Trademark Daily XML Process

Frequently Asked Questions (FAQ)

Assignments DTD:

1. Brief Code is not present in the Assignment DTD.

Answer:
The Brief Code that was part of the TWTF will no longer be provided in the Trademark Daily XML Process.  The <conveyance-text> tag within the Assignment DTD will contain the text information for the Brief Code Description.

2. Entity Type is not present in the Assignment DTD.

Answer:  The Entity Type that was part of the TWTF will no longer be provided in the Trademark Daily XML Process.  The <legal-entity-text> tag within the Assignment DTD will contain the text information for the Entity Type Description.

3. The inclusion of the Date Acknowledged in the Assignment DTD.

Answer:  The <date-acknowledged> tag will be included within the Assignment DTD.  The date-acknowledged will be present when the Date-Signed is not available.  The date-acknowledged field contains the date that an official, such as a notary public or secretary of state, signed the deed of record.  The date-signed field contains the date the party signed the deed of record.
4. The trademark-law-treaty-property (tlt-mark-name, tlt-mark-description).

Answer:  The tlt-mark-name will contain the 40 positions of MARK-1-LIN that was in the GENX record.  The tlt-mark-description will contain the contents of the TEXT-TYPE that was in the GENV record.

5. a.  What is the (assignment) purge-indicator?
Answer:  The purge-indicator identifies that the record has been deleted.  The value “Y” will be present to indicate that the record has been deleted and the value “N” will be present when the record is not deleted.

b.  What is the (assignment) conveyance-text?
Answer:  The conveyance-text will be the text (formerly known as brief text) that describes the assignment transaction for the given reel and frame record.

c.  Are the (assignor) legal-entity-text / (assignee) legal-entity-text codes or actual textual data fields?

Answer:  These fields will contain descriptive text as follows:

	Individual

	Partnership

	Corporation

	Joint Ownership

	Joint Venture

	Incorporated Association

	Unincorporated Association

	Trustee

	Joint Stock Company

	Limited Liability Joint Stock Company (Ltd Liab Jt St Co)

	Company 

	Foundation

	Limited Partnership

	State Agency

	Federal Agency

	Unknown

	Other


d. What is the (property) trademark-law-treaty-property?

Answer:  Refeference 4. above.

6. What will be the contents of the <nationality> field of the Assignment DTD (will it be a two-position or a three-position field)?

Answer:  The <nationality> will be a two-position country code of the assignor/assignee.

7. What will be the contents of <country-name>; will this be the country name spelled, or will it be a country code?

Answer:  Currently the Assignment DTD will provide the country name spelled out.  The contents of country-name will be a two-position country code for the production Assignment DTD January 1, 2003.

8. According to the DTD, for each assignment there is one date-recorded. But for every assignor there is one execution-date and one date-acknowledged.   Is this true?

Answer:  Yes there is only one date-recorded, there is supposed to be an execution date for each assignor, however in trademark assignments prior to May of 1995, execution date was not a required element, therefore the submitter may have provided a date-acknowledged instead of an execution date.  There may be a couple of old records that have both date fields, however no assignment created after June of 1995 will have a date-acknowledged.

Applications DTD:

9. All references to “interface” (interface-pending) are apparently erroneous and probably should be changed to “interference.”

Answer:  All references to “interface” are erroneous and will be corrected in the DTD to “interference”.

10. Nothing seems to have been done to differentiate Section 8 affidavits that are filed with renewals from the traditional 6 year affidavits.  Doesn't the office differentiate these two versions of the affidavits in its internal systems?  If so, why are the differences not noted in the data that it releases?

Answer:  The Section 8 affidavits are specified in Table 4 – Prosecution History Event Code List of the updated Trademark Weekly/Daily Text File documentation.

11. As previously indicated, a number of pieces of information that are collected from eTEAS and PrinTEAS documents are not being disseminated.  This group includes all of the fields listed below.  Since the Office has on more than one occasion promised to release all data that is not embargoed, these omissions are not understood.

Applicant phone number

Applicant fax number

Applicant email address

Section 2(f) basis  -- whole or in part

Based on use

Based on prior registration

Other appointed attorneys

Attorney firm name (as a separate entry)

Attorney phone number

Attorney fax number

Attorney email address

Domestic Representative firm name  (as a separate entry)

Domestic Representative phone number

Domestic Representative fax number

Domestic Representative email address

Answer:  The answer is still outstanding and will be addressed as soon as possible.

12. The Allowance Date is apparently retained and displayed in TRAM and TRAM ++ as a separate field as well as an event in the prosecution history. Since there is not specific element for this date in the current documentation, it would appear that it will be released only as part of the events listing.  Why is this information not included as a fielded, specific date?

Answer:  The  <date> field of the element case-file-event-statement will contain Allowance Dates. There are four possible Event Codes within the case-file-event-statement that will contain Allowance Dates:  Notice of Allowance Cancelled  <code> with the value “IUCN”; Notice of Allowance –Mailed <code> with the value “NOAM”;  Previous Allowance Count Withdrawn <code> with the value “ZZZX”; and Allowance/Count Withdraw <code> with the value “ZZZZ”.

The <genx-status-date> field of the element case-file-header will contain Allowance Dates.  There are three possible Status Codes within the case-file-header that will contain Allowance Dates:  Notice of Allowance – Issued <status-code> with the value “688”; Notice of Allowance Withdrawn <status-code> with the value “689”, and Notice of Allowance-Cancelled <status-code> with the value “690”.

13. The DTD includes the following:  <!ATTLIST name  name-type  (natural | legal )  #IMPLIED >.  Some clarification of this element and its use would be appreciated.

Answer:  The attribute name-type has been removed from the Applications DTD.

14. There appears to be discrepancy with respect to the entity data.  While the <!ELEMENT case-file-owner> includes (legal-entity-type-code , entity-statement?, and legal-entity-text?), only the latter two data elements are listed separately below it. The entity text and statement seem to be essentially the same.  If so, shouldn't one be eliminated in favor of the legal-entity-type-code?

Answer:  The <legal-entity-text> field has been removed from the Element case-file-owner of the Applications DTD.

15. Despite the change of name from Citizenship to Nationality, can one assume that both two-character state and three-character country information will still be included?

Answer:  The change to the two-letter codes for the representation of countries, other entities and intergovernmental organizations, according to the WIPO Standard ST.3, will be included before the January 1, 2003 production schedule.

16. In the TWTF specifications, a foreign priority flag is included with the foreign (FRGN) data in addition to its place among the multiple 44(d) flags in the GENX data.  Now it has been eliminated from the FRGN data.  Was there any reason to eliminate the repetition?  Since the priority could arguably be specific to the one of multiple foreign applications or registrations claimed, wouldn't it be clearer to leave the flag/indicator with the appropriate occurrence of the foreign data?

Answer:  The current TWTF has the FLAG FOREIGN PRIORITY CLAIMED in the GENX record and also the FLG-FRPR-CLMD field in the FRGN record.  This allows for multiple FRGN records.  This information will be maintained in both the <foreign-priority-in> field of the case-file-header element and in the <foreign-priority-claim-in> field of the foreign-application element of the Application DTD.

17. The date previously entitled Sequence Number is apparently renamed to Entry Number.  Was there any substantive reason for the change, that is, is there any change in the way the data is presented or ordered?

Answer:  The Trademark Daily XML Process will not require the KEY SEQUENCE and therefore it has been eliminated.  The <entry-number> is part of the <case-file-owner> element in the Application DTD that is a two-position number that identifies the sequence of records within each <case-file-owner> element.

18. <!ELEMENT renewal-date (#PCDATA)> appears in the owner information as does rather than as part of the general data in the GENX equivalent.  Is there any reason for this change? On a similar note, law-office-assigned-location-code appears in <!ELEMENT case-file-header> as well as in <!ELEMENT case-file-owner>.  One would seem to be superfluous.  Please clarify.

Answer:  This has been corrected and both renewal-date and law-office-assigned-location-code only appear in the case-file-header.

19.  In the past there have been many unanswered questions relating to exactly what triggers the inclusion of a record in the TWTF.  Because of the existing selection criteria, certain information relating to the status of pending or allowed applications has not been forwarded despite its inclusion in TARR and other PTO systems.  What exactly will trigger a record for inclusion in the daily files that are defined by these DTD's?

Answer:  We plan to provide all the information that is currently available on the USPTO Trademark Web sites in the Trademark Daily XML Process that goes into production January 1, 2003.

20. Are serial-number, transaction-date and case-file-header really optional?

Answer: The serial-number, transaction-date and case-file-header are identified as optional in the DTD, and will definitely be present for each Trademark document.

21. Does the key-sequence within case-file-header mean there can be more than one set of GENX information for each serial number?  Is key-sequence really optional?

Answer:  The key-sequence within case-file-header is being removed.  There can only be one set of GENX information for each serial number.

22. Is the date of renewal being removed from case-file-header and only available in case-file-owner?  If renewal-date in case-file-owner is not date-of-renewal, then what is it?

Answer:  The renewal-date tag will now only appear in the case-file-header.

23. Should filed-as-us-application-in become filed-as-use-application-in?
Answer:  This has been corrected and it will appear in the corrected Applications DTD, version 0.4, August 14, 2002.

24. Which current fields do without-basis-currently-in and filing-current-no-basis-in map to?

Answer:  In the current GENX record Flag Filed Without Basis, and Flag Without Basis Currently is equated in the Applications DTD as <without-basis-currently-in> and <filing-current-no-basis-in>.

25. What is mark-identification (in case-file-header)?  If it’s not the trademark, where is the trademark?

Answer:  The <mark-identification> tag contains the information from the MARK-1-LIN text data field of the GENX record, and any overflow information from a GENV record(s) will be concatenated in the <mark-identification> tag.

26. Is the text in case-file-statement and case-file-owner-statement going to be limited to 40 bytes.

Answer:  Refer to the answer of 25. above.

27. Is foreign-priority-flag gone from foreign-application?

Answer:  Reference 16. above.

28.  Is composed-of-statement in case-file-owner just an indicator, or does it replace the OWNX type of composed of statement (will CO be removed from type-code)?

Answer:  The <composed-of-statement> tag will contain “CO”, if appropriate, just as the TEXT-TYPE in the OWNR record of the TWTF.

29. What are entity-statement and legal-entity-text in case-file-owner?

Answer:  Reference 14. above.

30. Why is law-office-assigned-location-code in case-file-owner and also in case-file-header?

Answer:  The <law-office-assigned-location-code> in will only be in the element case-file-header.

31. Will address-1, address-2 and name overflow be in one field? Will case-file-owner-statement still have the values AI, AS, or PN?

Answer: The <name> tag will contain the concatenation of the OWNR record Name-1, Name-2, and Name-3 data fields.  Any OWNX record Text Type PN is added to the end of the <name> tag.  The <address-1> tag contains the OWNR record Address-1 data field, and any OWNX record Text Type AI is added to it.  The <address-2> tag contains the OWNR record Address-2 data field, and any OWNX record Text Type AS is added to it.
32. Why are there both a key-sequence within design-searches and a sequence-number within design-search – aren’t these redundant?

Answer:  Reference 17. above.

33. The latest Trademark Weekly/Daily Text File documentation adds an “EVNT” record to the “TRMK” file segment.  How is this reflected in the DTD?

Answer:  In the latest version of the Application DTD, version 0.4 dated August 14, 2002, the case-file-event-statements will contain the <code>, <type>, <description-text>, <date>,  and <number> tags.

TTAB DTD:

34.  The potential contents of the new element, information-text, are difficult to determine from the element name.  Clarification is requested.

Answer:  Information-text (a field for intra-office communications) will be removed from the TTAB DTD.

35.  Specific pieces of data that are included in the PTO's online systems are missing from the data definition.  This includes interlocutory attorney and class, among others.  As with the data items mentioned in item 3 above, is there any reason that this information is not being disseminated?

The following five fields (int-attorney-num, location, location-date, charge-to-location, charge-to-employee) will be included in the latest version of the TTAB DTD, version 0.6 dated July 31, 2002.

36.  The following TTAB questions need to be resolved.

a) proceeding-type-code (proceeding-entry)

· What should we expect to see in this field?

Answer:  The proceeding type is a 3-position alphanumeric field indication the type of proceeding.  Possible values are :  “EXT” (Extension of Time), “OPP” (Opposition), “CAN” (Cancellation), “CNU” (Concurrent Use), “EXA” (Ex Parte Appeal).

b) information-text (proceeding-entry)

· What is this?

Answer:  Information-text (a field for intra-office communications) will be removed from the TTAB DTD.  Reference 34. above.

c) party-role-code (party)

· What will this include?

Answer:  The party-role will contain a 1-position field indicating the type of party involved in the proceeding.  Possible values are “P” for plaintiff or “D” for defendant.

d) name (party)

· Will this be an individual name or a company?

· How does this relate to the name (proceeding-address) section?

Answer:  The <name> (party) tag will contain the content of the TWTF/PART record NAME-1 field.   The content will be the 40-character Owner Name.  The <name> (party) will contain the Owner Name and the <name> (proceeding-address) will contain Correspondence information.

e) orgname (party)

· How does this relate to orgname (proceeding-address) section?

Answer: The <orgname> (party) tag will contain the concatenated content of the TWTF/PART record NAME-2 and NAME-3 fields.   The <orgname> (party) will contain overflow of the Owner Name, if present, and the <orgname> (proceeding-address) will contain Correspondence information.

f) address-type-code (proceeding-address)

· What should we expect here

Answer:  This is a new field with the possible values of “O” for Owner or “C” for correspondence.

g) address-1 (proceeding-address)

· Does this incorporate both addr1 and addr2 that we currently receive?

Answer:  The <address-1> (proceeding-address) tag will contain the concatenated content of the TWTF/PARC record CORR-ADDR occurrence 3 and 4.

h) name (proceeding-address)

· Again is this an individual or company name?

Answer: The <name> (proceeding-address) tag will contain the content of the TWTF/PARC record CORR-ADDR occurrence one (1).   It has the possibility of being either an individual or company name.

i) entry-code (prosecution-entry)

· Are these the same as we receive today?

Answer:  The <code> (prosecution-entry) will contain the code identifying the type of action in the prosecution history.  Reference Table 3 Entry Codes of the TWTF/Daily documentation.

j) history-text (prosecution-entry)

· What will be included here?

Answer:  The <history-text> (prosecution-entry) tag will contain the content of the TWTF/PARX record TEXT.

General:

37. Will updated mapping tables be available?

Answer:  Yes, mapping tables from TWTF to the Trademark Daily XML Process will be provided as soon as they are completed.

38.  What is going to be included in the Daily feed?  Will the MOST (Monthly Status File) still be available?  Will status changes be received daily?

Answer:  Status will be provided through the Trademark Daily XML Process.  The Monthly Status File will be discontinued when the TWTF is discontinued.

39. Will monthly Contractor Reports still be available?  We use the Mis-assigned Report for the pre-release information. Occasionally marks are mis-assigned before they are placed on the TWTF.  The Mis-assigned Report is the only way for us to know it has been mis-assigned.  We also use the Application for Renewals Report (renewals can take up to one year before they appear on the TWTF).  Using this report allows us to notify our clients that a renewal has been applied for.

Answer:  The answer is still outstanding and will be addressed as soon as possible.

40. The DTDs states the encoding is UTF-8.  Does this mean you plan on sending foreign characters or diacriticals?

Answer:  The Trademark Daily XML Process will use the WIPO UTF-8 character encoding scheme.  Foreign characters or diacriticals will not be incorporated at this time.

41. What is the maximum length of data in one line including field tags?  What is the maximum length of data in one line?

Answer:  There is no maximum line length.

42. What are the DTD version number and the version date and how will these work?

Answer:  All three production DTD’s will be version 1.0 with the appropriate approval date.  The (version) <version-no> and <version-date> tags will maintain this DTD information.

43. How will the three XML components (Applications, Assignments, TTAB) be provided through DFD/FTP each day?

Answer:  -The three components will have file names as follows: apyymmdd.zip – asyymmdd.zip – ttyymmdd.zip, where yymmdd will have the daily transaction date.

