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Objectives of User Consultation

1

In-depth interview about two components

Active (Cross Filing) Passive (OPD)

- Acceptable IP5 patent application without 
language barrier

- Permission scope of machine translation
- Possibility of standardization for prosecution 

procedure
- Utilization of CCD (autonomous exchange) 
- Utilization of united examination report
- Application fee is reasonable through GD
- Financial transaction (various payment tools) 
- Reliable designated or certified patent attorney 
- ……

- Scope of publication (pre-publication, the 3rd

opinion, 
- Negative effect from sharing of family patent 

(increase of cited document, rejection rate, etc.)
- Standardization of applicant’s name
- Status of patent right
- Utilization of machine translation (against 

specialized translation)
- Ability of linked own internet

…….

 Can be GD helpful for KINPA 
members increasingly?

 What is realistic benefit from it?

 Priority for desirable requirement
 Understanding discrepancy of IP 

laws and Proper suggestion to IP 
offices

One Portal Dossier
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Interviewees

Who? IP executives, managers and specialists in KINPA members

4
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The Result of User Consultation

 20 questions provided to interviewee

 12 industry needs come out via 1st user consultation

 3 subjects could be summarized by 12 industry needs finally

Passive Component (OPD)

Subjects Industry Needs
Date Information Discrepancy of Public Info.

Accessing Time
Image File (Fig.)

Standardized Applicant's Name

All Classification Codes
Patent Status

User Friendly System One Screen Display
Searching Tools
Easy Downloading

Machine Translation

User Training
IT Security (hacking)

Standardization of
Information
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Summary 1

8

Desirable requirement from KINPA user on passive component are

 To standardize applicant’s name

 To provide the status of patent rights with real-time updating

 To materialize machine translation without additional cost

 To be observable one screen view

 To strengthen user training via online and offline 

 To shorten discrepancy of public patent information (non-patent 

documents, opinion document, search report of prior art, etc.) 

 To protect IT security against illegal hacking

 Others….
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The Result of User Consultation

Active Component (Cross-Filing)

Subjects Industry Needs

Standardization CAF
Simplification of Filing Priority Doc. Exchange

Designated Attorney
Submission of Translation

Reasonable Patent Fees Patent Fees

Payment Tools
Integrated Examination Common exam. report 
User Identification User Identification
User Friendly System Improved IT solution

Searching Tools
User Training

Prior IP5 Opinions Alerting System
Linkage of e-PCT

 20 questions provided to interviewee

 13 industry needs come out via 1st user consultation

 7 subjects were summarized by 13 industry needs roughly
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The Result of User Consultation
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Active Component (Cross-Filing)
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Summary 2

8

Desirable requirement from KINPA user on active component are

 To provide alerting system like EPO Register Alert System

 To utilize common examination report aggressively (is GD necessary?)

 To strengthen user training via online and offline 

 To improve independent IT system for user (and designated) authentication

 To suggest reasonable patent fees and various payment tools

 To reduce user’s burden significantly for PDX as well as translated document

 To exchange document based on API

 To standardize CAF(distinctive applicant’s code, designed attorney’s code, etc.)

 To match with user IP intranet for submission of filing documents based on 

API

 To protect IT security against illegal hacking

 To be limited uncertified designated person in case of cross-filing

 Others….
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감사합니다
Thank you very much

谢谢您
ありがとうございます

Sehr Danken
Merci Beaucoup

IP5 WG2:  Second Global Dossier Task Force Meeting 


