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@ Method and apparatus for collating automatically produced packages or other production units.

@ A collator and collating method employs a con-
tinuous or intermittently driven thin web member (3)
for collating a plurality of articles (1) supplied from
an automatic production machine or the like. The
web is preferably coated on one side with an adhe-
sive which removably adheres to the articles being
collated, permitting the articles to be secured in any
desired collated pattern during handling and ship-

ping while allowing easy removal after shipment. The
web may be cut into desired lengths with the col-
lated articles adhered thereto for stacking one on top
of another during shipment or storage. In alternate
embodiments, openings or pockets are formed in the
web, which may or may not also be adhesively
coated, for locating the collated articles in desired
patterns.
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report has been drawn up for the first ten claims and for those claims for which claims fees have been paid,
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No claims fees have been paid within the prescribed time limit. The prasent European search report has been

drawn up for the first ten claims.
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The Search Division considers that the presant European patenta
inventian and relates to severat inventians or groups of inventions,

namely:

1) Claimes 2,8,10,11: A method and system for collating a plurality of
articles on a moving web including the step of cutting
the web into individual sheets by transverse cutting :
means,

2) Claims 3,4,12-15: Coating a collating web with an adhesive and pregsing
each article onto the adhesive-coated collating web
by pressing means.

3) Claims 5-7,16-18: Forming locating positions in a collating web by
forming means.

4) Claims 19-28: Means for drawing a collating web.

After a firs} search it is obvious that the method for collating a plurality o:
articles of claim 1 and the collating system of claim 9 belong to the state of

the art (see search report). .
The depending claims 2,3,5,8,10,12,16 and 19 become independent, i.e. they are

directly referring to the prior art.

Because the aforementioned groups of claims lack a common inventive concept,
each of these groups has to be considered as an independent invention/subject

(lack of unity of invention a posterlori).
Besides claims 1 and 9, the invention/subject first mentioned in the clainms

(i.e. subject 1) has been searched,
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