. No. of pages of the
patent if included in the
publication details would
facilitate in procuring the
specifications from patent
office. (Required to make
payment)

8. | Sec.25 | CHAPTER VII CHAPTER VII Na explanation provided
P. 177 | OPPOSITION PROCEEDINGS TO OPPOSITION PROCEEDINGS TO for this ground/s.
GRANT OF PATENT GRANT OF PATENTS (Sec. 25-28)

7.1.1 a) Wrongfully obtaining

No explanation is given.

7.1.1 a) Wrongful Obtaining (Section 25)

i) Meaning of “Obtained the invention” —

Add the entire text in the
Existing Paragraph with
the Suggested Changes

Page 6 of 18
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Sr.
No.

Clause
/ Page
No.

Existing Paragraph

Suggested Changes

Explanation for
suggested changes

“Obtained the invention” has been
interpreted to mean ‘obtained the invention
which is purported to be patenicd’, meaning
thereby to refer to the identity of the
invention, not the right of the person from
whom it was obtained to be regarded as the
true and first inventor.

A company may have a sufficient interest in
an invention as to entitle it to oppose the
grant under Sec. 25. Where the ground of
objection is based on Sce. 25(1 (a), it is not
essential that the alleged true and first
inventor must join in the opposition. The
question of obtaining invelves deciding first
whase invention it was at the time when it is
alleged that the obtaining took place, next
whether the invention, assuming it was the
oppenent’s invention, came from the
opponents to the applicants.

ii) Patents and Confidential Information —
Where information relating to an invention is
wronglully obtained, i.c., in breach of
conlidentiality, the same may entitle an
aggzricved person io prefer a suit for misuse
of canfidential information. Even if the
inventicn is not covered by a patent, the
information disclosing the invention can still
confer a tight (o the inventor if the same is
disclosed in confidence.

Page 7 of 18
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Sr.

No.

Clause
/ Page
No.

Existing Paragraph

Suggested Changes

Explanation for
suggested changes

iii) Employee’s Invention — Where any
invention is made by an employee during the
tetm of employment with the employer, and
the employce has, by way of contract of
cmployment, or otherwise, agreed to assign
any invention made by him, during such
term, to the employer, the employer can, in
such cases, make a request to the Controller
o allow the application for an invention to
procecd in the name of the opponent.

Sec. 25
P. 177

7.1.1 b) Prior publication / prior claiming

No Explanation is given.

7.1.1 b) Prior Publication [Section
25(1) (b))

Refer Chapter III for explanation with regard
to prior publication.

i) The opponent should be able to point out a
clear and specific disclesure in which the
invention is fairly stated. There should also
be a description of the use of the invention in
such disclosure.

i) Meaning of ‘Published’: Though the
expression ‘published’ appears in the Patents
Act, it has not been defined.

The scope of expression ‘published’ under
Sec. 25(1)(b) is much wider and it includes
any document published anywhere in the
world.

When ihe matter in question is distributed
with the object of spreading the knowledge

No explanation provided
for this ground/s.

Although the draft manual
includes some explanation
w.r.t prior publication in
chapter 3 the additional
explanation would help in
providing more clarity to
the grounds of opposition.

Add the entire text in the
Existing Paragraph with
the Suggested Changes
Paragraph.

Page 8 of 18
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Sr.
No.

Clause
/ Page
No.

Existing Paragraph

Suggested Changes

Explanation for
suggested changes

among the interesied parties, it would
constitute publication. [(1927)44 RPC 294]

Where decuments relating o the invention

were sent by the patentec in a commercial
partner, it could be assumed that they had a
duty of confidence to each other. [(1959)
RPC 141 at 147]

iii) Nature of document: In determining
anticipation by prior publication, the nature
of document is immaterial. Any written thing
which is capable of being admiited as
evidence will amouni to a document within
meaning of Sec. 25(1)b). A document would
include something in the nature of a
description of the invention. The important
factor for determining the admissibility of
the prior publication is the availability of the
information and not the manner, time, place
or language in which it is available.
(1)  Books. Collection of Documenis etc.
— An invention disclosed in books or
dacuments published prior to the
daic of the patent is sufficient to
constitule anticipation. In case of
disclosure of invention in books, it
will not be necessary for ihe book to
be read or referred.

(2) Phoiographs and Drawings — The
photagraphs and drawings submitted
by the opponent may require experts

Page 9 of 18
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Sr.

No.

Clause
/ Page
No.

Existing Paragraph

Suggested Changes

Explanation for
suggested changes

with appropriatc technical skill in a
particular field 1o interpret them. The
same principle will be applicable in
case of catalogues and diagrams.

(3) Mosaic of Fublications — The
documents submitted by the opponent
to constitute anticipation of the
invention must be read on their own
merit and it would not be appropriate
to join together a number of
documents, the combined reading of
which will produce the effect of
aniicipation of an invention. However,
if a group of documents, containing
cross-references to each other, making
a series of disclosure will not be

‘regarded as a mosaic of extracts and
may be used for proving anticipation.

iv) A document communicated o a single
member will constitute prior publication to
the public if there is no bar on thut person to
further disseminate the information
contained in the document.

10.

Sec. 25
P. 177

7.1.1 ¢) Prior claiming in India

No explanation is given

7.1.1 ¢) Prior Claiming in India [Section
25(1)(cH

i) This ground covers the case where any
claim made by the applicant is the subject of
a claim of earlier priority date in a complete
specification published afier the priority

No explanation provided
for this ground/s.

Although the draft manual
includes some explanation
w.r.t prior claiming in
chapter 3 the additional

Page 10 of 18
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Sr.
No.

Clause
/ Page
No.

Existing Paragraph

Suggested Changes

Explanation for
suggested changes

date of the applicant’s claim. The earlier
claim may be the subject of a patent granted
or the subject of a pending application.

i) Analogy derived from selection patent -
Prior claiming arises where the earlier claim
is broader than and includes within it the area
covered by the later claim. Thus, in case of a
“selectinn patent”, the later claim will be
held to be anticipation by prior claim, unless
the applicant ot the patentee of the later
invention can show that he has selected an
area from the prior broad disclosure which
gives advantages beyond or different from
those dizclosed by the prior document. The
patentec (or the applicant) must frame his
specification in proper torm and the court
must be satistied that there are real
advantages in his selection.

iii) Criteria for prior ¢laiming — In order to
establish prior claiming, it must be shown
that the subject matter of a claim in the
applicant’s specilication forms the subject
matter of a distinct claim in the cited
specification. It is not sufficient if the claims
arc metely comprehended in the subject
matter of a claim in the cited specification.
The comparison musi be made between the
claims in the relevant specifications.

iv1 Prior claiming and insertion of reference

— The question of prior claiming can be

explanation would help in
providing more clarity to
the grounds of opposition.

Add the entire text in the
Existing Paragraph with
the Suggested Changes
Paragraph.

Page 11 of 1§
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Sr.

No.

Clause
/ Page
No.

Existing Paragraph

Suggested Changes

Explanation for
suggested changes

raised (1) during the investigation by the
Examiner of Patents under Scc. 13; (2) in
opposition proceedings under Sec. 25(1)(c)
or Sec. 25(2)(c) and (3) in revocation
proceedings or in a counter claim in the
High Court under Sec. 04(1).

If the Controller is satisfied that prior
claiming is established, he may direct the
insertion of a relerence to the earlier patent
unless the applicant submiis a satisfactory
amendment. Whete a reference is directed
by the Controller, the question whether the
claim is fairly based oa the matter disclosed
in the specification under Sec. 10(5) must be
tested in relation to the explicit
acknowlcedgement of the grant of patent
specified.

v) Validity of cited pateni — Where a
reference is made under Sec. 19(1) on the
zrouadd of substantial risk of infringement,
such reterence may be deleted if the prior
patent is revoked or otherwise ceases 1o be in
force, or the relevant claim is deleted from
the specification of that patent, or if the
relevant claim has been held to be invalid, or
not infringed by the warking of the
applicant’s invention, in any proceeding
before the Coutt or the Controller.

11.

Sec. 25
P. 177

7.1.1 d) Prior public knowledge or public
use in India

7.1.1 d) Prior public knowledge or public
use in India [Scction 25(1)(d)]

No explanation provided
for this ground/s.

Page 12 of 1S
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Sr.

No.

Clause
/ Page
No.

Existing Paragraph

Suggested Changes

Explanation for
suggested changes

No explanation is given.

i) This section is meant for protecting the
interests of prior users of the invention
claimed. A person who is already
manufaciuring a thing, or has previously
manufactured it, and has put it into use
cannot be stopped from doing what he has
done before.

i) “Publicly known or publicly used” — If the
product is made by a process which has been
claimed by the applicant, the importation of
such product into India before the pricrity
date of the invention claimed by the
applicant would amount to public knowledge
or public use, except where such importation
was for the purpose of reasonable trial or
experiment.

Add the entire text in the
Existing Paragraph with
the Suggested Changes
Paragraph.

12.

Sec. 25
P. 177

7.1.1 e) Obviousness and lack of inventive
step

No explanation is given.

7.1.1 e) Obviousness and Lack of Inventive
Step [Section 25(1)(e)]

The objection w.r.t lack of inventive step
should be raised in light of Chapter 3,
Section 3.9

(i) An application for a patent may be
apposed on the ground that the invention so
far as claimed in any claim of the complete
specification is obvious and clearly does not
involve any inventive step, having regard to
the matter published or having regard to
what was used in India before the pricrity
date of the claim.

No explanation provided
for this ground/s.

Although the draft manual
includes some explanation
w.r.t non-obvicusness in
chapter 3 the additional
explanation would help in
providing more clarity to
the grounds of opposition.

Add the entire text in the
Existing Paragraph with
the Suggested Changes
Paragraph.

Page 13 of 1§
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Sr.
No.

Clause
/ Page
No.

Existing Paragraph

Suggested Changes

Explanation for
suggested changes

(ii) Qbvicusness — While determining the
obviousness of an invention, no account is to
be taken of any secret user [Sec. 25(3)].

In determining the issue of ahviousness, both
the Coniroller and the High Court are
centiiled to make use of their own knowledge
and experience of the relcvant scientific and
technical background to the subject-matter of
the alleged invention. [(1967) RPC 479 at
491]

In opposition proceedings under Sec.
23(1uer and 25(2)(e), it must be shown that
the invention “clearly” does not involve any
inventive step while there is no such
qualification under Sec. o4( [)(f), i.e. ground
for revocation of a patent.

Obvicusness is a question of fact which must
be decided objectively. In deciding this
question, all the relevant circumsiances
should be taken into account. The correct
conclusion may well depend an the form and
scope of the claim under consideration
construed in the light of the relevant
surrounding circumstances. [(1970) RPC 505
at 370]

Once it is conceded that there is a difference
beiween that which has been proved to have

Page 14 of 18
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Sr.

No.

Clause
/ Page
No.

Existing Paragraph

Suggested Changes

Explanation for
suggested changes

been published and used and that which
forms the subject maiter of the monopoly
claimed, the difterence between the two, if
an opposition is to be successtul, must he
shown clearly to have been abvious and not
0 have involved any inventive step [(1936)
RPC 163 at 173].

13.

Sec. 25
P.177

7.1.1 f) Not an invention or the invention
not patentable

No explanation is given.

7.1.1 f) Not an Invention or the Invention
Not Patentable [Section 25(1)(1)]

An application for a patent may be opposed
on the ground that the subject of any claim of
the complete specification does not qualify
for being patentable under the Patents Act.

The three requisites of an invention, i.e.,
novelty, inventive step and industrial
application contained in Sec. 2(1(j) should
be satisfied for an invention to be patentable
under the Patents Act. If the invention does
not satisty the test laid down in Sec. 2(1)(j),
it fails to qualify as a patentable invention
under the Patents Act. Inventions not
patentable under the Patents Act are
enumerated in Sec. 3 and 4 of the Act.

No explanation provided
for this ground/s.

Add the entire text in the
Existing Paragraph with
the Suggested Changes
Paragraph.

14.

Sec. 25
P. 177

7.1.1 g) Insufficient description of the
invention

No explanation is given.

7.1.1 g) Insufficiency of Description
[Section 25(1)(2)]

The objection under Sec 25(11 (g) for
insufficient description shoulid be analysed

w.r.{ sufficicncy of disclosure as mention in

No explanation provided
for this ground/s.

Add the entire text in the
Existing Paragraph with
the Suggested Changes
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Sr.

No.

Clause
/ Page
No.

Existing Paragraph

Suggested Changes

Explanation for
suggested changes

chapter 5 section 5.9.

The sole question under an objection of
insufficiency is whether or not the
description which has been given is going to
be sutficient (o enable a person who is
reasonably skilled in the particular filed to
make an embodiment of the invention which
will have the features which make it fall
within the objects of the invention.

Paragraph.

15.

Sec. 25
P. 177

7.1.1 h) Failure to disclose information or
furnishing the false information relating to
foreign filing

No explanation is given.

7.1.2 vi (a) Not available

7.1.1 h) Failure ¢o disclose information
regarding foreign applications — Sec.
25(1)h)

Section § requires an applicant for a patent to
disclose to the Controller particulars
regarding any application, in respect of
substantially the same invention, which he
might be prosecuting in any foreign country.
Failure to furnish such information is made a
zround for opposing the application. It is also
a ground for revocation of a patent under
Sec. o4(1)(m).

The controller will forward applicants
statement and evidence to the opponent and
the opponent, i he so desires may give his
reply

No explanation provided
for this ground/s.

Add the entire text in the
Existing Paragraph with
the Suggested Changes
Paragraph.

It would help in clarifying
the matter if incorporated
in the manual also as it is
already being mentioned in
Sec 25(1) after 25 (1) (k).
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Sr.
No.

Clause
/ Page
No.

Existing Paragraph

Suggested Changes

Explanation for
suggested changes

16.

Sec. 25
P. 185

7.2.2 Proceedings under Post Grant
Opposition [section 25(2)]

iv. Opposition Board: On receipt of the
notice of opposition under rule 55A, the
Controller, by order, shall constitute an
Opposition Board which will consist of three
cxaminers as members, other than the
examiner who has examined the application.
The Controller shall nominate one of the
members as the chairman of the Board.

7.2.2 Procecdings under Post Grant
Opposition [section 25(2)]

iv. Opposition Board: On receipt of notice
of opposition under Rule 55A, the Controller
shall constitute Opposition Board consisting
of otficers from the Patent Office and refer
the notice of opposition and the related
dacuments to the Board tor examination.
The Opposition Board shall consist of
three members of which onc shall be
nominated to act as the Chairman of the
Board. At least one of the members of
Opposition Board shall be Asst. Controller
of Patents. An examiner appainted by the
Central Government under Section 73(2) of
Patents Act shall be eligible to be a member
of Oppasition Board. Any examiner who has
dealt with the application for patent during
the praceeding for the grant of the patent
shall not be eligible to act as a member of the
Opposition Board.

1. The changes suggested
including at least one
senior person like asst.
controller in the board so
as to bring justified
approach and to serve the
purpose of issuing quality
patents.

2. The text in bold letters
in the Suggested Changes
Paragraph is the additional
/ suggested text.

17.

Sec.
116
P. 316

CHAPTER XXI
APPELLATE BOARD

21.3.4 Appeal Procedure

iv) The orders passed by Central
Government in relation to inventions relevant
to defense purpose and orders of Controller
giving directions of secrecy in respect of
such inventions under Section 35 and
revocation of Patents by the Controller under

CHAPTER XXI

APPEALS TO APPELLATE BOARD
(Sces. 116-117H)

21.3.4 Appeal Procedure

1v) The orders passed by Central
Government in relation (o inventions
rclevant to defense purpase and orders of
Controller giving directions of secrecy in
respect of such inventions under Section 35

and revocation of Patenis by the Controller

[. Replace the entire text
given in the Existing
Paragraph with the text
given in Suggested
Changzes Paragraph.

2. Reason for suggestion:
Order of Central
Government regarding
revocation of a patent in

Page 17 of 1§




Clause

Sr. / Page Explanation for
No. No. Existing Paragraph Suggested Changes suggested changes
Section 65, or by the Central Govt. under under Section 65;-er-by-the-Central Govt: | public interest under Sec.
Section 66, are not appealable. under-Seetion-66, are not appealable. 66 is appealable under Sec.
[17B-A (2).
18. ] Sec. |23.1.2: Not available The applicant for the patent” includes the Required in view of
132 designated assignee for the patent and if the | shortage within companies
P. 327 designated assignee is a company then any of trained technical

employee of the company or its subsidiary or
any group company which employee has
been entrusted with the task of patent
prosecution

personnel in this area who
can present both the
technical as well as the
legal aspects of the
invention to the patent
office.

Page 18 of 18
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SUGGESTED CHANGES IN DRAFT PATENT MANUAL 2008

Sr Clause
" | /Page ., . Explanation for
No. No. Existing Paragraph Suggested Changes suggested changes
1. | 3.2.1 | CHAPTERIII CHAPTER III 1. Replace the entire text in

P.21

PATENTABLE SUBJECT MATTER
3.2 Novelty of Invention

3.2.1 General Principle: An invention is
considered new (novel) if it has not been
anticipated by publication in any document
any where in the world or used in the country
or prior claimed in an application for patent
in India or form part of the knowledge, oral
or otherwise, available within any local or
indigenous community in India or elsewhere
before the date of filing of patent application
or date of priority, that is, the subject matter
has not fallen in the public domain or that it
does not form part of the state of the art.

PATENTABLE SUBJECT MATTER
3.2 Novelty of Invention

3.2.1 General Principle: An invention is
considered new (novel) if it has not been
anticipated by publication in any document
any where in the world or used in the country
or prior claimed in an application for patent
in India or form part of the knowledge, oral
ar otherwise, available within any local or
indigenous community in India or elsewhere
before the date of filing of patent application
or date of priority, that is, the subject matter
has not fallen in the public domain or that it
does not form part of the state of the art.
Publication in any prior document
includcs, oral, written, printed in paper or
clectronic form, or any other form.

When publication is in print form
especially in electronic form then
following criteria is to be met:

1. Date of publication must be ensured.
2. It should be accessible to the public.
3. It should be reproducible.
(Amazon.com v. Barnesandnoble.com)

the Existing Paragraph
with the Suggested
Changes Paragraph.

2. The text in bold letters
in the Suggested Changes
Paragraph is the additional
/ suggested text.

3. With the surge in the use
of internet/online databases
in today’s global economy,
considering electronic
publication as a prior art
under a defined criteria
would be instrumental in
granting only valid patents.

Page 1 of 17




Clause

Sr. .
/ Page . Explanation for
No. No. Existing Paragraph Suggested Changes suggested changes
2.2.2 Although the term ‘state of the art’ has
not been ...
3.2.2 Although the term ‘state of the art’ has
not been ...
2. | Sec.3 | Section 3 What are not inventions.- Section 3 What are not inventions.- Mistake in numbering.
P. 54
d) the mere discovery of a new form... d) the mere discovery of a new form...
(d) a substance obiained by... ¢) a substance obtained by...
(€) the mere arrangement... ) the mere arrangement...
() Omitted... g) Omiited...
(g) a method of agriculture or horticulture; | h) a method of agriculture or horticulture;
(I1) any process for... i) any process for...
(j! plants and animals in... ) plants and animals in...
3. Sec. | 4.5.1 Mere discovery of a new form of a 4.5.1 Mere discovery of a new form of a 1. Replace the entire text in
3(d) | known substance which does not result in the | known substance which does not result in the | the Existing Paragraph
P. 57 | enhancement of the known efficacy of that enhancement of the known efficacy of that

substance is not patentable. According to the
proviso to this sub-section, a known
substance in its new form such as amorphous

substance is not patentable. According to the
proviso to this sub-section, a known
substance in its new form such as amorphous

with the Suggested
Changes Paragraph.

2. The suggested text gives

Page 2 of 17
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Sr.
No.

Clause
/ Page
No.

Existing Paragraph

Suggested Changes

Explanation for
suggested changes

to crystalline or crystalline to amorphous or
hygroscopic to dried, one isomer to other
isomer, metabolite, complex, combination of
plurality of forms, salts, hydrates, '
polymorphs, esters, ethers, or in new particle
size, shall be considered same as of known
substances unless such new forms
significantly differ in the properties with
regard to efficacy.

to crystalline or crystalline to amorphous or
hygroscopic to dried, or crystalline to
crystalline having different crystalline
structure or vice versa, one isomer to other
isomer, metabolite, complex, combination of
plurality of forms, salts, hydrates;
polymerphs, eslers, ethers, or in new
particle size, shall be considered same as of
known substances unless such new forms
significantly differ in the properties with
regard to efficacy.

4.5.1.1 The term “efficacy’ has not
been defined in the Patents Act.
“Efficacy” means the ability of a drug or
substance to produce the intended
therapeutic effect.

4.5.1.2 Reference to the term
*property’ of a known substance in
pharmaceutical field refers to the
physicochemical properties of the drug
such as the solubility of the drug in
aqueous and other media, impurities,
particle size, stability, bioavailability,
interactions between the drug and
excipients cte.

more claborate explanation
on Sec. 3(d) and would
facilitate the readers in
having a clear idea w.r.t.
3(d) which is an integral
part of Patents Act.

3. The text in bold letters
in the Sugzested Changes
Paragraph is the additional
/ suggested text.

4. Poinis 4.5.1.1 and
4.5.1.2 are the additional
patagraphs.

5. Explanation for 4.5.1.1
- An attempt has been
made to define the term
‘efficacy’ and property as
it would help to bring more
clarity for non paientable
inventions w.r.t efficacy/
property.

Sec.
3(d)
P. 58

4.5.3. The examiner makes comparison with
regard to properties or enhancement of
efficacy between the known substance and
the new form of known substance. In case
the new form is further converted into

4.5.3. The examiner makes comparison with
regard to properties or enhancement of
cfficacy between the known substance and
the new form of known substance. In case
the new form is further converied into

The suggested paragraph
would cnable the inventor
which all comparative
efficacy data is to be

Page 3 of 17
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Sr.

Clause

No. /Il;age Existing Paragraph Suggested Changes Explanation for
0. suggested changes
another new form, the comparison is made ancther new form, the appropriate
between the already existing form and comparison is made between the best known | Replace the entitc text in
another new form but not between the base form having higher efficacy and another the Existing Paragraph
compound and another new form. new form. Thus it should be between base | with the Suggested
compound or the known form having Changes Paragraph.
higher efficacy as the case may be and
another new form but not between
placebo and another new form.
5. Sec. | 4.5.5 The efficacy need not be quantified in | 4.5.5 The efficacy need not only be 1. The iext in bold letters
3(d) | terms of numerical value to determine quantified in terms of numerical value to in the Suggested Changes
P. 58 | whether the product is efficacious because it | determine whether the product is efficacious | Paragraph is the additional
is not possible to have a standard numerical | because it is not always possible to have a / suggesied text.
value for efficacy for all products including | standard numerical value for efficacy for all
pharmaceutical products. products including pharmaceutical products. | 2. The reason for including
(See also 4.5.6) term like only/always so as
10 justify some cases
wherein numerical values
may also quantify the
efficacy. '
3. The text ‘(See also
4.5.6)’ need to be included
since it is in continuation
of the explanation of
cfficacy.
6. Sec. 4.6.3 However, an admixture resulting into 4.6.3 However, an admixture resulting into 1. Replace the entire text in
3(e) | synergistic properties of a mixture is not synergistic properties of a mixture is not the Existing Paragraph
P. 63 | considered as a mere admixture e.g. soap, considered as a mere admixture e.g. soap,

detergent, lubricants and polymer
composition etc.

detergent, lubricants and polymer
composition etc.

with the Suggested
Changes Paragraph.

2. An aitempt has been |

Page 4 of 17
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Sr.
No.

Clause
/ Page
No.

Existing Paragraph

Suggested Changes

Explanation for
sugpested changes

4.6.3.1 Definition of Synergy: The
term ‘synergy’ has not been defined in the
Patents Act. However, in general terms,
synergy refers to the phenomenon in
which two or more agents acting together
produce an effect greater than the normal
sum of the effect, which can be produced
by individual agent. Synergy should be
taken into consideration with respect to a
positive effect.

4.6.3.2 In the case of a combination of
two or more drugs, it can be patentable
only if there is significant increase in the
efficacy as compared to the sum of the
efficacy of the individual drugs.

ix) In general...

made i define the term
‘synergy as it would help
to bring maore clarity for
non patentable inventions
w.r.t mere admixture.

3. Explanation for
suggestion in Point
4.3.6.2: Since combination
falls under section 3(d), a
combination cannct be
patented if it shows only
synergistic eftect; it has to
bring ahout significant
increase in efficacy.

4. The text in bold letters
in the Suggesicd Changes
Paragraph is the additional
/ sugzested text.

P.143

6.1.5: Particulars of Publication:

c) Publication of Patent application includes
information on the following parameters as
may be applicable to a particular case.

a) Number of application

b) Date of filing of application

c¢) Title of invention

d) Publication Date

e) International Patent Classification

f) Name and address of the applicant

2) Name of the inventor(s)

h) Priority details like document number,

6.1.5: Particulars of Publication

¢) Publication of Patent application includes
information on the following parameters as
may be applicahle to a particular case.

a) Number of application

by Date of filing of application

¢) Title of invention

d) Publication Date

¢) International Patent Classification

f) Name and address of the applicant

2) Name of the inveator(s)

h) Priority details like document number,

I. Please include our
suggestions writien in
“bold” becausc as per sec
H1A it is mandatory. ((GSK
v. Controller of Patents,
Delhi High court)

2. No. of pages of the
paient if included in the
publication details would
facilitate in procuring the
specifications from patent |
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Clause

Sr. .

No. / ;?fe Existing Paragraph Suggested Changes sfgxgp;:tzgt:l):;ﬁ;res
date, country, PCT application number and date, country, PCT application number and | office. (Required to make
date etc. date etc. payment)

i) Patent of addition to / Divisional i) Patent of addition to / Divisional
application to: along with filing date of the | application to: along with filing date of the
parent application parent application
J) Abstract of the invention including j) Abstract of the invention including
drawing (if any) k) No. of Pages
Note: However, Clause a, b, fand j are
mandatory under section 11A.
8. | Sec.25 | CHAPTER VII CHAPTER VII No explanation provided
P. 177 | OPPOSITION PROCEEDINGS TO OPPOSITION PROCEEDINGS TO for this ground/s.
GRANT OF PATENT GRANT OF PATENTS (Sec. 25-28)

7.1.1 a) Wrongfully obtaining

No explanation is given.

7.1.1 a) Wrongful Obtaining (Section 25)

i) Meaning of “Obtained the invention” —
“QObtained the invention” has been
interpreted to mean ‘obtained the invention
which is purporied to be patented’, meaning
thereby to refer to the identity ol the
invention, not the right of the perzon from
whom it was obtained to be regarded as the
true and first inventor.

A company may have a sufficient interest in
an invention as to entitle it to oppose the
grant under Sec. 25. Where the ground of
objection is based on Sec. 25(1)(a), it is not
cssential that the alleged true and first
inventer must join in the opposition. The
question of obtaining involves deciding first

Add the entire text in the
Existing Paragraph with
the Suggested Changes
Paragraph.
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Sr.
No.

Clause
/ Page
No.

Existing Paragraph

Suggested Changes

Explanation for
suggested changes

whosc invention it was at the time when it is
alleged that the obtaining towk place, next
whether the invention, assuminy it was the
oppanent’s invention, came from the
opponents to the applicants.

ii) Patents and Confidential [nformation —
Where informaiiaon velating to an invention is
wrongfully obtained, i.e., in breach of
confidentiality, the same may entitle an
aggricved person to prefer a suit for misuse
of confidential information. Even if the
invention is not covered by a patent, the
information disclosing the invention can still
confer a right o the inventor if the same is
disclosed in confidence.

iii) Employee’s Invention — Where any
invention is made by an employee during the
ierm of employment with the employer, and
the employee has, by way of contract of
cemployment, or otherwise, agreed 1o assign
any invention made by him, during such
term, to the employer, the employer can, in
such cases, make a request to the Coniroller
to allow the application for an invention to
proceed in the name of the oppanent.

Sec. 25
P. 177

7.1.1 b) Prior publication / prior claiming

No Explanation is given.

7.1.1 b) Prior Publication [Section
23(1)(b)]

Refer Chapter I for explanation with regard

No explanation provided
for this ground/s.

Although the draft manual

Page 7 of 17
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Sr.
No.

Clause
/ Page
No.

Existing Paragraph

Suggested Changes

Explanation for
suggested changes

to prior publication.

i) The opponent should be able to point out a
clear and specific disclosure in which the
invention is fairly stated. There should also
be a description of the use of the inventicn in
such disclosure.

ii» Meaning of ‘Published’: Though the
expression ‘published’ appears in the Patents
Aci, it has not been defined.

The scope of expression ‘published’ under
Sec. 25(1)b) is much wider and it includes
any document published anywhere in the
world.

When the matter in question is distributed
with the object of spreading the knowledgze
among the interested parties, it would
constitute publicaiion. [(1927)44 RPC 294]

Where documents relating to the invention
were sent by the patentee to a commercial
pariner, it could be assumed that they had a
duty of confidence o each other. [(1959)
RPC 141 at 147]

iii) Nature of document: In determining
anticipation by prior publication, the nature
of document is immaterial. Any written thing
which is capable of being admitted as
evidence will amount to a document within
meaning of Sec. 25(1)(b). A document would

includes some explanation
w.r.t prior publication in
chapter 3 the additional
explanation would help in
providing more clarity to
the grounds of opposition.

Add the entire text in the
Existing Paragraph with
the Suggested Changes
Paragraph.
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No.

Clause
/ Page
No.

Existing Paragraph

Suggested Changes

Explanation for
suggested changes

include somcthing in the naiure of a

description of the invention. The important

factor for determining the admissibility of

the prior publication is the availability of the

information and not the manner, time, place

or language in which it is available.

(1) Books. Colleciion of Dacuments etc.

— An invention disclosed in books or
documents published prior to the
date ol the patent is sufficient to
constitute anticipation. In case of
disclosure ol invention in books, it
will not be necessary for the book to
he read or referred.

(2) Phatographs and Drawings — The
photographs and drawings submitted
by the opponent may require experts
with appropriate technical skill in a
particular field to interpret them. The
same principle will be applicable in
case of catalogues and diagrams.

(3) Mosaic of Publications - The
documents submitted by the opponent
to constitute anticipation of the
invention must be read on their own
merit and it would nat be appropriate
10 join tagether a number of
documents, the combined reading of
which will praduce the effect of
anticipation of an invention. However,
if a group of documents, containing

Page 9 of 17
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Sr.

No.

Clause
/ Page
No.

Existing Paragraph

Suggested Changes

Explanation for
suggested changes

cross-references to each other, making
a series of disclosure will not be
regarded as a mosaic of extracts and
may be used for proving anticipation.

iv) A document communicaied o a single
member will canstitute prior publication to
the public if there is no bar on that person to
further disseminate the information
contained in the document.

10.

Sec. 25
P. 177

7.1.1 ¢) Prior claiming in India

No explanation is given

7.1.1 ¢) Prior Claiming in India {Section
25(1ne)]

i) This ground covers the case where any
claim made by the applicant is the subject of
a claim of earlier priority date in a complete
specilication published after the priority
daie of the applicant’s claim. The earlier
claim may be the subject of a patent granted
or the subject of a pending application.

ii) Analogy derived from selection patent -
Prior claiming arises where the earlier claim
is broader than and includes within it the area
covered by the later claim. Thus, in case of a
“selection patent”, the later claim will be
held to be anticipation by prior ¢laim, unless
the applicant or the patentee of the later
invention can shaw that he has selected an
area from the prior broad disclosure which
gives advantages beyond or different from

those disclosed by the prior document. The

' providing more clarity to

No explanation provided
for this ground/s.

Although the draft manual
includes some explanation
w.r.t prior claiming in
chapter 3 the additional
explanation would help in

the grounds of opposition.

Add the entire text in the
Existing Paragraph with
the Suggested Changes
Paragraph.
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No.

Clause
/ Page
No.

Existing Paragraph

Suggested Changes

Explanation for
suggested changes

patentee (or the applicant) must frame his
specification in proper form and the court
must be satisfied that there are real
advantages in his selection.

iii) Crileria for prior claiming — In order to
establish prior claiming, it must be shown
that the subject maiter of a claim in the
applicant’s specification fiorms the subject
matter of a distinct claim in the cited
specification. It is not sufficient if the claims
are mercly comprehended in the subject
matter of a claim in the cited specification.
The comparison must be made between the
claims in the relevant specifications.

iv) Prior claiming and insertion of reference
— The question of prior claiming can be
raised (1) during the investization by the
Examiner of Patents under Sec. 13; (2) in
oppasition proceedings under Sec. 25(1)(c)
or Sec. 25(2)c) and (3) in revocation
praceedings or in a counter claim in the
High Court under Sec. 64(1).

If the Controller is satisfied that prior
claiming is established, he may direct the
insertion of a reference to the earlier patent
unless the applicant submits a satisfaciory
amendment. Where a reference is directed
by the Controller, the question whether the
claim is fairly based on the matter disclosed

in the specification under Sec. 10(5) must be

Page 11 of 17
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No.

Clause
/ Page
No.

Existing Paragraph

Suggested Changes

Explanation for
suggested changes

tested in relation to the explicit
acknowledgement of the grant of patent
specilicd.

v) Validity of cited patent — Where a
reference is made under Sec. 19(1) on the
ground of substantial risk of infringement,
such reference may be deleted if the prior
patent is revoked or otherwise ceases to be in
force, or the relevant claim is deleted from
the specification of that patent, or if the
relevant claim has been held to be invalid, or
net inftinged by the working of the
applicant’s inveniion, in any proceeding
before the Court or the Controller.

1.

Sec. 25
P. 177

7.1.1 d) Prior public knowledge or public
use in India

No explanation is given.

7.1.1 d) Prior public knowledge or public
use in India [Section 25(1)(d)]

i) This section is meant for protecting the
interests of prior users of the invention
claimed. A person who is already
manufacturing a thing, or has previously
manufactured it, and has put it into use
cannot be stopped from doing what he has
dane before.

ii1 “Publicly known or publicly used” — If the
product is made by a process which has been
claimed by the applicant, the importation of
such preduct inte India before the priority
date of the inventiion claimed by the
applicant would amount to public knowledge
or public use, except where such importation

No explanation provided
for this ground/s.

Add the entire text in the
Existing Paragraph with
the Suggested Changes
Paragraph.
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Clause

Sr. .
No. / ;?fe Existing Paragraph Suggested Changes sfg"gtl;?iﬂc(;::ufl;:s
was for the purpose of reasonable trial or
experiment.
12. | Sec.25 | 7.1.1 ¢) Obviousness and lack of inventive | 7.1.1 €) Obviousness and Lack of Inventive | No explanation provided
P. 177 | step Step [Section 25(1)(¢)] for this ground/s.

No explanation is given.

The objection w.r.t lack of inventive step
should be raised in light of Chapter 3,
Section 3.9

(i) An application for a patent may be
oppesed on the ground that the invention so
far as claimed in any claim of the complete
specification is ebvious and clearly does not
involve any inventive step, having regard to
the matter published or havinz regard to
what was used in India before the priority
date of the claim.

(iiy Qbviousness — While determining the
obviousness of an invention, no account is to
be taken of any secret user [Sec. 25(3)].

[n determining the issue of obviousness, both
the Controller and the High Court are
entitled to make use of their own knowledge
and experience of the relevant scientific and
technical background to the subject-matter of
the alleged invention. [(1967) RPC 479 at
191]

In opposition proceedings under Sec.

25(1)(e) and 25(2)(e), it must be shown that

Although the draft manual
includes some explanation
w.r.t non-obviousness in
chapter 3 the additional
explanation would help in
providing more clarity to
the grounds of opposition.

Add the entire text in the
Exisiing Paragraph with
the Suggested Changes
Paragraph.
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Clause
/ Page
No.

Existing Paragraph

Suggested Changes

Explanation for
_suggested changes

the invention “clearly” does not invoive any
inventive step while there is no such
qualification under Sec. 64(1){{), i.e. ground
for revocation of a patent.

Obviousness is a question of fact which must
be decided objectively. In deciding this
question, all the relevant circumstances
should be taken into account. The correct
conclusion may well depend on the form and
scope of the claim under consideration
construed in the light of the relevant
surrounding circumstances. [(1970) RPC 565
al 570]

Ongce it is conceded that there is a difference
between that which has been proved to have
been published and used and that which
forms the subject matter of the monopoly
claimed, the ditference between the two, if
an opposition is to be successful, must be
shown clearly to have been obvious and not
to have invalved any inveniive step [(1956)
RPC 163 at 173].

13.

Sec. 25
P.177

7.1.1 f) Not an invention or the invention
not patentable

No explanation is given.

7.1.1 1) Not an Invention or the Invention
Not Patentable [Section 25(1) )]

An application for a patent may be opposed
on the ground that the subject of any claim of
the complete specification does not qualify

for being patentable undcr the Patents Act.

No explanation provided
for this ground/s.

Add the entire text in the
Existing Paragraph with
the Suggested Changes

Page 14 of 17
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Sr.
No.

Clause
/ Page
No.

Existing Paragraph

Suggested Changes

Explanation for
suggested changes

The three requisites of an invention, i.e.,
novelty, inventive step and industrial
application contained in Sec. 2(1)(j) should
be satisfied for an invention to be patentable
under the Patenis Act. If the invention does
not satisfy the test laid down in Sec. 2(1)(j),
it fails to qualify as a patentable invention
under the Patents Act. Inventions not
pateniable under the Paients Act are
enumeraied in Sec. 3 and 4 of the Act.

14.

Sec. 25
P. 177

7.1.1 g) Insufficient description of the
invention

No explanation is given.

7.1.1 g) Insufficiency of Description
[Section 25(1)(2)]

The objection under Sec 25(1) (g) for
insufficient description should be analysed
w.r.t sufficiency of disclosure as mention in
chapter 5 section 5.9.

The sale question undet an objection of
insufliciency is whether or not the
description which has been given is going to
be sufficient to enable a person who is
reascnably skilled in the particular filed to
make an cmbodiment of the invention which
will have the features which make it fall
within the objecis of the invention.

No explanaticn provided
for this ground/s.

Add the entire text in the
Existing Paragraph with
the Suggested Changes
Paragraph.

15.

Sec. 25
P. 177

7.1.1 h) Failure to disclose information or
furnishing the false information relating to
foreign filing

No explanation is given.

7.1.1 h) Failurc to disclose information
regarding foreign applications — Sec.
25(1h)

Section $ requires an applicant for a patent to

No explanation provided
for this ground/s.

Add the entire text in the
Existing Paragraph with
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Clause

Sr. / Page I . Explanation for
No. No. Existing Paragraph Suggested Changes suggested changes
disclase 10 the Controller particulars the Suggested Changes
regarding any application, in respect of Paragraph.
substantially the same invention, which he
might be prosecuting in any foreign country.
Failure to furnish such information is made a
ground for oppasing the application. It is also
a ground for revocation of a patent under
Sec. 64( [ (m).
16. | Sec.25 | 7.2.2 Proceedings under Post Grant 7.2.2 Proceedings under Post Grant 1. The changes suggested
P. 185 | Opposition [section 25(2)] Opposition [section 25(2)] including at least one

iv. Opposition Board: On receipt of the
notice of opposition under rule 55A, the
Controller, by order, shall constitute an
Opposition Board which will consist of three
examiners as members, other than the
examiner who has examined the application.
The Controller shall nominate one of the
members as the chairman of the Board.

iv. Opposition Board: On receipt of notice
ol opposition under Rule 554, the Controller
shall constitute Opposition Board consisting
of afficers from the Pateni Otfice and refer
the notice of apposition and the related
documents to the Board for examination.
The Opposition Board shall consist of
three members of which one shall be
nominated to act as the Chairman of the
Board. At least one of the members of
Opposition Board shall be Asst. Controller
of Patents. An examiner appointed by the
Central Government under Section 73(2) of
Patenis Act shall be eligible to be a member
of Oppasition Board. Any examiner who has
dealt with the application for patent during
the proceeding for the grant of the patent
shall not be eligible to act as a member of the
Opposition Board.

senior person like asst.
controller in the board so
as to bring justified
approach and to serve the
purpose of issuing quality
patents.

2. The text in bold letters
in the Suggested Changes
Paragraph is the additional
/ suggested text.
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Clause

Explanation for

suggested changes

Sr.
No. / E?e Existing Paragraph Suggested Changes
17. Sec. | CHAPTER XXI CHAPTER XXI
116 | APPELLATE BOARD APPEALS TO APPELLATE BOARD
P. 316 (Secs. 116-117H)

21.3.4 Appeal Procedure

iv) The orders passed by Central
Government in relation to inventions relevant
to defense purpose and orders of Controller
giving directions of secrecy in respect of
such inventions under Section 35 and
revocation of Patents by the Controller under
Section 65, or by the Central Govt. under
Section 66, are not appealable.

21.3.4 Appeal Procedure

iv) The orders passed by Central
Government in relation to inventions
relevant to defense purpose and orders of
Controller giving directions of secrecy in
respect of such inventions under Section 35
and revocation of Patents by the Controller
under Section 65;-er-by-the-Central Govt:
under-Seetion-66, are not appealable.

1. Replace the entire text
given in the Existing
Paragraph with the text
given in Suggested
Changes Paragraph.

2. Reason for suggestion:
Order of Central
Government regarding
revocation of a patent in
public interest under Sec.
66 is appealable under Sec.
117B-A (2).

Page 17 of 17

<L toren



