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MINUTES

of

ST.66 Forum Informal Meeting

January 29 and 30, 2007

January 29, 2007 (Monday)

 AUTONUM  
Participants adopted the agenda as it was proposed.  The draft agenda and the list of participants are attached. 
 AUTONUM  
Mr. Yun, Task Force Leader, explained how the ST.66 Forum was established and how it has improved the draft WIPO Standard ST.66, and described the structure of the current version of ST.66, as well as the remaining issues and the future activities planned. 
 AUTONUM  
Mr. Holberton introduced MECA's history, practice and plan to use Standard ST.66.  The MECA covers all electronic communication under the Madrid system.  There are three subsystems of MECA:  Input MECA, Notification MECA and Romarin.  The MECA adopted SGML in 1996 and XML since 2000.  The International Bureau (IB) will adopt the ST.66 format for the Romarin after its adoption by the SDWG.  However, with regard to the Input MECA and the Notification MECA, the IB will leave it up to the users to choose either the current MECA XML standard or the new ST.66.  The IB will provide data of the Notification MECA in the two standards format during a transitory period.  The IB will also provide a tool to transform data from one standard to the other.

 AUTONUM  
After the introduction to MECA, participants discussed the possibility of establishing a global dictionary covering different intellectual property rights, which would include copyright;  developing this global dictionary would be another new Task of the SDWG.  Participants agreed to focus on the harmonization among the industrial property rights, i.e., patents, trademarks and industrial designs, and to consider other intellectual property rights at a later date.

 AUTONUM  
Mr. Tran presented the approaches and management processes used in ST.66, in the 
TM-XML website, in OHIM’s implementations and three options to make ST.66 compatible with ST.36 as attached.  These proposed options are (1) transformation from one to the other, (2) the import or inclusion of an optional external compatibility schema and (3) two separate schemas from a common repository.  He also gave a demonstration on how OHIM maintains the TM-XML.   
 AUTONUM  
Participants also discussed the ST.36 in light of recent industry developments in XML and other areas.  At the beginning of the discussion, Mr. Tanaka made a presentation on harmonizing ST.36 and ST.66, which was given to the ST.66 Forum as a comment on the draft ST.66 
version 0.3, and indicated what elements should be in the common element set as attached.  He also explained the JPO’s situation, where ST.36 is already applied from the filing system to the publication system and, in particular, in the Applicant Management System, which processes applicant-related information for trademarks as well as patents.  The JPO intends to use ST.66 for its optimized trademark system in 2011.  He mentioned that the JPO wants to use the same element name and structure of ST.36 for common elements between ST.36 and ST.66.  The USPTO also supported this proposal.  The JP and US systems would be impacted if element names were changed.  Resellers of IP information already use ST.36 for their data. 

 AUTONUM  
Mr. Cox introduced how ST.36 was developed, how it is used by the USPTO and recent developments regarding XML by industry.  The USPTO intends to consolidate to the extent possible data structures across patents and trademarks.

 AUTONUM  
Participants discussed how ST.66 could harmonize with ST.36.  Most of the discussion was about the common elements.  One of the solutions discussed was transformation, but it would not be easy and could be risky.  Less transformation would seem to be advisable.

 AUTONUM  
Participants discussed how to select or develop common elements and the business or legal nature of the elements should be considered when the common elements would be adopted.  Participants agreed to establish the legal nature of common elements for trademarks, patents and industrial designs in due course. 

 AUTONUM  
Mr. Tran proposed an alternative solution to harmonize between ST.36 and ST.66 as attached.  Participants discussed the proposal and agreed on the following:
(a) common elements to be selected from ST.36 based on the JPO’s proposal;

(b) using name space for common elements with the current ST.36 naming convention, including lower case and dash;

(c) the namespace prefix for imported ST.36 elements will be required;

(d) common elements to be Appendix E to ST.66;

(e) Appendix E to consist of notice indicating preference for the use of ST.66 instead of ST.36, structure of common elements and example of transformation;  and

(f) XSLT to be provided for transformation and implementation.

 AUTONUM  
Participants agreed to use a single “Comment” elements instead of specialized multiple comment elements such as DocumentComment, OpponentComment.  Participants also agreed that there is no OHIM specific element in the current version of the XML Dictionary.

January 30, 2007 (Tuesday)

 AUTONUM  
In accordance with the agreement in paragraph 10, Mr. Cox prepared and explained the draft of Appendix E as attached and participants agreed, with the following conditions:

(a) adding XML Schema associated with ST.36 elements;

(b) adding XSLT for transformation and implementation;  and

(c) changing namespace of examples in the draft to comply with other Schema.

 AUTONUM  
Mr. Tran demonstrated how XML instances of ST.66 containing ST.36 elements in the draft Appendix E work.  The instances were successfully validated by ST.66 with the ST.36 compatibility extension.

 AUTONUM  
Participants reviewed the main part of ST.66 and changed it as follows (more detailed information is given in the ST.66 main part as attached):

(a) adding Appendix E;

(b) removing version number of Unicode throughout the Standard;

(c) changing words of paragraph 16, 66 and 72;

(d) using a single version of XML, which is version 1.0 or version 1.1, but not decided yet;  and

(e) giving more examples for the naming rule described in paragraph 60.

 AUTONUM  
Mr. Igarashi presented the JPO’s plan of the new IT system and implementation of ST.66.  JPO intends to use the ST.66 for the specific trademarks, but to use Appendix E for common elements between patents and trademarks such as address.  The JPO hopes the WIPO XML Standard will be established before they implement systems for industrial designs.

 AUTONUM  
Mr. Holberton presented a likely implementation of ST.66 at WIPO.  The proposed implementation sequence is as follows:
(a) ROMARIN – A ST.66 compliant version of the data will be made available as part of the next set of improvements to ROMARIN, currently scheduled for 2007;
(b) Notification MECA – A ST. 66 compliant version will be made available as offices request it. It is likely that European Offices will request this in order to harmonize OHIM and WIPO data streams;
(c) Input MECA – No plans at this stage.
 AUTONUM  
Participants agreed the appendices would be versioned independently of the main part of ST.66.

 AUTONUM  
With regard to the maintenance of ST.66, it was agreed that it would be convenient to set up a fast track procedure for the consideration and approval of the revisions of the main part and appendices of the Standard.  To update or revise ST.66, the ST.66 Forum should propose that the SDWG consider and approve the following:

(a) that the current ST.66 Forum of the Trademark Standards Task Force be converted in the ST.66 Task Force with the IB as Task Force Leader;

(b) that any proposal to revise ST.66 presented to the IB be forwarded directly to the ST.66 Task Force for consideration and approval;

(c) that the ST.66 Task Force be initially empowered to adopt revisions of ST.66;

(d) that the proposal should be forwarded to the SDWG for consideration whenever a proposed revision becomes controversial, i.e., it is not possible to reach consensus among the Task Force members;  and

(e) that the ST.66 Task Force Leader will inform the SDWG of any revision of ST.66 adopted by the Task Force at the first occasion.
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