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INTRODUCTION 
1. The Committee on WIPO Standards (hereinafter referred to as “the Committee”, or “the 
CWS”) held its Ninth Session in Geneva from November 1 to 5, 2021. 

2. The following Member States of WIPO and/or members of the Paris Union and Bern 
Union were represented at the session:  Albania;  Argentina;  Armenia;  Australia;  Austria;  
Azerbaijan;  Brazil;  Bulgaria;  Canada;  China;  Colombia;  Croatia;  Czech Republic;  El 
Salvador;  Finland;  France;  Georgia;  Germany;  Hungary;  India;  Iran (Islamic Republic of);  
Italy;  Japan;  Libya;  Lithuania;  Mexico;  Morocco;  Nicaragua;  North Macedonia;  Norway;  
Oman;  Pakistan;  Paraguay;  Peru;  Philippines;  Republic of Korea;  Republic of Moldova;  
Russian Federation;  Saudi Arabia;  Singapore;  Slovakia;  Slovenia;  South Africa;  Spain;  
Sweden;  Thailand;  Ukraine;  United Kingdom;  United States of America;  Uruguay;  
Uzbekistan;  Viet Nam (52). 

3. In their capacity as members of the CWS, the representatives of the following 
intergovernmental organizations took part in the session:  African Regional Intellectual Property 
Organization (ARIPO);  European Patent Organization (EPO);  European Union (EU) (3). 

4. Representatives of the following intergovernmental organizations and non-governmental 
organizations took part in the session in an observer capacity:  Confederacy of Patent 
Information User Groups (CEPIUG);  European Law Students’ Association (ELSA International);  
Independent Alliance for Artists Rights (IAFAR);  Institute of Professional Representatives 
Before the European Patent Office (EPI);  Omani Association for Intellectual Property (OAIP);  
Patcom;  Research Center for Innovation-Supported Entrepreneurial Ecosystems (RISE) (7). 

5. The list of participants appears as Annex I to this report. 
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Agenda Item 1:  Opening of the session 

6. The ninth session was opened by the Assistant Director General, Infrastructure and 
Platforms Sector of WIPO, Mr. Ken-Ichiro Natsume, who welcomed the participants. 

Agenda Item 2:  Election of the Chair and two Vice-Chairs 

7. The CWS unanimously elected Ms. Åsa Viken (Sweden) as Chair and Mr. Siyoung Park 
(Republic of Korea) as Vice-Chair. 

8. Young-Woo YUN (WIPO) acted as Secretary to the CWS. 

DISCUSSION OF AGENDA ITEMS 

Agenda Item 3:  Adoption of the agenda 

9. The CWS unanimously adopted the agenda as proposed in document CWS/9/1 PROV.3. 

10. The Chair invited the regional group coordinators to provide group statements.  The 
Delegation of India, on behalf of Asia Pacific Group, thanked the International Bureau for 
continuing to provide technical assistance during the COVID-19 pandemic and stressed the 
importance of capacity building for developing countries.  The Delegation of France, on behalf 
of Group B, thanked the Committee for continuing its work, particularly the agreement to 
implement WIPO Standard ST.26 simultaneously at national, regional and international levels 
on July 1, 2022.  The Delegation of Georgia, on behalf of Central European and Baltic States, 
appreciated the chance to have fruitful discussions at this meeting, including exchanging 
information on blockchain technologies.  The Delegation of the Russian Federation remarked 
that the question of digital development is essential, particularly for three-dimensional (3D) 
objects, blockchain, and the development of relevant XML schemas. 

PRESENTATIONS 

11. The presentations, written statements given, and working documents from this session 
are available on the WIPO website at:  
https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/details.jsp?meeting_id=64368. 

DISCUSSIONS, CONCLUSIONS, AND DECISIONS 

12. As decided by the Governing Bodies of WIPO at their tenth series of meetings held from 
September 24 to October 2, 1979 (see document AB/X/32, paragraphs 51 and 52), the report of 
this session reflects only the conclusions of the CWS (decisions, recommendations, opinions, 
etc.) and does not, in particular, reflect the statements made by any participant, except where a 
reservation in relation to any specific conclusion of the CWS was expressed or repeated after 
the conclusion was reached. 

Agenda Item 4 (a):  Report by the ICT Strategy for Standards Task Force (Task No. 58) 

13. Discussions were based on a presentation by the ICT Strategy for Standards Task Force. 

14. The CWS noted the results of the work and the work plan of the ICT Strategy for 
Standards Task Force, which were reported by the International Bureau as the Task Force 
Leader.  The presentation may be found on the meeting page as document CWS/9/ITEM 4A. 

Agenda Item 4 (b):  Publication of the survey results on the priority of 40 Recommendations on 
ICT Strategies 

15. Discussions were based on document CWS/9/2. 

16. The CWS noted the content of the document, in particular the responses to the survey as 
presented in document CWS/9/2.  It was noted that the participating Offices had different 
interpretations of the survey questionnaire and rated recommendations by different criteria. 
Some Offices gave a low priority vote to a recommendation because they already implemented 

https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/details.jsp?meeting_id=64368
https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/doc_details.jsp?doc_id=554951
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it, while some others gave a high priority because the recommendation is still important for 
Offices.  Results of this survey were quite different from the survey results of the Task Force, 
which were reported to the eight session of CWS. 

17. The International Bureau suggested that this survey is different from usual CWS surveys 
and should not be published in Part 7 of the WIPO Handbook for Industrial Property Information 
and Documentation, due to limited usefulness for a general audience.  Instead, the International 
Bureau proposed that the Task Force take the results into account when preparing the ICT 
strategic roadmap and the Task Force’s work plan for 2022. 

18. The CWS requested the ICT Strategy Task Force to take into account the results 
of the survey when it prepares the planned ICT strategic roadmap and its work plan for 
2022.  

Agenda Item 5 (a):  Report by the XML4IP Task Force (Task No.41, Task No. 47 and Task 
No.64) 

19. Discussions were based on document CWS/9/3. 

20. The CWS noted the content of the document, in particular the release of WIPO Standard 
ST.96 version 5.0.  The CWS also noted that the separate publication of WIPO ST.96 example 
XML instances on the WIPO website will be undertaken shortly, and the pilot project for the 
WIPO ST.96 Centralized Repository and the external developer’s forum, hosted on GitHub, with 
developers working locally at Intellectual Property Offices (IPOs).  The XML4IP Task Force 
presented their work plan for 2022 and indicated their intention to present a final proposal for 
the JSON standard for consideration at the next session of the CWS. 

Agenda Item 5 (b):  Proposals for improvement of copyright orphan work metadata in WIPO 
Standard ST.96 

21. Discussions were based on document CWS/9/4 and the revised draft proposal for right 
holders role published as document CWS/9/ITEM 5B. 

22. The CWS noted the content of the document and draft proposals for copyright orphan 
work metadata, in particular two proposed models for rights holders’ roles and creative work 
categories.  The CWS also noted that the proposed model for right holder roles includes the list 
of proposed rights holder roles, their description and corresponding code per entry; and the 
proposed model for creative work category includes the list of proposed categories of creative 
works, their description and corresponding code per entry.  The International Bureau informed 
the CWS that it had reached out to several copyright federations with the draft proposals for 
feedback. 

23. One delegation explicitly supported the work done by the International Bureau and 
committed to provide its feedback to the draft proposals.  One delegation suggested refining the 
definition of “Unknown” in the proposed model for creative work category.  A second delegation 
welcomed the draft proposal as it deals with copyright, while another delegation expressed its 
diffulty to provide comments on the proposals as it does not have copyright in its business 
portfolio.  In response to the comments, the International Bureau confirmed that the Task Force 
would reach out to more copyright Offices and copyright industry groups for assistance with this 
work.  The CWS noted that the International Bureau plans to present the final proposals for 
consideration at its next session. 

24. The CWS invited its members to comment on the draft paper for copyright orphan 
work metadata, as presented in the Annex to document CWS/9/4, and to liaise with their 
copyright Office for comments. 

https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/doc_details.jsp?doc_id=554504


CWS/9/25 
page 4 

 
 

Agenda Item 6 (a):  Report by the 3D Task Force (Task No. 61) 

25. Discussions were based on document CWS/9/5. 

26. The CWS noted the content of the document, in particular the work plan of the 3D Task 
Force.  The Task Force will continue work on search methods for 3D objects in 2022 and 
present a proposal at the next session of the CWS. 

Agenda Item 6 (b):  Proposal for a new standard on 3D digital objects 

27. Discussions were based on document CWS/9/6. 

28. The CWS noted the content of the document, in particular the proposed new standard on 
digital three-dimensional (3D) models and 3D images.  The standard recommends file formats 
and treatment of 3D objects for receiving, processing, and publishing IP applications which 
contain 3D models or 3D images in patent, trademark and industrial design documentation. 

29. One delegation suggested a number of clarifying edits to the text.  These include 
indicating that “at least one of” the recommended file formats should be used; striking several 
unused file formats from the list of definitions; clarifying that 3D to 2D conversions in paragraph 
15 of the proposed standard are only recommended for IPOs that require 2D images; that IPOs 
not be required to convert 3D objects to 2D images under paragraph 25 of the proposed 
standard (Annex to document CWS/9/6); and that paper publications under paragraph 26 of the 
proposed standard may publish a link to an online 3D object instead of a 2D representation of 
the object.  Another delegation proposed adding “CDX” to the definition for “MOL” format.  The 
Secretariat recommended adding WIPO Standards ST.67 and ST.88 to the list of references in 
the proposed standard.   

30. The Task Force Leader presented an updated draft incorporating the suggestions.  After 
discussions among interested delegations, the language of paragraphs 15 and 25 was adjusted 
slightly and proposed for adoption by the CWS. 

31. The CWS adopted new WIPO Standard ST.91 with the name “Recommendations 
on digital three-dimensional (3D) models and 3D images” with modifications agreed 
during the session, as presented in document CWS/9/Item 6(b) Rev. published on the 
meeting page. 

32. The CWS approved the revision of Task No. 61, which now reads: “Ensure the 
necessary revisions and updates of WIPO Standard ST.91, including methods of search 
for 3D models and 3D images.” 

33. One delegation suggested adding an Annex to the adopted Standard on criteria for 
selecting file formats.  The CWS referred this matter back to the 3D Task Force for 
consideration and possible presentation at its next session. 

Agenda Item 7 (a):  Report by the Blockchain Task Force (Task No. 59) 

34. Discussions were based on document CWS/9/7. 

35. The CWS noted the content of the document, in particular the progress on a draft 
blockchain standard and the draft work plan.  The Blockchain Task Force also provided 
feedback on drafts of the blockchain whitepaper for IP ecosystems being prepared by the 
International Bureau.  The CWS also noted that the Task Force participated in a WIPO webinar 
on blockchain for IP ecosystems in September 2021. 

Agenda Item 7 (b):  Report on the Blockchain Whitepaper for IP ecosystem 

36. Discussions were based on document CWS/9/8. 

https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/doc_details.jsp?doc_id=554845
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37. The CWS noted the content of the document, in particular the draft WIPO blockchain 
whitepaper to be published in November 2021.  The whitepaper presents several potential use 
cases where blockchain technologies could be applied within IP ecosystems.   

38. The whitepaper consists of six components: executive summary, main body and four 
annexes.  The most important aspects and characteristics which should be considered when 
assessing blockchain technologies are: interoperability, standardization, governance, regulatory 
framework and collaboration for capacity building.  The paper refers to all types of IP assets: 
registered and unregistered rights such as industrial property, copyright and related rights, 
protection and access to digital data, and IP enforcements.  Potential use cases are included for 
all and every phase of IP value chains in horizontal and vertical use cases. 
 
39. The main objectives of the whitepaper include: 

 gathering information on how blockchain is perceived in general and within IP 
community 

 exploring the opportunities and challenges of using blockchain technologies for IP  

 analyzing implications of blockchain applications in IP space 

 identifying potential applications of blockchain in IP ecosystems 

 supporting the Blockchain Task Force 

 suggesting recommendations for consideration  

40. Annex I to the whitepaper is an overview of IP ecosystems and IP value chains.  Annex II 
to the whitepaper is the summary of the survey results conducted for the paper.  Annex III of the 
whitepaper explains 13 prominent or potential use cases in IP space in more details, including 
business rationale and blockchain rationale.  Annex IV to the whitepaper is prepared for the 
mock-up of the Blockchain whitepaper as an example to explain how blockchain technology 
could be used to address one of the long-standing issues in identifying an actor or a participant 
in IP ecosystems at global level, namely self-sovereign identities and decentralized Identifier. 

41. There are many blockchain-based applications that are already used in place and many 
potential use cases were identified.  The paper noted that there are a number of blockchain-
inspired initiatives at international level, which are affecting various IP systems and IP 
ecosystems across all IP value chains and all IP types.  IP Offices are still in the exploration 
phase, but some IP Offices are developing blockchain-powered systems and plan to release 
them soon.  The paper noted that there are already many blockchain-powered applications on 
the market, in particular in the copyright industry. 

42. The CWS noted that upon requests by CWS members and observers, the final draft of the 
whitepaper is presented to this session for factual information checking as the Annex to 
document CWS/9/8.  CWS members and observers were invited to comment by October 22, 
2021.  As of October 30, the International Bureau has received feedback from one CWS 
member regarding the content of the whitepaper main body with regard to correction on its 
activities and improving the text related to consensus algorithm of Etherium version 2.0.  At the 
same time, the International Bureau has slightly improved Annexes III and IV of the whitepaper.  

43. The International Bureau intends to publish the whitepaper on the WIPO website in 
November 2021 after editing and designing it. 

44. The CWS invited IPOs to consider the information in the whitepaper when 
developing their blockchain strategies and practices. 

Agenda Item 8 (a):  Report by the Legal Status Task Force (Task No. 47) 

45. Discussions were based on a presentation by the Legal Status Task Force. 
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46. The CWS noted the content of the document, in particular the progress of the Task Force 
on Task No. 47.  The Task Force made some progress on studying a potential merger of legal 
status standards, but the Task Force did not reach agreement on how to proceed further.  The 
Task Force also prepared a proposal for use of reserved characters in ST.27.    

47. One delegation asked the CWS whether the work on a potential merger should 
continue.  The Secretariat noted several reasons why a merger could be problematic.  
The CWS referred this matter back to the Task Force to report on this matter at its next 
session, which might impact the description of Task No. 47.  

48. The CWS requested the Legal Status Task Force to prepare an update to the 
description of Task No. 47 for consideration at the next session of the CWS, taking into 
account discussions on whether or not the work on the potential merger of WIPO 
Standards ST.27, ST.61, and ST.87 should continue. 

Agenda Item 8 (b):  Proposal for the revision of WIPO Standard ST.27 

49. Discussions were based on document CWS/9/9. 

50. The CWS noted the content of the document, in particular the proposals to revise 
Standard ST.27.  The Legal Status Task Force recommended two sets of revisions: one set 
called “event indicators” to replace the term “reserved characters” with a general feature to 
provide more information on events, and a second set “procedure indicators” as a specific 
implementation of event indicators to group events which are related as part of a higher-level 
IPO procedure.  Extending these revisions to ST.61 and ST.87 was proposed for further study 
by the Task Force. 

51. One delegation proposed letting IPOs gain more experience with implementing ST.27 
before extending the proposed revisions to other legal status Standards ST.61 and ST.87.  
Other delegations preferred to begin work on extending the proposals right away, to keep the 
three Standards synchronized. 

52. The CWS approved the proposed revisions to Standard ST.27 for “event 
indicators” and “procedure indicators”, as described in document CWS/9/9.  

53. The CWS approved the work plan proposed by the Legal Status Task Force.  The 
CWS requested the Legal Status Task Force to study how to adapt ‘event indicators’ 
and ‘procedure indicators’ for ST.61 and ST.87, with the goal of presenting a proposal 
for consideration at the tenth session of the CWS. 

Agenda Item 8 (c):  Report on the implementation plans of WIPO Standard ST.61 

54. Discussions were based on document CWS/9/10 Rev. 

55. The CWS noted the content of the document, in particular, the mapping tables submitted 
by IPOs in response to circular C.CWS.152.  Fourteen IPOs responded to the circular and 
eleven IPOs provided mapping tables. 

56. The CWS approved publication of the WIPO Standard ST.61 mapping tables from 
IPOs, which are reproduced in the Annex to document CWS/9/10 Rev.  The mapping 
tables will be published in Part 7.13 of the WIPO Handbook on Industrial Property 
Information and Documentation. 

Agenda Item 9 (a):  Report by the Sequence Listings Task Force (Task No. 44) 

57. Discussions were based on document CWS/9/11. 

58. The CWS noted the content of the document, in particular the activities and work plan of 
the Sequence Listings Task Force, including the Task Force’s active support for the 
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development of WIPO Sequence suite and suggestion on the postponement of the ST.26 big-
bang implementation date to July 1, 2022 from January 1, 2022 for consideration by the 
member states at the WIPO General Assembly.  The CWS was informed that the new ST.26 
big-bang implementation date of July 1, 2022 was formally decided by the WIPO General 
Assembly in October 2021. 

59. The CWS encouraged IPOs to continue to test the WIPO Sequence Suite, as described in 
paragraph 16 of document CWS/9/11. 

Agenda Item 9 (b):  Proposal for the revision of WIPO Standard ST.26 

60. Discussions were based on document CWS/9/12 Rev. 

61. The CWS noted the content of the document, in particular the proposed revisions to 
ST.26.  Proposed changes to the main body of ST.26 were as follows:  

(a) all instances of the “SOURCE” feature for amino acid sequences were changed to 
“source”, in order to comply with recent UniProt changes; 

(b) all instances of the qualifiers “ORGANISM”, “MOL_TYPE”, and “NOTE” were 
changed to “organism”, “mol_type”, and “note”, in order to comply with recent 
UniProt changes; 

(c) all instances of 'patent Office' were changed to 'IPO'; 

(d) changed the position of the acronym 'DTD' from the end of the sentence next to 
'Document Type Definition'; 

(e) an edit to paragraph 3(g)(i)(2) to replace "nucleotide analogues" with "backbone 
moieties"; 

(f) an edit to the code segment in paragraph 44 to correct the quotation marks used for 
softwareVersion, which should be: softwareVersion="1.0";  

(g) an edit to paragraph 46, Examples 1-2 to change the 
nonEnglishFreeTextLanguageCode from "jp" to "ja" and also correcting the 
indentation of <FilingDate> to be aligned with <ApplicationNumberText>; and 

(h) an edit to paragraph 97 to replace the phrase “…a subgroup of…” with “…a value 
other than…”. 

Changes to the annexes were proposed for consistency, as shown in Annexes I-III of document 
CWS/9/12 Rev. 

62. One delegation inquired how future revisions to ST.26 would be made after July 2022, 
with Offices requiring at minimum several months to prepare for simultaneous implementation of 
revised ST.26 at national, regional, and international levels.  The International Bureau remarked 
that many aspects of ST.26 development, including updates to the WIPO Sequence Suite and 
revisions to the Standard, require consideration by the Sequence Listings Task Force to 
prepare guidance for Offices, which should be presented to the Committee. 

63. The CWS approved the proposed revisions to WIPO Standard ST.26 as 
reproduced in the Annexes to document CWS/9/12 REV. 

Agenda Item 9 (c):  WIPO Training webinar series and WIPO Sequence Suite development 

64. Discussions were based on a presentation by the International Bureau. 

65. The CWS noted the content of the presentation, in particular the webinars on WIPO 
Standard ST.26 and WIPO Sequence suite.  The presentation may be found on the meeting 
page as document CWS/9/ITEM 9C. 

https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/doc_details.jsp?doc_id=554953
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Agenda Item 10 (a):  Report by the Authority File Task Force (Task No. 51) 

66. Discussions were based on document CWS/9/13. 

67. The CWS noted the content of the document, in particular the 2021 updates to data sets 
on the authority file portal.  IPOs who have not yet provided data for the authority file portal were 
invited to do so. 

68. The Authority File Task Force considered that there will be no need for further revision to 
this Standard in the near future.  The Task Force proposed that Task No. 51 should be 
considered complete and removed from the CWS Task List.  The Authority File Task Force also 
recommended that the Task Force be disbanded.  Consequently any future request to revise 
WIPO ST.37 will be considered under Task No. 33 “Ongoing revision of WIPO Standards”. 

69. One delegation questioned whether there would be further work to prepare 
recommendations on authority file for trademarks and industrial designs.  The Secretariat 
recalled the discussions on this matter by the ICT Strategy for Standards Task Force and 
informed the Committee that there was no strong demand for it.  The CWS noted that the 
International Bureau would reach out to IP Offices to get to know the needs for authority file for 
trademarks and industrial designs.   

70. The CWS approved discontinuation of Task No. 51 as complete and disbandment 
of the Authority File Task Force as having fulfilled its mandate. 

71. The CWS approved making future revisions to ST.37 under Task No. 33 when 
needed. 

Agenda Item 10 (b):  Publication updates of the Authority File Web Portal 

72. Discussions were based on a presentation by the International Bureau. 

73. The CWS noted the content of the presentation, in particular the inclusion of new or 
updated authority file data from 24 IP Offices in the WIPO Authority File portal.  The 
presentation may be found on the meeting page as document CWS/9/ITEM 10B. 

Agenda Item 10 (c):  Proposal for the revision of WIPO Standard ST.37 

 
74. Discussions were based on documents CWS/9/14 Rev. and CWS/9/ITEM 10C. 

75. The CWS noted the content of the document, in particular the proposed revision to WIPO 
Standard ST.37, which was prepared by the Authority File Task Force in collaboration with the 
Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) Minimum Documentation Task Force.  The CWS also noted 
that the proposed revisions of ST.37 include an indication of whether the abstract, description, 
claims of a publication are text-searchable through the use of one of the three new additional 
indicator codes.  The new indicators were proposed as mandatory for inclusion by International 
Searching Authorities (ISAs) and International Preliminary Examining Authorities (IPEAs). 

76. One delegation objected to the language in ST.37 paragraphs 8, 12, and 32 of the 
proposed revision document (Annex I to CWS/9/14 Rev.), making the new indicators mandatory 
for PCT ISAs and IPEAs and requested that these elements be listed as optional in ST.37.  
Another delegation suggested that references to PCT should be removed from the proposed 
revision of ST.37.  The International Bureau stated that an improved proposal for revision of 
ST.37 could be provided such that mandatory elements for ISAs and IPEAs would not be 
specified.  This instead could be decided within the PCT Minimum Documentation Task Force 
and addressed in separate PCT Admistrative Instructions (AIs) or guidelines, while ST.37 
provides a common technical recommendation for the data elements which form the basis of a 
patent authority file.   

https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/doc_details.jsp?doc_id=555203
https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/doc_details.jsp?doc_id=554971
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77. Outside the plenary session, several delegations informally met and prepared an 
alternative proposal taking into account the suggestions discussed at the plenary session.   The 
alternative proposal was presented to the plenary session for discussion as reproduced in 
document CWS/9/ITEM 10C.   

78. The CWS approved the proposed revisions to WIPO Standard ST.37, as 
presented in document CWS/9/ITEM 10C published on the meeting page. 

Agenda Item 11 (a):  Report by the Design Representation Task Force (Task No. 57) 

79. Discussions were based on a presentation by the Design Representation Task Force. 

80. The CWS noted the content of the presentation, in particular the progress made by the 
Task Force.  The issue of SVG image format in WIPO Standard ST.88 was discussed by the 
Task Force and a proposed revision to ST.88 prepared. 

Agenda Item 11 (b):  Proposal for the revision of WIPO Standard ST.88 

81. Discussions were based on document CWS/9/15. 

82. The CWS noted the content of the document, in particular the proposed revision to ST.88.  
Under the proposal, SVG image format will be made an alternative format by adding it to 
paragraph 12 of the Standard.  IPOs may accept SVG files in applicant submissions, but should 
convert to a preferred image format (JPG or PNG) for data exchange with other IPOs. 

83. The CWS approved the revision of ST.88 on treatment of SVG image format, as 
described in paragraph 5 of document CWS/9/15. 

Agenda Item 12:  Publication of the survey results on public access to patent information 
(PAPI), Part 2 

84. Discussions were based on document CWS/9/16. 

85. The CWS noted the content of the presentation, in particular the results of part 2 of the 
PAPI survey.  Responses from 36 IPOs were received.  Over 85 per cent of respondents 
indicated that no fees were required to access their patent information.  About two thirds of 
respondents provide updated patent documents online when amendments are made after 
publication.  Nine IPOs plan to implement ST.27 for legal status events in the future, while nine 
of the 14 IPOs not planning to implement ST.27 at this time indicate insufficient resources as 
the main reason.  IPOs that do not comply with ST.37 for their authority file indicate lack of 
resources or difficulty of technical requirements as the main reasons. 

86. The PAPI Task Force proposed updating the description of Task No. 52 in light of the 
work completed. 

87. The CWS approved publication of the survey results and analysis in Part 7 of the 
WIPO Handbook, as described in document CWS/9/16. 

88. The CWS approved the revision of Task No. 52, which now reads: “Prepare 
recommendations for systems for providing access to publicly available patent 
information of intellectual property offices.” 

Agenda Item 13 (a):  Report by the Digital Transformation Task Force (Task No. 62) 

89. Discussions were based on a presentation by the Digital Transformation Task Force. 

90. The CWS noted the content of the presentation, in particular the progress made by the 
Digital Transformation Task Force.  While reviewing existing WIPO Standards, the Task Force 

https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/doc_details.jsp?doc_id=554971
https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/doc_details.jsp?doc_id=554971
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realized that more information from IPOs on their digital practices would help the Task Force 
propose better revisions to those Standards. 

Agenda Item 13 (b):  Proposal for survey on Office practices for Digital Transformation 

91. Discussions were based on document CWS/9/17. 

92. The CWS noted the content of the document, in particular the proposed survey to collect 
information from IPOs to assist the Digital Transformation Task Force with its work.  The survey 
asks Offices about their practices for intake, processing, and publishing IP applications, 
particularly in full-text formats. 

93. One delegation suggested skipping questions 8 to 11 and 13 when an IPO’s answers to 
previous questions indicate these questions are irrelevant.  The International Bureau noted that 
this could be implemented as editorial changes in the online survey tool, as the text-based 
questionnaire approved by CWS requires slight transformation for the online tool.   

94. The CWS approved the questionnaire shown in the Annex of document 
CWS/9/17, noting the editorial changes will be reflected when the approved 
questionnaire is implemented in the survey online tool. 

95. The CWS requested the Secretariat to conduct the survey by issuing a circular 
and publish the responses on the WIPO website when the survey is completed.  The 
CWS also requested the Task Force to present an analysis of the survey results for 
approval at the tenth session of the CWS. 

Agenda Item 14 (a):  Report on 2020 ATRs 

96. Discussions were based on a presentation by the International Bureau. 

97. The CWS noted the content of the presentation, in particular the responses by IPOs to 
circulars C.CWS.147-149 requesting submission of ATR information for 2020.  Nineteen IPOs 
provided ATR information, the same number as last year (2019 ATRs).  The presentation is 
available on the meeting page as document CWS/9/ITEM 14A. 

Agenda Item 14 (b):  Proposal for improvement of ATRs 

98. Discussions were based on document CWS/9/18. 

99. The CWS noted the content of the document, in particular the data on declining 
submissions and usage of ATR information.  The environment for ATRs has changed 
significantly since their inception.  Online publications are normal, and many IPOs publish 
annual reports that contain much of the information in ATRs.  Automatic translation tools are 
widely available and becoming increasingly sophisticated, making publications easier to access 
by speakers of other languages.  These factors address many needs that ATRs were originally 
meant to fulfill. 

100. On the producer side, ATR submissions have steadily declined over the years.  For ATR 
years 1998 to 2001, over 50 IPOs provided ATRs each year.  From 2002 to 2007, an average of 
42 IPOs provided ATRs.  This fell to an average of 31 IPOs between 2008 and 2013.  From 
2014 to 2018, the number of IPOs steadily declined, from 23 in 2014 to just 11 in 2018.  
Numbers have increased slightly since then, with 19 submissions for 2019 and 2020 (numbers 
changed slightly after working document was published). 

101. On the user side, WIPO web statistics show that all ATRs combined average about 180 
views per year in their first two years after publication.  This is a very low figure comparing 
number of views for other materials published under WIPO Handbook web pages.  

https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/doc_details.jsp?doc_id=555222
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102. Based on the data, the International Bureau presented two proposals for consideration by 
the CWS: (1) discontinuing ATRs or (2) simplifying the ATR process to collect links to 
information on IPO websites instead of collecting text.   

103. A number of delegations expressed a preference for option 1 to discontinue ATRs.  
However, a few delegations preferred to keep ATRs and adopt option 2 for simplified collection.  
A compromise was suggested to adopt the simplified proposal for a period of three years, and 
then present updated usage information to the CWS to reconsider whether or not to discontinue 
ATR collection.  All delegations supported this compromise. 

104. The CWS agreed to use the simplified ATR process for three years and then 
consider again whether or not to discontinue ATR collection. 

105. The CWS agreed to continue Task No. 24 until further decision. 

Agenda Item 15:  Update of the WIPO Handbook on Industrial Property Information and 
Documentation 

106. Discussions were based on document CWS/9/19. 

107. The CWS noted the content of the document, in particular the proposal to change certain 
instances of “industrial property” to “intellectual property”.  The proposed updates were intended 
to reflect existing materials in the WIPO Handbook and ongoing or planned activities of the 
Committee. 

108. The CWS approved changing certain instances of “industrial property” to 
“intellectual property” in the WIPO Handbook title and text, as described in paragraph 4 
of document CWS/9/19.  The CWS requested the Secretariat to update the WIPO 
Handbook accordingly. 

Agenda Item 16 (a):  Report by the Part 7 Task Force (Task No. 50) 

109. Discussions were based on document CWS/9/20. 

110. The CWS noted the content of the document, in particular the proposed updates to the 
work plan.  Due to the pandemic, the previous work plan from CWS/7 was out of date.  The new 
workplan will update one survey per year from the surveys in part 7 previously agreed for 
update.   Additionally, it was proposed that the CWS request an update to Part 7.9 on citation 
practices.  These survey updates will be carried out under the approach agreed at CWS/5 
without presenting a questionnaire for further approval. 

111. The document also proposed slightly modifying the procedure for publishing the results of 
all surveys conducted by the CWS.  Under the proposal, individual and collated responses to a 
survey will be published as soon as the survey is concluded.  At the next meeting, the 
International Bureau will inform the CWS of the publication and present survey analysis for 
consideration.  The CWS noted that this approach would make survey results available more 
quickly and streamline the administration of surveys.  The CWS also noted that it can request 
exceptions to this approach for certain surveys on a case-by-case basis. 

112. The CWS approved the revised work plan for updates to Part 7 of the WIPO 
Handbook in paragraphs 5 to 10 of document CWS/9/20. 

113. The CWS requested the Part 7 Task Force to schedule an update for Part 7.9 on 
citation practices in its workplan.  

114. The CWS approved the change to publication procedure for all CWS surveys 
described in paragraph 12 of document CWS/9/20.  With this change, survey responses 
will normally be published when the survey is completed without approval by the CWS.  



CWS/9/25 
page 12 

 
 

At the next session of the CWS, the Secretariat will inform the CWS of the survey results 
and present analysis for consideration and approval by the CWS. 

Agenda Item 16 (b):  Report by the API Task Force (Task No. 56) 

115. Discussions were based on a presentation by the API Task Force. 

116. The CWS noted the content of the presentation.  The presentation is available on the 
meeting page as document CWS/9/ITEM 16B. 

Agenda Item 16 (c):  Report by the Name Standardization Task Force (Task No. 55) 

117. Discussions were based on a presentation by the Name Standardization Task Force. 

118. The CWS noted the content of the presentation, in particular the Task Force’s plan to 
continue gathering data cleaning practices from the Task Force members in 2022 and prepare 
recommendations for the next session of the CWS. 

Agenda Item 16 (d):  Report by the Trademark Standardization Task Force (Task No.60) 

119. Discussions were based on a presentation by the Trademark Standardization Task Force. 

120. The CWS noted the content of the presentation, in particular that further work is pending 
the outcome of discussions in the Madrid Working Group. 

Agenda Item 17:  Information on the entry into national (regional) phase of published PCT 
international applications 

121. Discussions were based on document CWS/9/21. 

122. The CWS noted the content of the document, in particular the proposal to discontinue 
Task No. 23.  As the new requirement for the provision of national phase entry data has entered 
into force under the PCT and the data is available on the WIPO public PATENTSCOPE website, 
the International Bureau proposed to discontinue the CWS Task No. 23. 

123. The CWS approved the discontinuation of Task No. 23, as indicated in paragraph 
4 of document CWS/9/21.   

Agenda Item 18:  Report by the International Bureau on the provision of technical advice and 
assistance for capacity building to industrial property offices in connection with the mandate of 
the CWS 

124. Discussions were based on document CWS/9/22. 

125. The CWS noted the content of the document, in particular the 2020 activities of the 
International Bureau, related to providing technical advice and assistance for capacity building 
to IPOs, regarding dissemination of IP standards information.  At the end of 2020, 90 IPOs from 
developing countries in all regions were actively using WIPO Business Solutions for the 
administration of their IP rights, in which WIPO Standards are integrated.  Fifty-one IPOs were 
participating in one of the online exchange platforms offered by the International Bureau.  In 
addition, the International Bureau ran a project to assist IPOs in producing searchable full text 
for their front file patent publication in WIPO ST.36 XML format with embedded TIFF images 
and 35 IPOs have received the software and been trained to use it.  The International Bureau 
has been working together with many IPOs to promote the exchange of IP data with a view to 
providing users in those countries with greater access to IP information originating from those 
IPOs and in 2020 data sets related to 19 countries had been added to WIPO Global Databases.  
Upon requests, the International Bureau provided online training courses on International 
Classifications for patents, trademarks, or industrial designs to Oman, Bahrain, Saudi Arabia, 
Indonesia, and Malaysia, where the use of relevant WIPO Standards were explained. 

https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/doc_details.jsp?doc_id=555207
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Agenda Item 19:  Exchange of information on digitalization activities 

126. Discussions were based on presentations by Delegations of Australia, Canada, the 
Russian Federation, the United States of America, and the Representative of the European 
Patent Office. 

127. The CWS noted the presentations by five Offices: IP Australia, Canada Intellectual 
Property Office (CIPO), Federal Service for Intellectual Property (ROSPATENT), United States 
Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO), and European Patent Office (EPO).  The presentations 
are available on the meeting page as documents CWS/9/ITEM 19 IP AUSTRALIA, CWS/9/ITEM 

19 CIPO, CWS/9/ITEM 19 ROSPATENT, CWS/9/ITEM 19 USPTO, and CWS/9/ITEM 19 EPO. 

Agenda Item 20:  Consideration of the Work Program and Tasks List of the CWS 

128. Discussions were based on document CWS/9/23. 

129. The CWS noted the content of the document, in particular the tasks list presented in the 
Annex to document CWS/9/23. 

130. The CWS requested the Secretariat to incorporate the agreements reached at this 
session in the CWS Work Program and CWS Work Program Overview, and to publish 
them on the WIPO website.  The revised task list is presented in Annex III of this report. 

 

 
 
[Annex I follows] 

https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/doc_details.jsp?doc_id=555114
https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/doc_details.jsp?doc_id=555116
https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/doc_details.jsp?doc_id=555116
https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/doc_details.jsp?doc_id=555138
https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/doc_details.jsp?doc_id=555139
https://www.wipo.int/meetings/en/doc_details.jsp?doc_id=555115
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I. ÉTATS MEMBRES/MEMBER STATES 

(dans l’ordre alphabétique des noms français des États) 
(in alphabetical order of the names in French) 

 
AFRIQUE DU SUD/SOUTH AFRICA 
 
Mandla NKABENI (Mr.), First Secretary, Permanent Mission, Geneva 
 
 
ALBANIE/ALBANIA 
 
Maria SOLIS (Ms.), Director, Directory of Promotion and Training, Ministry of Finance and 
Economy, General Directorate of Industrial Property (GDIP), Tirana 
 
 
ALLEMAGNE/GERMANY 
 
Thomas PLARRE (Mr.), Examiner, German Patent and Trademark Office (DPMA), Munich 
 
Jan TECHERT (Mr.), Counsellor, Permanent Mission, Geneva 
 
 
ARABIE SAOUDITE/SAUDI ARABIA 
 
Omar ALQASEM (Mr.), Senior Business Solutions Analyst, Saudi Authority for Intellectual 
Property (SAIP), Riyadh 
 
Ali ALHOUBI (Mr.), Saudi Authority for Intellectual Property (SAIP), Riyadh 
 
 
ARGENTINE/ARGENTINA 
 
Betina Carla FABBIETTI (Sra.), Segundo Secretario, Misión Permanente, Ginebra 
 
 
ARMÉNIE/ARMENIA 
 
Vardan AVETYAN (Mr.), Chief Specialist, Intellectual Property Office, Ministry of Economy of 
the Republic of Armenia, Yerevan 
 
 
AUSTRALIE/AUSTRALIA 
 
MICHAEL BURN (Mr.), Senior Director, Innovation and Digital Services, Innovation and 
Technology Group, IP Australia, Canberra 
 
Craig STOKES (Mr.), Director, International ICT Cooperation, Innovation and Digital Services, 
Innovation and Technology Group, IP Australia, Canberra 
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Sarah WANG (Ms.), Innovation and Digital Services, Innovation and Technology Group, IP 
Australia, Canberra 
 
Julia PRICE (Ms.), Assistant Director, International ICT Cooperation, Innovation and Digital 
Services, Innovation and Technology Group, IP Australia, Canberra 
 
 
AUTRICHE/AUSTRIA 
 
Gloria MIRESCU (Ms.), Examiner, Austrian Patent Office, Federal Ministry of Climate Action, 
Environment, Energy, Mobility, Innovation and Technology, Vienna 
 
Julian SCHEDL (Mr.), Legal Officer, Austrian Patent Office, Federal Ministry of Climate Action, 
Environment, Energy, Mobility, Innovation and Technology, Vienna 
 
 
AZERBAÏDJAN/AZERBAIJAN 
 
Elnur MUSLUMOV (Mr.), Head, IT Department, Intellectual Property Agency of the Republic of 
Azerbaijan, Baku 
 
 
BRÉSIL/BRAZIL 
 
Alexandre CIANCIO (Mr.), General Coordinator of Technological Information, National Institute 
of Industrial Property (INPI), Ministry of Economy, Rio de Janeiro 
 
Flávia VILLA VERDE (Ms.), National Institute of Industrial Property (INPI), Ministry of Economy, 
Rio de Janeiro 
 
 
BULGARIE/BULGARIA 
 
Zlatina SLAVCHEVA (Ms.), Principal Expert, Patent Office of the Republic of Bulgaria, Sofia 
 
 
CANADA 
 
Jean-Charles DAOUST (Mr.), Director General, Programs Branch, Canadian Intellectual 
Property Office (CIPO), Gatineau 
 
Luisa COLASANTE (Ms.), Director, Investments and Program Management, Programs Branch, 
Canadian Intellectual Property Office (CIPO), Gatineau 
 
Emeterio DUQUE (Mr.), Technical Officer, Operations, Gatineau 
 
Derek SPERO (Mr.), Solutions Architect, Canadian Intellectual Property Office (CIPO), 
Innovation Science and Economic Development, Gatineau 
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CHINE/CHINA 
 
QIN Ting (Ms.), Project Administrator, IT Department, Patent Office, China National Intellectual 
Property Administration (CNIPA), Beijing 
 
LI Xiao (Ms.), Project Administrator, Patent Documentation Department, Patent Office, China 
National Intellectual Property Administration (CNIPA), Beijing 
 
MA Xiaolei (Ms.), Project Administrator, Data Division, Documentation Publishing Department, 
Intellectual Property Publishing House, China National Intellectual Property Administration 
(CNIPA), Beijing 
 
WANG Cheng (Ms.), Project Administrator, Patent Documentation Department, Patent Office, 
China National Intellectual Property Administration (CNIPA), Beijing 
 
 
COLOMBIE/COLOMBIA 
 
Alejandro GÓMEZ (Sr.), Ministro Consejero, Misión Permanente, Ginebra 
 
 
CROATIE/CROATIA 
 
Saša PIGAC (Mr.), Head of Digital Business and Quality Department, State Intellectual Property 
Office (SIPO), Zagreb 
 
Vesna JEVTIĆ (Ms.), IT Specialist, State Intellectual Property Office (SIPO), Zagreb 
 
 
EL SALVADOR 
 
Coralia OSEGUEDA (Sra.), Consejera, Misión Permanente, Ginebra 
 
 
ESPAGNE/SPAIN 
 
Maria Rosa CARRERAS DURBÁN (Sra.), Jefa de Área de Divulgación de la Propiedad 
Industrial, División de Tecnologías de la Información, Oficina Española de Patentes y Marcas, 
Madrid 
 
 
ÉTATS-UNIS D’AMÉRIQUE/UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
 
Nelson YANG (Mr.), Senior Advisor, Office of International Patent Cooperation, United States 
Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO), Department of Commerce, Alexandria 
 
Arti SHAH (Ms.), International Project Manager, Office of International Cooperation, United 
States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO), Department of Commerce, Alexandria 
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Karen WEILER (Ms.), Special Program Examiner, International Patent Legal Administration, 
Office of International Patent Cooperation, United States Patent and Trademark Office 
(USPTO), Department of Commerce, Alexandria 
 
Tyle AUDUONG (Ms.), Supervisory for Trademark Business Operations Specialist, United 
States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO), Department of Commerce, Alexandria 
 
Kathleen KALAFUS (Ms.), Biosequence Specialist, Scientific and Technical Information Center, 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, Department of Commerce, Alexandria 
 
Narith TITH (Mr.), IT Specialist, United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO), 
Department of Commerce, Alexandria 
 
 
FÉDÉRATION DE RUSSIE/RUSSIAN FEDERATION 
 
Sergey BIRYUKOV (Mr.), Head, IT Department, Federal Institute of Industrial Property 
(ROSPATENT), Moscow 
 
Vladislav MAMONTOV (Mr.), Adviser, International Cooperation Department, Federal Service 
for Intellectual Property (ROSPATENT), Moscow 
 
Irina KOCHNEVA (Ms.), Department of Biotechnology, Agriculture and Food Industry, 10, 
Federal Institute of Industrial Property (Federal Service of Intellectual Property), Moscow 
 
Olga TYURINA (Ms.), Senior Researcher, Classifications and Standards Division, Federal 
Institute of Industrial Property, Moscow 
 
Yury ZONTOV (Mr.), Senior Researcher, Federal Institute of Industrial Property, Moscow 
 
 
FINLANDE/FINLAND 
 
Jouko BERNDTSON (Mr.), Senior Patent Examiner, Finnish Patent and Registration Office 
(PRH), Ministry of Economic Affairs and Employment of Finland, Helsinki 
 
 
FRANCE 
 
Carole BREMEERSCH (Mme), conseillère, Propriété intellectuelle, Économie et 
développement, Mission permanente, Genève 
 
Nil ABRANTES (M.), chargé de diffusion des données marques, Institut national de la propriété 
industrielle (INPI), Courbevoie 
 
Jean-Baptiste DARGAUD (M.), ingénieur brevet, Direction de la propriété industrielle, Institut 
national de la propriété industrielle (INPI), Courbevoie 
 
Nicolas SENNEQUIER (M.), directeur, Prospective et des systèmes d’information, Institut 
national de la propriété industrielle (INPI), Paris 
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Sabine DARRIGADE (Mme), responsable, Pôle diffusion des données de propriété industrielle, 
Département des données, Institut national de la propriété industrielle (INPI), Courbevoie 
 
Josette HERESON (Mme), Conseillère diplomatique, Mission permanente, Genève 
 
 
GÉORGIE/GEORGIA 
 
Ketevan KILADZE (Ms.), IP Advisor, Group Coordinator, Permanent Mission, Geneva 
 
 
HONGRIE/HUNGARY 
 
Janos ERDOSSY (Mr.), Head of Section, Chemistry and Biotechnology Section, Hungarian 
Intellectual Property Office (HIPO), Budapest 
 
Viktoria SOMOGYI (Ms.), Trademark Examiner, National Trademark Section, Hungarian 
Intellectual Property Office (HIPO), Budapest 
 
 
INDE/INDIA 
 
Santosh GUPTA (Mr.), Assistant Controller, Patents and Designs, Patent Office, Delhi, 
Department for Promotion of Industry and Internal Trade (DPIIT), Ministry of Commerce and 
Industry, New Delhi 
 
Rahul GAHLAN (Mr.), Examiner, Patents and Designs, Patent Office, Delhi, Department for 
Promotion of Industry and Internal Trade DPIIT), Ministry of Commerce and Industry, New Delhi 
 
Garima PAUL (Ms.), First Secretary, Permanent Mission, Geneva 
 
 
IRAN (RÉPUBLIQUE ISLAMIQUE D’)/IRAN (ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF) 
 
Bahram HEIDARI (Mr.), Counsellor, Permanent Mission, Geneva 
 
 
ITALIE/ITALY 
 
Cristiano DI CARLO (Mr.), IT Coordinator, Directorate General for the Protection of Industrial 
Property, Patent and Trademark Office (UIBM), Ministry of Economic Development, Rome 
 
Fabrizio FORNARI (Mr.), IT System Administrator, Directorate General for the Protection of 
Industrial Property, Patent and Trademark Office (UIBM), Ministry of Economic Development, 
Rome 
 
 
JAPON/JAPAN 
 
Ryoma KAKIMOTO (Mr.), Japan Patent Office (JPO), Tokyo 
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Tomonari KOSONE (Mr.), Officer, Patent Information Policy Planning Office, Japan Patent 
Office (JPO), Tokyo 
 
Daisuke NAKAJIMA (Mr.), Administrative Officer, Japan Patent Office (JPO), Tokyo 
 
Shingo NAKAZAWA (Mr.), Deputy Director, Japan Patent Office (JPO), Tokyo 
Takuji SAITO (Mr.), Deputy Director, Japan Patent Office (JPO), Tokyo 
 
Miyako SAKAIDA (Ms.), Assistant Director, Information Technology Policy Planning Office, 
Japan Patent Office (JPO), Tokyo 
 
Kosuke TERASAKA (Mr.), First Secretary, Permanent Mission, Geneva 
 
Takuya YASUI (Mr.), First Secretary, Permanent Mission, Geneva 
 
 
LIBYE/LIBYA 
 
Abdul Salam ABU ARQOUB (Mr.), Intellectual Property and Innovation, Libyan Authority for 
Scientific Research, Tripoli 
 
 
LITUANIE/LITHUANIA 
 
Vida MIKUTIENE (Ms.), Specialist, Applications Receiving and Document Management 
Division, State Patent Bureau of the Republic of Lithuania, Vilnius 
 
 
MACÉDOINE DU NORD/NORTH MACEDONIA 
 
Biljana LEKIKJ (Ms.), Deputy Head, TM ID GI Department, State Office of Industrial Property 
(SOIP), Skopje 
 
 
MAROC/MOROCCO 
 
Sara EL ALAMI (Mme), chef, Service des affaires juridiques et du contentieux, Département des 
affaires juridiques, Bureau marocain du droit d’auteur (BMDA), Rabat 
 
 
MEXIQUE/MEXICO 
 
Pedro Damián ALARCÓN ROMERO (Sr.), Subdirector Divisional de Procesamiento 
Administrativo de Marcas, Dirección Divisional de Marcas, Instituto Mexicano de la Propiedad 
Industrial (IMPI), Ciudad de México 
 
Maria Gabriela CABRERA VALLADARES (Sra.), Coordinadora Departamental de Examen de 
Fondo Área Biotecnológica, Dirección Divisional de Patentes, Instituto Mexicano de la 
Propiedad Industrial (IMPI), Ciudad de México 
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Eduardo CONDE ÁNGELES (Sr.), Coordinador Departamental de Desarrollo de Sistemas de 
Marcas, Dirección Divisional de Sistemas y Tecnología de la Información, Instituto Mexicano de 
la Propiedad Industrial (IMPI), Ciudad de México 
 
Pedro David FRAGOSO LÓPEZ (Sr.), Subdirector Divisional de Examen de Fondo de Patentes 
Áreas Mecánica, Eléctrica y de Registros de Diseños Industriales y Modelos de Utilidad, 
Dirección Divisional de Patentes, Instituto Mexicano de la Propiedad Industrial (IMPI), Ciudad 
de México 
 
Diana HEREDIA GARCÍA (Sra.), Directora Divisional de Relaciones Internacionales, Dirección 
Divisional de Relaciones Internacionales, Instituto Mexicano de la Propiedad Industrial (IMPI), 
Ciudad de México 
 
Sonia HERNANDEZ ARELLANO (Sra.), Subdirectora Divisional de Planeación, Coordinación 
de Planeación Estratégica, Instituto Mexicano de la Propiedad Industrial (IMPI), Ciudad de 
México 
 
Emelia HERNÁNDEZ PRIEGO (Sra.), Subdirectora Divisional de Examen de Fondo de 
Patentes Áreas Biotecnológica, Farmacéutica y Química, Dirección Divisional de Patentes, 
Instituto Mexicano de la Propiedad Industrial (IMPI), Ciudad de México 
 
Eunice HERRERA CUADRA (Sra.), Subdirectora Divisional de Negociaciones y Legislación 
Internacional, Dirección Divisional de Relaciones Internacionales, Instituto Mexicano de la 
Propiedad Industrial (IMPI), Ciudad de México 
 
Luis Silverio PÉREZ ALTAMIRANO (Sr.), Coordinador Departamental de Examen Área Diseños 
Industriales y Modelos de Utilidad, Dirección Divisional de Patentes, Instituto Mexicano de la 
Propiedad Industrial (IMPI), Ciudad de México 
 
Jorge Alberto RODRÍGUEZ CEBALLOS (Sr.), Subdirector Divisional de Desarrollo de Sistemas, 
Dirección Divisional de Sistemas y Tecnología de la Información, Instituto Mexicano de la 
Propiedad Industrial (IMPI), Ciudad de México 
 
Jessica SÁNCHEZ VAZQUEZ (Sra.), Especialista en Propiedad Industrial, Dirección Divisional 
de Sistemas y Tecnología de la Información, Instituto Mexicano de la Propiedad Industrial 
(IMPI), Ciudad de México 
 
Claudia Lynette SOLIS ALVAREZ (Sra.), Especialista en Propiedad Industrial, Dirección 
Divisional de Patentes, Instituto Mexicano de la Propiedad Industrial, Ciudad de México 
 
Maria Del Pilar ESCOBAR BAUTISTA (Sra.), Consejera, Misión permanente, Ginebra 
 
 
NICARAGUA 
 
María Fernanda GUTIÉRREZ GAITÁN (Sra.), Consejera, Propiedad Intelectual, Misión 
Permanente, Ginebra 
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NORVÈGE/NORWAY 
 
Magne LANGSÆTER (Mr.), IPR System Product Owner, Digital services, Norwegian Industrial 
Property Office (NIPO), Oslo 
 
Jens Petter SOLLIE (Mr.), Enterprise Architect, Digital Services, Norwegian Industrial Property 
Office (NIPO), Vestby 
 
 
OMAN 
 
Fatma ALBALUSHI (Ms.), Patent Specialist, National Intellectual Property Office,  Intellectual 
Property Department, Ministry of Commerce, Industry and Investment Promotion (MOCIIP), 
Muscat 
 
 
OUZBÉKISTAN/UZBEKISTAN 
 
Alisher DJURAEV (Mr.), KB53DW24XV, Intellectual Property Agency under the Ministry of 
Justice of the Republic of Uzbekistan, Tashkent 
 
Odiljon GAYBULLAEV (Mr.), KB53DW24XV, Intellectual Property Agency under the Ministry of 
Justice of the Republic of Uzbekistan, Tashkent 
 
 
PAKISTAN 
 
Muhammad Salman Khalid CHAUDHARY (Mr.), Second Secretary, Permanent Mission, 
Geneva 
 
 
PARAGUAY 
 
Walter José CHAMORRO MILTOS (Sr.), Segundo Secretario, Misión Permanente, Ginebra 
 
 
PÉROU/PERU 
 
Lourdes LOPEZ RENGIFO (Sra.), Especialista 2, Instituto Nacional de Defensa de la 
Competencia y de la Protección de la Propiedad Intelectual, Presidencia del Consejo de 
Ministros (PCM), Lima 
 
 
PHILIPPINES 
 
Maria Cristina DE GUZMAN (Ms.), Division Chief, Bureau of Patents, Imus 
 
Ann Ruth REYES (Ms.), Intellectual Property Rights Specialist IV, Bureau of Patents, 
Intellectual Property Office of the Philippines (IPOPHL), Taguig City 
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Albert HADE (Mr.), IT Officer, Management Information, Intellectual Property Office of the 
Philippines (IPOPHL), Taguig City 
 
Darlene BARRACAS (Ms.), Information Technology Officer, Intellectual Property Office of the 
Philippines (IPOPHL), Taguig City 
 
Vina Liza Ruth CABRERA (Ms.), Director, Information Technology Management Service, 
Intellectual Property Office of the Philippines (IPOPHL), Antipolo City 
 
Ronil Emmavi REMOQUILLO (Ms.), Intellectual Property Rights Specialist IV, Intellectual 
Property Office of the Philippines (IPOPHL), Manila 
 
Restituto MALIGAYA Jr. (Mr.), Information Technology Officer III, Management Information 
Service, Intellectual Property Office of the Philippines (IPOPHL), Taguig 
 
Cynthia FERNANDEZ (Ms.), Information Technology Officer I, Management Information 
Service, Intellectual Property Office of the Philippines (IPOPHL), Quezon City 
 
 
RÉPUBLIQUE DE CORÉE/REPUBLIC OF KOREA 
 
 
KIM Jihoon (Mr.), Deputy Director, Design Examination Policy Division, Korean Intellectual 
Property Office (KIPO), Daejeon 
 
PARK Siyoung (Mr.), Counsellor, Permanent Mission, Geneva 
 
LEE Jumi (Ms.), Deputy Director, Information and Customer Policy Division, Korean Intellectual 
Property Office (KIPO), Daejeon  
 
LEE Yoojin (Ms.), Deputy Director, Cultural Trade and Cooperation Division, Copyright Bureau 
of the Ministry of Culture, Sports and Tourism of the Republic of Korea, Sejong 
 
YOO SangHee (Ms.), Senior Researcher, Korea Copyright Commission, Seoul 
 
 
RÉPUBLIQUE DE MOLDOVA/REPUBLIC OF MOLDOVA 
 
Julieta ROTARU (Ms.), Senior Specialist, Trademarks and Industrial Design Direction, Industrial 
Designs Division, State Agency on Intellectual Property (AGEPI), Chisinau 
 
Victoria LUŢCAN (Ms.), Head, Document Management Division, Trademarks and Industrial 
Design Direction, The State Agency on Intellectual Property, Chişinău 
 
 
  



CWS/9/25 
Annexe I/Annex I  

page 10 

 
 

RÉPUBLIQUE TCHÈQUE/CZECH REPUBLIC 
 
Michal VERNER (Mr.), Deputy Director, Patent Information Department, Industrial Property 
Office of the Czech Republic, Prague 
 
 
ROYAUME-UNI/UNITED KINGDOM 
 
Andrew BUSHELL (Mr.), Senior Legal Advisor, Legal Section, Intellectual Property Office United 
Kingdom (UK IPO), Newport 
 
Julie DALTREY (Ms.), Senior Data Architect, Intellectual Property Office United Kingdom (UK 
IPO), Newport 
 
 
SINGAPOUR/SINGAPORE 
 
Andrew AU (Mr.), Trade Mark Examiner, Registry of Trade Marks, Intellectual Property Office of 
Singapore (IPOS), Singapore 
 
Benjamin TAN (Mr.), Counsellor (IP), Permanent Mission, Geneva 
 
 
SLOVAQUIE/SLOVAKIA 
 
Katarina DOVALOVA (Ms.), Expert, Industrial Property Office of the Slovak Republic, Banska 
Bystrica 
 
 
SLOVÉNIE/SLOVENIA 
 
Barbara REŽUN (Ms.), Attaché, Permanent Mission, Geneva 
 
 
SUÈDE/SWEDEN 
 
Åsa VIKEN (Ms.), Process Owner, Patents, Patent Department, Swedish Intellectual Property 
Office (PRV), Stockholm 
 
Anders SVENSSON (Mr.), Process Owner, Design and Trademark Department, Swedish 
Intellectual Property Office (PRV), Söderhamn (Stockholm) 
 
 
THAÏLANDE/THAILAND 
 
Peerathai PISANTHAMMANONT (Mr.), Computer Technical Officer, Department of Intellectual 
property (DIP) Ministry of Commerce), Muang 
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UKRAINE 
 
Viktor KHIMCHUK (Mr.), Professional in Intellectual Property, Department of Patent Information, 
Documentation and Standardization, Ministry of Economy of Ukraine, State Enterprise 
“Ukrainian Intellectual Property Institute” (Ukrpatent), Kyiv 
 
Antonina KRAUZE (Ms.), Leading Expert, Department of Biotechnology, Ministry of Economy of 
Ukraine, State Enterprise “Ukrainian Intellectual Property Institute” (Ukrpatent), Kyiv 
 
Svitlana KUSA (Ms.), Head, Department of Patent Information, Documentation and 
Standardization, Ministry of Economy of Ukraine, State Enterprise “Ukrainian Intellectual 
Property Institute” (Ukrpatent), Kyiv 
 
Oksana PARKHETA (Ms.), Deputy Head, Department of the Information Support, Ministry of 
Economy of Ukraine, State Enterprise “Ukrainian Intellectual Property Institute” (Ukrpatent), Kyiv 
 
Sergii TORIANIK (Mr.), Director, Department for Examination of Applications for Inventions, 
Utility Models and Layout Designs, Ministry of Economy of Ukraine, State Enterprise “Ukrainian 
Intellectual Property Institute” (Ukrpatent), Kyiv 
 
 
URUGUAY 
 
Fernanda Andrea GIANFAGNA GAUDIOSO (Sra.), Encargada de División Gestión 
Tecnológica, División Gestión Tecnológica, Ministerio de Industria, Energía y Minería, Dirección 
Nacional de la Propiedad Industrial (DNPI), Montevideo 
 
 
VIET NAM 
 
LE Ngoc Lam (Mr.), Counsellor, Permanent Mission, Geneva 
 
II. ORGANISATIONS INTERNATIONALES 

INTERGOUVERNEMENTALES/INTERNATIONAL INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
ORGANIZATIONS  

 
 
ORGANISATION EUROPÉENNE DES BREVETS (OEB)/EUROPEAN PATENT 
ORGANISATION (EPO)  
 
Fernando FERREIRA (Mr.), Lead for Data Standards, Enterprise Architecture, Den Haag 
 
Domenico GOLZIO (Mr.), Director, Wassenaar 
 
Jeff STEWART (Mr.), Cooperation Project Officer, Rijswijk 
 
Caroline DEMOETE (Ms.), Head of Department Productivity Applications, Collaboration and 
Events, Rijswijk 
 
Sebastian BERGER (Mr.), Head of Department, Business Information Technology, End User 
Computing, Rijswijk 
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Antony FONDERSON (Mr.), PCT Minimum Documentation Task Force Project Manager, 
Rjiswjk 
 
Christian SOLTMANN (Mr.), Product Manager Patent Data Services, Patent Data Management, 
Vienna 
 
Elke VON BREVERN (Ms.), Legal Expert, PCT Affairs, Munich 
 
 
ORGANISATION RÉGIONALE AFRICAINE DE LA PROPRIÉTÉ INTELLECTUELLE 
(ARIPO)/AFRICAN REGIONAL INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY ORGANIZATION (ARIPO)  
 
Flora MPANJU (Ms.), Intellectual Property Department, Ministry of Trade and Justice, Harare 
 
 
UNION EUROPÉENNE (UE)/EUROPEAN UNION (EU)  
 
Thom CLARK (Mr.), Senior Expert, Legal Affairs, Alicante 
 
Yves LASRY (Mr.), Senior Business Analyst, IT, Alicante 
 
Panagiotis SPAGOPOULOS (Mr.), IT Architect, Digital Transformation Department, Alicante 
 
Lorenzino VACCARI (Mr.), IT Architect, Digital Transformation Department, Alicante 
 
 
 
III. ORGANISATIONS NON GOUVERNEMENTALES/NON-GOVERNMENTAL 

ORGANIZATIONS  
 
 
Association européenne des étudiants en droit (Elsa International)/European Law Students’ 
Association (Elsa International)  
 
Algirdas GEDMINAS (Mr.), Head of the Delegation, Brussels 
Sânziana LĂZĂRESCU (Ms.), Delegate, Brussels 
Adriana MESSINA (Ms.), Delegate, Brussels 
Nensi SEFERI (Ms.), Delegate, Brussels 
Bao Thanh TRAN (Mr.), Delegate, Brussels 
 
 
Confederacy of Patent Information User Groups (CEPIUG)  
 
Guido MORADEI (Mr.), Delegate, Varese 
 
 
Independent Alliance for Artists Rights/Independent Alliance for Artists Rights (IAFAR)  
 
Naomi ASHER (Ms.), President, London 
. 
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Institut des mandataires agréés près l’Office européen des brevets (EPI)/Institute of 
Professional Representatives Before the European Patent Office (EPI)  
 
John GRAY (Mr.), Chair of epi Online Communications Committee (OCC), Glasgow 
 
Ronny VAVRIN (Mr.), member of epi Online Communications Committee (OCC), Zurich 
 
 
Omani Association for Intellectual Property (OAIP)  
 
Saeed AL HADHRAMY (Mr.), Executive Manager, Muscat 
 
Muhanna AL ZUHEIMI (Mr.), Assistant Director of Technology Transfer and Localization 
Department, Innovation Center, Ministry of Higher Education, Research and Innovation, Muscat 
 
 
PatCom 
 
Maïke HOUTROUW (Ms.) IP Analyst - Philips, Eindhoven 
 
 
Research Center for Innovation-Supported Entrepreneurial Ecosystems (RISE)  
 
Tatang TACHI (Mr.), President, CEO, Seattle 
 
 
 
IV. BUREAU/OFFICERS 
 
Présidente/Chair    Åsa VIKEN (Mme/Ms.) (SUÈDE/SWEDEN) 
 
Vice-présidents/Vice-Chairs: Siyoung PARK (M./Mr.), (RÉPUBLIQUE DE 

CORÉE/REPUBLIC OF KOREA)  

Secrétaire/Secretary: Young-Woo YUN (M./Mr.) (OMPI/WIPO) 
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V. BUREAU INTERNATIONAL DE L’ORGANISATION MONDIALE DE LA PROPRIÉTÉ 
INTELLECTUELLE (OMPI)/INTERNATIONAL BUREAU OF THE WORLD 
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY ORGANIZATION (WIPO) 

 
Ken-Ichiro NATSUME (M./Mr.), sous-directeur général du Secteur de l’infrastructure et des 
plateformes/Assistant Director General, Infrastructure and Platforms Sector 
 
Kunihiko FUSHIMI (M./Mr.), directeur de la Division des classifications internationales et des 
normes, Secteur de de l’infrastructure et des plateformes /Director, International Classifications 
and Standards Division, Infrastructure and Platforms Sector 
 
Young-Woo YUN (M./Mr.), chef, Section des normes, Division des classifications internationales 
et des normes, Secteur de de l’infrastructure et des plateformes /Head, Standards Section, 
International Classifications and Standards Division, Infrastructure and Platforms  Sector 
 
Edward ELLIOTT (M./Mr.), administrateur chargé de l’information en matière de propriété 
intellectuelle de la Section des normes, Division des classifications internationales et des 
normes, Secteur de de l’infrastructure et des plateformes / Intellectual Property Information 
Officer, Standards Section, International Classifications and Standards Division, Infrastructure 
and Platforms Sector 
 
Emma FRANCIS (Mme/Ms.), spécialiste des données de propriété intellectuelle de la Section 
des normes, Division des classifications internationales et des normes, Secteur de de 
l’infrastructure et des plateformes / Intellectual Property Data Expert, Standards Section, 
International Classifications and Standards Division, Infrastructure and Platforms Sector 
 
 

[L’annexe II suit/Annex II follows] 
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AGENDA 

Document prepared by the Secretariat 

 
 
 
1. Opening of the Ninth Session 

2. Election of the Chair and two Vice-Chairs 

3. Adoption of the agenda 
  See present document. 

4. ICT Strategy for Standards 

(a) Report by the ICT Strategy for Standards Task Force (Task No. 58)  

(b) Publication of the survey results on the priority of 40 Recommendations on ICT                            
Strategies  
 See document CWS/9/2. 

5. IP Data Management using XML or JSON  

(a) Report by the XML4IP Task Force (Task No.41, Task No. 47 and Task No.64)  
See document CWS/9/3. 

(b) Proposals for improvement of copyright orphan work metadata in WIPO Standard 
ST.96  

See document CWS/9/4. 

6. Digital 3D Models and 3D Images in IP documentation 

(a) Report by the 3D Task Force (Task No. 61) 
 See document CWS/9/5. 

(b) Proposal for a new standard on 3D digital objects 
 See document CWS/9/6. 

7. Blockchain for IP ecosystem 

(a) Report by the Blockchain Task Force (Task No. 59) 
 See document CWS/9/7. 

(b) Report on the Blockchain Whitepaper for IP ecosystem 
See document CWS/9/8. 

8. Legal Status Data 

(a) Report by the Legal Status Task Force (Task No. 47) 

(b) Proposal for the revision of WIPO Standard ST.27 
 See document CWS/9/9. 

(c) Report on the implementation plans of WIPO Standard ST.61 
See document CWS/9/10 Rev. 

9. Sequence Listings 

(a) Report by the Sequence Listings Task Force (Task No. 44) 
 See document CWS/9/11. 
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(b) Proposal for the revision of WIPO Standard ST.26 
See document CWS/9/12 Rev. 

(c) WIPO Training webinar series and WIPO Sequence Suite development  

10. Patent Authority File  

(a) Report by the Authority File Task Force (Task No. 51) 
 See document CWS/9/13. 

(b) Publication updates of the Authority File Web Portal 

(c) Proposal for the revision of WIPO Standard ST.37 
See document CWS/9/14 Rev. 

11. Design Representation 

(a) Report by the Design Representation Task Force (Task No. 57) 

(b) Proposal for the revision of WIPO Standard ST.88   
 See document CWS/9/15. 

12. Publication of the survey results on public access to patent information, Part 2  
  See document CWS/9/16. 

13. Digital Transformation 

(a) Report by the Digital Transformation Task Force (Task No. 62) 

(b) Proposal for survey on Office practices for Digital Transformation  
See document CWS/9/17. 

14. Annual Technical Reports (ATRs) 

(a) Report on 2020 ATRs 

(b) Proposal for improvement of ATRs 
See document CWS/9/18. 

15. Update of the WIPO Handbook on Industrial Property Information and Documentation  
  See document CWS/9/19. 

16. Progress reports by Other Task Forces 

(a) Report by the Part 7 Task Force (Task No. 50) 
 See document CWS/9/20. 

(b) Report by the API Task Force (Task No. 56) 

(c) Report by the Name Standardization Task Force (Task No. 55) 

(d) Report by the Trademark Standardization Task Force (Task No.60) 

17. Information on the entry into national (regional) phase of published PCT international 
applications  
  See document CWS/9/21. 

18. Report by the International Bureau on the provision of technical advice and assistance for 
capacity building to industrial property offices in connection with the mandate of the CWS  
  See document CWS/9/22. 

19. Exchange of information on digitalization activities  
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20. Consideration of the Work Program and Tasks List of the CWS 
  See document CWS/9/23. 

21. Summary by the Chair 

22. Closing of the session 

 

[Annex III follows] 
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TASK LIST 

 

(a) Tasks discontinued at this session: 

Task No. 23: Monitor the inclusion, in databases, of information about the entry, 
and, where applicable, the non-entry into the national (regional) 
phase of published PCT international applications. 

Task No. 51: Ensure the necessary revisions and updates of WIPO Standard 
ST.37. 

(b) Tasks revised at this session: 

Task No. 52: Prepare recommendations for systems for providing access to 
publicly available patent information of industrial property offices. 

Task No. 61: Ensure the necessary revisions and updates of WIPO Standard 
ST.91, including methods of search for 3D models and 3D 
images. 

(c) Tasks on which work remains to be done: 

Task No. 24: Collect and publish Annual Technical Reports (ATRs) on Patent, 
Trademark and Industrial Design Information Activities of the CWS 
Members (ATR/PI, ATR/TM, ATR/ID). 

Task No. 44: Support the International Bureau by providing users’ requirements 
and feedback on the ST.26 authoring and validation software tool; 
support the International Bureau in the consequential revision of 
the PCT Administrative Instructions; and prepare necessary 
revisions of WIPO Standard ST.26. 

Task No. 55: Envisaging developing a WIPO standard assisting Industrial 
Property Offices (IPOs) in providing better “quality at source” in 
relation to applicant names, prepare a proposal for future actions 
aimed at the standardization of applicant names in IP documents 
and present it for consideration by the CWS. 

Task No. 58: Prepare a proposal for a roadmap of future development and 
enhancement of WIPO standards, including policy 
recommendations, in view of more effective production, sharing, 
and utilization of data by IP offices and other interested parties, 
taking the following activities: 

i. to review the Recommendations in Group 1 indicated in the 
Annex of document CWS/6/3, in collaboration with other relevant 
CWS Task Forces; 

ii. to review the Recommendations in Group 2 and Group 3 
indicated in the Annex of document CWS/6/3; 

iii. to prioritize Recommendations and suggest a timeline; and 

iv. to explore the impact of disruptive technologies on IP 
administration and IP data in view of harmonization and 
collaboration.  Collect information about the requirements from IP 
offices and customers; and prepare recommendations for 
electronic visual representations of designs. 
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Task No. 59: Explore the possibility of using blockchain technology in the 
processes of providing IP rights protection, processing information 
about IP objects and their use; 

Collect information about IPO developments in use of and 
experience with blockchain, assess current Industry Standards on 
blockchain and consider merit and applicability to IPOs; 

Develop reference models of using blockchain technology in the 
IP field, including guiding principles, common practice and use of 
terminology as a framework supporting collaboration, joint projects 
and proofs of concept; and 

Prepare a proposal for a new WIPO standard supporting the 
potential application of blockchain technology within the IP 
ecosystem. 

Task No. 60: Prepare a proposal for the numbering of INID codes regarding 
word marks and figurative marks, on splitting INID code (551), and 
a potential INID code for combined marks. 

Task No. 63: Develop visual representation(s) of XML data, based on WIPO 
XML Standards, for electronic publication. 

Task No. 64:  Prepare a proposal for recommendations for JavaScript Object 
Notation (JSON) resources compatible with WIPO Standard ST.96 
to be used for filing, processing, publication and/or exchange 
intellectual property information. 

(d) Tasks to ensure continuous maintenance of WIPO Standards: 

Task No. 38: Ensure continuous revision and updating of WIPO Standard 
ST.36. 

Task No. 39: Ensure the necessary revisions and updates of WIPO Standard 
ST.66. 

Task No. 41: Ensure the necessary revisions and updates of WIPO Standard 
ST.96. 

Task No. 42: Ensure the necessary revisions and updates of WIPO Standard 
ST.86. 

Task No. 47: Ensure the necessary revisions and updates of WIPO Standards 
ST.27, ST.87, and ST.61; prepare supporting materials to assist 
the use of those Standards in IP community; analyze the potential 
of merging the three standards ST.27, ST.87, and ST.61; and 
support the XML4IP Task Force to develop XML components for 
legal status event data. 

Task No. 56: Ensure the necessary revisions and updates of WIPO Standard 
ST.90; support the International Bureau in developing a unified 
catalog of APIs that are made available by Offices; and support 
the International Bureau in promoting and implementing WIPO 
Standard ST.90. 

Task No. 57: Ensure the necessary revisions and updates of WIPO Standard 
ST.88. 
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Task No. 62: Review WIPO Standards: ST.6, ST.8, ST.10, ST.11, ST.15, 
ST.17, ST.18, ST.63 and ST.81, and WIPO Handbook Part 6, in 
view of electronic publication of IP documentation; and propose 
revisions of those Standards and materials if needed. 

(e) Tasks of continuing activity and/or information nature: 

Task No. 18: Identify areas for standardization relevant to the exchange of 
machine-readable data on the basis of projects envisaged by such 
bodies as the Five IP Offices (IP5), the Five Trademark Offices 
(TM5), the Industrial Design 5 Forum (ID5), ISO, IEC and other 
well-known industry standard-setting bodies. 

Task No. 33: Ongoing revision of WIPO Standards. 

Task No. 33/3: Ongoing revision of WIPO Standard ST.3. 

Task No. 50: Ensure the necessary maintenance and update of surveys 
published in Part 7 of the WIPO Handbook on Industrial Property 
Information and Documentation. 

(f)  Tasks created at this session and on which work has not started: 

No new tasks were created at this session. 

(g) Tasks on which work has been held in abeyance: 

Task No. 43: Prepare guidelines, for implementation by industrial property 
offices, regarding paragraph numbering, long paragraphs, and 
consistent rendering of patent documents. 

 

 
 

[End of Annex III and of 
document] 


