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1. USPTO as OFF will support the document exchange for Patent and Design documents.  Please note that our Design document numbers start with “29” series (e.g., 29123456).  In addition, the USPTO supports the xml-tagging for the IP type, e.g., Industrial Design.
2. USPTO will only support gray-scale format (no color) for document exchange, but in the future, the USPTO will strongly consider to be exchanging color documents and drawings.
3. USPTO will not support the document exchange for Trademark documents per DAS 2.0 effort.  USPTO is open for discussion to expand Trademark documents for priority document exchange as a possible enhancement.
4. Please clarify what data elements are mandatory and optional to perform Registration by the OFF.  Specifically, it is not clear to the USPTO whether Priority Filing Date is mandatory.
5. (Per WIPO):  Please confirm that the metadata sent by the OFF for Registration will remain confidential.
6. Please clarify what data elements are mandatory and optional in the PDRequest sent by the OSF.
7. The proposed new status messages (e.g., “Application number and filing date mismatch” and “Application number and access code do not match”) provide specific details about the document.  Due to the applicant’s confidential policy, the USPTO would like to propose using the existing status message of “Application number does not correspond with bibliographic data.” to satisfy these messages.  
8. Proposal consideration for DAS 2.0 enhancement to identify which OSF (member state) is requesting the document.  This information will be useful to the OFF for tracking and reporting statistic purposes.
a. As an alternative to the above proposal, the IB could maintain and report on monthly statistics on requests by OSF’s.  For example, the USPTO would receive a report from the IB stating that GB requested 450 documents; FI requested 22 documents, etc.  If the OFF needs additional details about this statistic, the IB will provide additional details.
9. The USPTO accepts an SB39 from applicants who intend to allow the USPTO to make unpublished documents available to Offices of Later Filing.  If an application publishes, but there is no SB39, the USPTO will not have any indication that the document should be registered.  It is the proposal of the USPTO to register all documents that publish and that have not been previously registered.  Does the IB have any concerns with this proposal?
10. The USPTO agrees with the IB proposal for updating the metadata information including, but not limited to priority filing date, after registration.  The USPTO assumes at this change will be recognized as an update request by the IB because the original ACK-ID and Application Serial Number will be provided by the OFF.  Is this assumption correct?

