Comments by Intellectual Property Owners Association (IPO):
The practical necessity of introducing a new definition ("Practical Necessity")
IPO’s initial impression is that the proposed definition is intentionally broad, which should be beneficial to users of the system when handling documents where multiple signatures are required.  Further, the new definition adds clarity with respect to proper use of paper/physical signatures since there is no current definition of “signature” under PCT rules.
There may be questions regarding what types of signatures on paper documents would fall outside of this definition—i.e., not “handwritten, printed, typed or stamped.” However, the proposal appears to provide greater flexibility, which may be beneficial.
Additional Notes:
(i) The fact the multiple signatures are seldom received in some Offices is not a reason not to pursue an improvement for other Offices
(ii) This definition applies to international phase only and does not appear to limit the ability of an individual Office to impose stricter requirements and, thus, would not necessarily conflict with local requirements for “autographed” signatures
(iii) Further clarity issues could be resolved using footnotes or other explanatory notes, and  
(iv) Even if most Offices are moving towards electronic signatures, this would not negate the benefit of providing greater flexibility and clarity for those Offices that still wish to use paper documents.



