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April 10, 2001
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1211 Geneva 20

SWITZERLAND

Re:
WIPO SCIT/SDWG/1 - Report on a possible change of the URL provided for in Example 6, paragraph 13 of WIPO Standard ST.14

______________________________________________________________________________

Dear Mr. Wittig:

The enclosed report is in response to the request of the SCIT Standards and Documentation Working Group (SCIT/WG/2) that an inquiry be made into whether or not the long URL provided in Example 6, paragraph 13 of WIPO Standard ST.14 should be changed.

After a study into the matter by the US Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO), the Trilateral Offices (European Patent Office, Japan Patent Office and USPTO) agree that there is no need to change Example 6.  A footnote is recommended for inclusion in the standard, however, to explain the value of such URLs in obtaining a copy of the document cited.

We look forward to discussing this matter at the upcoming working group meeting.

Sincerely,

/Robert W. Saifer/
Robert W. Saifer, Director

International Liaison Staff

Enclosure

Report on a possible change of the URL provided for in Example 6, paragraph 13 of WIPO Standard ST.14

I. Background

WIPO Standard ST.14 was revised in 1999 to include instructions on how to cite electronic document citations in patent documents.  In particular, paragraph 13 was added to give detailed instructions.  In short, electronic documents should be cited in the same manner as indicated in paragraph 12 for paper documents, etc. as far as possible.  Paragraph 13 provided additional items unique to electronic documents that should also be included.  

Of interest with regard to the current topic is paragraph 13(iii), which states:

(iii) identification of the source of the document using the words “Retrieved from” and its address where

applicable; this item will precede the citation of the relevant passages;
In the 14 examples which are included in paragraph 13, documents obtained from the Internet all include a reference to the Internet followed by the URL of the Internet address, e.g., Retrieved from the Internet: URL: http://www.uspto.gov.  This follows the guidance given by ISO Standard 690-2 (section 5).  Likewise, the format of the WIPO Standard ST.14 examples parallels those in ISO 690-2.

Example 6 in paragraph 13 of WIPO Standard ST.14 includes a very long URL:

“Example 6: (Part of Work – chapter or equivalent designation)

National Research Council, Board on Agriculture, Committee on Animal Nutrition,

Subcommittee on Beef Cattle Nutrition. Nutrient Requirements of Beef Cattle [online]. 7th

revised edition. Washington, DC: National Academy Press, 1996 [retrieved on 1998-06-

10]. Retrieved from the Internet: < URL:

http://www2.nap.edu/htbin/docpage/title=Nutrient+Requirements+of+Beef+Cattle%3A+Sev

enth+Revised+Edition%2C+1996&dload=0&path=/ext5/extra&name=054265%2Erdo&doci

d=00805F50FE7b%3A840052612&colid=4%7C6%7C41&start=38> Chapter 3, page 24,

table 3-1.”
The use of such a long URL was debated prior to its inclusion in Standard ST.14 as an example.  It was argued that a shorter URL could be found for the same reference.  It was concluded, however, that it would be undesirable to ask an examiner to spend time searching for a shorter URL when all he/she had to do was cut and paste the URL in-hand into his/her reference citation.  It was noted that examiners are under pressure to expedite their examination of patent applications and should not be wasting time looking for a shorter Internet address for something they have already found.

At the SCIT Standards and Documentation Working Group meeting in December 1999 (SCIT/WG/2), while discussing another matter related to ST.14, the issue was raised that the URL in Example 6 was actually the result of a search and as such was probably no longer an active Internet address.  It was questioned whether such citations were of any value.  The USPTO and EPO were asked to look into the matter.

II. Results of the investigation

A search on the Internet using the cited URL in Example 6 was not successful.  No page could be retrieved.  However, a quick glance at the contents of the cited URL showed it came from http://www2.nap.edu.  When that address didn’t work, the number “2” was dropped from the address.  That address worked and gave the home page of the National Academy Press, which has a search box provided on it.  By entering the text “Nutrient Requirements of Beef Cattle” which was found in the URL (and also given elsewhere in the citation) the cited document was easily located.  The web page allowed the retrieval and printing of the cited Table 3-1 on page 24 of the document.  Copies of the relevant web pages found and the resulting documents are Annexes 1 and 2 [see Appendices 1 and 2], respectively.

The above search took very little ingenuity and only a couple minutes to find the referenced document.  It shows that the URL citation, while no longer valid by itself, contains useful information that can be exploited by a searcher.  In addition, the remainder of the citation gave sufficient information to locate the document from other sources.

It should also be noted that WIPO Standard ST.14, paragraph 13, in the first paragraph following subparagraph (iv) states:

“Office copies of an electronic document should be retained if the same document may not be available for retrieval in the future. This is especially important for sources such as the Internet and online databases.”

Since Example 6 was retrieved from the Internet, the examiner should also have retained a copy of the document in case future attempts to retrieve the document were unsuccessful.  Therefore, a copy of the document could have been found in the files of the Intellectual Property Office (IPO) publishing the citation in its patent document.

Furthermore, a query by an examiner to the Webmaster or other staff of the organization maintaining the Internet Web site might also yield a copy of the document or the needed information.  The cited URL could contain useful information to them in locating the document from their archives or from other sources at their disposal. 

The same guidance by the standard would also be useful in cases where there is no real document to cite, e.g., data collected by a search system and temporarily displayed on a computer display.  The URL would tell others where to search and the rest of the citation information would give information useful as input into the search.  Again, the other citation information provided would allow for searches by other means, e.g. other search systems, libraries, etc. If needed, the copy retained by the IPO should enable the cited information to be obtained by a searcher.

III.  Conclusion

WIPO Standard ST.14 follows the ISO 690-2 format as much as possible and recommends providing sufficient information and/or copies to enable retrieval of cited electronic references.  Specifically, it recommends:

a) inclusion of the location where the document was retrieved from (e.g., Internet along with a URL)

b) inclusion of the other citation information normally provided when citing paper documents (e.g., author, title, publication date, standard identifier, etc.) which will be useful in searches of the cited Internet source or other sources of such information

c) retention of a copy of the cited document if it might not be retrievable in the future,  (e.g., documents or information found on the Internet).

These factors, as well as the ease with which a copy of the cited document was found, suggest that no changes need to be made to Example 6 in paragraph 13 of WIPO Standard ST.14.


To provide users with as much help as possible, however, it is recommended that a footnote be added to the first paragraph following subparagraph 13(iv), or elsewhere in Standard ST.14.  The footnote should provide information explaining how to obtain useful information from a URL even if it is no longer active.  The following text is suggested for the footnote:

1 It should be noted that while an Internet address citation resulting from a search by a search engine may no longer be an active (i.e., usable) Internet address, it may contain information which could be of use in locating the cited document or web page.  For example, the home page where the document was found or the contents of the search statement may be located within the Internet address and can provide valuable information especially when considered along with the other information contained in the citation (e.g., title, author, publication date, standard identifier, etc.).  Queries to the Webmaster or other staff of the relevant Internet home page may also be helpful.


[Appendix 1 follows]
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