SCIT/SDWG/5/4

Appendix 1, page 3


SCIT/SDWG/5/4

APPENDIX 1

MINUTES OF ST.10/C TASK FORCE MEETING ON JANUARY 28, 2004

Introduction

1.
The ST.10/C Task Force Meeting was held during the SCIT/SDWG/4 meeting, on 
January 28, 2004, to discuss the Task Force’s future direction.  Since the Task Force’s proposal for revision of WIPO Standard ST.10/C was accepted and the Task Force completed the first phase, it was the time to consider and clarify its project brief relating to the second phase. 

2.
The Task Force Leader invited participants to frankly express their opinions on the topic, raising several issues to be discussed.

Discussion

3.
The participants expressed many opinions and questions during the discussion.  They are summarized as follows:
(a)
Implementation date of a unified format to be decided at the second phase
–
We will need a certain interval between the implementation date of the second phase and 
that of the first phase.

–
As an alternative, such as in WIPO Standards ST.6 and ST.13, we could encourage IPOs 

to follow the recommendation when they change their present numbering systems or 

introduce numbering systems.

–
If we give IPOs some moratorium or don’t set any implementation date, however, the 
unified format will not be meaningful.  It is predicted that there may be many offices that will continue to use their current format.

–
We could put pressure on the IPOs continuing to use their current format to follow the
unified format by some means (e.g., sending them a Questionnaire).  Also, we could 
encourage them to implement the unified format by using, in the text of the Standard, 
“as soon as possible” instead of a certain date.

–
It should be noted that we had a clear reason when we set an implementation date of 
revised ST.8 of January 1, 2005.  On the other hand, we feel it difficult to find a clear 
reason for an implementation date of a new priority application number.


–
Asking IPOs to use the new format in a short time (e.g. two years) is not a realistic 


approach.

(b)
Necessity and/or feasibility of the second phase
–
WIPO Standards are merely recommendations. We can’t expect too much even though 

we create an ideal format.

–
We have just completed the first phase and IPOs are about to follow the new 
recommendation.  Is it really necessary to explore a new format right now?

–
It might be unrealistic to find an ideal unified format and to force IPOs to use it. 

–
We have succeeded in finding a moderate and pragmatic solution at the first phase. 
However, the solution of the first phase is not perfect. 

–
We should at least explore an ideal solution to improve the quality of patent family data 

and to avoid confusion in the preparation of priority application numbers.


–
We have recognized the importance of creating a unified format to achieve our goal.

–
In order to improve the quality of patent family data it was also stated that a unified 

format to indicate and to exchange the complete set of priority data (e.g., priority 

country, priority application number and priority date) should also be explored in 

conjunction with a unified format to indicate the priority application number.

(c)
Harmonization of the unified format for priority application numbers with recommended application numbers under WIPO Standard ST.13

–
If we have an ideal unified format for application numbers, we may be able to solve our 


problems.


–
If a unified format for priority application numbers is not in accordance with the one for 


application numbers, on the other hand, IPOs and applicants will be confused.


–
Unfortunately, there are quite a few offices that don’t follow the recommended format of 


the current WIPO Standard ST.13 because it has several defects. 


–
We suspect that we can’t decide on a unified format without thinking about the 


recommendation of application numbers under WIPO Standard ST.13.


–
Feedback from our Task Force will be useful for revision of WIPO Standard ST.13. We 


should decide on a unified format for priority application numbers first, and then we can 


revise the recommendation of application numbers under WIPO Standard ST.13 to be in 


harmony with the unified format for priority application numbers.


–
These two issues should be discussed simultaneously to avoid inconsistency between 


the two formats. 


–
If a new Task Force for revision of WIPO Standard ST.13 is created, the members will 


probably be the same as for the ST.10/C Task Force.  These two topics are very similar.


–
We should include the task relating to revision of WIPO Standard ST.13 in our scope of 


Task if the same 
members are supposed to discuss a very similar issue.


–
We should hear other members’ opinions on the above-mentioned proposal. If everyone 


agrees on it, we should discuss revision of Task No. 30 description first and submit to 


the IB our proposal for the revised Task to be considered at the SCIT/SDWG/5 meeting 


in November.   


–
The would-be Task Force will have to discuss much heavier issues than the JPO 


originally proposed. Therefore, we may assign another member to lead the new Task 


Force after the SCIT/SDWG/5 meeting, if necessary.

(d)
KIPO’s proposal
–
The KIPO proposed changes in a reorganization of the presentation of bibliographic 

data components during discussions of agenda item 6 at the SCIT/SDWG/4 meeting.
–
It was agreed by the SDWG that these changes should be reviewed at the second phase.

–
We should keep this agreement in mind.

Conclusions

4.
Finally, the participants of the Task Force meeting reached the following conclusions and agreed to hear other Task Force members’ opinions on them before taking further actions:

–
It is necessary to explore a unified format for priority application numbers at the second 


phase to achieve our ultimate goal.


–
Without examining an ideal format for application numbers, however, it is difficult to 


arrive at a unified format for priority application numbers.  These two issues should be 


discussed simultaneously to avoid inconsistency between the two formats.


–
Taking into account the similarity between WIPO Standards ST.10/C and ST.13 (e.g., 


members and topics), we should propose to include the task relating to revision of 


WIPO Standard ST.13 in the scope of Task No. 30.


–
We will invite other Task Force members to consider our proposal after the 


SCIT/SDWG/4 meeting.  If everyone agrees on it, we should discuss revision of Task 


No. 30 description first and submit to the IB our proposal for the revised Task to be 


considered at the SCIT/SDWG/5 meeting, in November. 


–
We may assign another member to lead the new Task Force after the SCIT/SDWG/5 


meeting, if necessary.

– Adopted by the ST.10/C Task Force on February 27, 2004 –
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