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Introduction

1.
The Standards and Documentation Working Group (SDWG) of the Standing Committee on Information Technologies (SCIT), at its sixth session, held in September 2005, agreed to create a new Task Force which should clarify the objectives of the Annual Technical Reports (ATRs) and the target users (including industrial property information providers and users).  After achieving this, the Task Force should prepare a proposal to revise and update the current recommended contents of the ATRs.  (See document SCIT/SDWG/6/11, paragraphs 58 

to 62.)

2.
As a follow-up to the above-mentioned decision by the SDWG, the International Bureau (IB) issued circular C. SCIT 2618, dated October 25, 2005, inviting those offices and organizations wishing to participate actively in the discussions to nominate a representative to the ATRs Task Force.  Twenty-nine representatives agreed to participate in the Task Force, the leader of which would be the IB.

3.
The Task Force Leader informed the SDWG, at its seventh session held in May/June 2006, that the work would be undertaken in two phases.  In the first phase, the objectives and target users of ATRs would be clarified.  In the second phase, the Task Force would prepare a proposal to revise and update the current recommended contents of the ATRs, as well as user guidelines for preparing the ATRs.  (See document SCIT/SDWG/7/9, paragraphs 26 to 31.)

ATRs Task Force Activities, Results and Proposals

4.
In accordance with the above, the Task Force carried out a Web survey in order to clarify target users and their requirements, as well as the objectives of the ATRs.  The survey was also conducted with the aim of improving the current recommended contents of the ATRs.  A document containing a summary and analysis of the survey, including conclusions (paragraphs 13 to 16) and proposals (paragraph 17), is reproduced as the Annex to this document, for consideration by the SDWG.  An oral report by the Task Force Leader will also be presented at the eighth session of the SDWG.

5.
Appendix 1 of the Annex to this document reproduces the questionnaire that was available on the Internet from June 14 to October 4, 2006, used for carrying out the survey.  The results of the survey are presented in Appendix 2.

6.
Appendices 3, 4 and 5 of the Annex present, for consideration and approval by the SDWG, the proposal by the ATRs Task Force for the revision of the recommended contents of the ATRs on patent, trademark and industrial design information activities, respectively.  Proposed changes to the current contents as recommended are highlighted.

7.
The SDWG is invited:

(a)
to note the oral report by the ATRs Task Force Leader;

(b)
to consider the summary and analysis of the ATRs survey reproduced in the Annex to this document, as well as Appendices 1 and 2 thereof concerning the questionnaire and the results of the survey;

(c)
to consider and approve the conclusions by the ATRs Task Force given in 

paragraphs 13 to 16 of the Annex to this document;

(d)
to consider and approve the proposals by the ATRs Task Force given in paragraph 17 of the Annex to this document;

(e)
to consider and approve the Recommended Contents of ATRs on Patent Information Activities reproduced in Appendix 3 of the Annex to this document;

(f)
to consider and approve the Recommended Contents of ATRs on Trademark Information Activities reproduced in Appendix 4 of the Annex to this document;  and

(g)
to consider and approve the Recommended Contents of ATRs on Industrial Design Information Activities reproduced in Appendix 5 of the Annex to this document.

[Annex follows]
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ANNEX

SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS OF THE ANNUAL TECHNICAL REPORTS SURVEY

Introduction

 AUTONUM  
The Annual Technical Reports (ATRs) have been prepared for many years by the industrial property offices (IPOs) for making their information activities available to other offices and the public.  At present, the ATRs are prepared within the framework of Task No. 24 of the Standards and Documentation Working Group (SDWG) of the Standing Committee on Information Technologies (SCIT).  The ATRs cover three different modalities;  namely the ATRs on patent information activities (ATRs/PI), trademark information activities (ATRs/TM) and industrial design information activities (ATRs/ID).  The SDWG ATRs Task Force has carried out a Web survey in order to clarify target users and their requirements, as well as the objectives of the ATRs.  The survey was also conducted with the aim of improving the current contents as recommended in the ATRs.

 AUTONUM  
The Task Force had previously prepared a draft questionnaire to be used in carrying out the survey;  this questionnaire was presented for consideration by members of the Task Force at the meeting of the Task Force that was held during the seventh session of the SDWG in May/June 2006.  Subsequently, on the basis of the comments to the draft questionnaire provided by the participants at the said meeting, the Task Force further discussed a revised questionnaire and reached agreement on the final version of the questionnaire that is reproduced as Appendix 1 to this document.
 AUTONUM  
The survey was conducted from June 14 to October 4, 2006.  During this time the questionnaire for the survey was available on the Internet.  In order to inform interested parties of the survey, the International Bureau sent out an e-mail and posted a notice on the survey on the SCIT Web page;  following the invitation by the SDWG at its seventh session, some industrial property offices also posted a notice on their Web sites.  A summary and analysis of the responses, along with the tentative conclusions and proposals, is presented below.  Appendix 2 to this document contains the results of the ATRs survey.

Participants in the ATRs Survey

 AUTONUM  
The Web page with the questionnaire had 441 visitors during the time that the questionnaire was available on the Internet (http://www6.wipo.int:8080/opinio/s?s=519), 

and 144 responses coming from 34 member states were submitted.  See question 3 of Results of the ATRs Survey (Appendix 2).

 AUTONUM  
The respondents were asked to choose the group to which they belonged (out of seven categories) and their profession (out of 16 professions).  A large majority of the participants (73%) may be grouped in two main categories, namely  “industrial property offices” (65 responses, 45%) and “professional IP information users (lawyers, agents, researchers…)” (41 responses, 28%).  The two main groups of professions reported by the participants were “industrial property information expert” (48 responses, 33%) and “lawyer/agent” (27 responses, 19%).  See questions 1 and 2 of Results of the ATRs Survey (Appendix 2).

Interest in the current ATRs and additional requirements

 AUTONUM  
Most of the participants in the survey (89%) expressed interest in the current ATRs/PI.  Participants’ interest in the current ATRs/TM and ATRs/ID was somewhat lower (56% 

and 49%, respectively), compared to their interest in the ATRs/PI.  This shows that a significant number of respondents have interest in more than one modality of ATRs.  Only 2% of the respondents to the questionnaire reported no interest in any of the three modalities of the ATRs.  See question 4 of Results of the ATRs Survey (Appendix 2).

 AUTONUM  
In general, respondents thought the current recommended contents for the three modalities of the ATRs are useful.  During the last two years, 64% of the respondents visited the ATRs available on the Internet at least once a year, including 25% who visited them over five times a year;  it is also to be noted that 36% had never referenced the ATRs.  See questions 5, 6, 7and 8 of Results of the ATRs Survey (Appendix 2).

 AUTONUM  
In general, respondents expressed satisfaction with regard to the information provided by the current ATRs and to the format in which they are presented.  About 48% of the respondents were satisfied with the information contained in the ATRs, compared to 9% who were not;  25% took a neutral position.  Thirty-six percent of the respondents were satisfied with the current ATRs format, compared to 15% who were not;  29% took a neutral position.  See question 9 of Results of the ATRs Survey (Appendix 2).

 AUTONUM  
Among the options offered in the questionnaire for respondents to express their interest in having additional information included in the ATRs, the three topics most frequently indicated were “IP law and cases” (55%), “IP information products and services” (48%), and “Business procedures (filing, publication, etc.)” (47%).  See question 10 of Results of the ATRs Survey (Appendix 2).

 AUTONUM  
Many respondents expressed their interest in functions of search support (56%) and 

e-mail updates (52%).  See question 12 of Results of the ATRs Survey (Appendix 2).

 AUTONUM  
Other individual comments on contents and formats of ATRs expressed by the participants in the survey are reproduced under “Free text” in questions 5, 6, 7, 10 and 12 of Results of the ATRs Survey (Appendix 2).
Update cycle of the ATRs

 AUTONUM  
On one hand, about 42% of the respondents were satisfied with the current annual update cycle of the ATRs, compared to 10% who were not;  27% took a neutral position.  On the other hand, when they were requested to choose between different update cycles (from once every six months to once every three or more years),  56% of the respondents agreed to have the ATRs updated annually and 38% preferred to have them updated every six months.  See questions 9 and 11 of Results of the ATRs Survey (Appendix 2).

Conclusions

 AUTONUM  
The Task Force considers that the current objectives of the ATRs are still valid and useful to an important number of IPOs and industrial property information users.

 AUTONUM  
A large majority of the participants in the survey can be regarded as users or potential users of the ATRs.  In particular, the main  users are the staff of IPOs and other professional users of industrial property information , including experts in industrial property information, lawyers, agents, policy makers, administrators, industrial property counselors and researchers.  The Task Force considers that the target users of the ATRs should not be limited to the group of current users, and that the group of target users should try to be enlarged. 

 AUTONUM  
In general, respondents are satisfied with the current recommended contents of the ATRs, the information that they contain and their publication cycle.  All presently existing sections of the ATRs are of sufficient interest to users of ATRs to justify keeping these sections in the ATRs.  It might also be agreed that the ATRs are useful for making IPOs’ information activities available to other offices and the public.  However, some additions to the recommended contents may improve users’ interest in the ATRs.

 AUTONUM  
The respondents would like to be able to retrieve additional information from the ATRs, as well as to have additional functions that would facilitate their searching for specific information.  Some requests for additional information fit within the ATRs’ scope, but others are beyond it since the ATRs are of a technical nature, not legal, and reflect information activities of IPOs. 

Proposals

 AUTONUM  
The Task Force presents the following proposals for consideration and approval by the SDWG:

(a)
The main objective of the ATRs should remain the same, i.e., the main objective of the ATRs is that of making the information activities of the IPOs available to other offices and to the public.

(b)
The following should be considered as the group of target users of the ATRs:  staff of IPOs;   industrial property experts and information users from governmental institutions, intergovernmental and non-governmental organizations, industry, and research and development institutions;  industrial property information providers;  educational institutions;  and the general public.

(c)
In order to enlarge the group of ATRs users, the SDWG invites IPOs and intergovernmental and non-governmental organizations that are SCIT members to inform interested parties that the ATRs are available on WIPO’s website and to post, on their websites, a notice on the ATRs with a link to the ATRs Web page.
(d)
The recommended contents of the three modalities of the ATRs should be revised in accordance with the revisions that are reproduced in Appendices 3, 4 and 5 to this document (the changes with regard to the current recommended contents are highlighted).


(e)
The following two functions should be added to the current ATR Management System: search support and e-mail updates to subscribers.


(f)
The IPOs should be invited to prepare their ATRs for publication on WIPO’s website once a year, as up until now.


[Appendices follow]
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