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JAPAN PATENT OFFICE

We immensely appreciate the efforts by WIPO IB. JPO agrees with the basic direction of DAS 2.0 currently proposed by WIPO IB. Please find our comments on several points as below.
	No.
	
	JPO Comments

	1
	Page 3, 4
SECURITY MECHANISM

Page 9

Create and/or
Change Access
Control Lists
	Those Offices that have transited to route D as OSFs and those that adopt the exiting route will co-exist for sometime. The applicants would set the access control list for those Offices adopting the existing route. However, they will have difficulty in deciding whether to insert check for access authorization for the Offices that have transited to Route D.

In order to prevent it, it seems desirable that the those Offices that have moved to Route D become grayed out on the access control list as of the day when they transit to Route D except for the cases where OFFs make the setting of access control lists including the already-existing access control list mandatory.

	2
	Page 7

Issue 1
	It is proposed that only WIPO DAS issues access code because when an OFF issues an access code, an applicant unsuccessfully tries to connect the priority document with the WIPO account using the access code before the information such as access code is registered in WIPO DAS by OFF.

JPO wants to leave the option for OFFs to issue the access code because we want to issue it as an OFF.

	3
	Page 7

Issue 3

Page 13

Diagram
	WIPO IB proposes that the cross-check of the priority filing dates will be conducted at the depositing office in case where a depositing office has a digital library and will be conducted  at WIPO DAS in case where the depositing office does not have a digital library.

However, since it is proposed that OFFs register a priority document and its priority date with WIPO DAS and OSF sends the priority date, JPO would like to propose that priority filing dates will be cross-checked in WIPO DAS even if the depositing office has a digital library.

	4
	Page 7
Issues 5.
	Issue 5. describes the case where an OFF adopting the existing Route C transits to Route D after issuing the access code and the applicant tries log into the access control list for the first time.
It said that the warning messages of a, b and c would be displayed in this case. However, we suggest that “Request a document to be registered with DAS again to OFF” is added in the message of c, as the applicants need to file for use in Route D to an OFF again.

	5


	Page 10

NON-FUNCTIONAL


	While it is stated that “Documents for the following IP rights will be supported: Patents, Trademarks, Industrial Designs and Utility Models”, the ISSUES say “We might consider not allowing the association of trademark documents with an account". Therefore, JPO understands that only the issuance of certificates is supported in relation to the trademarks. 

	6
	Page10

ISSUES
	WIPO IB proposes that the accounts and priority documents be de-associated pursuant to the request from an OFF. It is not clear why they are de-associated pursuant to the request from an OFF in the first place and an OFF cannot determine whether the party requesting de-association is a true account holder or not. Therefore, de-association on applicant portal should be enabled.

	7
	Page 10

ISSUES
(Page 6

VARIATIONS)
	JPO believes that the re-issuance and overwriting of access code is required.

	8
	page10

ISSUES
	JPO agrees that trademarks will not be tied to accounts. On the other hand, the certificates of trademark should be issued because they are useful for users. However, we propose to build a simple system from which anyone can download the certificates by entering the application number in the WIPO DAS site as the contents of certificates are not confidential information.

	9
	Page 11

PRE-REQUISITES
	As for the text “The applicant has notified the OSF of the priority office, application number, application filing date…” , "application number" and "application filing date" should be replaced by ”priority application number” and “priority application filing date”. Likewise, the text of “Transition Variations” in Page12 should be revised.

	10
	Page 11

STEPS 3
	It is described that the system returns the error message “access code incorrect” when the data or access codes are not correct in comparing the access code in WIPO DAS. However, WIPO DAS cannot determine whether it is the “application number” or “access code” that is not correct when the combination of access code and application number is not correct. Therefore, we think the error message “access code incorrect” should be changed to “application number/ access code incorrect”.

	11
	Page 12

VARIATIONS
	As for the text “or alternatively by checking the access code provided by the OSF if the applicant decides to communicate the access codes to new OSF instead of managing additional permissions through ACL”, we suggest that this variation is not possible as the check of access control list is inevitable even if the access code is given to OSF when the access control list exists according to the current proposal by WIPO.

 Furthermore, as noted in the comment No.1, we think that whether they compare access code or perform the security check of access control list depends on the timing of transition of the relevant Office rather than the choice of the applicants. Thus, this variation should be deleted.

	12
	Page 12

TRANSITION VARIATIONS
	As for the text “An OSF that has not updated its systems may be obliged to accept a Utility Model document as priority for a Patent application (other scenarios are also possible)”, add an industrial design because an industrial design as a priority document is also possible. 

	13
	Page 12

TRANSITION VARIATIONS
	As for “Service make available a foreign priority document in national applications”, it is necessary to register the information such as which national application includes this foreign priority document in its file wrapper with WIPO DAS. Therefore, we propose to register the national application number and country code that include this priority document in the wrapper in addition to the “office of first filing, application number, and application filing dates” (See Non-Functional in page 6) that are required to register the priority document of ”USE CASE: Register A PRIORITY DOCUMENT”. 
Then, accessing Office will receive the priority office, IP type, priority application number, priority filing date and access code from the applicants as in the usual operation of bilateral exchange of priority documents via DAS. Thus, it will be able to conduct the routing of the information held by WIPO DAS and retrieve the priority document from an appropriate depositing office if only they send the request for retrieval of priority documents to DAS based on such information.

	14
	Schedule
	Although it is said that applicant portal will be available for use on April 2, 2012, for what kind of application can we use applicant portal? (Can we use it only for applications to OFFs that have transited to Route D or can we also use it for the application to OFFs that adopt the existing route?)

Can we still use the current access control list even after the release of the applicant portal?

	15
	
	Please tell us when the IB can transit to Route D when the secondary application is PCT application. Please let us know your plan.


PAGE  
1

