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1 TITLE: COMPUTER SYSTEM FOR DISTRIBUTING A VALIDATION
INSTRUCTION MESSAGE FIELD OF THE INVENTION 5 The present
invention relates to methods of validating granted European patent
applications and, in particular, to a computer implemented system for

préVibif BHAGR ﬁ!ﬁEEmWB@AH%&NM%E%'N&IMH@N
PRIOR MEPAFent methods of validating European patents will be known to

thegq plAledHE eENTRIN involve a lot of manual handling of papers

between clients and their European agents. One disadvantage of current

methods].lﬁ that as each attorn |n 15 e ch Izaandles a{llg he charge

present imvent reI S.to me ods ean
the client aadifional ?ees Cfﬂere y increasing OVATGALOR L858 Ahother

d|9&%%@@@3&?%@Wn'%ﬁ'ﬁé@!@ﬁéqmqﬁé%@tm'éﬁﬁnéﬁd HEoRiation
proeREsing Viitigisal pseddiisecclianpirnadianeysindaliecsarang often
surprised by the high costs when the invoices finally arrive. A further
disadvantage of known methods is that because the actual costs are not
ciERRAR D -front patent 20 agents cannot bill their fees until the validation
process is complete. They then have to wait for the client to pay their bills,

which ofiei Rk asetRiacomandasnd Ekﬁdb\é\éﬁb&é%lv@ﬁb‘émmmg fivgetidhied
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identifier: and a country se ectlon receiver adapted to recelve a count rﬁg
fity of

séf%%i’ﬂl‘?at%&’HcPEﬂ@%ﬁ@&ﬁ&gﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%‘ﬁgé"ﬁémﬁ HYAprEREg iR a'sId
Esropézd patenigpecticatiendhe invoices finally arrive. A further disadvantage of

known methods is that because the actual costs are not calculated up-front patent
agents cannot bill their fees until the validation process is complete. They then have
to wait for the client to pay their bills, which often takes some months.

THE INVENTION

According to a first aspect of the present invention there is disclosed a computer
system for distributing a validation instruction message, the computer system being
adapted to communicate with an interface, a specification database and a plurality of
European agent computers,
the interface including:
a European patent identifier receiver adapted to receive a European
patent identifier; and
a country selection receiver adapted to receive a country selection,
and the specification database being adapted to store a plurality of European
patent specifications,
wherein, when the computer system receives a European patent identifier and a
country selection, the computer system is adapted to:
(a) obtain, from the specification database, a European patent specification
corresponding to the European patent identifier; and
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35 wherein, when the computer system receives a European patent identifier
and a country selection, the computersystem is adapted to: (a) obtain, from
the specification database, a European patent specification corresponding to
the European patent identifier; and 2 (b) provide the European patent
sp€tificaendaiatre erRranmsie M sheriticmionassdhe alidagendpdantiagent
computemnesygsgs e ading pedhnagent biryp selegiitspbrdirefesabdycdingrgomputer
system isadapied to provide the European patent specification to the
European agent computer by one or more of the following methods: (a)
sending, to the European agent computer, an email with a copy of the
E lefrrablypdtecospetificptiom &tttnta anulol0i€ihestaniopetnepBenbpean
PajsaHiiRRAGHIGAHREINRLEMRISY RAGRASINE IR BIAYraRdRITEIBNG Lo the
Europeagn agent computer, a link enabling access to the stored European
elnodas:. .. .
parPen spécification. Preferably, the computer system stores the European
pdfant speeditatiohmRHerearagrBteRMRLEF s3hRNAeMb R Jprstppted form.
Preferabiy,rtheavabistatiospsasicaudioatiamessagedis adapted to instruct a
Eyeppeagoagentassesialedip s FLIAREAD AdRRLFRlBRISHIoNaldRle &

granted European patent corresponding to the Eurgpean alatent identifier

with a pAShEBRIELDPA SC-LERGHY RBTRESHBRMNg 3dthenasindesarsdadhe
Preferabdiqraveboorppanieaysteyac§datither adapted to calculate a cost of
validating a European patent corresponding to the European Patent

identifier. 25 Preferahly, the computer system is adapted to display the cost
PR BRI Y R A
adapeigyreectsie aNaBRY ERIFNIBLRSBnding to the number of words in

the European patent specification. 30 Preferably, the cost includes a

trﬁs‘?é@%%ﬂétﬁﬁ&’aﬁ‘éﬁE%inE‘ﬂSnCrﬂQ&QH&%H%&L‘E‘E@J% THEHHRE 2EARIGELIP
calculate the translation cost with reference to the word count received via
théqﬁ%?%:@&ated with the European agent computer to validate a granted European

patent corresponding to the European patent identifier with a patent office of a
country corresponding to the country selection.

Preferably, the computer system is further adapted to calculate a cost of validating a
European patent corresponding to the European Patent identifier.

Preferably, the computer system is adapted to display the cost via the interface.

Preferably, the interface includes a word count receiver adapted to receive a word
count corresponding to the number of words in the European patent specification.

Preferably, the cost includes a translation cost and wherein the computer system is
further adapted to calculate the translation cost with reference to the word count

received via the interface.

Preferably, the computer system is adapted to calculate the cost with reference to a
lookup table, the lookup table being adapted to store country-specific information
relating to one or more of:

(a) agent service fees;
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Preferably, the computer system is adapted to calculate the cost with
reference to a 35 lookup table, the lookup table being adapted to store
country-specific information relating to one or more of: (a) agent service
fees; 3 (b) government fees; and (c) translation fees. According to a second
adpect oM BRESEIRERIVEAtion there is disclosed an interface 5 for receiving
a Ryropeangpgie@ntegslidation instruction, the European patent validation
instruction including one or more of: (a) a European patent identifier; (b) one
or more country selections; and (c) instructor information, 10 and the

infeT P ARG OA G B S 6P (E5eA BRI Bt sl & ratesoes
adaptestitonee Evephenbatepoeatidatitentsidetiofich e b) epeampatese \editation

adaRtgsith eseime iR epmeregoere country selections; and (c) an instructor
info;matioE receiver a%da{pt d rfo receive the instructor 15 information.
atent identifier

a uropean 3P . .
PI’% erab?y, when the interface receives a European validation instruction

in€Aidingae FUTSiRaPHPEYEelEsiiaPénd a country selection it is adapted to
ingtfuct anspuaiafordygiem to: 20 (a) obtain, from a specification database, a

Europeaghgqxﬁg%@ggggmgﬂ%g%q{é%wgi&g to the European patent

identifier; and (b) provide the European patent specification and a validation
in@ucti%%@%ﬁ@&@ﬂ?@ﬁ%@ﬁ%‘@éﬁFéB%E‘té?CEHﬁéE%EH@%aM%m
country igetdifgon. 25 PREFERRED EMBODIMENT The preferred
emyyodimeniswkaewdPadipadiRad cOvaNaY Sfcrardpie QMy selections; and

(c) an instructor information receiver adapted to receive the instructor

information.

Preferably, when the interface receives a European validation instruction including a

European patent identifier and a country selection it is adapted to instruct a computer

system to:

(a) obtain, from a specification database, a European patent specification
corresponding to the European patent identifier; and

(b) provide the European patent specification and a validation instruction
message to a European agent computer corresponding to the country

selection.
PREFERRED EMBODIMENT

The preferred embodiments will now be described, by way of example only,
with reference to the accompanying drawings in which:

Figure 1 is a block diagram of a computer system for distributing a validation
instruction message according to the invention; and

Figures 2a to 2d are successive schematic representations of portions of an
interface according to the invention.

Figure 1 shows the computer system 1 which is designed to send a validation
instruction message 10 to a number of European attorneys 8, asking them to validate
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with reference to the accompanying drawings in which: 30 Figure 1 is a block
diagram of a computer system for distrjbuting a validation instruction
message according to the invention; and Figures 2a to 2d are successive
schematic representations of portions of an interface according to the
infetBniRd SBORAFFEPRISRL MRSt RRMIBHED BYEIeSY StERTINRA eI P FREIGACIME
seqitiraeralida) anspastidatbonanessadeatd dnannemiidued dedrapas attorneys
8, asking them to validate 4 a granted European patent. The computer
system is d%?r:%ned to communicate with an interface 2, a specification

da?ﬁ%&%%”é AN B eI Ph BRAHCHRIARCES SR WSS ARG take
th&mpeaof Eteirtoméfieiceesisiléd sushsiserded s dh8 Euweppaangbeitnt

ideRitigsREBIVE i¢ RKEhES 1B 180X E-DFB%;é:éH Q%ﬁﬂd@ﬁﬁ@ 19@0HAGS a

reEelver is deS| ned to recely)? Eurolpeb ntlfler 1 uch as a
rogean num ror tion n IS I |e IS {J]_S 0 un| {
an a numbper or pu ICAtION NUMbar. |s identifier 12 tsd

unﬂﬁ’ﬁéiyaléfﬁi'ﬂﬁg aYjPRAREPEERbEhRSsEsdAMERlfatss to be validated. 10

The interface 2, also has a country selection receiver 6 which may take many

fo"r’ﬂé H%‘HH&EQQ %@H&?Q’éo[ﬁﬂ?s@é@{?&h %’&%%%Rﬂ%&{/‘% X qdrame

a few. The country selection receiver 6 is eSI ned to receive a country

séRé’HRﬂ’PP?a italt &i’ffn@ﬂ'féb%%ﬁ@g A0 WHROR: tﬂ@%@?%ﬁ% Q/Eﬁm&i@ethelr
E eropéasqbertiont rddei@mé fodasgngttiomedaes traylocielsitiviai iodieeting the

iNtyiArR SMAVHLHGLER 8RS QolbiidRRUHEHT BB Rnt the specification
database 3 is designed to store a number of European patent specifications

9. The specification database might take the form of the getthepatent.com
ddeapace M Espetetrenantatiaseiar lariedriefasataigeifHagupes Spieddhe

published specifications of granted European patents. The system is set up

SoHlAt KIS0 ﬁ'ib%r%omfﬁﬂt%e%%%&ﬁl}nldﬁ‘?&@ﬂ&% R GG fatentidaptfisy S

and a country selection 7 via the interface 2, the computer system:

)
otﬁamgewbmtﬁ% LIRS Y dEie SREfisatPE RtaRash E%ﬁ?‘%@ﬁ;‘&%% 9
25hengedibppaid Mgao tetabasepbaikr grcemeidataliasg, andodiprovialebaseethat

EutoRaanRainRrhspepdiariiang angmnalclatpeahstigation message 10 to a
particular European agent 11 corresponding to the country
The system is set up so that when the computer system 1 receives a European
patent identifier 5 and a country selection 7 via the interface 2, the computer system:
(a) obtains, from the specification database 3, a European patent specification 9
corresponding to the European patent identifier; and
(b) provides the European patent specification 9 and a validation instruction
message 10 to a particular European agent 11 corresponding to the country

selection.

By sending the specification 9 and the validation instruction message 10 to the
European agent 11, the system instructs that European agent to validate the patent
in their country. If required, the validation instruction message also instructs the
European agent 11 to translate the specification into the language accepted by their
local patent office. Alternatively, the decision to translate is assumed by the
European agents, based upon whether or not the specification is in a language
accepted by their respective local patent offices.
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selection. 30 By sending the specification 9 and the validation instruction
message 10 to the European agent 11, the system instructs that European
agent to validate the patent in their country. If required, the validation
instruction message also instructs the European agent 11 to translate the
spEEfeRRHShIsSA® RiIshLBGEIER B rerpgheates SRPPEEaH b fiehe
Almioptselygéhel deyisomnity tarsiate! Stass mechbyrtagesd vitrapegof the

age Nt RRSRh HRY WREHIR ﬁﬂé&%ﬁjﬂlﬁtéﬂﬁ%ﬁﬂwa&%ﬁe@)ﬁaﬁgﬁ] ht
accep F%\%thelr respective local patent offices. 5 The computer }gs em

m‘rij?ﬁed éoﬂ’?é‘rﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁb%ﬁ?ﬁ%‘iém%ﬁéc RN @?SﬁﬂB'G@Lﬁ’BB@ 49ent 11
bysgntdisteamaibmiaik 1 tte ther dEliroppenragaentwitbciicoipy tof tteeE Eopepean
paégmtsme&iﬁqaﬁim@mhﬁﬁe&pgmﬁ@v&% ﬂ@ma&aﬁ%&yﬂ%dﬁm&si@re

the atent eC|f|cat|on inare cessible memory 15 and 5
B IR ST e o L B N GO RLARER o

ElRepeahmigherakannsrier Wbﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’é'@@ﬂ?ﬁﬂ@?%&/@té‘ﬂﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁ@h@%?@é@n
patenti spesificaimtiihinge ienomeielivacoessiiledoesnpanysaiigaied form.
The rsmotehnanceRsinle RSB RE/AUAN ake 6 aapfan online document
exchange portal such as that found at www.projectlounge.com. Alternative
forms of electronically sending the 10 European patent specification to the
adeimoliseretalsvesaistigedn Ohaibisrse)twhiba kecepritzgeah wmbib@sent to

thedepERPRANAAREMWNEERRILY a RBRPERS &IRA Shemad bs BRNE IR Bean

comgt{tevgh? s%g lcjoontrgH%d b%the Euroaoean gent which the European
an rea ctup e preterréd embodiment computer
fe Al RIS M A Ebodi

system is also able to calculate all of the validation costs, including the
atioigprefeesd thebodiverragnplessanshicatansirtiotafaestelaltbishaay the

clienbkpans al o dngicese é%PoFR%Qtf@é%d tﬂé?’o%‘r’ﬂrﬁ&npfﬂgg dRd ?rqevﬁglr%qat-gﬂe

attorneys, in turn, can receive their payment quicker One of the important

fal88%sThEs Haydas wanaﬁfwﬁ.§'kﬂtetwam'atwéagﬁnﬁﬂa%@ﬁ?&ea%%ﬁgiew
cadduitaiee tRisecustndys. umbecaf woedls iheiheayperifigaticer.needs to be

One of the important factors in European validation is the translation cost. In order to
accurately calculate this cost, the number of words in the specification needs to be
known. For this reason, the interface 2 includes a word count receiver 12 such as a
text box, adapted to receive a word count 16 corresponding to the number of words
in the European patent specification. The computer system calculates the validation
cost with reference to a lookup table13. The lookup table stores country-specific
information itemising the costs of:

(a) agent service fees;

(b) government fees; and

(c) translation fees.

The translation costs are calculated by multiplying the word count 16 by the per-word
translation rate stored in the lookup table 13. Alternatively, a word count can be
initiated automatically by the system, either by counting the words if the specification
is in a text format, or by performing OCR (optical character recognition) on the
specification if it is provided in an image form. Obviously, since it is only the number
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known. For this reason, the interface 2 includes a word count receiver 12
such as a text box, adapted to receivegza word count 16 corresponding to the
number of words 25 in the European patent specification. The computer
system calculates the validation cost with reference to a lookup tablel3. The
lo8kypregReRIG@ S esueyApBERICh RSy hBtRSASEPrisi T tiPR) 66d08DRS(a)
agedstt sppscedarsnglyrgaveumaeni.fees; and 30 (c) translation fees. The
translation costs are calculated by multiplying the word count 16 by the
per-word translation rate stored in the lookup table 13. Alternatively, a word
collift A BeeRiFAL BCBRORFAEER B AL ARERALI Y RYBRiMRFHE
waoths tlibatispeoiidation 35 is in a text format, or by performing OCR (optical
character recognition) on the specification if it is provided in an image form.

Of%é)éj ly, Q%e it is onlgk hfetgg%beg 6 of WordFerl%e ng,counted tthe %Jallty

s been calcu mputer s |s Ia sth
process’is not critical, so or% 8 “Wor dg Sls?sngwshed

adeigaesy '”Fhéfa@éﬁ%emwbmﬁmfféﬁé%éﬂdﬁ%ﬂt@ﬁ payment
pqmzﬁas@ﬁﬁy HaEmio iachti didatad palidadi aacosidhfioOdee shaigtosiNagsin

e sairuialer e semnuRCaRemARIvG e cosiondi.diertace. In a

pre erred embodiment, the computer system is linked to a payment
proLERSRAY RS I8 TRITCHERE [ RS toed FuRaiet BeRi Ltraight

away. In 10 a preferred form, the system allocates proportions of the fees to

eagle %U@@ s?&%%%ﬁ@%@i%&@%@ﬂﬂ%tbﬁdﬁrww QH@HiRJﬂﬁ’eV‘c%E‘t

automat ner. aboves ge5| dto do thg aFPer
SaPCIa ?r}curren ean %/ etrTE SO allow O{p
handhng ahd atomay costPads C|ate uropean pate

valierdtreie yptasaad h"él!%oéﬁ@% f@@*ﬂlﬂ i?? ﬁéﬁ%@t&ﬂﬁh@ﬁ”&ﬁ@ﬂﬂmﬁ@@f
cagjsntdraking life easier for both clients and patent agents. Although the
invention has been described with reference to specific examples, it will be

ap reciated by those skilled in the art that the invention may be embodied in
H?QH?%'PYBFH@ has been described with reference to specific examples, it will

be appreciated by those skilled in the art that the invention may be embodied in

many other forms.
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257 Claims: 1. A computer system for distributing a validation instruction
message, the computer system being-adapted to communicate with an
interface, a 5 specification database and a plurality of European agent
computers, the interface including: a European patent identifier receiver
addpt®§io receive a European patent identifier; and a country selection
receiver adapted to receive a country selection, 10 and the specification

databasg, heing adaptedh SRR RIY AL Rl RRRI PRI ge, the

specifications, wherein, when the computer system receives a European

patent icRIRRIEPT KIS RAUPRRPERIBE 1R FOTHRUBSAHB YL &0 isHaEaflapted to:
(a) obtaispériiicatios daiebiffcativhadataditisel BUERsPeepaENP@pecification
15 corregroningttothedrgropean patent identifier; and (b) provide the
European patentEschificati?enntqggnm.e validation instr %ion mes%abge to a

a I |8r rec |Vﬁ]r eada rec %Oﬁanl'he

European agent c%n{)ﬁl?tne? Corresponding to the country 'serection.
computer systétRSTt ignifiervaerein the computer system is adapted to
provide the Euepgrampsiroiiepeoisioatiamtedn® Eiaeatcagenteesipoier

by one %E&‘}Rées8&5@8&%#9&%@8&%”@5@9%%@@8W%’t"&etg ARFayQRERLBGeNt

computer, an email with a copy of the European patent specification
attache P4y RCEHiFaISARG the European patent specification in a
remotelywaecgssiiientienconpuierts gsteailiregeite steeHd ongpearategedectiffaputer,
a link enghlingaGaesselection, HloremhfukepRAHPRIsMSRefication. 3. The
co puter§ stqm o[ claim %.where'n ttge comguter sxstem Ftore§.th%a 30
d obiain, from he?Pe? |catlor} atabase 8] uropea % ten SR,?CI Ication
European patént specification in the remotely-accessible’ memory in
encryptetPfgRonding to the European patent identifier; and
(b) provide the European patent specification and the validation instruction
message to a European agent computer corresponding to the country

selection.

2. The computer system of claim 1 wherein the computer system is adapted to
provide the European patent specification to the European agent computer by
one or more of the following methods:

(a) sending, to the European agent computer, an email with a copy of the
European patent specification attached; and

(b) storing the European patent specification in a remotely-accessible memory
and emailing, to the European agent computer, a link enabling access to the
stored European patent specification.

3. The computer system of claim 2 wherein the computer system stores the
European patent specification in the remotely-accessible memory in
encrypted form.

4. The computer system of claim 1 wherein the validation instruction message is
adapted to instruct a European agent associated with the European agent
computer to validate a granted European patent corresponding to the
European patent identifier with a patent office of a country corresponding to
the country selection.
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4. The computer system of claim 1 wherein the validation instruction
message is adapted to instruct a Eurgpean agent associated with the
European agent 35 computer to validate a granted European patent
corresponding to the European patent identifier with a patent office of a
country corresponding to the country selection. 8 5. The computer system of
claim 1 wheisinpbecoripuiter gxaienvisiir ey aoanied spsealcglflicharcost of

validating 3 fus apEARLRALSY LR URRRARAING AR S HARAALL FalBtiaing 1o

identifier. 5 6. The computer system of claim erein the computer system
is adaptdPtEUGRIAAY LS S the interface. 7. The computer system of
claim 5 wherein the interface includes a word count 10 receiver adapted to

regeive aHsIshRAMELSRIERSPIIEING IhEreininabshitemeystsinishpidpgrsan

patent s%ecilfic tion. § T g c.om[f)uter system of claim 7 wherein the cost
. ISP a¥1 e .costviaine mde ehce. . .
includesa translation cost and wherein the computer system is further

adapted to calculate the 15 translation cost with reference to the word count
rezeivedviadbhe potersgsemDf Chench WHuItaT Bisteeraiea it dswherei rdine

computey,systenyis,adaptadde CAlRIALE Me GRS 161ERGR IR gokup

table, the lookup table being adapted to store country-specific information
relating 8PP OIMBHCBRAPUA L FRGRATISEHARe fees: (b) government fees;
and (c) translation fees. 10. An interface for receiving a European patent
Vaé'.dat'O'T'Hé‘%HM%Ufé?’s%%ng§f%Iéfﬁhpﬁﬂﬁd?@mﬂﬂb\&gdﬁ@%é@%ﬁk&?ﬁ%iéﬂ%‘g'ng
one of MO i) fhEsieReRy Ralenentler (lgne ormare Fauntry
selections; and (¢) instructor in grmg{ion, and fhefnterface inclu Ing one or
more of:translation cost with reference to the word count received via the interface.

9. The computer system of claim 5 wherein the computer system is adapted to
calculate the cost with reference to a lookup table, the lookup table being
adapted to store country-specific information relating to one or more of:

(a) agent service fees;

(b) government fees; and

(c) translation fees.

10. An interface for receiving a European patent validation instruction, the
European patent validation instruction including one or more of:

(a) a European patent identifier;

(b) one or more country selections; and

(c) instructor information,
and the interface including one or more of:

(a) a European patent identifier receiver adapted to receive the European patent
identifier;

(b) a country selector adapted to receive the one or more country selections; and

(c) an instructor information receiver adapted to receive the instructor

information,
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30 (a) a European patent identifier receiver adapted to receive the European
patent identifier; (b) a country selectorgadapted to receive the one or more
country selections; and (c) an instructor information receiver adapted to
receive the instructor information, 35 9 wherein when the interface receives
a Europ&AlereHliasn ihmistRiBss e astierimGUEoPeRD yakda it iddntfier and
a countnnsetesdiarEiirtpeatapieohtaidnsisuaha £oooptiiesetysient o af@apeltain,
from a spegifigaio % gbgg@erﬁltguropean patent specification 5

corresponding to the Eurgpean patent identifier; and (b) provide the

ElfopeatPlitelpaftrreifalPa satabashicafyrPRAaR RASH Shrsisaleto a

Europeaspagerincing putes Eorvesponaierd idethiiecoanstry selection. 10 11. A
CQRPULESBYREIHE EXQ BHRHRI PAHORM RRRUGHPAS At WhRigaded into
a computer cons{tltutteuthe computer %Yst?m of aniy one of alms ltto 9. 12.

ropean.agent co er correspondin T.O un
A compuTer pr%gram comprisin progr:fm inSEUEIoNS |ch SWiRen thaded

into a cofASGter: constitute the interface of claim 10. 15 13. A computer
program according to claim 11 or claim 12 embodied on a record medium.

144 COWB&H%FHP&B%%%%R{HJE%%%Q&% FLRL SRR R Red

computer 20 memory. 15 A computer program according to claim 11 or claim
12 embddidd ﬁ?@%gﬂ CB’Pﬁﬁ}t%m%W%%SWEM[)ﬁ%PB%&r%l?l'ﬁicl:@ramg

to claim 11 or claim 12 carried on an electrical carrier signal.
12. A computer program comprising program instructions which, when loaded
into a computer, constitute the interface of claim 10.

13. A computer program according to claim 11 or claim 12 embodied on a record

medium.

14. A computer program according to claim 11 or claim 12 stored in a computer

memory.

15 A computer program according to claim 11 or claim 12 embodied in a read-
only memory.

16. A computer program according to claim 11 or claim 12 carried on an electrical

carrier signal.



