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NETWORK FAULT ALERTING SYSTEM
AND METHOD

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

1. Field of the Invention

This invention pertains to the arts of computer network
management, and especially to the management of network
bandwidth consumed by network management, status, and
maintenance messages. More particularly, this invention
relates to the arts of intelligent processing and diagnosis of
network failures and problems based on fault analysis logic
to more accurately detect and isolate computer network
problems, to minimize the network bandwidth consumed by
maintenance messages, and to effectively notify mainte-
nance personnel of the most likely point of failure.

2. Description of the Related Art

Computer networks, such as local area networks
(“LAN™), wide-area networks (“WAN”), intranets and the
Internet typically include substantial maintenance and moni-
toring capabilities. Modern telephone networks, such as
Signalling System 7 (“SS7), Integrated Services Data Net-
work (“ISDN”), and many digital cellular networks includ-
ing GSM, also include substantial equipment and software
which are dedicated to the provisioning, monitoring and
maintenance of the network and its equipment. All of the
above named networks are packet-based networks, and are
well-known within their respective arts.

Key to the architecture and operation of these networks
are packet routers, which interconnect multiple physical
networks and provide routing and forwarding of packets, or
“messages”, from one network to another based upon
addressing schemes defined by well-known protocols such
as the Internet Protocol (“IP”) or LAPD for SS7 and ISDN.
These addressing schemes can be generalized as schemes
which define each data packet or message has having a
header, payload, and tail. The destination address, origina-
tion address, packet sequence number, and payload size are
typically included in the header section of the message. The
payload section contains the actual computer data which is
being transferred from one computer to another via the
computer network, which may represent a portion of a
computer file, a formatted message, or a section of digitized
signal such as voice, video or other audio. The various
message formats are defined by well-known standards pro-
mulgated by InterNIC, the International Telecommunica-
tions Union, Bellcore, and ANSI.

In order to manage these networks, including monitoring
of network operation status, configuring and re-configuring
network elements (routers, terminals and switches), and
provisioning of new network sections, a number of well-
known software and hardware products have been devel-
oped and placed on the market. Most of these products
integrate specialized software onto network server plat-
forms. The software uses the network connectivity and
bandwidth provided by the network server platform to
perform maintenance testing, messaging, status checking,
and alert messaging. Many times, the actual network being
used for “real” traffic, such as computer file transmission or
telephone call transmission, is used for the maintenance
communications as well. In this case, the maintenance
messages “mix in” with the bandwidth of the “real” traffic.
As such, if maintenance messages accumulate to significant
bandwidth consumption, network performance may be
adversely affected. In other cases, separate networks dedi-
cated to maintenance may be configured to avoid this
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problem. But, even so, if maintenance messages exceed an
expected bandwidth level, the dedicated maintenance net-
work may fail.

When network management software like Netview/6000
or Hewlett-Packard’s OpenView and others, detects a net-
work device such as a router has gone off-line, it will send
“node down” events or messages for all the workstations
connected downstream from off-line router to network prob-
lem management server. The network problem management
server provides correlation and processing for opening
trouble tickets, and eventually, it send alerts to appropriate
maintenance personnel thru pagers, e-mail, and/or telephone
calls.

FIG. 1 shows the topology of prior art maintenance
systems. A router (1) may have multiple ports to multiple
networks. Each port is serviced by a network interface card
(“NIC”), such as an Ethernet LAN interface card. FIG. 1
shows an example of a router serving three networks, A, B,
and C, each of which is a group of networked computer
workstations or personal computers. For example, network
A (5) has several “drops” to computers, and one drop or
connection (6) to the router. Likewise, network B (4) is
connected (3) to the router, and network C (2) is connected
(7) to the router. Packets or messages received by the router
are forwarded to other networks based on the addressing
scheme of the network, such as IP in the case of many
computer networks.

Also shown in FIG. 1 is a connection (8) to a maintenance
server (9) such as a NetView 6000 server. In this example,
this connection (8) connects to the router (1) using the
router’s NIC for network D. The maintenance server (9)
typically contains a connectivity database which contains all
of the network addresses of all the elements on the other
networks connected to the router, such as all the computers
connected to networks A, B, and C. Using this database, the
maintenance server (8) periodically sends status query
messages, or “pings”, to each of the computers. If each
computer is on-line, the router is functioning properly, and
the network physical media (cable, RF links, etc.) is in tact,
a reply will be received from each computer nearly imme-
diately in response to the “ping”. If a reply or response is not
received within a certain time from transmitting of the
“ping”, the maintenance server (9) may assume a problem
with the computer, router, or network(s) exists.

For example, if all computers and the router are function-
ing correctly except for one computer, then only one
response will not be received, and all other responses will be
received. However, if the router fails, no responses will be
received from any of the computers. In the most basic of
maintenance system configurations such as the basic Net-
View 6000 product, this scenario can result in a storm of
events being sent to the problem management server which
correlates events and opens trouble tickets, leading to many
useless and/or redundant e-mails and pagers.

FIG. 2 illustrates this scenario. A normal “ping” (20) is
forwarded from the NetView 6000 to the router, which
forwards (21) it to the appropriate PC. The PC, if function-
ing properly, replies (22) via the router to the NetView 6000
(23) within a predetermined time limit t,. If the router has
failed, the “ping” (24) will not be replied to by any of the
computers within time t,, which will result in the NetView
6000 sending multiple “computer down” messages (25) to
the problem management server. The problem management
server is configured to wait a period of time t; before
escalating the event to notification of the maintenance
personnel, in order to reduce the number of alerts made for
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temporary problems such as power glitches, computer
reboots, etc. But, if no “computer up” messages are received
within time limit t,, the problem management server will
send multiple pager messages and telephone calls, and may
open multiple trouble tickets (26), as many as one per
computer on the network. This results the in the alerting of
the maintenance personnel, but is confusing to the personnel
as to which element is actually failed, Additionally, the
network link between the NetView 6000 server and the
problem management server has suffered unnecessary band-
width consumption by all of the “computer down” mes-
sages.

In an enhancement of the prior art network management
technology, a product called Tivoli for Network Connectiv-
ity module (TFNC) by International Business Machines
(“IBM”) employs similar concept, but it adds some intelli-
gent processing to the maintenance server. With TFNC, all
of the original “computer down” messages will be sent to the
problem management server, but, as shown in FIG. 3, the
Tivoli processing (30) will examine the network topology
and determine that all of these failures are likely due to a
single point failure, namely a router failure. So, within the
escalation time period t;, TENC will send multiple “com-
puter up” messages (31) to the problem management server,
which results in a net status of only the “router down”
message being escalated by the problem management server.
While this enhancement to the network maintenance tech-
nology produces a desirable reduction in the number of
alerts (pager messages, trouble tickets, ctc.) (32) issued to
maintenance personnel, it does not reduce the bandwidth
consumed by the messages on the network between the
maintenance server (TFNC and NetView 6000). Rather, it
nearly doubles the bandwidth consumption.

Therefore, there is a need in the art for a system and
method which intelligently processing the “ping” response
pattern in a timely manner, and which issues a minimal
number of “network element down” messages which pre-
cisely isolate the most likely point of failure in order to
minimize network bandwidth consumption, and to minimize
redundant and incorrect maintenance alerts.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

The following detailed description when taken in con-
junction with the figures presented herein present a complete
description of the present invention.

FIG. 1 shows the prior art topology for network manage-
ment servers, software, and connectivity.

FIG. 2 discloses the message sequence used in prior art
network management technology.

FIG. 3 discloses the enhanced prior art network manage-
ment technology message sequence.

FIG. 4 illustrates the functional flow of the inventive
method which filters and diagnosis the most likely point of
failure in the network.

FIG. § shows the modified network topology to include a
system which implements the inventive method.

FIG. 6 shows the message sequence achieved by use of
the inventive method, with substantially reduced network
bandwidth requirements and increased accuracy of the
alerts.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

The foregoing and other objects, features and advantages
of the invention will be apparent from the following more
particular description of a preferred embodiment of the
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invention, as illustrated in the accompanying drawings
wherein like reference numbers represent like parts of the
invention.

The inventive method is preferably implemented as a
software application which will integrate with the existing
network management software packages and servers, such
as Netview/6000, Hewlett-Packard OpenView, and others.
The new software application implements the following
general method or logic:

(a) When a router or a network device goes off-line, then
it will send only one “network element or router down”
event to the problem management server which does
the correlation and issues the trouble tickets for alert-
ing. Thus when the router down (network device) event
is sent via a pager or email, the network operations
personnel will know the router is down, and it is
obvious that the devices connected downstream will be
offline from the entire network;

(b) When a router NIC, port or interface goes off-line, the
same logic should result in only one router down
message being sent to the problem management server;
and

(c) When a networked element other than a router or NIC,
such as a computer, goes off-line, it will send only one
“computer down” event to the problem management
server.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE
INVENTION

The inventive method is preferably realized as a software
application, called “Valerie”, which integrates with existing
network managment software packages and servers, such as
Netview/6000, Hewlett-Packard OpenView, on common
network server computer hardware platforms such as an
IBM RS/6000.

By the logic of the method, it is assumed that it is not
likely that multiple failures occur on the same network
simultaneously. An even if multiple failures are detected or
indicated, certain patterns to the indications allow for diag-
nosis of a more likely single point of failure. For example,
if all but one of the computers on network A in FIG. 1 are
responding to “pings”, it is more likely that the non-
responsive computer is the failure point as the network
wiring, router NIC, and router are still functioning for the
other computers on network A. In fact, if even one computer
on the network responds, it can be assumed that the network
wiring, NMC and router are functioning correctly. However,
if the pattern of non-responses includes all of the computers
on a network, then the NIC and the router are suspect.

So, in the second step of the logic, if any computers on
any other network connected to the router are responding,
but all of the computers on just one network are not
responding, it can be assumed to be a network wiring or NIC
problem with the non-responding network. But, if no com-
puters on any networks are responding, then the router can
be assumed to be the single-point of failure.

In order to process the non-responses and the responses in
this logical fashion, the Valerie application must have access
to the connectivity database which describes the topology of
the networks and computers interconnected by the router,
and contains the addresses of the computers and other
network elements. This database is already available from or
through the network maintenance server, typically through a
application program interface (“APP”). In the prefered
embodiment, Valerie is a software application written in
“C”, and compiled and targeted for an RS/6000 computer
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platform running under the AIX operating system concur-
rently with NetView/6000. However, other languages, such
as Java or C++, platforms, such as a Sun Server or IBM-
compatible personal computer, and operating systems, such
as Solaris or Microsoft Windows NT, may be used as the
target system. In any case, the Valerie application program
can access the connectivity database via an API through the
NetView or OpenView application. Valerie can also send
and receive messages using the platform’s communication
protocol stack, such as IP, and network interface cards, such
as Ethemnet interfaces, as well as monitor for messages on
the network. The integration of Valerie into the overall
network management technology is completed by disabling
the “element down/element up” message output capability
of the NetView or OpenView software, and by enabling the
output of the Valerie logic results. Valerie’s logic can be
triggered by the results of the monitoring activity, or more
actively by “trapping” the output event from the NetView or
OpenView software.

FIG. 4 summarizes the Jogic of Valerie in a functional
flow depiction. When Valerie is started (41), it reads the
connectivity database and develops rules based on the
network connectivity related to the router. Then, it periodi-
cally sends “ping” messages (43) to each element connected
to the router. Alternatively, it may simply monitor the
network for “pings” from the NetView application to each
network element. These “pings” can be sent at any interval
rate, but are sent at approximately 5 minute intervals in the
preferred embodiment. Until a response is not received
within a determined time limit, such as 5 minutes, the period
“pings” continue. But when one or more responses are not
received within the time limit, the logic processing begins.
First, a recent history log is examined (44) to determine if
any other computers on the same network or router NIC
have been received. If so, then a single “element down”
message for the non-responding element or computer is sent
(45) to the problem management server.

If no other responses have been received recently from
other elements or computers on the same network, then the
history log is examined (46) to see if any other computers or
elements on any other networks connected to the router have
been received. If so, then the router NIC and/or network
cabling for the the non-responsive network is assumed to be
the point of failure, and a single “NIC or network down”
message is sent (47) to the problem management server.

However, if no other elements or computers on any of the
networks connected to the router have responded recently,
then a single “router down” message is sent (48) to the
problem management server.

In this embodiment of the invention, the history log can
be built and updated by Valerie actively transmitting “pings”
to network clements and registering the received responses.
Or, it can be built passively by Valerie monitoring (or
“snooping”) the network for “pings” and responses between
network elements and the network management software
application (NetView/6000 or OpenView).

In an alternate embodiment of the invention, the history
log is updated by quickly issuing new “pings” to all other
network elements when a single response is not received
within the time limit. This allows the fault deduction logic
to operate on more recent data, giving a more accurate result.

Finally, turning to FIG. 6, the reduced message bandwidth
realized by the invention is noticable. Following the Valeria
processing (62), a single “element down” message is sent to
the problem management server by the enhanced mainte-
nance server, shown here as NetView/6000 with Valerie.
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It will be understood from the foregoing description that
various modifications and changes may be made in the
preferred embodiment of the present invention without
departing from its true spirit, such as the use of alternate
programming methodologies or languages, alternate server
platforms, various networking protocols, operating systems
and development tool sets. It is intended that this description
is for purposes of illustration only and should not be
construed in a limiting sense. The scope of this invention
should be limited only by the language of the following
claims.

What is claimed is:

1. A method of producing failure alerts in a computer
network containing a -plurality of networked elements
including at least one network router, at least one network
management server, and at least one problem management
server, said router being interconnected to several
subnetworks, each subnetwork interconnecting several net-
worked elements, said method comprising the steps of:

monitoring transmissions via a computer network at least

one status query message to each of said networked
elements in said computer network;

initiating a timer for awaiting receipt of valid status

responses from each networked element in reply to
each status query message;

performing a fault tree analysis to determine the most

likely single point of failure based upon a rule structure
related to the topology of the computer network, said
performance of fault tree analysis being invoked by
expiration of the timer if less than all status responses
are received,

transmitting via a computer network to said problem

management server at least one element failed message
for said determined single point of failure such that said
problem management server is notified of the most
likely point of failure;

receiving via a computer network one or more network

element failed messages transmitted from said network
management Server,

selecting one network element failed message based upon

results of said fault tree analysis; and

forwarding said selected network element failed message

to said problem management server via a computer
network, thereby, blocking the forwarding of all other
network element failed messages received from the
network management server from being received by
said problem management server.

2. A method of producing failure alerts in a computer
network as set forth in claim 1 further comprising the steps
of:

accessing a computer-readable media disposed in said

network management server to obtain computer net-
work connectivity and topology data; and

initiating said rule structure based upon said accessed

computer network connectivity and topological data.

3. A method of producing failure alerts in a computer
network as set forth in claim 2, wherein the step of per-
forming fault tree analysis further comprises the step of
determining that a single element on a subnetwork is failed
only if no response has been received from that single
clement and other responses have been received from other
networked element on the same subnetwork within a pre-
determined amount of time.

4. A method of producing failure alerts in a computer
network as set forth in claim 2, wherein the step of per-
forming fault trec analysis further comprises the step of
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determining that a router interface, network interface card or
port is failed only if no responses have been received from
any of the networked elements on the subnetwork associated
with that router interface, network interface card or port, and
only if other responses have been received from other
networked elements on other subnetworks associated with
other router interfaces, network interface cards, and ports on
the same router within a predetermined amount of time.

S. A method of producing failure alerts in a computer
network as set forth in claim 2, wherein the step of per-
forming fault tree analysis further comprises the step of
determining that a router is failed only if no responses have
been received from any networked elements on any subnet-
works associated with any of the router’s interfaces, network
interface cards, and ports within a predetermined amount of
time.

6. A method of producing failure alerts in a computer
network as set forth in claim 1, further comprising the
following steps after expiration of the timer and prior to
performance of the fault tree analysis:

immediately retransmitting all status query messages to

all networked elements upon the expiration of the
timer; and

re-initiating a timer for awaiting receipt of valid status

responses from each networked element in reply to
each retransmitted status query message, such that said
step of performing fault tree analysis may be performed

“using a set of recently received responses from the
networked elements. )

7. A method of producing failure alerts in a computer
network as set forth in claim 6, wherein said re-initiated
timer is set for an expedited expiration, its expiration value
being significantly shorter than the value of its normally
initiated value.

8. A computer program product for use with network
management server in a computer network, said computer
network containing a plurality of networked elements
including at least one network router, at least one network
management server, and at least one problem management
server, said router being interconnected to several
subnetworks, each subnetwork interconnecting several net-
worked elements, said computer program product compris-
ing:

a computer usable medium having computer readable

" program code means embodied in said medium for
monitoring transmissions via a computer network at
least one status query message to each of said net-
worked elements in said computer network;

a computer usable medium having computer readable
program code means embodied in said medium for
initiating a timer for awaiting receipt of valid status
responses from each networked element in reply to
each status query message; .
computer usable medium having computer readable
program code means embodied in said medium for
performing a fault tree analysis to determine the most
likely single point of failure based upon a rule structure
related to the topology of the computer network, said
performance of adult tree analysis being invoked by
expiration of the timer if less than all status responses
are received
a computer usable medium having computer readable

program code means embodied in said medium for

- transmitting via a computer network to said problem

management server at least one element failed message
for said determined single point of failure such that said
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8
problem management server is notified of the most
likely point of failure;

a computer usable medium having computer readable
program code means embodied in said medium for
receiving via a computer network one or more network
element failed messages transmitted from said network
management server;

a commuter usable medium having computer readable
program code means embodied in said medium for
selecting one network element failed message based
upon results of said fault tree analysis; and

a computer usable medium having computer readable
program code means embodied in said medium for
forwarding said selected network element failed mes-
sage to said problem management server.via a com-
puter network, thereby blocking the forwarding of all
other network element failed messages received from
the network management server from being received by
said problem management server.

9. A computer program product for use with network
management server in a computer network as set forth in
claim 8 further comprising:

a computer usable medium having computer readable
program code means embodied in said medium for
accessing a computer-readable media disposed in said
network management server to obtain computer net-
work connectivity and topology data; and

a computer usable medium having computer readable
program code means embodied in said medium for
initiating said rule structure based upon said accessed
computer network connectivity and topological data.

10. A computer program product for use with network
management server in a computer network as set forth in
claim 8 wherein the computer readable code for performing
fault tree analysis further comprises computer readable
program code means embodied in said medium for deter-
mining that a single element on a subnetwork is failed only
if no response has been received from that single element
and other responses have been received from other net-
worked element on the same subnetwork within a predeter-
mined amount of time.

11. A computer program product for use with network
management server in a computer network as set forth in
claim 8 wherein the computer readable code for performing
fault tree analysis further comprises computer readable
program code means embodied in said medium for deter-
mining that a router interface, network interface card or port
is failed only if no responses have been received from any
of the networked elements on the subnetwork associated
with that router interface, network interface card or port, and
only if other responses have. been received from other
networked elements on other subnetworks associated with
other router interfaces, network interface cards, and ports on
the same router within a predetermined amount of time.

12. A computer program product for use with network
management server in a computer network as set forth in
claim 8 wherein the computer readable code for performing
fault tree analysis further comprises computer readable
program code means embodied in said medium for deter-
mining that a router is failed only if no responses have been
received from any networked elements on any subnetworks
associated with any of the router’s interfaces, network
interface cards, and ports within a predetermined amount of
time.

13. A computer program product for use with network
management server in a computer network as set forth in
claim 8, firer comprising:
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a computer usable medium having computer readable
program code means embodied in said medium for
immediately retransmitting all status query messages to
all networked elements upon the expiration of the
timer; and ‘

a computer usable medium having computer readable
program code means embodied in said medium for
re-initiating a timer for awaiting receipt of valid status
responses from each networked element in reply to
each retransmitted status query message, such that said
fault tree analysis may be performed using a set of
recently received responses from the networked ele-
ments.

14. A network management server system for producing
failure alerts in a computer network, said computer network
having at least one network router interconnected to several
subnetworks, a plurality of networked elements intercon-
nected via said subnetworks and to said network routers, and
at least one problem management server for escalation of
failure alerts and notification of failures to maintenance
personnel, said network management server system com-
prising:

a network server including a computer hardware platform
with a processor and computer-readable medium for
storing data and program code, a network communi-
cations protocol stack, a network management software
suite, and at least one means for communication to
networked elements, router and problem management
server via said computer network;

a status monitor which monitors status replies from said
networked elements made in response to status queries
from said network management software suite;

a failure analyzer invoked by said network management
software suite upon the failure to receive one or more
status replies from said networked elements, said fail-
ure analyzer performing fault tree analysis to determine
the most likely point of failure in the computer net-
work;

a problem management server notifier which transmits a
network element failed message to the problem man-
agement server via a computer network, said network
element failed message including an indicator corre-
sponding to said most likely point of failure as deter-
mined by the failure analyzer; and

a message forwarder which receives via a computer
network one or more network element failed messages
transmitted from said network management server;
selects one network element failed message based upon
results of said fault tree analysis; and forwards said
selected network element failed message to said prob-
lem management server via a computer network
thereby blocking the forwarding of all other network
element failed messages received from the network
managment server from being received by said problem
management Server.

15. A network management server system for producing
failure alerts in a computer network as set forth in claim 14,
wherein said failure analyzer further comprises:

a set of nules for determining the most likely point of
failure based upon a predetermined topological inter-
relationship between the networked elements, the
subnetworks, and the routers and their interfaces to the
subnetworks; and

a comparator which applies the rules to a set of informa-
tion containing all the status replies received from
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networked elements within a predetermined time

period, said comparator producing an output corre-

sponding to a most likely point of failure of the.
network.

16. A network management server system for producing
failure alerts in a computer network as set forth in claim 15,
wherein said set of rules comprise a rule that declares a
networked element to be failed only if no status reply from
the networked element is found in the set of information
being analyzed by the analyzer, and only if at least one status
reply from any other networked element on the same sub-
network is found in the set of information being analyzed by
the analyzer.

17. A network management server system for producing
failure alerts in a computer network as set forth in claim 15,
wherein said set of rules comprise a rule that declares a
suspect network router interface, network interface card, and
port to be failed only if no status reply from any networked
element on the subnetwork associated with the suspect
network router interface, network interface card, and port is
found in the set of information being analyzed by the
analyzer, and only if at least one status reply from any other
networked element on any other subnetwork associated with
any other router interface, network interface card, and port
on the same network router is found in the set of information
being analyzed by the analyzer.

18. A network management server system for producing
failure alerts in a computer network as set forth in claim 15,
wherein said set of rules comprise a rule that declares a
suspect network router to be failed only if no status reply
from any networked element any subnetwork associated any
network interface card or port associated with the suspect
network is found in the set of information being analyzed by
the analyzer.

19. A network management server system for producing
failure alerts in a computer network as set forth in claim 14
further comprising a status refresher which immediately
transmits a status query message to each networked element
upon the invocation of the failure analyzer in order to update
the set of replies received and allow analysis on more recent
status of the network to be performed.

20. A network management server system for producing
failure alerts in a computer network as set forth in claim 14
wherein said status monitor, fault analyzer and problem
management server notifier are application programs inter-
faced to a standard network management server software
suite.

21. A network management server system for producing
failure alerts in a computer network as set forth in claim 20
wherein said application programs are “C” programs com-
piled and targeted for execution by said computer hardware
platform. )

22. A petwork management server system for producing
failure alerts in a computer network as set forth in claim 20
wherein said standard network management server software
suite is a NetView suite.

23. A network management server system for producing
failure alerts in a computer network as set forth in claim 20
wherein said standard network management server software
suite is an OpenView suite.

24. A network management server system for producing
failure alerts in a computer network as set forth in claim 20
wherein said computer hardware platform is an RS/6000
computer platform running an AIX operating system, both
of which are International Business Machines products.

* ok * K *
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A;l)plication No. 09/497,590 . PETITION
Filed: June 6, 2000 :
Attorney Docket No. 101.0044-03000

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.182, filed on June 6, 2000, requesting that the above-
identified application be accorded “a later filing date.’ .
The ap;élicatipn was dﬁginally filed on February 3, 2000. However, on April 18, 2000, the Initial
Patent Examination Division mailed a Notice of Omitted Items in a Nonprovisional application
(“Notice”) advising applicant that the February 3, 2000 filing date had been accorded the application,

but that pages 45, 58 and 68 of the specification appeared to have been omitted.

In resgonse, on June 6, 2000, the present petition was filed aqcomcf)anied by a complete copy of the
specification including pages 45, 58 and 68 and a copy of a signe declaration.

Since a petition under 37 CFR 1,182 and a copy of the omitted items, i.e., pages 45, 58 and 68, have
been filed in response to the Notice, the petition is understood as requestmg at the application be
accorded a filing date of June 6, 2000, the date the omitted items were file (See option II in Notice).

The petition is GRANTED. '

A newly executed oath or declaration is not required under 37 CFR 1.51(b)(2) and 1.53(f) in a
continuation or divisional application, provided that the specification and drawings filed in the
continuation or divisional apgllcatlon contain no matter that would have been new matter in the prior a
application. See 37 CFR 1.6 % )(1). For initial processing purﬁoses it is presumed that the :
specification filed June 6, 2000, contains no matter that would have been new matter in the prior
%pphcatlon. Thus, the application will be ti)lrocessed using the copy of the declaration sugphgd on June

, 2000. No surcharge is required, since the declaration was present on the June 6, 2000 filing date
accorded the application. :

The continuity data for this agplication has been corrected as requested in the request for a corrected
filing receipt filed June 6, 2000. '

The a;()iplication is being returned to Initial Patent Examination Division for further rocessing with a
filing date of June 6, 2000, using the drawings supplied on February 3, 2000 and the specification and
signed declaration filed on June 6, 2000.

g‘gge%l'}%%e inquiries concerning this matter may be directed to Petitions Attorney RC Tang at (703)

y H

Beverly ¥1. Flanagan
Sli%erwsory Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions )

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy
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This 1s a decision on the petition filed March 31,2006 under 37 CFR § 1.144 requesting
modification of the election requirement. Petitioner authorized a fee of $130.00 be charged to
Deposit Account No. 50-3726 under 37 CFR § 1.17(h) for handling of the petition.

The petition is dismissed.

The examiner construed the petition as a request for reconsideration and in finding petitioner’s
points of argument persuasive, granted applicant’s requests in a non-final Office action mailed
August 26, 2006. In view of the examiner’s action, decision on the petition is moot and subject
to dismissal.

There is no fee for a petition under 37 CFR § 1.144. Therefore, petitioner may request a refund
under 37 CFR § 1.26 in a separate letter addressed to the USPTO as provided for under 37 CFR
§ 1.1(a). A copy of this decision should be attached to the letter. Questions regarding the refund
may be directed to the Office of Finance at 571-272-6500.

PETITION DISMISSED.

Any inquiry regarding this decision should be directed to Allan N. Shoap, Special Programs
Examiner, at (571) 272-4514. '
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Technology Center 3700




UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE -

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
P.O. Box t4s0

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

Paper No.
MARTIN & FERRARO, LLP
1557 LAKE O'PINES STREET, NE
HARTVILLE OH 44632

COPY MAILED

JUL 07 2008
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of oot
Gary Michelson : DECISION ON APPLICATION
Application No. 09/497,590 ~: - FOR ' .
Filed: June 6, 2000 : PATENT TERM ADJUSTMENT

Atty Docket No. 101.0044- 03000

This is a decision on the “APPLICATION FOR PATENT TERM
ADJUSTMENT, ” filed May 29, 2008. Applicant requests that the
initial determination of patent term adjustment under 35 U.S.C.
154 (b) be corrected from one thousand one hundred ninety-three
(1193) days to one thousand two hundred twenty-one (1221) days.

The application for patent term adjustment is DISMISSED.

For the reasons stated. herein, the Office has updated the PAIR
screen to reflect that: the correct Patent Term Adjustment (PTA)
determination at the time.of the mailing of the Notice of
Allowance is one thousand one hundred eighty (1180) days. A
copy of the updated PAIR screen, showing the correct
determination, is enclosed.

On March 18, 2008, the Office mailed the Determination of Patent
Term Adjustment under 35 U.S.C. 154(b) in the above-identified
application. The Notice stated that the patent term adjustment
(PTA) to date is 1193 days. On May 29, 2008, applicant timely
submitted the instant application for patent term adjustment?’.
In effect, applicant contends that the date of mailing of a non-
final Office action on August 28, 2006, and not the date of
mailing of a final Office action on June 23, 2006, should be
used in calculating the Office delay for taking action in excess

' PALM records indicate that the Issue. Fee payment was also filed on May 29,

2008.
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of four months to respond to their response after non-final
Office action filed March 31, 2006. On that basis, applicant
requests entry of a 28 day period of adjustment for Office
delay.

Applicant’s argument has been considered, but is not well taken.
Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.702(a) (2),

Subject to the provisions of 35 U.S.C. 154 (b) and this
subpart, the term of an original patent shall be adjusted
if the issuance of the patent was delayed due to the
failure of the Office to:

(2) Respond:to a. reply under 35 U.S.C. 132 or to an appeal
taken under 35 U.S.C. 134 not later than four months after
the date on which the reply was filed or the appeal was
taken;

On March 31, 2006, applicant filed a response to a non-final
Office action. On June 23, 2006, the Office mailed a final
Office action. This was within four months. Thus, no period of
adjustment was entered. for Office delay pursuant to 37 CFR
1.702(a) (2).

On March 31, 2006, applicant also filed a PETITION UNDER 37
C.F.R. §1.144, requesting modification of the restriction
requirement. The examiner construed the petition as a request
for reconsideration and in finding petitioner’s points of
argument persuasive, granted applicant’s requests in the non-
final Office action mailed August 28, 2006. The examiner’s
subsequent reconsideration and mailing of ‘a non-final Office
action does not negate the fact that the Office first took
action in this application within the meaning of § 1.702(a) (2)
on June 23, 2006. The mailing of another Office action on
August 28, 2006 does not constitute Office delay.

However, a.review, of the application history reveals that
correction of the initial.determination of patent term
adjustment is required. The review revealed a basis for entry
of an additional period of reduction for applicant delay. 37
CFR 1.704(c) (8) provides that:

Submission of a supplemental reply or other paper, other
than a supplemental reply -or other paper expressly
requested by the examiner, after a reply has been filed, in
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which case the period of adjustment set forth in § 1.703
shall be reduced by the number of days, if any, beginning
on the day after the date the initial reply was filed and
ending on the date that the supplemental reply or other
such paper was filed;

In this instance,'after filing a response on June 17, 2007, on
June 30, 2007, applicant filed a supplemental response. The
record does not support a conclusion that this supplemental
response was expressly requested by the examiner. Accordingly,
an additional period of reduction of 13 days is being entered
for applicant delay pursuant to 37 CFR 1.704(c) (8).

In view thereof, the determination ofipatent term adjustment at
the time of the mailing of the Notice of Allowance is one
thousand one hundred eighty (1180) days.

Receipt of the $200.00 fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.18(e) is
acknowledged. No additional fees are required.

The application is being forwarded to the Office of Patent
Publication for issuance of theﬁpétent. The patent term
adjustment indicated on the patent will include any additional
adjustment accrued both for Office delay in issuing the patent
more than four months after payment of the issue fee and
satisfaction of all outstanding requirements, and for the Office
taking in excess of three years to issue the patent (to the
extent that the three-year period does not overlap with periods
already accorded). ' B

Telephone inquiries spécific to this decision should be directed
ndersigned at (571) 272-3219.
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In re Patent No. 6220287
Issue Date: April 24,2001
icati :DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Application No. 09497776 "UNDER 37 CFR 1.378(c)
Filed: February 3,2000

Attorney Docket No. 8190-360

This is a decision on the electronic petition, filed =~ December 21,2009 ynder 37 CFR 1.378(c)
to accept the unintentionally delayed paymentofthe 7.5  year maintenance fee for the above-identified patent.

The petition is GRANTED.

The maintenance fee is accepted, and the above-identified patent reinstated as of December 21,2009
This decision also constitutes notice that the fee has been accepted. An electronic copy of the petition and

this decision has been created as an entry in the Image File Wrapper. Nevertheless, petitioner should print
and retain an independent copy.

Telephone inquiries related to this electronic decision should be directed to the Electronic Business Center at 1-866-217-9197.
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Approved for use through 43/31/2012. OMB 0651-0016

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

PETITION TO ACCEPT UNINTENTIONALLY DELAYED PAYMENT OF MAINTENANCE FEE IN AN
EXPIRED PATENT (37 CFR 1.378(c))

Issue Date Application Filing Date . .
Patent Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Docket Number (if applicable)
6220287 2001-04-24 09497776 2000-02-03 99-036

CAUTION: Maintenance fee (and surcharge, if any) payment must correctly identify: (1) the patent number and (2) the application number|
of the actual U.S. application leading to issuance of that patent to ensure the fee(s) is/are associated with the correct patent. 37 CFR
1.366(c) and (d).
SMALL ENTITY

|:| Patentee claims, or has previously claimed, small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27.

LOSS OF ENTITLEMENT TO SMALL ENTITY STATUS
|:| Patentee is no longer entitled to small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27(g)

NOT Small Entity Small Entity
Fee Code Fee Code
O  3%year (1551) () 3%year (2551)
(® 7%vyear (1552) (O 7 Vayear (2552)
O 11%year  (1553) O 1 Ysyear (2553)
SURCHARGE

The surcharge required by 37 CFR 1.20(}2) (Fee Code 1558) must be paid as a condition of accepting unintentionally delayed payment
of the maintenance fee.

MAINTENANCE FEE (37 CFR 1.20(e}-(@))
The appropriate maintenance fee must be submitted with this petition.

STATEMENT
THE UNDERSIGNED CERTIFIES THAT THE DELAY IN PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE TO THIS PATENT WAS
UNINTENTICONAL

PETITIONER(S} REQUEST THAT THE DELAYED PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE BE ACCEFTED AND THE PATENT
REINSTATED

THIS PORTION MUST BE COMPLETED BY THE SIGNATORY OR SIGNATORIES

37 CFR 1.378(d) states: “Any petition under this section must be signed by an attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent
and Trademark Office, or by the patentee, the assignee, or other party in interest.”

| certify, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.4(d){4) that | am

@ An attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office

(O A sole patentee

O A joint patentee; | certify that | am authorized to sign this submission on behalf of all the other patentees.
O A joint patentee; all of whom are signing this e-petition

O The assignee of record of the entire interest

EFS - Web 22
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Approved for use through 43/31/2012. OMB 0651-0016
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

Patent Practitioner

A signature of the applicant or representative is required in accordance with 37 CFR 1.33 and 10.18. Please see 37 CFR 1.4{d) for the
form of the signature

Signature

Mark D. Elchuk/

Date (YYYY-MM-DD)

2009-12-21

Name

Mark D. Elchuk

Registration Number

33686

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.378(c). The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which
is to file (and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This
collection is estimated to take 1 hour to complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the
USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/
or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Cffice, U.S.
Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS
ADDRESS. This form can only be used when in conjunction with EFS-Web. If this form is mailed to the USPTO, it may cause
delays in reinstating the patent.

EFS - Web 22




Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your submission of
the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the requirements of the Act, please be
advised that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b}2); (2) furnishing of the
information solicited is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office is to process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or patent. If you do not
furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to process and/or examine your
submission, which may result in termination of proceedings or abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1.

The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of Information Act
(5 U.8.C. 552) and the Privacy Act (5 U.5.C. 552a). Records from this system of records may be disclosed to the
Department of Justice to determine whether the Freedom of Information Act requires disclosure of these records.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting evidence to a
court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in the course of settlement
negotiations.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress submitting a request
involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has requested assistance from the Member
with respect to the subject matter of the record.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contracter of the Agency having need for
the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of information shall be required to comply with the
requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuantto 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

A record related to an Internaticnal Application filed under the Patent Cocperation Treaty in this system of records
may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau of the World Intellectual Property Organization,
pursuant to the Patent Cocperation Treaty.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal agency for purposes of
National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General Services, or
his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that agency's responsibility to
recommend improvements in records management practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and
2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this
purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make
determinations about individuals.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either publication of the
application pursuant to 35 U.5.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.S5.C. 151. Further, a record may
be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the public if the record was filed in an
application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which application is
referenced by either a published applicaticn, an application open to public inspections or an issued patent.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local law
enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or regulation.

EFS - Web 22



.PARTMENT OF COMMERCE

© UNITED STATES !
patent and T ademark Office :
ASSIST T ETARY AND COMM\SS\ONER OF

et
m
4
>
o
m
PTO

I

£530 H )
03137022
©2/03/00

BE
£%
=
t O
3
=
ww
2%
!
=
v
‘o
@
—
o
wn
o
z
0
e
P
)
"
~<
=
>
Friows
i T
.

P
pOST FFICE WER 34009
CHARLOTTE, rRTH C OLINA 28234
JUN 2 41997
1n re AP 1ication of UF'!"lUI.‘-Uﬁ‘tiiiiUNt
Frank S- french et al. : M{‘-D”Emgggggsﬁsj"“
Applicati n No. 07/182,646 : ON PETITION
Filed: 4/15/88 :
Attorney Docket No- 5470-130 : “‘5%‘3 » %?
REGENEUW:

This is 2 decision on petition under 37 CFR 1.137(a),
filed March 14, 19 e above—identified
application.1
The petition is granted.

1996 has peen accepted.

The Terminal pisc P
i i r (74) months: which is

The period

equivalent
this application must

Any continuing applica ion filed from
of this decision and copy © the Terminal
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requesting the terminal disclaimer be
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Www.uspto.gov

MYERS BIGEL SIBLEY & SAJOVEC

PO BOX 37428 | COPY MAILED
RALEIGH NORTH CAROLINA 27627

MAY 1 2 2004
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
French et al. :
Application No. 09/497,822 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: February 3, 2000
Attorney Docket No. 5470-130DIV

This is in response to the communication filed October 14, 2003, entitled “Submission of Decision on the
Renewed Petition under 37 CFR 1.137(a)”, which is being treated as a petltIOI‘l under 37 CFR 1.183 for
waiver of 37 CFR 1.137(d). -

The petition is granted.

Applicants note that a favorable decision mailed June 24, 1997, on the petition filed under 37 CF
1.137(a) in parent application No. 07/182,646 required inter alia, that a copy of the decision and the

- terminal disclaimer filed with the petition be filed in any continuing application, and further, that ,
applicants request that the terminal disclaimer be recorded against the continuing application. While
applicants have compliantly filed herein a copy of the decision and the terminal disclaimer in this
continuing application, applicants assert that, in light of the rules promulgated subsequent to the decision,
it is 1o longer required or necessary that the terminal disclaimer be recorded against this application.

The rule change effective December 1, 1997, nevertheless required in 37 CFR 1.137(c) (now (d)) that
“[t]he terminal disclaimer must also apply to any patent granted on any continuing application entitled
under 35 U.S.C. 120 to the benefit of the filing date of the application for which revival is sought.” As
noted in MPEP 711.03(c)III(G), the terminal disclaimer would only be excused if the parent application
had been revived strictly for continuity with this application; however as the parent application was
revived in 1997 and this application was not filed until 2000, such is not the case. It follows that, as
explained in MPEP 711.03(c)III(G), applicants are , in essence seeking relief by waivér of the rules of the
necessity of recording the terminal disclaimer against this application. It is noted that the instant
application claims § 120 benefit of the parent application which was filed April 15, 1988, and further,
some 74 months of term were disclaimed in the parent case. Thus, the longest term the instant
application can enjoy as a patent expires April 15, 2008; if the same 74 months were also disclaimed
herein no term would be available to any forthcoming patent. It is agreed that justice would be served by
waiver of the requirement that the terminal disclaimer be recorded against the instant continuing ‘
application. Since the disclaimed period of 74 months will not be accepted herein, then petitioners have
disclaimed the period that would extend beyond 20 years from April 18, 1988, the earliest date claimed
under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120, 121, or 365(c). See MPEP 711.03(c)III(G).

The $130 petition fee has been charged



Application No. 09/497,822 ’ Page 2

Any inquiries concerning this decision may be directed to the undersign.ed at (703) 305-8680.

/g/LW Cer—
Brian Hearn

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy
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UNITED STATES ,}PA!TMENT OF COMMERCE

.5" Y,
© * Patent and Trademark Office
x % : ASSISTANT SECRETARY AND COMMISSIONER OF
Y § PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS
et * Washington, D.C. 20231

. Paper No. 31
KENNETH D. SIBLEY

BELL, SELTZER, PARK & GIBSON, P.A.

POST OFFICE DRAWER 34009 O ] C
CHARLOTTE, NORTH CAROLINA 28234 C PY MA j :-
JUN'2 4 1997
In re Application of : QFriveOrrEiiiUNS
Frank S. French et al. : AK‘DATC@IQﬂageapmm
Application No. 07/182,646 : ON PETITION ~
Filed: 4/15/88 _ . Aaga
ttorney Docket No. 5470-130 : 0 3 w
REGEVED Bv:

This is a decision on the renewed petition under 37 CFR 1.137(a),
filed March 14, 1997, to revive the above-identified
application.?

The petition is granted.

The Terminal Disclaimer filed on May 20, 18996 has been accepted.
The period disclaimed is seventy four (74) months, which is
equivalent to the period of abandonment.

Any continuing application filed from this application must
contain a copy of this decision and a copy of the Terminal
Disclaimer. The copies must be filed with a cover letter

requesting the terminal disclaimer be recorded on the continuing
application.

The file is being forwarded to Examining Group 1800 for
consideration of the response filed May 22, 1886.

Telephone inguiries related to this decision should be directed

" to Rob Nappi at the Office of Petitions.at (703) 305-9282.

e -/
A SQ_J.E’C.L.»'\‘\ . 7

N

Abraham Hershkovitz r~

Director, Office of Petitions '

Office of the Deputy Assistant Commissioner
for Patent Policy and Projects

! The petition is accompanied by a copy of an itemized
postcard receipt date-stamped December 5, 1996, which is accepted
as prima facie evidence that the original petition was received
at the PTO on that date, and subsequently misplaced.RECE'VED

0CT 17 2003
- OFFICE OF PETITIONS




E OF CORRECTION

‘ | Paper No.. ——
DATE : //7%/ Aperte —
TOSPEOF :ARTUNIT ___é,_fL

SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction for Appl. No.: Zé '22 %Z Patent No: W

A response is requested with respect to a re,quest for a certificate of correction.

- With respect to the change(s) requested to correct Office and/or Applicant’s errors, should
the patent read as shown in the certificate of correction attachied herewith or the COCIN

document(s), in IFW images for the above-identified patented application? No new matter

should be introduced, nor should the scope or meaning of the claims be changed.

If the response is for an IFW, within 7 days, please complete and forward the response, to
the employee (named below) via scanning into application images, using document code
COCX. :

If the response is for a paper file wrapper, please complete the response and forward the

response with the paper file wrapper, to the employee (named below) within 7 days, to:
Certificates of Correction Branch (CofC) :
South Tower - 9A22
Palm Location 7580

VIRGINIA TOLBERT

Certificates of Correction Branch

703-308-9390.ext. 113

Thank You For Your As'slstan'ce

The request for issuing the above-identif‘ ed correction(s) is hereby:
) Note your decision on the appropriate box .

MApproved _' C oA changes apply. A

a Approved In part Specify below which changes do not apply.

O Denied - R State the reasons for denial below.
‘Comments: A '

eSS T O g

SPE Art Unlit

"PTOL-306 (REV. 7/03)

atent and Trademark icCe




UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

JAMES H. BEUSSE BROWNLEE WOLTER
MORA & MARIE, P.A.
390 N. ORANGE AVE., SUITE 2500 “~ COPY MAILED
ORLANDA, FL 32801

FEB 1 6 2006
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Bradley Paul Barber, et al. :
Application No. 09/497,993 : ON PETITION

Filed: February 4, 2000
Attorney Docket No. 2925-0401P

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed December 19, 2005, to revive the
above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the
non-final Office action mailed June 16, 2004, which set a shortened statutory period for reply of
three (3) months. No extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained.
Accordingly, the application became abandoned on September 17, 2004.

The petition satisfies the requirement of 37 CFR 1.137 (b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the
reply in the form of an Amendment; (2) the petition fee of $1500; and (3) the required statement
of unintentional delay have been received. Accordingly, the petition filed December 19, 2005 is
accepted as having been unintentionally delayed.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at
(571) 272-3229.

The application matter is being referred to Technology Center 3700, Art Unit 3729 for further
processing.

Retta Williams
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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. Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

Washington, P“‘.‘C‘;wggzg%‘ll

UNITED STATES PATENTQTRADEMARK QFFICE

Paper No. 23

OBLON SPIVAK MCCLELLAND MATIER & NEUSTADT P C
1755 JEFFERSON DAVIS HIGHWAY
FOURTH FLOOR

ARLINGTON VA 22202 COPY MAILED
" JUN 04 2002
: . OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Aipllcatlon of
Ternynck, et al. :
Application No. 09/497,997 : ON PETITION
Filed: Februar 000 :

4
Docket No. 0669-0166-OX-CONT

sion on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed

This is_a deci _ _ 37 ‘ )
2002, to revive the above-identified application.

March 11,
The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application became abanconed for failure to
timely file a Eroper reply to the non-final (:ffice action, mailed
August 31, 2001, which set a_shortened statu')rg period for reply——
of "three 36 months. An earlier Office actic 1 had been mailed on
July 31 001. However, the Office remailed this action on
August 31, 2001 and reset the period for resyanse. On January

31, 2002, petitioner obtained a two month exiz=nsion of time and
filed a fo ice of Appeal. However, because - 1e claims had not
yet been twice rejected, the Notice of Appea. was not a proper
reng. No further extensions_of time under tnae provisions of 37
CFR_1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the¢ above-identified
agpl;catlon became abandoned on February 1, [.J002. The mailing of
the instant decision precedes the mailing of a Notice of
Abandonment. :

Petitioner has_met the requirements to revive. the above- =
identified application, pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b). Petitioner
submitted the required reply in the form of ¢ 1 amendment, paid
the petition fee, and made a statement of un: itentional delay.

37_CFR 1.137(b)(§) requires a statement that cthe entire_delay in
filing_the required regly from the due date :>r_the reply_ until
the filing of "'a grantable petition pursuant > 37 CFR 1.137(b)
was uninténtional. The statement contained : 2 _the instant (3)

%etition varies from the language required b 37 CFR 1.137(b)
he statement contained in the instant petit.on 1s belng
construed as the statement re%glred bg 37 CFR 1.137(b) (3) .
Petitioner must notify the Office if this is aot a correct
1n§e£pretatlon of the statement contained in :the instant
petition. °

Pursuant to 37 CFR 1,136, an extension of tim2 must be_ filed
prior to the expiration of the maximum_ perioc¢ obtainable for
reply to avoid abandonment., Accordingly, since the $520
extension of time fee submitted with the pet:.:ion on March 11,
2002 was subsequent to the maximum period obi ainable for reply
(Februar% 28 0026, this fee has been refundc=2d to Deposit
Account No. 15-0030-



™%

¢ .

14

Application No. 09/497,997 Page 2

In addition, since the filing of
31, 2002 was improper, the 8 20 for its filirg
to Deposit Account No. 15-0030.

a Notice of Apgeal on January
as been refunded

The application file is being forwarded to Technoloay
for consideration of petitioner’s amendment, filed Ma

2002.
Telephone inquiries regard' s decision snould be directed to
the undersigned at (703) 3 ‘

Cliff Congo

Petitions Attorney

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

WWww.uspto.gov

FINNEGAN HENDERSON FARABOW

GARRETT & DUNNER

901 NEW YORK AVENUE NW COpPY

WASHINGTON, DC 20001-4413 MAILED
JUN 0.6 2006

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Patent No. 6,794,579

Issue Date: September 21, 2004 :

Application No. 09/498,062 : ON PETITION
Filed: February 4, 2000 :

Attorney Docket No. 05788.0124

This is a decision on the petition, fled November 4, 2005, which is being treated
as a petition under 37 CFR 1.182 requesting issuance of a duplicate Letters
Patent for the above-identified application.

The petition is granted.

The Publishing Division is directed to issue a duplicate Letters Patent.

Any questions concerning this matter may be directed to the undersigned at
(571) 272-3218. Any questions concerning issuance of the duplicate Letters

Patent should be directed to Krystal Paige at (703) 305-9250.

A copy of this decision is being forwarded to Publishing Division for issuance of a
duplicate Letters Patent.

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: Krystal Paige, P/OPPD, ST 8C32 - Fax No. 571-273-9756



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

In re Patent No. 6574614

Issue Date: June 3,2003

icati :DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Application No. 09498153 'UNBER 37 CFR 1.378(c)
Filed: February 4,2000

Attorney Docket No. 6K061-012

This is a decision on the electronic petition, filed August 14,2007 ,under 37 CFR 1.378(c)
to accept the unintentionally delayed payment of the 5 5 year maintenance fee for the above-identified patent.

The petition is GRANTED.

The maintenance fee is accepted, and the above-identified patent reinstated as of August 14,2007
This decision also constitutes notice that the fee has been accepted. An electronic copy of the petition
and this decision has been created as an entry in an Image File Wrapper. Nevertheless, petitioner
should print and retain an independent copy

Telephone inquires related to this electronic decision should be directed to the Electronic Business Center at
1-866-217-9197.



A31 PTO/SB/66

Approved for use through 44/30/2008. OMB 0651-0016

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

PETITION TO ACCEPT UNINTENTIONALLY DELAYED PAYMENT OF MAINTENANCE FEE IN AN
EXPIRED PATENT (37 CFR 1.378(c))

Issue Date Application Filing Date . .
Patent Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Docket Number (if applicable)
6574614 2003-06-03 09498153 2000-02-04 21700068-000003

CAUTION: Maintenance fee (and surcharge, if any) payment must correctly identify: (1) the patent number and (2) the application number|
of the actual U.S. application leading to issuance of that patent to ensure the fee(s) is/are associated with the correct patent. 37 CFR
1.366(c) and (d).
SMALL ENTITY

Patentee claims, or has previously claimed, small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27.

LOSS OF ENTITLEMENT TO SMALL ENTITY STATUS
|:| Patentee is no longer entitled to small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27(g)

NOT Small Entity Small Entity
Fee Code Fee Code
O  3%year (1551) (& 3% year (2551)
(O  7Vyear (1552) (O 7 Vayear (2552)
O 11%year  (1553) O 1 Ysyear (2553)
SURCHARGE

The surcharge required by 37 CFR 1.20(}2) (Fee Code 1558) must be paid as a condition of accepting unintentionally delayed payment
of the maintenance fee.

MAINTENANCE FEE (37 CFR 1.20(e}-(@))
The appropriate maintenance fee must be submitted with this petition.

STATEMENT
THE UNDERSIGNED CERTIFIES THAT THE DELAY IN PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE TO THIS PATENT WAS
UNINTENTICONAL

PETITIONER(S} REQUEST THAT THE DELAYED PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE BE ACCEFTED AND THE PATENT
REINSTATED

THIS PORTION MUST BE COMPLETED BY THE SIGNATORY OR SIGNATORIES

37 CFR 1.378(d) states: “Any petition under this section must be signed by an attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent
and Trademark Office, or by the patentee, the assignee, or other party in interest.”

| certify, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.4(d){4) that | am

@ An attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office

(O A sole patentee

O A joint patentee; | certify that | am authorized to sign this submission on behalf of all the other patentees.
O A joint patentee; all of whom are signing this e-petition

O The assignee of record of the entire interest

EFS - Web 2.1



A31 PTO/SB/G6

Approved for use through 44/30/2008. OMB 0651-0016
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

Patent Practitioner

A signature of the applicant or representative is required in accordance with 37 CFR 1.33 and 10.18. Please see 37 CFR 1.4{d) for the
form of the signature

Signature

fcarl m davis i/

Date (YYYY-MM-DD)

2007-08-14

Name

Carl M. Davis li

Registration Number

31502

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.378(c). The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which
is to file (and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This
collection is estimated to take 1 hour to complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the
USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/
or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Cffice, U.S.
Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS
ADDRESS. This form can only be used when in conjunction with EFS-Web. If this form is mailed to the USPTO, it may cause
delays in reinstating the patent.

EFS - Web 2.1




Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your submission of
the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the requirements of the Act, please be
advised that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b}2); (2) furnishing of the
information solicited is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office is to process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or patent. If you do not
furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to process and/or examine your
submission, which may result in termination of proceedings or abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1.

The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of Information
Act (5 U.S.C. 552} and the Privacy Act (5 U.5.C. 552a). Records from this system of records may be disclosed to the
Department of Justice to determine whether the Freedom of Information Act requires disclosure of these record s.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting evidence to
a court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in the course of settlement
negotiations.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress submitting a
request involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has requested assistance from the
Member with respect to the subject matter of the record.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of the Agency having need
for the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of informaticn shall be required to comply with the
requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuantto 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

A record related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in this system of
records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Internaticnal Bureau of the World Intellectual Property
Organization, pursuant to the Patent Cocoperation Treaty.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to ancther federal agency for purposes of
National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General Services,
or his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that agency's responsibility to
recommend improvements in records management practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and
2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this
purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make
determinations about individuals.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either publication of
the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 151. Further, a record
may be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the public if the record was filed in an
application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which application is
referenced by either a published applicaticn, an application open to public inspections or an issued patent.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local law
enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or regulation.

EFS - Web 2.1
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Washington, D.C. 20231

WwWW. USpto. gov

Paper No. 11

Pillsbury Winthrop

Intellectual Property Group
11682 El Camino Real, Suite 200
San Dicgo, CA 92130-2092

In rc Application of

Vlasuk, George P. ct al. :

Application No. 09/498,272 : ON PETITION
Filed: February 4, 2000 ‘

Attorney Docket No 018813

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b). filed December 31. 2002, to revive the above-
identified application.

The petition 1is GRANTED.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the non-final
Office action mailed September 28, 2001, which set a period for reply of one (1) month. No extensions of
time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the above-identificd application
became abandoned on October 29, 2001.

The above-identified application is being revived solely for purposes of continuity with a continued
prosccution application (CPA) filed on December 31, 2002,

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Latrice Bond at (703) 308-6911.

The application file 1s being forwarded to Technology Center AU 1632 for processing the Continued
Prosccution Application filed with the instant petition.

A .
/’v ‘// " . . -‘T(:\
\%{H'ﬂbt(i.«ﬁ/ CT/@&<Q

Latrice Bond

Paralegal Spccialist

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
For Patent Examination Policy
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.0. Box 1456

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

Paper No. 22

Oblon Spivak McClelland .
Maier & Neustadt
1940 Duke Street COPY MA"-ED

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of '
Yves Naoumenko et al. » : ,
Application No. 09/498,363 : ON PETITION

Filed: February 4, 2000
Attorney Docket No. 1247-0851-6V

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed January 23, 2004, to revive the
above-identified application.

The petition is granted.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply within the meaning of

37 CFR 1.113, to the final Office action mailed March 7, 2003, which set a shortened statutory

period for reply of three (3) months. No extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR

1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the above-identified application became abandoned on

June 8, 2003. .

The application file is being forwarded to Technology Center AU 1774, for processing the
___.———ReguestTor Continded Examination under 37 CFR 1.114 filed with the instant petition.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Latrice Bond at (703) 308-
6911.

St

Latrice Bond

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions .

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy




UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Mailed: 8-30-0%

In re application of

Colin et al.

Serial No. 09/498,363

Filed: February 4, 2000

For: Laminated Glazing With High Crash Test Resistance

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

wk

DECISION ON
PETITION

This is a decision on PETITION C.F.R. 1.181 to require the Examiner to act on the above-

referenced application .

DECISION
The petition is DISMISSED.

The Examiner issued a non-final office action on June 6, 2007.

Jacqffeline M. Stone, Director
Technology Center 1700
Chemical and Materials Engineering

Gregory J. Maier

OBLON, SPIVAK, MCCLELLAND, MAIER & NEUSTADT, P.C.

1940 DUKE STREET
ALEXANDRIA VA 22314



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

OBLON, SPIVAK, MCCLELLAND MAIER

& NEUSTADT, P.C.

1940 DUKE STREET

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314 COPY MAILED
JUN 2 4 2008

In re Application of :

Yves NAOUMENKO et al. _ :

Application No. 09/498,363 :  DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: February 04, 2000
Attorney Docket No. 146493US6

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed March 11,
2008, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the non-final Office action
mailed, June 06, 2007, which set a shortened statutory period for reply of three (3) months. No
extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the application
became abandoned on September 07, 2007.

The petition satisfies the conditions for revival pursuant to the provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that (1)
the reply in the form of Notice of Appeal and Appeal Brief; (2) the petition fee of $1,540.00; and (3) the
required statement of unintentional delay have been received. Accordingly, the reply to the non-final
Office action of June 06, 2007 is accepted as having been unintentionally delayed.

An extension of time under 37 CFR 1.136 must be filed prior to the expiration of the maximum
extendable period for reply. See In re Application of S., 8 USPQ2d 1630, 1631 (Comm’r Pats. 1988).
Since the $1,050.00 extension of time fee submitted with the petition on March 11, 2008 was subsequent
to the maximum extendable period for reply, this fee is unnecessary and will be credited to petitioner’s
deposit account.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-4231.

The application file is being referred to Technology Center AU 1794 for appropriate action on the
concurrently filed amendment.

[

Michelle R. Eason
Paralegal Specialist
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE ‘ -

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.0. Box 1450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
WWW.USpLo.gov
[ APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE ) FIRST NAMED INVENTOR ] ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. I CONFIRMATION NO. |
09/498,412 02/04/2000 Heinz Zom 63870-9001-00 8789
23409 7590 03/20/2008
. EXAMINER
MICHAEL BEST & FRIEDRICH LLP : | |
100 E WISCONSIN AVENUE HOANG, TU BA
Suite 3300 AR UNIT " -
MILWAUKEE, WI 53202 ) | | paperNUMBE |
- ’ 3742
" . ’ I MAIL DATE I DELIVERY MODE J

03/20/2008 PAPER

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
P.O. BOX 1450

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450
www.uspio.gov

In re Patent No. ZORN ET AL. :
Issue Date: April 17,2001 : - DECISION GRANTING

Appl No.: 09/498,412 ' . PETITION
Filed: February 04, 2000 . 37CFR.1.324

For: Multiple Wire Cord and Multiple Segment Heating
Element for Footwear / Outerwear Heater

This is a decision on the petition filed February 28, 2005 to correct inventorship under 37
CFR 1.324. - '

The petition is granted.

The patented file is being forwarded to Certificate of Corrections Branch for issuance of a
certificate naming only the actual inventor or inventors.

: A

n'v:4 Hoang
SPE, Art Unit 3742
Technology Center 3700

MICHAEL BEST & FRIEDRICH LLP
100 E WISCONSIN AVENUE
Suite 3300
MILWAUKEE, WI 53202



PTO/SB/66 (03-09)

Approved for use through 43/31/2012. OMB 0651-0016

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

PETITION TO ACCEPT UNINTENTIONALLY DELAYED PAYMENT OF MAINTENANCE FEE IN AN
EXPIRED PATENT (37 CFR 1.378(c))

Issue Date Application Filing Date . .
Patent Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Docket Number (if applicable)
6,724,407 2004-04-20 09/498,632 2000-02-07

CAUTION: Maintenance fee (and surcharge, if any) payment must correctly identify: (1) the patent number and (2) the application number|
of the actual U.S. application leading to issuance of that patent to ensure the fee(s) is/are associated with the correct patent. 37 CFR
1.366(c) and (d).
SMALL ENTITY

Patentee claims, or has previously claimed, small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27.

LOSS OF ENTITLEMENT TO SMALL ENTITY STATUS
|:| Patentee is no longer entitled to small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27(g)

NOT Small Entity Small Entity
Fee Code Fee Code
O  3%year (1551) (& 3% year (2551)
(O  7Vyear (1552) (O 7 Vayear (2552)
O 11%year  (1553) O 1 Ysyear (2553)
SURCHARGE

The surcharge required by 37 CFR 1.20(}2) (Fee Code 1558) must be paid as a condition of accepting unintentionally delayed payment
of the maintenance fee.

MAINTENANCE FEE (37 CFR 1.20(e}-(@))
The appropriate maintenance fee must be submitted with this petition.

STATEMENT
THE UNDERSIGNED CERTIFIES THAT THE DELAY IN PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE TO THIS PATENT WAS
UNINTENTICONAL

PETITIONER(S} REQUEST THAT THE DELAYED PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE BE ACCEFTED AND THE PATENT
REINSTATED

THIS PORTION MUST BE COMPLETED BY THE SIGNATORY OR SIGNATORIES

37 CFR 1.378(d) states: “Any petition under this section must be signed by an attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent
and Trademark Office, or by the patentee, the assignee, or other party in interest.”

| certify, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.4(d){4) that | am

@ An attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office

(O A sole patentee

O A joint patentee; | certify that | am authorized to sign this submission on behalf of all the other patentees.
O A joint patentee; all of whom are signing this e-petition

O The assignee of record of the entire interest

EFS - Web 22



PTO/SB/66 (03-09)

Approved for use through 43/31/2012. OMB 0651-0016
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

Patent Practitioner

A signature of the applicant or representative is required in accordance with 37 CFR 1.33 and 10.18. Please see 37 CFR 1.4{d) for the
form of the signature

Signature

/joe zheng /

Date (YYYY-MM-DD)

2010-04-20

Name

Joe Zheng

Registration Number

39450

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.378(c). The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which
is to file (and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This
collection is estimated to take 1 hour to complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the
USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/
or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Cffice, U.S.
Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS
ADDRESS. This form can only be used when in conjunction with EFS-Web. If this form is mailed to the USPTO, it may cause

delays in reinstating the patent.

EFS - Web 22




Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your submission of
the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the requirements of the Act, please be
advised that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b}2); (2) furnishing of the
information solicited is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office is to process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or patent. If you do not
furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to process and/or examine your
submission, which may result in termination of proceedings or abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1.

The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of Information Act
(5 U.8.C. 552) and the Privacy Act (5 U.5.C. 552a). Records from this system of records may be disclosed to the
Department of Justice to determine whether the Freedom of Information Act requires disclosure of these records.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting evidence to a
court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in the course of settlement
negotiations.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress submitting a request
involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has requested assistance from the Member
with respect to the subject matter of the record.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contracter of the Agency having need for
the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of information shall be required to comply with the
requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuantto 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

A record related to an Internaticnal Application filed under the Patent Cocperation Treaty in this system of records
may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau of the World Intellectual Property Organization,
pursuant to the Patent Cocperation Treaty.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal agency for purposes of
National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General Services, or
his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that agency's responsibility to
recommend improvements in records management practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and
2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this
purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make
determinations about individuals.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either publication of the
application pursuant to 35 U.5.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.S5.C. 151. Further, a record may
be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the public if the record was filed in an
application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which application is
referenced by either a published applicaticn, an application open to public inspections or an issued patent.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local law
enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or regulation.

EFS - Web 22



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
WWW.Uspto.gov

In re Patent No. 6724407
Issue Date: April 20,2004
icati :DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Application No. 09498632 "UNDER 37 CFR 1.378(c)
Filed: February 7,2000

Attorney Docket No. MUSE-300

This is a decision on the electronic petition, filed ~ April 20,2010 ,under 37 CFR 1.378(c)
to accept the unintentionally delayed paymentof the 3.5  year maintenance fee for the above-identified patent.

The petition is GRANTED.

The maintenance fee is accepted, and the above-identified patent reinstated as of April 20,2010
This decision also constitutes notice that the fee has been accepted. An electronic copy of the petition and

this decision has been created as an entry in the Image File Wrapper. Nevertheless, petitioner should print
and retain an independent copy.

Telephone inquiries related to this electronic decision should be directed to the Electronic Business Center at 1-866-217-9197.



Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
PO Box 1450

Arlington, VA 22313-1450

www.usplo.gov

Paper No. 19

COPY MAILED

Alza Corporation

1900 Charleston Road '

PO Box 7210, M10-3 _ JUL 0 8 2003
Mountain View, CA 94039-7210 4 OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of

Uster, Paul S. et al. ‘ : ‘

Application No. 09/498704 : ON PETITION

Filed: February 7, 2000
Attorney Docket No. 5325-0162.30

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed June 25, 2003 to revive the above-
identified application.

_ The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner within the
meaning of 37 CFR 1.113 in reply to the final Office action mailed April 1, 2002. Accordingly, the
application became abandoned on October 2, 2002.

The application file is being forwarded to Technology Center AU 1615 for processing the Request for
Continued Examination under 37 CFR 1.114 filed October 31, 2002.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Latrice Bond at (703) 308-6911.

Rotoe B

Latrlce Bond

Paralegal Specialist

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

EXXONMOBIL RESEARCH AND ENGINEERIN G COMPANY
P.0. BOX 900

1545 ROUTE 22 EAST COPY MAILED
ANNANDALE, NJ 08801-0900
JUN 2 2 2005
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
David J. Baillargeon, et al. :
Application No. 09/498,793 ' : ON PETITION

Filed: February 4, 2000
Attorney Docket No. 10213-1

This is a decision on the petltlon under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed September 3, 2004, to revive the
above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The petition satisfies the conditions for revival pursuant to the provisions of 37 CFR 1.137 (b) in
that (1) the reply in the form of a Request for Continued Examination (RCE); (2) the petition fee;
(3) the required statement of unintentional delay have been received. Accordingly, the petition
filed September 3, 2004 is accepted as having been unintentionally delayed.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at
(571) 272-3229.

The application file is being forwarded to Technology Center 1700, Art Unit 1764 for processing
the Request for Continued Examination under 37 CFR 1.114 filed with the instant petition.

% Wm
Retta Williams

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

. Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Washington, D.C. 20231

wWwWw.uspto.gov

Paper No. 7

Kent N Stone CorPYy MAILED

NASA Glenn Research Center

Mail Stop 500 118 MAY 1 5 2003 $\
21000 Brookpark Road

Cleveland, OH 44135 ' OFFICE OF PET,T'ONS

In re Application of ‘ ;.

Duffy et al. : DECISION DISMISSING
Application No. 09/498,794 : PETITION

Filed: February 1, 2000 :
Attorney Docket Number: LEWlo6,833-1:

This is a decision on the Petition to Accept Missing Item in New
Application under 37 CFR 1.182, which is being treated as a
petition to accord a filing date February 1, 2000 to page 7 of
the specification. .

The petition is dismissed.

The application was filed on February 1, 2000. However, on April
4, 2000, the Office mailed a “Notice of Omitted Item(s) in a
Nonprovisional Application” (hereinafter “Notice”), indicating,
that the application had been accorded a filing date of February
1, 2000, and advising applicant that page 7 of the specification
appeared to have been omitted.

In response, Petitioner filed the instant petition wherein
Petitioner avers that page 7 of the specification was filed with
the application. This contention is supported by the Declaration
Kent N. Stone, and a patent application mailing card which
putatively indicate that 29 pages of specification were filed on
February 1, 2000. However, the application file does not contain
a copy of a date stamped filing receipt®.

Upon review of the record, 28 pages of specification (pages 1-6,
8-29), including claims and the abstract, are located among the
application papers. However, page 7 of the specification has not
been located in the Official file. The Patent and Trademark
Office (Office) file is the official record of the papers filed
in this application. A review of the official file reveals that
no copy of a date stamped filing receipt indicating that 29 pages
of specification, claims and abstract was filed.

The best evidence of what was filed on February 1, 2000, is
applicant’s postcard receipt. “If a receipt of any item (e.g.,
gaper or fee) filed in the USPTO is desired, it may be obtained
y enclosing with the paper a self-addressed postcard
specifically identifying the item. The USPTO will stamp the
receipt date on the postcard and place it in the outgoing mail.
A postcard receipt which itemizes and properly identifies the

'Petitioner provides a copy of his patent application
mailing card; however, the mailing card does not contain the
USPTO 'date stamp indicating receipt herein.



® ®

Application No. 09/498,794 ‘ Page 2

items which are being filed serves as prima facie evidence of
receipt in the USPTO of all items listed thereon on the date
stamped thereon by the USPTO..” MPEP § 503.

It is noted that this petition is dismissed without prejudice.
Petitioner should submit a copy of a return receipt postcard
evincing receipt by the Office of page 7 of the specification.

Any request for reconsideration should be filed within TWO MONTHS
of the date of this Decision in order to be considered timely.

37 CFR 1.181(f). This time period may not be extended pursuant
to 37 CFR 1.136.

Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be
addressed as follows:

By mail: Commissioner for Patents
Box DAC
Washington, D.C. 20231

By facsimile: (703) 308-6916
Attn: Office of Petitions

By hand: Office of Petitions
2201 South Clark Place
Crystal Plaza 4, Suite 3C23
Arlington, VA 22202

This application is being forwarded to the Office of Initial
Patent Examination for further processing with a filing date of
February 1, 2000, using pages 1 - 6 and - 29 of specification
filed on that date.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed
to Petitions Attorney Derek L. Woods at (703) 305-0014.

y ‘*7@

Bev . anagan ' g%?ééaf%%%gggg

1sory Petitions Examiner Petitions Attorney
ce of Petitions Office of Petitions
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

] Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

Washington, D.C. 20231
i WWW.USpto.gov

Paper No. 8

Kent NlStone ) COPY MAILED
NASA Glenn Research Center

Mail Stop 500 118 AUG 2 9 2003
21000 Brookpark Road :
Cleveland, OH 44135 OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of :

Duffy et al. : DECISION GRANTIN
Apﬁllcation No. 09/498,794 : PETITION :
Filed: February 1, 2000

Attorney Docket Number: LEW16,833—1§

This is a decision on the Request for Reconsideration of
Dismissed Petition to Accept Missing Item in New Application
under 37 CFR 1.182, requesting the application be accorded a
filin% date February 1, 2000, including page 7 of the
specification.

The petition is granted.

The agglication was filed on February 1, 2000. However, on April
4, 2000, the Office mailed a “Notice of Omitted Item(s) in a
Nonprovisional'Application” (hereinafter “Notice”), indicating,
that the application had been accorded a filing date of February
1, 2000, and advising applicant that page 7 of the specification
appeared to have been omitted.

Background

In response, on November 13, 2002, Petitioner filed a petition
wherein Petitioner averred that page 7 of the specification was
filed with the application. The contention was supported by the
Declaration Kent N. Stone, and a patent application mailing card
which putatively indicate that 29 pages of specification were
filed on February 1, 2000. However, the application file did not
contain a copy of a date stamped filing receipt!. That petition
was dismissed without prejudice in a Décision mailed on May 15,
2003. The Dismissal required a copy of applicant’s postcard
receipt.

The instant petition

In response to the Dismissal, Petitioner files the instant
renewed petition and includes a cogg of the return-receipt
postcard acknowledging receipt of pages of specification filed
on February 1, 2000. -

A review of the return receiEt postcard reveals that Petitioner
is correct. The postcard ac nowledges receipt of 29 pages of
sYecification filed on February 1, 2000. Petitioner. has

also re-submitted page 7 of the specification with the instant
petition.

'Petitioner provided a copy of his patent application
mailing card; however, the mailing card did not contain the USPTO
date stamp indicating receipt herein.
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petition. :
Application No. 09/498, 794 Page 2

Evidence of receipt of .any correspondence filed in the Patent and
Trademark Office can be obtained by submitting a self-addressed
gostcard properly itemizing and identifying the paper or papers

eing filed. Upon receipt of the correspondence, the Patent and
Trademark Office will check the listing on the post card against
the papers submitted, making sure that all items listed are
present and will then stamp the postcard with an Official date
stamp and place the postcard in the outgoing mail. “A postcard
recelpt which itemizes and properly identifies the papers which
are beln? filed serves as prima facie evidence of recelgt in the
PTO of all items listed thereon by the PTO.” MPEP § 50

The petition is granted. The Notice of Incomplete Nonprovisional
Application, mailed April 4, 2000, is hereby withdrawn.

No petition fee has been charged, and none is due.

The application will be returned to the Office of Initial Patent
Examination for further processing as a nonprovisional
application with a filing date of February 1, 2000, using the
original application papers filed, along with page 7 of the
Eec1f1catlon filed on November 13, 200 The Office record

St iuld reflect that 29 pages of spec1flcatlon were present on
iling

Telephone inquiries concernlng thlS matter should be dlrected to
the undersigned at (703) 305-001

éerek L. Woogs

Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OfFfFice
P.0O. Bax 1450

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450

WWW.USPTO.GOV

Paper No. 10
Helfgott & Karas PC
Emp%re State Building 60th floor COPY MAILED
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Kazuhiko Yamaguchi :
Application No. 09/498,857 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: February 7, 2000
Attorney Docket No.: FUJI 16.987
Title: BASE STATION APPARATUS

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR § 1.137(b)', filed June 15, 2004, to revive the
above-identified application. A

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to submit the issue in a timely
manner in reply to the Notice of Allowance and Issue Fee Due, mailed March 24,2003, which
set a shortened statutory period for reply of three (3) months. No extensions of time are
permitted for transmitting issue fees”. Accordingly, the above-identified application became
abandoned on June 25, 2003. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed July 23, 2003.

With the instant petition, Petitioner has met the requirements to revive the above-identified
application, pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b). Petitioner submitted the required reply in the form of
the filing of the issue and petition fees, and has made the proper statement of unintentional delay.

The petition is GRANTED.

After this decision is mailed, the application will be forwarded to the Office of Patent Publication
for further processing into a patent.

Questions pertaining to this application should be directed towards the Office of Patent
Publication at (703) 305-8497.

1 A grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be accompanied by:
(1) The reply required to the outstanding Office action or notice, unless previously filed;
(2) The petition fee as set forth in § 1.17(m);
(3) A statement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the reply
until the filing of a grantable petition pursuant to this paragraph was unintentional. The
Commissioner may require additional information where there is a question whether the
delay was unintentional, and;
(4) Any terminal disclaimer (and fee as set forth in § 1.20(d)) required pursuant to paragraph (d) of
this section.
2 See MPEP §710.02(e).



Application No. 09/498,857 . ‘ Page 2

Telephone inquiries regarding this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (703) 305-
0011. Please note that on approximately September 28, 2004, the Office of Petitions will
relocate to the new PTO location in Alexandria. Although the mailing address will remain the
same, the general phone number for the Office of Petitions which should be used for status
requests will change to 571-272-3282, and the telephone number for the undersigned will change

to 571-272-3225.

Panl Shanoski
O, of ey
8 0 ons
United States Patent and Tradomark Offiee



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

In re Patent No. 6532308

oplcation No. heach 11,200 :DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Application No. 09498924 'UNBER 37 CFR 1.378(c)
Filed: February 4,2000

Attorney Docket No. 4756 US

This is a decision on the electronic petition, filed March 28,2007 ,under 37 CFR 1.378(c)
to accept the unintentionally delayed payment of the 53 5 year maintenance fee for the above-identified patent.

The petition is GRANTED.

The maintenance fee is accepted, and the above-identified patent reinstated as of March 28,2007
This decision also constitutes notice that the fee has been accepted. An electronic copy of the petition
and this decision has been created as an entry in an Image File Wrapper. Nevertheless, petitioner
should print and retain an independent copy

Telephone inquires related to this electronic decision should be directed to the Electronic Business Center at
1-866-217-9197.



A31 PTO/SB/66

Approved for use through 44/30/2008. OMB 0651-0016

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

PETITION TO ACCEPT UNINTENTIONALLY DELAYED PAYMENT OF MAINTENANCE FEE IN AN
EXPIRED PATENT (37 CFR 1.378(c))

Issue Date Application Filing Date . .
Patent Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Docket Number (if applicable)
6532308 2003-03-11 09498924 2000-02-04 2418/119

CAUTION: Maintenance fee (and surcharge, if any) payment must correctly identify: (1) the patent number and (2) the application number|
of the actual U.S. application leading to issuance of that patent to ensure the fee(s) is/are associated with the correct patent. 37 CFR
1.366(c) and (d).
SMALL ENTITY

Patentee claims, or has previously claimed, small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27.

LOSS OF ENTITLEMENT TO SMALL ENTITY STATUS
|:| Patentee is no longer entitled to small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27(g)

NOT Small Entity Small Entity
Fee Code Fee Code
O  3%year (1551) (& 3% year (2551)
(O  7Vyear (1552) (O 7 Vayear (2552)
O 11%year  (1553) O 1 Ysyear (2553)
SURCHARGE

The surcharge required by 37 CFR 1.20(}2) (Fee Code 1558) must be paid as a condition of accepting unintentionally delayed payment
of the maintenance fee.

MAINTENANCE FEE (37 CFR 1.20(e}-(@))
The appropriate maintenance fee must be submitted with this petition.

STATEMENT
THE UNDERSIGNED CERTIFIES THAT THE DELAY IN PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE TO THIS PATENT WAS
UNINTENTICONAL

PETITIONER(S} REQUEST THAT THE DELAYED PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE BE ACCEFTED AND THE PATENT
REINSTATED

THIS PORTION MUST BE COMPLETED BY THE SIGNATORY OR SIGNATORIES

37 CFR 1.378(d) states: “Any petition under this section must be signed by an attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent
and Trademark Office, or by the patentee, the assignee, or other party in interest.”

| certify, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.4(d){4) that | am

@ An attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office

(O A sole patentee

O A joint patentee; | certify that | am authorized to sign this submission on behalf of all the other patentees.
O A joint patentee; all of whom are signing this e-petition

O The assignee of record of the entire interest

EFS - Web 2.1



A31 PTO/SB/G6

Approved for use through 44/30/2008. OMB 0651-0016
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

Patent Practitioner

A signature of the applicant or representative is required in accordance with 37 CFR 1.33 and 10.18. Please see 37 CFR 1.4{d) for the
form of the signature

Signature

Hohn J. Stickevers/

Date (YYYY-MM-DD)

2007-03-28

Name

John J. Stickevers

Registration Number

39387

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.378(c). The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which
is to file (and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This
collection is estimated to take 1 hour to complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the
USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/
or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Cffice, U.S.
Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS
ADDRESS. This form can only be used when in conjunction with EFS-Web. If this form is mailed to the USPTO, it may cause
delays in reinstating the patent.

EFS - Web 2.1




Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your submission of
the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the requirements of the Act, please be
advised that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b}2); (2) furnishing of the
information solicited is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office is to process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or patent. If you do not
furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to process and/or examine your
submission, which may result in termination of proceedings or abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1.

The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of Information
Act (5 U.S.C. 552} and the Privacy Act (5 U.5.C. 552a). Records from this system of records may be disclosed to the
Department of Justice to determine whether the Freedom of Information Act requires disclosure of these record s.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting evidence to
a court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in the course of settlement
negotiations.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress submitting a
request involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has requested assistance from the
Member with respect to the subject matter of the record.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of the Agency having need
for the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of informaticn shall be required to comply with the
requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuantto 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

A record related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in this system of
records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Internaticnal Bureau of the World Intellectual Property
Organization, pursuant to the Patent Cocoperation Treaty.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to ancther federal agency for purposes of
National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General Services,
or his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that agency's responsibility to
recommend improvements in records management practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and
2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this
purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make
determinations about individuals.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either publication of
the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 151. Further, a record
may be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the public if the record was filed in an
application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which application is
referenced by either a published applicaticn, an application open to public inspections or an issued patent.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local law
enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or regulation.

EFS - Web 2.1



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

P.

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

FREESCALE SEMICONDUCTOR, INC.

LAW DEPARTMENT : . COPY MAILED

7700 WEST PALMER LANE MF:TX32/PL02

AUSTIN, TX 78729 SEP 2 9 2005
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Dae Young-Kim :

Application No. 09/499,014 : ON PETITION
Filed: February 4, 2000 :

For: METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR

THE CONTROL OF MODEM TRANSMIT

POWER

This is a decision on the Petition for Revival of Abandoned
Application under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed via facsimile September
12, 2005.

This Petition is hereby granted.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to
timely and properly reply to the Notice of Allowance and Issue
Fee Due, mailed April 15, 2005. The Notices set a non- '
extendable three (3) month period for reply. No reply having
been received, the application became abandoned on July 16,
2005.

With the instant petition, Applicant has satisfied the requirements
of a grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.137(a). The issue fee is
filed with the instant petition. Accordingly, the petition is
granted.

The correspondence address in the petition differs from the
correspondence address of record. A copy of this decision is being
mailed to the address appearing in the petition; however, all
future correspondence will be mailed to the correspondence address
of record until proper correspondence address change has been filed
with the Office.

www.uspto.gov
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This application is being referred to Publishing Division for
processing into a patent.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed
to the undersigned at (571) 272-3232.

Xﬂ% Il

Attorney
Office of Petitions

Cc: JACK SCHWARTZ
1350 BROADWAY
SUITE 1510
NEW YORK, NY 10018



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
P.O. Box 1450

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

FREESCALE SEMICONDUCTOR, INC.

LAW DEPARTMENT

7700 WEST PARMER LANE MD:TX32/PL02
AUSTIN, TX 78729

COPY MAILED

JUN 1 6 2006
In re Application of: B OFHCEOFPEHHONS
Kim et al. :
Application No. 09/499,014 : DECISION ON
Filed: February 4, 2000 : PETITION

Attorney Docket Number: CX020003

This is a decision in response to the petition under 37 CFR
1.137(b), filed May 25, 2006, to revive the above-identified
application.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to
timely and properly reply to the Notice Regarding Drawings
(hereinafter “Notice”). A Notice of Abandonment was mailed on
April 26, 2006.

With the instant petition, Applicant has filed corrected
drawings in response to the Notice.

Having found that all of the requirements for a grantable
petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) have been met, this petition is
hereby granted.

The address on the petition is different from the address of
record. If Petitioner desires to receive further correspondence
with respect to this application, a change of correspondence
address must be filed. A courtesy copy of this Decision is
being forwarded to Petitioner at the address appearing on the
petition; however, all future correspondence will be sent to
address of record until instructions to the contrary are
received.

This application is being forwarded to Publishing Division for
processing into a patent.
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Telephone inquiries related to this decision may be directed to
the undersigned at (571) 272-3232.

erek L. oods
Attorney
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
WWW.Uspto.gov

In re Patent No. 6231766

Issue Date: May 15,2001

Application No. 09499217 :DECISION GRANTING PETITION
pplication o :UNDER 37 CFR 1.378(c)

Filed: February 7,2000

Attorney Docket No. VAH-1C

This is a decision on the electronic petition, filed ~ October 7,2009 ,under 37 CFR 1.378(c)
to accept the unintentionally delayed paymentofthe 7.5  year maintenance fee for the above-identified patent.

The petition is GRANTED.

The maintenance fee is accepted, and the above-identified patent reinstated as of October 7,2009
This decision also constitutes notice that the fee has been accepted. An electronic copy of the petition and

this decision has been created as an entry in the Image File Wrapper. Nevertheless, petitioner should print
and retain an independent copy.

Telephone inquiries related to this electronic decision should be directed to the Electronic Business Center at 1-866-217-9197.



PTO/SB/66 (03-09)

Approved for use through 43/31/2012. OMB 0651-0016

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

PETITION TO ACCEPT UNINTENTIONALLY DELAYED PAYMENT OF MAINTENANCE FEE IN AN
EXPIRED PATENT (37 CFR 1.378(c))

Issue Date Application Filing Date . .
Patent Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Docket Number (if applicable)
6231766 2001-05-15 09499217 2000-02-07 355P008

CAUTION: Maintenance fee (and surcharge, if any) payment must correctly identify: (1) the patent number and (2) the application number|
of the actual U.S. application leading to issuance of that patent to ensure the fee(s) is/are associated with the correct patent. 37 CFR
1.366(c) and (d).
SMALL ENTITY

Patentee claims, or has previously claimed, small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27.

LOSS OF ENTITLEMENT TO SMALL ENTITY STATUS
|:| Patentee is no longer entitled to small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27(g)

NOT Small Entity Small Entity
Fee Code Fee Code
O  3%year (1551) () 3%year (2551)
(O  7Vyear (1552) (® 7 Vayear (2552)
O 11%year  (1553) O 1 Ysyear (2553)
SURCHARGE

The surcharge required by 37 CFR 1.20(}2) (Fee Code 1558) must be paid as a condition of accepting unintentionally delayed payment
of the maintenance fee.

MAINTENANCE FEE (37 CFR 1.20(e}-(@))
The appropriate maintenance fee must be submitted with this petition.

STATEMENT
THE UNDERSIGNED CERTIFIES THAT THE DELAY IN PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE TO THIS PATENT WAS
UNINTENTICONAL

PETITIONER(S} REQUEST THAT THE DELAYED PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE BE ACCEFTED AND THE PATENT
REINSTATED

THIS PORTION MUST BE COMPLETED BY THE SIGNATORY OR SIGNATORIES

37 CFR 1.378(d) states: “Any petition under this section must be signed by an attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent
and Trademark Office, or by the patentee, the assignee, or other party in interest.”

| certify, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.4(d){4) that | am

@ An attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office

(O A sole patentee

O A joint patentee; | certify that | am authorized to sign this submission on behalf of all the other patentees.
O A joint patentee; all of whom are signing this e-petition

O The assignee of record of the entire interest

EFS - Web 22



PTO/SB/66 (03-09)

Approved for use through 43/31/2012. OMB 0651-0016
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

Patent Practitioner

A signature of the applicant or representative is required in accordance with 37 CFR 1.33 and 10.18. Please see 37 CFR 1.4{d) for the
form of the signature

Signature

IGeorge R. McGuire/

Date (YYYY-MM-DD)

2009-10-07

Name

George R. McGuire

Registration Number

36603

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.378(c). The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which
is to file (and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This
collection is estimated to take 1 hour to complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the
USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/
or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Cffice, U.S.
Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS
ADDRESS. This form can only be used when in conjunction with EFS-Web. If this form is mailed to the USPTO, it may cause
delays in reinstating the patent.

EFS - Web 22




Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your submission of
the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the requirements of the Act, please be
advised that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b}2); (2) furnishing of the
information solicited is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office is to process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or patent. If you do not
furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to process and/or examine your
submission, which may result in termination of proceedings or abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1.

The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of Information Act
(5 U.8.C. 552) and the Privacy Act (5 U.5.C. 552a). Records from this system of records may be disclosed to the
Department of Justice to determine whether the Freedom of Information Act requires disclosure of these records.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting evidence to a
court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in the course of settlement
negotiations.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress submitting a request
involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has requested assistance from the Member
with respect to the subject matter of the record.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contracter of the Agency having need for
the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of information shall be required to comply with the
requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuantto 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

A record related to an Internaticnal Application filed under the Patent Cocperation Treaty in this system of records
may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau of the World Intellectual Property Organization,
pursuant to the Patent Cocperation Treaty.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal agency for purposes of
National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General Services, or
his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that agency's responsibility to
recommend improvements in records management practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and
2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this
purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make
determinations about individuals.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either publication of the
application pursuant to 35 U.5.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.S5.C. 151. Further, a record may
be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the public if the record was filed in an
application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which application is
referenced by either a published applicaticn, an application open to public inspections or an issued patent.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local law
enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or regulation.

EFS - Web 22
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE -

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
P.O. Box 1450

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

Paper No. 20

BLAKELY SOKOLOFF TAYLOR & ZAFMAN cop
12400 WILSHIRE BLVD., 7TH FLOOR Y MAILED
LOS ANGELES, CA 90025-1026

0CT 2 7 2003
In re Application of : OFFICE oF
Ahmad Zandi et al : PETmONS
Application No. 09/499,255 : ON PETITION

Filed: February 7, 2000
Attorney Docket No. 074451.P024XD

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed October 6, 2003, to revive the
above-identified application. .

The petition is GRANTED. o

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply within the meaning of

37 CFR 1.113 in a timely manner to the final Office action mailed October 22, 2002, which set a
shortened statutory period for reply of three (3) months. Two months extension of time under the
provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the above-identified application
became abandoned on March 23, 2003.

The above-identified application is being revived solely for purposes of continuity with a
Request For Continued Examination (RCE) filed on October 6, 2003. -

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Irvin Dingle at (703) 306-
5684.

E’:Zp?j is being forwarded to Technology Center AU 2621 for further processing.

in Dingl
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www . uspto.gov

Patent No. :7,471,344 Bl
Serial No.  :09/499,369
Inventor(s) : Wakabayashi
Issued : December 30, 2008

Title : DISPLAY APPARATUS PERIODICALLY

MODULATING IMAGE-SIGNAL CHARACTERISTICS
Docket No. :1190-0437P

Re: Request for Reconsideration

Consideration has been given your request for the issuance of a certificate of correction for the
above-identified patent under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.322 and/or 1.323.

Assignees' names and addresses (assignment data) printed in a patent are based solely on
information supplied in the appropriate space for identifying the assignment data, i.c., item 3 of
the Fee(s) Transmittal Form PTOL-85B. After payment of the issue fee, correction of
assignment data submitted on the PTOL-85B can only be done by Certificate of Correction under
37 CFR 1.323, with a request under 37 CFR 3.81(b).

A request for a patent to be corrected to state the name of the assignee must:
A. state that the assignment was submitted for recordation as set forth in 37 CFR 3.11 before
issuance of the patent;
B. include a request for a certificate of correction under 37 CFR 1.323 along with the fee set
forth in 37 CFR 1.20(a); and .
C. include the processing fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(i).
If the request is granted, Certificates of Correction Branch will be notified that a
Certificate of Correction may be issued.
See Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, Section 1481.01 (Rev. 3) (Oct. 2005).

Applicant has not included items A and or C above, accordingly, the request for Certificate of
Correction to add or change the assignee data is dismissed.

Any request under 37 CFR 3.81(b) should be directed to the following address or facsimile
number:

By mail: Mail Stop PETITIONS
Commissioner for Patents



Post Office Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

By hand: Customer Service Window
Mail Stop Petitions
Randolph Building
401 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

By fax: 571-273-8300
ATTN: Office of Petitions

If a fee (currently $100) was previously submitted for consideration of a Request for Certificate
of Correction, under CFR 1.323, to correct assignment data, no additional fee is required.

A certificate of correction will be issued to correct the remaining errors noted in your request.

Ernest C. White, LIE
For Mary F. Diggs (703) 756-1580
Decisions & Certificates

of Correction Branch

(703) 756-1590

Birch Stewart Kolasch & Birch LLP
P O Box 747
Falls Church VA 22040-0747

cCW



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov
HUMAN GENOME SCIENCES INC.
INTELLECTUALPROPERTY DEPT. . COPY MAILED
14200 SHADY GROVE ROAD
ROCKVILE MD 20850 JAN 3 1 2005
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Ralphy Alderson et al :

Application No. 09/499,468 : ON PETITION
Filed: February 7, 2000 :

Attorney Docket No. PF112U1

This is a decision on the petition, filed January 27, 2006, under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2) to
withdraw the above-identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application is withdrawn from issue for consideration of a submission
under 37 CFR 1.114 (request for continued examination). See 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2).

Petitioner is advised that the issue fee paid on March 14, 2005, in the above-identified
application cannot be refunded. If, however, the above-identified application is again
allowed, petitioner may request that it be applied towards the issue fee required by the new
Notice of Allowance.’

There is no indication that the person signing the instant petition was ever given a power of
attorney or authorization of agent to prosecute the above-identified application. If the person
signing the instant petition desires to receive future correspondence regarding this
application, the appropriate power of attorney or authorization of agent must be submitted.
While a courtesy copy of this decision is being mailed to the person signing the instant
petition, all future correspondence will be directed to the address currently of record until
such time as appropriate instructions are received to the contrary.

Telephone inquiries should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3208.

' The request to apply the issue fee to the new Notice may be satisfied by
completing and returning the new Issue Fee Transmittal Form PTOL-85(b), which
includes the following language thereon: “Commissioner for Patents is requested to
apply the Issue Fee and Publication Fee (if any) or re-apply any previously paid issue
fee to the application identified above.” Petitioner is advised that, whether a fee is
indicated as being due or not, the Issue Fee Transmittal Form must be completed
and timely submitted to avoid abandonment. Note the language in bold text on the
first page of the Notice of Allowance and Fee(s) Due (PTOL-85).
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Application No. 09/499,468 -2-

The examiner of Technology Center AU 1647 will consider the request for continued
examination under 37 CFR 1.114.

| 2N

Karen Creasy

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy

cc:

STERNE, KESSLER, GOLDSTEIN & FOX
1100 NEW YORK AVENUE, N.W.
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005-3934



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

LUNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
P.0O. Box 1450

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

Paper No.

Date : January 31, 2006
TO : Director, Office of Patent Publication COPY MAILED
FROM : Office of the Deputy Commissioner ,

for Patent Examination Policy JAN 3 1 2008
SUBJECT : wWithdrawal from Issue of - OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Applicant(s) :Ralph Alderson et al

Application No. :09/499,468

Filed :February 7, 2000

The above-identified application has been assigned Patent No.
6,995,132 and an issue date of February 7, 2006.

It is hereby directed that this application be withdrawn from
issue at the request of the applicant.

Do not refund the issue fee.

The fo11owinﬁ erratum should be published in the Official
Gazette if the above-identified application is published in the
0G of February 7, 2006:

"Al1l reference to Patent No. 6,995,132 to Ralph
Alderson et al of Maryland for USE OF VASCULAR
ENDOTHELIAL GROWTH FACTOR TO TREAT PHOTORECEPTOR CELLS
aﬁpearing in the official Gazette of February 7, 2006
should be deleted since no patent was granted."”

,K(Uul/v\, &udjg,.
Karen Creasy !

Petitions Examiner

office of Petitions

office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy

cc: Paul Harrison, MDW-4B03, (FAX-273-5468)
Deneise Boyd, MDE-3D39 (FAX-273-5124)
Mary Louise McAskill, ST-8C1l5 (FAX 305-4372)
Niomi Farmer, ST-8Cl4 (FAX-305-4372)
Mary E. Johnson (Cookie), MDE-7C71 (FAX 273-0038
Duane Davis P/OPC MDE-7D89
Tamara Greene, ST-8C13
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OFFICE OF P_ETITIONS
In re Application of
Ralph Alderson et al :
Application No. 09/499,468 : DECISION DISMISSING PETITION

Filed: February 7, 2000 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(a)
Attorney Docket No. PF112U1 :

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed May 15, 2006, which is being
treated as a petition under 37 CFR 1.313(a) requesting withdrawal of the above-identified
application from issue.

The petition is dismissed as moot for the reasons stated below.

A review of the file record discloses that a Notice of Allowance was mailed on February 8, 2006,
with the issue fee being due on or before May 8, 2006. The issue fee in this case has not been
paid. The record further discloses that a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) under the
provisions of 37 CFR 1.114 and Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) were filed on April 26,
2006, which date is prior to the due date for payment of the issue fee.

The filing of a petition under 37 CFR 1.313(a) is unnecessary, since the mere filing of an RCE
and submission (in this case, the IDS) will effectively withdraw an application from issue prior
to the due date for payment of the issue fee. In view thereof, the petition to withdraw from issue
is dismissed as involving a moot issue. Note MPEP §§ 706.07(h)(IX) and 1308.

No fee has been assessed to the instant petition under 37 CFR 1.313.

Inquiries concerning this decision may be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3218.

The matter is being referred to Technology Center AU 1647 for appropriate processing of the
RCE filed April 26, 2006, and for consideration of the concurrently filed IDS.

rances alCES

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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In re Application of X

Allan Cameron ; DECISION ON PETITION

Application No. 09/499,550 : TO WITHDRAW THE

Filed: February 2, 2000 :  HOLDING OF ABANDONMENT

For: SAFETY SHIELD WINDOW INSERT

This is in response to applicant's petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment, filed
in the United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO), on January 3, 2002.

The petition is GRANTED.

A review of the file record indicates that an Office action was mailed on December 22,
2000 wherein a three-month shortened statutory period for response was set. A
communication was filed on March 22, 2001 which contained an amendment to the
specification and claims and included a cover sheet form PTO/SB/30 “Request for
Continued Examination Transmittal”. A Notice of Improper Request for Continued
Examination (RCE) was mailed on April 26, 2001. A Notice of Abandonment was
mailed on July 30, 2001 wherein the examiner held that the reply filed March 22, 2001
was not a proper reply to the Office action dated December 22, 2000.

Applicant asserts that a timely response was filed on March 18, 2001 and has submitted
documents to support this assertion. Applicant has also provided a notification of a
change of address because he has recently moved and did not receive the Improper
Request for Continued Examination until much later after its mailing. Also, applicant
asserts that he never received the Notice of Abandonment.

A closer review of the communication filed March 22, 2001 reveals that it included an
amendment to the specification and claims and a discussion of the prior art relied on in
the Office action of December 22, 2000. Therefore, upon reconsideration, the
communication filed March 22, 2001 has been treated as a timely response to the Office
action of December 22, 2000. The holding of abandonment is hereby withdrawn.

Applicant is advised that the transmittal form PTO/SB/30 “Request for Continued
Examination (RCE)” should not be used for anything but the filing of a request for
continued examination (RCE). A request for a continued examination may be filed with
thé payment of the specified fee once prosecution in the application is closed (e.g., the
application is under final rejection or a notice of allowance).



Application No. 09/499,550
Page two

The application is being forwarded to the Supervisory Legal Instruments Examiner for
entry of the amendment filed on March 22, 2001 and change of address as requested.
The file will then be forwarded to the examiner for prompt action on the merits of the
claims.

Telephone inquiries relative to this decision should be directed to Special Programs
Examiner Kenneth Dorner at (703) 308-0866.

/i»ﬂl%/

_/Gerald Goldberg, Director
Patent Technology Center 3600
(703) 308-1134
Facsimile No.: (703) 308-2177

Kjd : 1/25/02

o
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8180 GREENSBORO DRIVE SUITE 8
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COPY MAILED

in re Application of : MAY 1 9 2003
Shunpei Yamazaki PEARODY
Application No. 09/499,619 NIXONP ON REFFTIRNOF PETITIONS

Filed: February 7, 2000
Attorney Docket No. 0756-2095

This is a decision on the petition, filed May 16, 2003, under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2) to withdraw the
above-identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application is withdrawn from issue for consideration of a submission under 37
CFR 1.114 (request for continued examination). See 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2).

Petitioner is advised that the issue fee paid on March 17, 2003 in the above-identified application
cannot be refunded. If, however, the above-identified application is again allowed, petitioner may
request that it be applied towards the issue fee required by the new Notice of Allowance.’

The instant petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c){2), the RCE and the IDS, filed on May 16, 2003, are not
signed by an attorney of record. However, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.34(a), the signature of Eric
J. Robinson appearing on the correspondence shall constitute a representation to the United States
Patent and Trademark Office that he is authorized to represent the particular party in whose behalf
he act. However, if Mr. Robinson desires to receive correspondence regarding this file, the
appropriate power of attorney documentation must be submitted. A courtesy copy of this decision
is being mailed to Mr. Robinson, the petitioner herein. Until otherwise instructed, all future
correspondence regarding this application file will be directed solely to the above-noted

correspondence address of record. :
ﬁf{p‘ﬁ N AVAZA D \

MAY 2 7 2003 ‘
BY_ﬂL 21103 J

The request to apply the issue fee to the new Notice may be satisfied by
completing and returning the new Issue Fee Transmittal Form PTOL-85(b), which
includes the following language thereon: “Commissioner for Patents is requested to
apply the Issue Fee and Publication Fee (if any) or re-apply any previously paid issue
fee to the application identified above.” Petitioner is advised that, whether a fee is
indicated as being due or not, the issue Fee Transmittal Form must be completed
and timely submitted to avoid abandonment. Note the language in bold text on the
first page of the Notice of Allowance and Fee(s) Due (PTOL-85).

1
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NIXON PEABODY LLP COPY MAILED
8180 GREENSBORO DRIVE SUITE 800 0CT 2 5 2001

MCLEAN, VA 22102
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Applicatien of

Shunpei Yamazaki, et al. :

Application No. 09/499,619 : ON PETITION
Filed: February 7, 2000 : .
Attorney Docket No. 740756-2095

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2) to withdraw the above-
identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee, filed October 24, 2001.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application is withdrawn from issue for consideration of a submission
under 37 CFR 1.114 (request for continued examination). See 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2).

Petitioner is advised that the issue fee paid on July 12, 2001, in the above-identified
application cannot be refunded. If, however, the above-identified application is again
allowed, petitioner may request that it be applied towards the issue fee required by the
new Notice of Allowance. '

The application is being forwarded to Technology Center 2800 for further processing of
the request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114.

e ‘
"~ ISherry D. Brinké
Petitions /fExaminer
~ Office of Petitions

foice of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy
(703) 305-9220

\
\

"The request to apply the issue fee to the new Notice must be made in writing and should be
accompanied by the new Issue Fee Transmittal Form PTOL-85(b), along with a copy of this decision.
Additionally, if the issue fee has increased from the previously paid issue fee, the balance due must be
submitted. Failure to timely request_in writing that the previously paid issue fee be applied towards the
new Notice and payment of any balance due will result in the abandonment of the application.
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NIXON PEABODY LLP
8180 GREENSBORO DRIVE SUITE 800
MCLEAN VA 22102

In re Application of : MAY 19 2003 - . e --
Shunpei Yamazaki : -
Application No. 09/499,619 . . : " ON REFFTCENOF PETITIONS

Filed: February 7, 2000 :

Attorney Docket No. 0756-2095 : - ‘ i

This is a decision on the petition, filed May 16, 2003, under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2) to withdraw the
above-identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application is withdrawn from issue for consideration of a submission under 37
CFR 1.114 (request for continued examination). See 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2). ' :

Petitioner is advised that the issue fee paid on March 17, 2003 in the above-identified applicati‘on
cannot be refunded. If, however, the above-identified application is again allowed, petitioner may
request that it be applied towards the issue fee required by the new Notice of Allowance.' :
The instant petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c){2), the RCE and the IDS, filed on May 16, 2003, are not
signed by an attorney of record. However, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.34(a), the signature of Eric
J. Robinson appearing on the correspondence shall constitute a representation to the United States
Patent and Trademark Office that he is authorized to represent the particular party in whose behalf
he act. However, if Mr. Robinson desires to receive correspondence regarding this file, the
appropriate power of attorney documentation must be submitted. A courtesy copy of this decision
is being mailed to Mr. Robinson, the petitioner herein. Until otherwise instructed, all future
correspondence regarding this application file will be directed soIer to the above-noted
correspondence address of record.

' The request to apply the issue fee to the new Notice may be satisfied by

completing and returning the new Issue Fee Transmittal Form PTOL-85(b), which
includes the following language thereon: “Commissioner for Patents is requested to
apply the Issue Fee and Publication Fee (if any) or re-apply any previously paid issue
fee to the application identified above.” Petitioner is advised that, whether a fee is -
indicated as being due or not, the issue Fee Transmittal Form must be completed
and timely submitted to avoid abandonment. Note the language in bold text on the
first page of the Notice of Allowance and Fee(s) Due (PTOL-85).
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Application No. 09/499,619 -2-

Telephone inquiries should be directed to the undersigned at (703) 305-8859.

After receipt of the file in the Office of Petitions, the file will be forwarded to Technology Center Art
Unit 2814 for processing of the request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 filed May
16, 2003.

Karen Creasy

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy

cc: _

ERIC J. ROBINSON

ROBINSON INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW OFFICE, P.C.
PMB 955

21010 SOUTHBANK STREET

POTOMAC FALLS VA 20165
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Paper No. %7

ROBINSON INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW OFFICE

PMB 955 COPY

21010 SOUTHBANK STREET MAILED

POTOMAC FALLS, VA 20165 0CT. ¢ 3 2003
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Shunpei Yamazaki

Application No. 09/499,619 ON PETITION

Filed: February 7, 2000
Attorney Docket No. 0756-2095

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed October 1, 2003, to withdraw
the above-identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified aptl)lication is withdrawn from issue for consideration of a submission under
37 CFR 1.114 (request tor continued examination). See 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2).

Petitioner is advised that the issutzsfee paid on September 26, 2003, using a Certificate of
Mailing under 37 CFR 1.8 dated September 22, 5003, in the above-identified application

cannot be refunded. If, however, the above-identified application is again allowed, fetitioner
may request that it be applied towards the issue fee required by the new Notice of Allowance. !

Telephone inquiries relating to this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (703)
305-9220.

After receipt in the Office of Petitions, the application will be forwarded to Technology Center
AU 2814 for further processing of the request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114.

/Sherry . Brinkley

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy

"The request to apply the issue fee to the new Notice may be satisfied by completing and returning
the new Issue Fee Transmittal Form PTOL-85(b), which includes the following language thereon:
“Commissioner for Patents is requested to apply the Issue Fee and Publication Fee (if any) or re-apply any
previously ‘paid issue fee to the application identified above.” Petitioner is advised that, whether a fee is
indicated as being due or not, the Issue Fee Transmittal Form must be completed and timely submitted to
avoid abandonment. Note the language in bold text on the first page of the Notice of Allowance and Fee(s)
Due (PTOL-85).
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ERIC ROBINSON
PMB 955
21010 SOUTHBANK ST. COPY MAILED
POTOMAC FALLS, VA 20165

APR 2 7 2004
In re Application of : NS
Shunpei Yamazaki : : OFFICE OF PETTIO
Application No. 09/499,619 : ~ ON PETITION

* Filed: February 7, 20000
Attorney Docket No. 0756-2095

. This is a decision on the petition, filed April 26, 2004, under 37 CFR(c)(2) to withdraw the above-
identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application is withdrawn from issue for consideration of a submission under 37 CFR
1.114 (request for continued examination). See 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2).

Petitioner is advised that the issue fee paid on January 30, 2004, using a Certificate of Mailing under
37 CFR 1.8 dated January 28, 2004, in the above-identified application cannot be refunded. If,
however, the above-identified application is again allowed, petitioner may request that it be applied
towards the issue fee required by the new Notice of Allowance. !

Telephone inquiries relating to this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (703) 305-9220.

The application is being forwarded to Technology Center AU 2814 for further processing of the request
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114.

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions .
Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy

The request to apply the issue fee to the new Notice may be satisfied by completing and
returning the new Issue Fee Transmittal Form PTOL-85(b}, which includes the following language thereon:
“Commissioner for Patents is requested to apply the Issue Fee and Publication Fee (if any) or re-apply any
previously paid issue fee to the application identified above.” Petitioner is advised that, whether a fee is
indicated as being due or not, the Issue Fee Transmittal Form must be completed and timely submitted to
avoid abandonment. Note the language in bold text on the first page of the Notice of Allowance and
Fee(s) Due (PTOL-85).
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ERIC ROBINSON

PMB 955

21010 SOUTHBANK ST. COPY MAILED
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In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Shunpei Yamazaki :

Application No. 09/499,619 : ON PETITION

Filed: February 7, 2000
Attorney Docket No. 0756-2095

This is a decision on the petition, filed February 25, 2005, under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2) to withdraw the
above-identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application is withdrawn from issue for consideration of a submission under 37 CFR
1.114 (request for continued examination). See 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2).

Petitioner is advised that the issue fee patd in the above-identified application cannot be refunded. If,
however, the above-identified application is again allowed, petmoner may request that it be applied
towards the issue fee required by the new Notice of Allowance. '

Telephone inquiries relating to this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3204.

The application is being forwarded to Technology Center AU 2814 for further processing of the request
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114.

Shen'y D! BrmM

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy

The request to apply the issue fee to the new Notice may be satisfied by completing and
returning the new Issue Fee Transmittal Form PTOL-85(b), which includes the following language thereon:
“Commissioner for Patents is requested to apply the Issue Fee and Publication Fee (if any) or re-apply any
previously paid issue fee to the application identified above.” Petitioner is advised that, whether a fee is
indicated as being due or not, the Issue Fee Transmittal Form must be completed and timely submitted to
avoid abandonment. Note the language in bold text on the first page of the Notice of Allowance and
Fee(s) Due (PTOL-85).
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X - NOV ¢ 3 2009
DAVID M QUINLAN, PC
32 NASSAU STREET OFFICE OF PETITIONS
SUITE 300
PRINCETON, NJ 08542

In re Patent No. 7,151,756

Issue Date: December 19, 2006 :

Application No. 09/499,933 : NOTICE
Filed: February 8, 2000 :

Attorney Docket No. 11400.1007

This is a notice regarding your request for acceptance of a fee deficiency submission under 37
CFR 1.28. On September 1, 1998, the Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit held that 37 CFR
1.28(c) is the sole provision governing the time for correction of the erroneous payment of the
issue fee as a small entity. See DH Technology v. Synergystex International, Inc. 154 F.3d
1333, 47 USPQ2d 1865 (Fed. Cir. Sept. 1, 1998).

The Office no longer investigates or rejects original or reissue applications under 37 CFR 1.56.
1098 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 502 (January 3, 1989). Therefore, nothing in this Notice is intended
to imply that an investigation was done.

Your fee deficiency submission under 37 CFR 1.28 is hereby ACCEPTED.

This application is no longer entitled to small entity status. Accordingly, all future fees paid in
this application must be paid at the large entity rate.

Inquiries related to this communication should be directed to the April M. Wise at (571) 272-
1642.

/Carl Friedman/
Carl Friedman
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Paper No.
MORGAN & FINNEGAN, L.L.P.
345 PARK AVENUE

22 FLOOR COPY MAILED

NEW YORK NY 10154

FEB 1 2-2003
In re Application of :
Piorrs Albow :  OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Application No. 09/499,984 : ON PETITION
Filed: February 8, 2000 :
Attorney Docket No. 1948-4665

This is a decision on the petition, filed February 10, 2003, under 37 CFR 1.313(c})(2) to withdraw
the above-identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application is withdrawn from issue for consideration of a submission under 37
CFR 1.114 (request for continued examination). See 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2).

Petitioner is advised that the issue fee paid on November 12, 2002 in the above-identified
application cannot be refunded. If, however, the above-identified application is again allowed,
petitioner may request that it be applied towards the issue fee required by the new Notice of
Allowance.'

Telephone inquiries should be directed to the undersigned at {703) 305-8859.

KAM

Karen Creasy

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy -

' The request to apply the issue fee to the new Notice may be satisfied by

completing and returning the new Issue Fee Transmittal Form PTOL-85(b), which
includes the following language thereon: “Commissioner for Patents is requested to

“ppl
\to the application identified above.” Petitioner is advised that, whether a fee is
ated as being due or not, the Issue Fee Transmittal Form must be completed
ely submitted to avoid abandonment. Note the language in bold text on the
e of the Notice of Allowance and Fee(s) Due (PTOL-85).

Under Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual Property and
Director of the United States Patent and Trademark Office
Washington, D.C. 20231

www.uspto.gov

y the Issue Fee and Publication Fee (if any) or re-apply any previously paid issu_e
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Paper No. 14

WITHROW & TERRANOVA, P.L.L.C.

CARY NG 27512 COPY MaiLED

MAY 1 5 2003
OFACE oF PETITIONS
Inre AIpBIication of :
Russel D. Leatherman et al. o
Application No. 09/500,094 ‘DECISION GRANTING

Filed: February 8, 2000 - . PETITION
Attorney Docket No. 2400-505 :

This is a decision on the paper titled “Petition under 37 C.F.R. § 1.47(a) and 37 C.F.R.

31.131(a) to Accept Declaration under 37 C.F.R. § 1.131 without Signature of Russel
. Leatherman,” filed March 24, 2003, which is being treated as a § 1.183 waiver of§

1.131's requirement that all of the inventors sign the declaration of prior inventorship.

The petition under 37 CFR 1.183 is GRANTED.

The above-identified application was filed on February 8, 2000. At the time of filing,
applicants submitted a 37 CFR 1.63 declaration from a prior application signed by all of
the inventors. Non-final Office actions were mailed September 27, 2001 and May 7,
2002. A final Office Action was mailed on November 8, 2002. This office action set a
shortened statuto 6per|od for reply of three months, with extensions of time obtainable
under 37 CFR 1.136(a).

In response, on March 24, 2003, applicants submitted an Request for Continued
Examination (RCE) in response, including a declaration under 37 CFR 1.131. This
reply was made timely by an accompanym? getltlon and fee for extension of time for
response within the second month. The 37 CFR 1.131 declaration states that all of the
inventors were responsible for reduction to practice of the subject matter of the rejected
claims prior to the date of the reference on which the November 8, 2002 rejection was
based. The 37 CFR 1.131 declaration was signed by all of the joint inventors, except
inventor Leatherman. Applicant has filed the instant petition to have the 37 CFR 1.131
declaration entered despite the fact that the declaration was not signed by joint inventor
Leatherman. Petitioner asserts that inventor Leatherman is either unwilling or
unavailable to execute the declaration.

37 CFR 1.131 states, in pertinent part:
When any claim of an application or a patent under reexamination is rejected,

the inventor of the subject matter of the rejected claim, the owner of the patent under
reexamination, or the party qualified under §§ 1.42, 1.43, or 1.47, may submit an

' 37 CFR 1.47 only applies when an inventor refuses to sign the

original 37 CFR 1.63 oath or declaration.



Application No. 09/500,094 Page 2

appropriate oath or declaration to establish invention of the subject matter of the
rejected claim prior to the effective date of the reference or activity on which the
rejection is based.?

In addition, the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure states that “an application or
declaration by less than all named inventors of an application is accepted where it is
shown that less than all named inventars of an application invented the subject matter
of the claim or claims under rejection.™ .

Here, there has not been a party qualified under 37 CFR 1.42, 1.43, or 1.47. In
addition, applicants do not contend that less than all of the named inventors of the
application invented the subject matter of the claims under rejection. Accordingly, the
proper parties to sign the 37 CFR 1.131 declaration include all of the joint inventors.

In order for a petition under 37 CFR 1.183 to be granted to waive this requirement that
joint inventor Leatherman sn%n the § 1.131 declaration, petitioner must demonstrate that
this is an extraordinary situation where justice requires waiver of the rules.

On instant petition, applicants have set forth the steps taken to obtain joint inventor
Leatherman’s signature on the § 1.131 declaration. Applicants have shown that a bona
fide effort was made to present the § 1.131 declaration and supporting documentation
to inventor Leatherman for suPnature, to reach inventor Leatherman by email to discuss
- his failure to execute the declaration, and that by his conduct, inventor Leatherman has
refused to execute the declaration. The declaration presented is signed by joint
inventor Royal. Under the circumstances, it is concluded that petitioner has
demonstrated that this is an extraordinary situation requiring waiver of the rules.

The 37 CFR 1.131 declaration may be entered, despite the fact that its
requirement that all of the inventors sign the declaration has not been satisfied.

The application file is being forwarded to Technology Center 3600 for consideration on
the merits of the reply and the 37 CFR 1.131 declaration, filed March 24, 2003.

. Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned
Petitions Attorney at (703) 305-4497.

Patricia Faison-Ball
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

2 37 CFR 1.131(a) (emphasis added) .

3 MPEP 715.04.



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
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KENYON & KENYON LLP Mail Date: 04/23/2010
1500 K STREET N.W.

SUITE 700
WASHINGTON, DC 20005

Applicant : Kiyoshi Iseki : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7666490 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 02/23/2010 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 09/500, 132 : OF WYETH

Filed : 02/08/2000 :

The Patentee's Request for Recalculation is DISMISSED.

This Request 1is deemed ineligible for consideration for one or more of the following
reasons:

(A) . The patent for which PTA recalculation is requested is either a design or reissue
application or is a reexamination proceeding;

(B) . The patent for which PTA recalculation is requested resulted from a utility or plant
application filed under 35 USC 1l1ll(a) before May 29, 2000 and no CPA filed in the
application on/after May 29, 2000;

(C). The patent for which PTA recalculation is requested resulted from an international
application in which the international filing date was before May 29, 2000 and no CPA
filed in the application on/after May 29, 2000;

(D) . The patent for which PTA recalculation is requested issued on/after March 2, 2010;

(E) . The Request for Recalculation was filed more than 180 days after the grant date of
the patent and the request was not filed within two months of a dismissal of a request
for reconsideration of the of the patent term under 37 CFR 1.705(d);

(F) . The Request for Recalculation is not solely 1limited to USPTO pre-Wyeth
interpretation of 35 U.S.C. 154(b) (2) (&);

or

(G). A civil action was filed pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 154 (b) (4) (A)concerning the same

patent at issue in this request.

Patentee may file a reply to this decision dismissing the Request for Recalculation.
Patentee must file such reply within one month or thirty days, whichever is longer, of
the mail date of the decision dismissing the Request for Recalculation. No fee 1is
required if patentee is asserting in the reply that the dismissal for ineligibility is
improper.

Patentee should use document code PET.OP if electronically filing a reply to this
dismissal. If the USPTO finds that the request was improperly deemed ineligible, the
USPTO will mail applicant a recalculation determination.

Patentee should be aware that in order to preserve the right to review in the United
States District Court for the District of Columbia of the USPTO patent term adjustment
determination, patentee must ensure that he or she also take the steps required under 35
U.S.C. 154(b) (4) (A). Nothing in the request for recalculation should be construed as
providing an alternative time frame for commencing a civil action under 35 U.S.C. 154
(b) (4) (&) .

PTOL-549D (04/10)



The opinion in support of the decision being entered today was
not written for publication in a law journal and is not binding
precedent of the Board.

Paper No. 14

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE BOARD OF PATENT APPEALS

AND INTERFERENCES MA”_ED —

Ex parte JoAnn Ruvolo NOV I 2003
U.S. PATENT AND TRAD
BOARD OF PATENT Ay ICE
.MWWEWHMQB

Application No. 09/500,439

ORDER RETURNING UNDOCKETED APPEAL TO EXAMINER

This application was received at the Board of Pétent Appeals
and Interferences on September 22, 2003. A review of the
application has revealed that the application is not ready for
docketing as an appeal. Accordingly, the application is herewith
being returned to the examiner. The matters requiring attention

prior to docketing are identified below.

Regarding the 103(a) rejection for Claim 5-8, 18-20 and 29-

32. The Examiner’s Answer dated July 2, 2003 (page 5) relies on

~
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Application No. 09/500,439

a reference to Cameron (5,737,726) to maintain the 103 (a)
rejection for claims 5-8, 18-20 and 29-32. However, on page 10 of
the Examiner’s Answer, the examiner states in paragraph 3, that

the:

» .[Tlhe Final office action never used Cameron U.S.
Patent No. 5,737,726 as a reference. There was a
typographical error on page 5, which mentioned, “U.S.
Patent 5,737,726,” but the duration of the Final
office action and the Notice of Reference Cited clearly
establishes the use of only Xcontact and Kennedy
U.S. of only Xcontact and Kennedy U.S. Patent.
and was subsequently removed in the Examiner’s
Second office action non-final. . . .” :

Clarification of the 103(a) rejection for Claim 5-8, 18-20 and
29-32 and specifically how the Cameron reference (Patent
5,737,726) is being applied in this rejection is required.
Further, an Information Disclosure Statement (hereinafter
IDS) was filed February 9, 2000 (Paper No. 2). The Information

Disclosure Form 1449 has not been signed by the examiner.

Accordingly, it is

Ordered that the application is returned to the examiner to:
. Supply a revised Examiner’s Answer’s to clarify the

103 (a) rejection to claims 5-8, 18-20 and 29-32 with regard

to the deletion of the Cameron reference (Patent 5,737,726)

being applied to this rejection.

. For consideration of the Form 1449, Information

2 -



Application No. 09/500,439

Disclosure Statement, dated February 9, 2000.
. For any further action as deemed appropriate.

It is important that the Board of Patent Appeals and
Interferences be informed promptly of any action affecting the
appeal (i.e., abandonment, issue, reopening prosecution).

BOARD OF PATENT APPEALS
AND INTERFERENCES

‘p L —

CRAIG R. FEINBERG

PROGRAM AND RESOURCE ADMINISTRATOR
(703)308-9797 -

CFR/dpv
RA04-008L



Application No. 09/500,439

LACASSE & ASSOCATES, LLC
1725 DUKE STREET

SUITE 650

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
wasHINGTON, D.C. 2023!

www.uspto.gov

Paper No. 14
In re Application of :
Steven M. Lloyd et al. : DECISION GRANTING PETITION

Application No. 09/500,460 : TO RESET PERIOD FOR REPLY
Filed: February 9, 2000 :
Attorney Docket No. TPP 30555A

This is a decision on the petition filed on February 22, 2002, requesting that the shortened
statutory period for reply set forth in the Office communication mailed on December 13, 2001 be
reset to run from the date on which the Office communication was actually received at the
correspondence address of record.

The petition is granted.

Petitioner provided a statement that the Office communication in question was received at the
correspondence address of record on February 20, 2002. The petition was filed within two
weeks of receipt of the Office communication. A substantial portion of the set reply period had
elapsed on the date of receipt. Furthermore, the Office communication was mailed between
October 13, 2001 and January 2, 2002, when delivery of mail from the Office to certain regions
of the country was delayed.

Accordingly, the shortened statutory period that was originally set forth in the Office
communication originally mailed on December 13, 2001is hereby reset to run FROM THE
RECEIPT DATE OF February 20, 2002.

< 4 L/ (,J W
David W. Wu,
Supervisory Patent Examiner
Technology Center 1700
703-308-2450

Thomas P. Pavelko

STEVENS, DAVIS, MILLER & MOSHER, L.L.P.
1615 L. Street, N.W_, Suite 850

Washington, D.C. 20036
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UNITED STATES F'ATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
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Paper No. 10

COPY MAILED

LARIVIERE, GRUBMAN & PAYNE, LLP

1 LOWER RAGSDALE, BLDG. 1, SUITE 130 : AUG 1 82003
P.0. BOX 3140 ' -

MONTEREY, CA 93942 OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of

Cailloux, et al. :

Appllcatlon No. 09/500,702 : : ON PETITION

Filed: February 9, 2000
Attorney Docket No. 17356-703

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR l 137(a), filed July 29, 2003 to revive the above-identified
application.

The petition is GRANTED.

This application became abandoned for failure to file a timely reply to non-final Office action mailed April
18, 2002, which set a three (3) month statutory period for reply. No response was received within the
allowable period and the application became abandoned on July 19, 2002. A Notice of Abandonment was
mailed July 30, 2003.

The response filed July 29, 2003, is noted and made of record.

The file is now being forwarded to Technology Center 2600 for further processing.

.Telephone inquiries concerning this matter'may be directed to the undersigned at (703) 305-0010

Dtnga Q. Adcfpughton
Kenya A. McLaughlin :

Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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WASHINGTON,

Paper No. 11
PILLSBURY WINTHROP
1600 TYSONS BOULEVARD
McLEAN, VA 22102 COPY MAILED

JAN 2 4 2003

In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Srinivasan K. Ganapathi :
Application No. 09/500,706 : ON PETITION

Filed: February.9, 2000
Attorney Docket No. 61450/0261860

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed January 16, 2003, to
revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely

manner to the non-final Office action mailed March 13, 2002, which set a shortened

statutory period for reply of three (3) months. No extensions of time under the

provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the above-identified
application became abandoned on June 14, 2002.

37 CFR 1.137(b)(3) requires a statement that the entire delay in filing the required
reply from the due date for the reply until the filing of a grantable petition pursuant
to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional. If the statement contained in the instant
petition varies from the language required by 37 CFR 1.137(b)(3), the statement
contained in the instant petition is being construed as the statement required by

37 CFR 1.137(b)(3) and petitioner must notify the Office if this is not a correct
interpretation of the statement contained in the instant petition.

The Change of Correspondence Address filed January 16, 2003 is noted and made of
record

Pursuant to petitioner’s authorization, Deposit Account No. 03-3975 was charged
$650.00 for the petition to revive an unintentionally abandoned application.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Wan Laymon at
(703) 305-9282.

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

D.C. 20231
WWW.USpto.gov



e
- '

Application No. 09/500,706

The application file is being forwarded to Technology Center AU 2855.

Wan Layson

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy

Page 2



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

P.

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

LAW OFFICES OF IMAM & ASSOCIATES
111 NORTH MARKET STREET, SUITE 1010 COPY MAILED
SAN JOSE, CA 95113

MAR 1 6 2006
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of :
Mehdi Asnaashari : DECISION ON PETITION UNDER

Application No. 09/500,755 : 37 CFR 1.313(a)
Filed: February 8, 2000 :
Atty Dkt No. 38979-71US

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(a), filed
March 13, 2006, requesting withdrawal of the above-identified
application from issue.

The petition is dismissed as moot for the reasons stated below.

A review of the file record discloses that a Notice of Allowance
was mailed on December 19, 2005, with the issue fee being due on or
before March 20, 2006. There is no indication that the issue fee
has to date been paid.

The filing of a petition under 37 CFR 1.313(a) is unnecessary,
since the mere filing of an RCE and submission will effectively
withdraw an application from issue prior to payment of the issue
fee. In view thereof, the petition to withdraw from issue is
dismissed as involving a moot issue. Note MPEP 706.07 (h) (IX).

Inquiries concerning this decision may be directed to the undersigned
at (571) 272-3218.

The matter is being referred to Technology Center AU 2612 for
appropriate processing of the RCE filed March 13, 2006, and for
consideration of the concurrently filed Information Disclosure

Statement.

nces Hicks
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

www.uspto.gov



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

In re Patent No. 6398812

Issue Date: June 4,2002

it :DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Application No. 09500827 'UNBER 37 CFR 1.378(c)
Filed: February 10,2000

Attorney Docket No. MED-04602/29

This is a decision on the electronic petition, filed May 9,2007 ,under 37 CFR 1.378(c)
to accept the unintentionally delayed payment of the 5 5 year maintenance fee for the above-identified patent.

The petition is GRANTED.

The maintenance fee is accepted, and the above-identified patent reinstated as of May 9,2007

This decision also constitutes notice that the fee has been accepted. An electronic copy of the petition
and this decision has been created as an entry in an Image File Wrapper. Nevertheless, petitioner
should print and retain an independent copy

Telephone inquires related to this electronic decision should be directed to the Electronic Business Center at
1-866-217-9197.



A31 PTO/SB/66

Approved for use through 44/30/2008. OMB 0651-0016

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

PETITION TO ACCEPT UNINTENTIONALLY DELAYED PAYMENT OF MAINTENANCE FEE IN AN
EXPIRED PATENT (37 CFR 1.378(c))

Issue Date Application Filing Date . .
Patent Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Docket Number (if applicable)
6,398,812 2002-06-04 09/500,827 2000-02-10 DPY-10102/29

CAUTION: Maintenance fee (and surcharge, if any) payment must correctly identify: (1) the patent number and (2) the application number|
of the actual U.S. application leading to issuance of that patent to ensure the fee(s) is/are associated with the correct patent. 37 CFR
1.366(c) and (d).
SMALL ENTITY

|:| Patentee claims, or has previously claimed, small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27.

LOSS OF ENTITLEMENT TO SMALL ENTITY STATUS
|:| Patentee is no longer entitled to small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27(g)

NOT Small Entity Small Entity
Fee Code Fee Code
(® 3%year (1551) () 3%year (2551)
(O  7Vyear (1552) (O 7 Vayear (2552)
O 11%year  (1553) O 1 Ysyear (2553)
SURCHARGE

The surcharge required by 37 CFR 1.20(}2) (Fee Code 1558) must be paid as a condition of accepting unintentionally delayed payment
of the maintenance fee.

MAINTENANCE FEE (37 CFR 1.20(e}-(@))
The appropriate maintenance fee must be submitted with this petition.

STATEMENT
THE UNDERSIGNED CERTIFIES THAT THE DELAY IN PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE TO THIS PATENT WAS
UNINTENTICONAL

PETITIONER(S} REQUEST THAT THE DELAYED PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE BE ACCEFTED AND THE PATENT
REINSTATED

THIS PORTION MUST BE COMPLETED BY THE SIGNATORY OR SIGNATORIES

37 CFR 1.378(d) states: “Any petition under this section must be signed by an attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent
and Trademark Office, or by the patentee, the assignee, or other party in interest.”

| certify, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.4(d){4) that | am

@ An attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office

(O A sole patentee

O A joint patentee; | certify that | am authorized to sign this submission on behalf of all the other patentees.
O A joint patentee; all of whom are signing this e-petition

O The assignee of record of the entire interest

EFS - Web 2.1



A31 PTO/SB/G6

Approved for use through 44/30/2008. OMB 0651-0016
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

Patent Practitioner

A signature of the applicant or representative is required in accordance with 37 CFR 1.33 and 10.18. Please see 37 CFR 1.4{d) for the
form of the signature

Signature

John G. Posa/

Date (YYYY-MM-DD)

2007-05-09

Name

John G. Posa

Registration Number

37424

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.378(c). The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which
is to file (and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This
collection is estimated to take 1 hour to complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the
USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/
or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Cffice, U.S.
Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS
ADDRESS. This form can only be used when in conjunction with EFS-Web. If this form is mailed to the USPTO, it may cause
delays in reinstating the patent.

EFS - Web 2.1




Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your submission of
the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the requirements of the Act, please be
advised that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b}2); (2) furnishing of the
information solicited is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office is to process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or patent. If you do not
furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to process and/or examine your
submission, which may result in termination of proceedings or abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1.

The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of Information
Act (5 U.S.C. 552} and the Privacy Act (5 U.5.C. 552a). Records from this system of records may be disclosed to the
Department of Justice to determine whether the Freedom of Information Act requires disclosure of these record s.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting evidence to
a court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in the course of settlement
negotiations.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress submitting a
request involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has requested assistance from the
Member with respect to the subject matter of the record.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of the Agency having need
for the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of informaticn shall be required to comply with the
requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuantto 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

A record related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in this system of
records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Internaticnal Bureau of the World Intellectual Property
Organization, pursuant to the Patent Cocoperation Treaty.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to ancther federal agency for purposes of
National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General Services,
or his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that agency's responsibility to
recommend improvements in records management practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and
2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this
purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make
determinations about individuals.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either publication of
the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 151. Further, a record
may be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the public if the record was filed in an
application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which application is
referenced by either a published applicaticn, an application open to public inspections or an issued patent.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local law
enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or regulation.

EFS - Web 2.1



' \ ‘ UNI]’ED STATES ,

7" PATENT AND
2 TRADEMARK QOFFICE

UNDER SECRETARY OF COMMERCE FOR INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY
AND DIRECTOR OF THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

FEB | 2 2002 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20231

WWW.USPTO.GOV

PATREA L. PABST

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP —HF 4 f
ONE ATLANTIC CENTER

1201 WEST PEACHTREE STREET, SUITE 2000

ATLANTA GA 30309-3400

In re Application of

John B. Harley et al :

Serial No.: 09/500,904 : WITHDRAWAL OF ABANDONMENT
Filed: February 9, 2000 :

Attorney Docket No.: OMRF 161 CIP

This is in response to applicants’ petition under 37 CFR 1.181, filed December 27, 2001,
requesting revival of the above-identified application based on the filing of a proper and timely
response.

BACKGROUND

A review of the file history shows the examiner mailed an Office action to applicants on December
28, 2000, setting a three month shortened statutory period for reply. Applicants filed a first reply
to the Office action on July 5, 2001 (Certificate of Mailing dated June 28, 2001), with a three
month extension of time request and fee. The reply included an amendment to the claims and
specification. In a Notice of Non-compliant Amendment, mailed July 12, 2001, the Office stated
that the amendments to the specification were not in proper form according to 37 CFR
1.121(b)(1)(ii) and (iii). Applicants indicated in the specification that Figures 9-11 were to be
deleted, and apparently meaning the text portion of the specification referring to these figures was
to be deleted also. However, this was not clearly stated. Applicants provided unnumbered clean
copies of the affected pages of the specification incorporating the deletions. 37 CFR
1.121(b)(1)(ii) and (iii) require, respectively, a clean version of the paragraph of the specification
which is to be amended and a marked up version of the paragraph showing the changes being
made. In the instance where an entire paragraph is being deleted, direction to “cancel the
paragraph at page xx, lines yy-zz” is sufficient. With respect to the paragraphs describing Figures
9-11, such direction would have been sufficient, but was not clearly stated in the amendment.
Amendments to other paragraphs required presentation of a clean copy and marked up version
showing the changes with directions to “replace the paragraph on page xx, line yy-zz with the
amended paragraph”. The portion of the amendment directed to the claims, however, was proper
and was entered. 4
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In reply to the letter of non-compliance, received August 10, 2001, applicants provided a new
copy of the amendments to the specification which showed the numbered pages with the deleted
portions bracketed and struck through for each page on which an amendment appeared. In
addition, numbered clean copy pages were provided for all affected pages. However, the
amendment was deemed to not fully (and rigidly) follow 37 CFR 1.121(b)(1) and a second Notice
of Non-compliant Amendment was mailed to applicants on August 24, 2001. In neither instance
was any explanation given applicants as to the nature of non-compliance other than to check the
boxes on the preprinted form citing the rule and averring non-compliance. Applicants replied on
December 7, 2001, by facsimile (original Certificate of Mailing dated October 24, 2001) (the
original was subsequently received on January 8, 2002) with a request and fee for an extension of
time providing again copies of the previously submitted amendments in the same form and a
substitute specification. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed to applicants on December 19,
2001, indicating the case was being held abandoned since applicants had not filed a compliant
amendment although offered several opportunities to do so. This petition to withdraw the
abandonment was then filed on December 27, 2001.

DISCUSSION

It is clear that applicants attempted to comply with 37 CFR 1.121(b)(1), but failed to meet the
letter of the rule. It is clear that applicants’ amendment to the specification first submitted on
June 28, 2001, were improper and not in compliance with the rule. However the amendment filed
August 24, 2001, complied with the intent of the rule although the letter of the rule was not fully
complied with. By submitting copies of existing pages with the portions to be deleted both
bracketed and struck through applicants showed clearly the matter to be deleted as required by 37
CFR 1.121(b)(1)(iii). However, only those paragraphs actually being amended, not the entire
page, should have been submitted and identified by page and line numbers. In addition, those
paragraphs being deleted in their entirety need only have been referred to and not shown by
bracketing and strike through. In order to comply with 37 CFR 1.121(b)(1)(ii) clean copies of the
amended paragraphs, not entire pages, should have been submitted. However, since section (2) of
the rule also refers to replacement of “sections” of the specification, and a page or consecutive
pages of the specification can be considered a “section” of the specification applicants’ submission
of a full page clean copy of the specification with the changes incorporated therein is considered
to meet this portion of the rule. The submission of a substitute specification, while unnecessary in
this instance, would also have been considered to comply with the rule if it had been accompanied
by a statement stating that no new matted had been added.

In view of applicants’ efforts to comply with 37 CFR 1.121 in multiple ways, the Notice of
Abandonment is hereby withdrawn and the application restored to pending status with the mailing
of this decision. :

Applicants’ petition is GRANTED.

The application will be forwarded for proper entry of the amendments submitted, but not
the substitute specification.
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The application will then be forwarded to the examiner for further consideration not
inconsistent with this decision.

Should there be any questions with respect to this decision, please contact William R. Dixon, Jr.,
by mail addressed to Director, Technology Center 1600, Washington, D.C. 20231, or by
telephone at (703) 308-3824 or by facsimile transmission at (703) 305-7230.

Bruce M. Kisliuk
Director, Technology Center 1600
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SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Paper No.: X
DATE : November 08,2007
TOSPEOF  :ART UNIT 1648
SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction for Appl. No.: 09/500,904 _ Patent No.: 7273613 Bl

A response is requested with respect to a request for a certificate of correction.

With respect to the change(s) requested to correct Office and/or Applicant’s errors, should
the patent read as shown in the certificate of correction attached herewith or the COCIN
document(s), in IFW images for the above-identified patented application? No new matter
should be introduced, nor should the scope or meaning of the claims be changed.

If the response is for an IFW, within 7 days, please complete a _y f
the employee (named below) via scanning into application images, usmg
COCX. .
DO NOT SENT TO ATTORNEY

If the response is for a paper file wrapper, please complete the response and forward the
response with the paper file wrapper, to the employee (named below), within 7 days, to:

Certificates of Correction Branch (CofC)

South Tower - 9A22

Palm Location 7580

You can fax the Directors/SPE response to 571-270-9990 LAMONTE
NEWSOME

Certificates of Correction Branch
703-308-9390 ext. 112

Thank You For Your Assistance

The request for issuing the above-identified correction(s) is hereby:
Note your decision on the appropriate box.

Approved All changes apply.
QO Approved in Part Specify below which changes do not apply.
O Denied State the reasons for denial below.

Comments:

BRUCE R. CAMPELL, PH.D
o ORY PATENT EXAMINER
TECHNOL 0GY CENTER-$699———————

W‘%
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

FULBRIGHT & JAWORSKI LLP
600 CONGRESS AVE
SUITE 2400

AUSTIN TX 78701 COPY MAILED

MAY 0 9 2008
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Patent No. 7,273,613

Issue Date: September 25, 2007 :

Application No. 09/500,904 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: February 9, 2000 - :

Attorney Docket No. OMRF:051US

This is a decision on the “PETITION UNDER 37 C.F.R. 3.81(b) TO CORRECT
ASSIGNEE IN ISSUED PATENT", filed October 19, 2007.

The petition is GRANTED.

An application may issue in the name of an assignee rather than the
applicant if requested prior to issuance of a patent.! However, in the
event the request is not made prior to issuance, a Certificate of
Correction under 37 CFR 1.323 may be requested. A request for a
Certificate of Correction under 37 CFR 1.323 to correct the assignee’s
name will not be granted unless a petition under 37 CFR 3.81(b) is
granted. Such request under- 37 CFR 3.81(b) should include:

(A) the processing fee required by 37 CFR 1.17(1i);
(B) a request for issuance of the application in the name of

the assignee, or a request that a patent be corrected to
state the name of the assignee;

' sSee 37 CFR 3.81.
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(C) a statement that the assignment was submitted for
recordation as set forth in 37 CFR 3.11 before issuance of
the patent; and

(D) a request for a certificate of correction under 37 CFR
1.323 accompanied by the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.20(a).?

Receipt of the $130 processing fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(i) and the
$100 fee for the Certificate of Correction is acknowledged.

The file is being forwarded to the Certificate of Corrections Branch
for issuance of the requested Certificate of Correction.

Telephone inquiries related to this decision should be directed to the
undersigned at (571)272-3207.

Uty

Cliff Congo
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

2 MPEP 307.
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)

Newsome, Lamonte

From: Myhre, James

Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2009 5:19 AM

To: Newsome, Lamonte

Subject: IFW-PTOL-306 Certificate of Correction

Here is the requested Certificate of Correction for Patent ASpHES

62/50/, 053

SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTI&N

Paper No.:20090401
DATE - May 12, 2009
TO SPE OF : ART UNIT 3688
SUBJECT Request for Certificate of Correction on Patent No.: 6587835
A response is requested with respect to the accompanying request for a certiﬁcate of correction.

Please complete this form and return with file, within 7 days to:
Certificates of Correction Branch - PK 3-910
Palm location 7590 - Tel. No. 305-8201

With respect to the change(s) requested, correcting Office and/or Applicant’s errors, should the
patent read as shown in the certificate of correction? No new matter should be introduced, nor should the
scope or meaning of the claims be changed.

Thank You For Your Assistance Certificates of Correction Branch

The request for issuing the above-identified correction(s) is hereby:
Note your decision on the appropriate box.

Approved All changes apply.
Approved in Part Specify below which changes do not apply.
" Denied State the reasons for denial below.
Comments:

The requested corrections do not change the scope of the claims nor do they introduce new
matter’, but merely correct a prior antecedent basis problem in the two amended claims.

5/12/09



PTOL-306 SPE Response for Certificate of Correction Page 2 of 2

.

SPE: /James W. Mvhre/ Art

Unit 3688

PTOL-306 (Rev. 7/03) . U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE Patent and Trademark Office

5/12/09
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. OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Pierre Albou : :
Application No. 09/501,069 : ON PETITION

Filed: February 9, 2000
Attorney Docket No. 1948-4666

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed February 10, 2003, to withdraw the above-
identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application is withdrawn from issue for consideration of a submission under 37 CFR
1.114 (request for continued examination). See 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2).

Petitioner is advised that the issue fee paid on December 16, 2002, in the above-identified application
cannot be refunded. If, however, the above-identified application is again allowed, petitioner may
request that it be applied towards the issue fee required by the new Notice of Allowance. ’

After receipt of the file in the Office of Petitions, the file will be forwarded to Technology Center AU
2875 for further processing of the request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114.

Sherry [J. Brinkley

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy

(703) 305-9220

'The request to apply the issue fee to the new Notice may be satisfied by completing and
returning the new Issue Fee Transmittal Form PTOL-85(b), which includes the following language
thereon: “Commissioner for Patents is requested to apply the Issue Fee and Publication Fee (if any) or
" re-apply any previously paid issue fee to the application identified above.” Petitioner is advised that,
whether a fee is indicated as being due or not, the Issue Fee Transmittal Form must be completed and
timely submitted to avoid abandonment. Note the language in bold text on the first page of the Notice
of Allowance and Fee(s) Due (PTOL-85).
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Paper No. z»‘)

Date : February 10, 2003
TO : Director, Office of Patent Publication
FROM : Office of the Deputy Commissioner

for Patent Examination Policy
SUBJECT : withdrawal from Issue of

Applicant(s) : PIERRE ALBOU

Application No. : 09/501,069

Filed : February 9, 2000

The above-identified application has been assigned Patent No.
6,517,228 and an issue date of February 11, 2003.

It is hereby directed that this application be withdrawn from
issue at the request of the applicant.

Do not refund the issue fee.

The following erratum should be published in the official Gazette
if the above-identified application is published in the 0G of
February 11, 2003:

"All reference to Patent No. 6,517,228 to PIERRE ALBOU
of FRANCE for A METHOD FOR MOTOR VEHICLE HEADLAMP OF
THE ELLIPTICAL TYPE CAPABLE OF EMITTING A CUT-OFF BEAM
WITH IMPROVED PHOTOMETRY appearing in the official
Gazette of February 11, 2003, should be deleted since
no patent was granted."

‘Sherry /D. Brinkley

Petitions Examine

office of Petitions

office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy

cc: Geraldine Dozier, Crystal Park 3-441 (FAX-306-2737)
Deneise Boyd, Crystal pPark 2, suite 1100 (FAX-308-5413)
Mary Louise McAskill, Crystal Park 3-910 (FAX 305-4372)
Niomi Farmer, Crystal Park 3-910 (FAX-305-4372)
Mary E. Johnson (Cookie), P/0CS, CM1-6D07
Duane K.Davis, P/0CS, CM1-6A07
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Joseph A Calvaruso Esqg
Morgan & Finnegan LLP :

345 Park Avenue COPY MAILED
New York NY 10154-0053

JUN 1 6 2003
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of :
Pierre Albou : DECISION ON

Application No. 09/501,069 : PETITION
Filed: February 9, 2000 :
Attorney Docket No. 1948-4666

This is a decision on the petition filed February 10, 2003,
requesting that the above-identified application be accorded a
filing date of February 9, 2000, with drawing Figures 1-10 in the
French priority document as part of the original disclosure.

On February 9, 2000, the application was filed with drawing
Figures 1-15.

On September 18, 2002, the Office mailed a Notice of Allowance
and Fee(s) Due to applicant. In response, on February 10, 2003,
applicant submitted the present petition, a petition to withdraw
from issue, request for continued examination, a preliminary
amendment, copies of Figures 1-10 of the French priority
document, and the requisite fees. Applicant states that on
February 9, 2000, applicant submitted (1) a certified copy of the
French priority document, including an accurate set of drawing
Figures 1-10, which correspond to the English language
specification, and (2) an erroneous set of drawings Figures 1-15.
Applicant further states that despite the inclusion of erroneous
drawing Figures 1-15, the application papers satisfied the filing
date requirements by virtue of the submission on filing of
drawing Figures 1-10 of certified copy of applicant’s priority
document.

A review of the record reveals that 5 sheets of drawings

(Figures 1-15) were submitted with the application papers on
February 9, 2000. However, the brief description of the drawings
and the body of the specification for this application describe
drawings of Figures 1-10. Clearly, Figures 1-15 filed with this
application are not the drawings intended for this application.

A further review of the record reveals that the application
papers, filed on February 9, 2000, included a French foreign
priority document, which contained 4 sheets of drawings (Figures
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1-10). Accordingly, the 5 sheets of drawings (Figure 1-15),
submitted on filing will be withdrawn. The 4 drawing sheets
(Figures 1-10), as they appear in the foreign priority document,
will be scanned and used during the prosecution of this
application.

To the extent indicated above, the petition is granted.

The $130.00 petition fee will be charged to Deposit Account No.
13-4500 because the present petition and petition fee were
necessary in view of applicant's filing error.

The application will be forwarded to the Office of Initial
Examination to process the application with a filing date of
February 9, 2000, and to replace the 5 drawing sheets (Figures
1-15) with the 4 drawing sheets (Figures 1-10). The Office is
further directed to scan the 4 sheets of drawings (Figures 1-10)
of the French priority document, and to indicate that 4 sheets of
drawings were present on filing.

Telephone inquiries related to this decision should be directed
to the undersigned at (703) 306-5589.

Cﬁwpr*iwsp‘%zugtL«n.> Vonwe o L
Christina Tartera Donnell

Senior Petitions Attorney
Qffice of Petitions
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OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Wang et al. :
Application No. 09/501,179 : DECISION GRANTING LETTER
Filed: February 10, 2000 (CPA 11/1/2001) : REGARDING PTA
Attorney Docket No. :
2314.00600002/JUK/SMW

This decision is in response to applicants’ “LETTER REGARDING PATENT TERM
ADJUSTMENT CALCULATIONS” requesting that the Office review the PTA determination to
see if such determination is greater than 1s appropriate. The Office thanks applicants for their
good faith and candor in bringing this discrepancy to the attention of the Office.

Applicants’ request is GRANTED. The Office will adjust the PAIR calculation to reflect a
determination of zero (0) days at the time of the mailing of the notice of allowance.

Applicants do not expressly assert why PTA is greater than believed to be accurate. Upon review
applicants are correct. The Office notes that it errantly posted June 4, 2003 as the response date
to the filing of the CPA rather than the actual date of June 4, 2002. Accordingly, the Office was
not 61 days late in their response. However, if June 4, 2002 was the correct date, then applicants
response date of December 4, 2002 is considered a failure to engage in reasonable efforts to
conclude prosecution of the application. The amount of applicant delay is ninety-one (91) days.'
Accordingly at the time of the mailing of the notice of allowance, the Office had zero days of
delay and applicant had ninety-one days.

After the mailing of this decision, the application will be forwarded to the Office of Patent
Publications for a prompt issuance of the patent application.

Any delays in issuance of the patent more than four months after the payment of the issue fee and
other requirements being satisfied will be added to the determination at the time of the mailing of
the issue notification letter.

The Office will not assess any fees in association with this decision. The Office thanks
applicants for their good faith and candor in bringing this to the attention of the Office.

'Delay began on September 5, 2002 day after the three month deadline and ended on
December 4,2002.
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Any questions concerning this decision should be directed to Kery A. Fries, at 571-272-7757.

f"
~ N
Kery A. Fries
Sentor Legal Advisor
Office of Patent Legal Administration
Office of Deputy Commissioner for
Patent Examination Policy

@e-. Mow\e_ol PATL Celeolehio
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Stern, Kessler Goldstein & Fox PLLC JUL 24 2006
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Washington, DC 20005-3934

In re Application of

Wang et al. :

Application No. 09/501,179 : DECISION GRANTING LETTER
Filed: February 10, 2000 (CPA 11/1/2001) : REGARDING PTA

Attorney Docket No. :

2314.00600002/JUK/SMW

This decision is in response to applicants’ “ REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION OF
PATENT TERM ADJUSTMENT DETERMINATION UNDER 37 CFR 1.705(d)” requesting
that the determination at the time of the issuance of the patent be corrected from 93 days to a
determination of 274 days.

Applicants’ request is GRANTED. The Office will adjust the PAIR calculation to reflect a
determination of zero (0) days at the time of the mailing of the notice of allowance. In addition,
the Office will sua sponte issue a certificate of correction reflecting this decision.

Applicants allege that the correct amount of PTA at the time of the issuance is two hundred and
seventy-four (274) days. Applicants assert that the Office failed to meet the requirement of 37
CFR 1.702(b) by a period of 365 days. Applicants also assert that the appropriate amount of
Applicants delay at the time of the issuance of the patent is 91 days. Applicants delay is for
failure to reply to the Office within three-months under 37 CFR 1.704({;).l Applicants dispute
the 120 reduction for the miscellaneous letter that was filed by applicant on October 18, 2004.
Appli((izants_ assert that the “miscellaneous incoming letter” was the request for PTA
consideration.

Applicants arguments are persuasive. The office notes that the 120 day reduction is in error. The
submission of the request for PTA reconsideration is not considered a failure to engage in
reasonable efforts to conclude prosecution. See 1.704(e). Accordingly, the 120 reduction is in
error. Moreover, applicants are correct in the amount of Office delay as well as applicant delay.
The Office delayed by 365 days in the issuance of the patent under 37 CFR 1.702(b). Moreover,
the applicants failed to engage in reasonable efforts to conclude prosecution of the application by
gpenod) of 91 days under 37 CFR 1.704(b). Overall, the correct amount PTA is 274 (365-
1=274).

After the mailing of this decision, the application will be forwarded to the Office of Patent

'This determination was decided in the petition decision that was mailed by the Office on
September 19, 2005.
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Publications for a prompt issuance of a certificate of correction.

The Office assessed the $200.00 fee. No additional fees are required in determining this request
for reconsideration of pTA.

Any questions concerning this decision should be directed to Kery A. Fries, at 571-272-7757.
=308

Kery A.'Fries

Senior Legal Advisor

Office of Patent Legal Administration
Office of Deputy Commissioner for
Patent Examination Policy

cc:Adjusted PAIR calculation
Draft Cert. Of Correction
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

PATENT : 6,960,449 B2
DATED : Nov. 1, 2005
INVENTOR(S) : Wang et al.

It is certified that error appears in the above-identified patent and that said Letters Patent is hereby
corrected as shown below: .
On the cover page,

[*] Notice: Subject to any disclaimer, the term of this patent is extended or adjusted under 35 USC 154(b)
by (93) days

Delete the phrase “by 93 days” and insert — by 274 days--
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Day : Friday
o Date: 7/21/2006
PTA Calculations for Application: 09/501179
Application Filing Date:||02/10/2000 PTO Delay (PTO):|[365
Issue Date of Patent:|[11/01/2005 Three Years:|[0
Pre-Issue Petitions: IO Applicant Delay (APPL):||120
Post-Issue Petitions:|{0 Total PTA (days):[[274
PTO Delay Adjustment:|[29 I
I File Contents History |
Numberj Date | Contents Description "PT O"APPL”START|
[ 71 ]07/21/2006|ADJUSTMENT OF PTA CALCULATION BY PTO 181 || |
67.5 ][10/12/2005][PTA 36 MONTHS o7 | |
67  [11/01/200s|[EA 1 T ISSUE DATE USED INFTA 207 62
66 |[10/04/2005|[RECEIPT INTO PUBS ] ]
65 |[10/04/2005|RECEIPT INTO PUBS ]
[ 64 |[10/04/2005][DISPATCH TO FDC ]
63 10/04/2005 %l;%lgCATION IS CONSIDERED READY FOR

[ 62 |[12/08/2004]ISSUE FEE PAYMENT VERIFIED
61 |[10/03/2005/TC RETURN TO PUBS

60 |(09/22/2005|RECEIPT INTO PUBS

RECORD A PETITION DECISION OF GRANTED H

r—

59 |/09/19/2005(|FOR PATENT TERM ADJUSTMENT AFTER
ALLOWANCE

RECORD A PETITION DECISION OF GRANTED \I

59 |(09/19/2005{[FOR PATENT TERM ADJUSTMENT AFTER
ALLOWANCE

58 ||09/16/2005|ADJUSTMENT OF PTA CALCULATIONBYPTO || | 91 |
58 [09/16/2005||ADJUSTMENT OF PTA CALCULATIONBYPTO || | I

|
|
57 ](09/16/2005[ADTUSTMENT OF PTA CALCULATIONBYPTO || [ 61 | |
57 [09/16/2005[ADTUSTMENT OF PTA CALCULATIONBYPTO || || | ]
56 ](09/12/2005|[PUBS CASE REMAND TO TC |l I |
55 |10/18/2004/[PETITION ENTERED | I |
54 |[10/18/2004/[MISCELLANEOUS INCOMING LETTER | o | |
53 |[10/18/2004|[MISCELLANEOUS INCOMING LETTER 1 J120 |
52 [[09/24/2004/[EXPORT TO INITIAL DATA CAPTURE ]
[ 51 Jl01/12/2005RECEIPT INTO PUBS

http://expoweb1:8001/cgi-bin/expo/PTAlnfo/pta.pl 7/21/2006
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| 50 |[12/08/2004|ISSUE FEE PAYMENT RECEIVED [ | |
[ 49 ][10/18/2004RECEIPT INTO PUBS [ I
[ 48 [09/30/2004] WORKFLOW - FILE SENT TO CONTRACTOR I I |
[ 47 [09/20/2004|MAIL NOTICE OF ALLOWANCE | | ]

46 ]/09/17/2004|ISSUE REVISION COMPLETED L] | |
NOTICE OF ALLOWANCE DATA VERIFICATION
45 | 09/17/2004] Sn o7 ETED | | |
44 |09/17/2004NOTICE OF ALLOWABILITY
| 43 (07/15/2004|DATE FORWARDED TO EXAMINER 1 I |
FEE PAYMENT RECORDED (FEES FILED
42 07/06/2004/{SEPARATELY E.G. NOT WITH ORIGINAL
PAPERS, ETC).
[ 40 ][07/03/2004|DATE FORWARDED TO EXAMINER |l ( ]
[ 39 |06/02/2004|RESPONSE AFTER NON-FINAL ACTION | I |
[ 38 (06/02/2004| WORKFLOW INCOMING AMENDMENT IFW I | | |
[ 37 (03/02/2004|MAIL NON-FINAL REJECTION |l [ ]
36 ](02/27/2004|NON-FINAL REJECTION (I I |
35 |{02/27/2004[DATE FORWARDED TO EXAMINER L |
| 34 {12/04/2002|RESPONSE AFTER NON-FINAL ACTION [
33 ||12/04/2000|REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF TIME - GRANTED
EXAMINER INTERVIEW SUMMARY RECORD
32 [06/12/2003) bror 413y
| 31 ](06/04/2003|]MAIL NON-FINAL REJECTION fl61 | | 34
[ 30 [02/27/2004|NON-FINAL REJECTION (I (
| 29 (06/04/2002|]MAIL NOTICE OF WITHDRAWN ACTION L I
LETTER WITHDRAWING / VACATING OFFICE
28 [102/27/2004] X ‘rron
22 [01/31/2002][MAIL FINAL REJECTION (PTOL - 326) Ll [ |
21 [(01/14/2002|FINAL REJECTION | | |
20 [[11/01/2001}[NEW OR ADDITIONAL DRAWING FILED |
19 1012001 ;NHIJ?](E)II;MATION DISCLOSURE STATEMENT (IDS)
[ 18 [{11/20/2001||DATE FORWARDED TO EXAMINER Nl I |
CONTINUING PROSECUTION APPLICATION -
17 Jl11/0172001 | » N TINUATION (ACPA)
DISPOSAL FOR A RCE/CPA/129 (EXPRESS
16 I11/01/2001)l\ g \ N\DONMENT IF CPA)
15 |11/01/2001[REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF TIME - GRANTED
I Ll 1] H ] il I
http://expoweb1:8001/cgi-bin/expo/PTAlnfo/pta.pl 7/21/2006
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|| 14 ||11/01/2001|WORKFLOW - REQUEST FOR CPA - BEGIN [ I II
Search Another: Application# | | |

EXPLANATION OF PTA CALCULATION

EXPLANATION OF PTE CALCULATION
To go back use Back button on your browser toolbar.

Back to PALM | ASSIGNMENT | OASIS | Home page

http://expoweb1:8001/cgi-bin/expo/PTAlnfo/pta.pl 7/21/2006



PTO/SB/66 (03-09)

Approved for use through 43/31/2012. OMB 0651-0016

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

PETITION TO ACCEPT UNINTENTIONALLY DELAYED PAYMENT OF MAINTENANCE FEE IN AN
EXPIRED PATENT (37 CFR 1.378(c))

Issue Date Application Filing Date . .
Patent Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Docket Number (if applicable)
6960449 2005-11-01 09501179 2000-02-10 32055-734.201

CAUTION: Maintenance fee (and surcharge, if any) payment must correctly identify: (1) the patent number and (2) the application number|
of the actual U.S. application leading to issuance of that patent to ensure the fee(s) is/are associated with the correct patent. 37 CFR
1.366(c) and (d).
SMALL ENTITY

|:| Patentee claims, or has previously claimed, small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27.

LOSS OF ENTITLEMENT TO SMALL ENTITY STATUS
|:| Patentee is no longer entitled to small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27(g)

NOT Small Entity Small Entity
Fee Code Fee Code
(® 3%year (1551) () 3%year (2551)
(O  7Vyear (1552) (O 7 Vayear (2552)
O 11%year  (1553) O 1 Ysyear (2553)
SURCHARGE

The surcharge required by 37 CFR 1.20(}2) (Fee Code 1558) must be paid as a condition of accepting unintentionally delayed payment
of the maintenance fee.

MAINTENANCE FEE (37 CFR 1.20(e}-(@))
The appropriate maintenance fee must be submitted with this petition.

STATEMENT
THE UNDERSIGNED CERTIFIES THAT THE DELAY IN PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE TO THIS PATENT WAS
UNINTENTICONAL

PETITIONER(S} REQUEST THAT THE DELAYED PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE BE ACCEFTED AND THE PATENT
REINSTATED

THIS PORTION MUST BE COMPLETED BY THE SIGNATORY OR SIGNATORIES

37 CFR 1.378(d) states: “Any petition under this section must be signed by an attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent
and Trademark Office, or by the patentee, the assignee, or other party in interest.”

| certify, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.4(d){4) that | am

@ An attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office

(O A sole patentee

O A joint patentee; | certify that | am authorized to sign this submission on behalf of all the other patentees.
O A joint patentee; all of whom are signing this e-petition

O The assignee of record of the entire interest

EFS - Web 22



PTO/SB/66 (03-09)

Approved for use through 43/31/2012. OMB 0651-0016
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

Patent Practitioner

A signature of the applicant or representative is required in accordance with 37 CFR 1.33 and 10.18. Please see 37 CFR 1.4{d) for the

form of the signature

Signature IMark D. McNemar, Esq., Ph.D./

Date (YYYY-MM-DD)

2009-11-06

Name Mark D. McNemar, Esq., Ph.D.

Registration Number

64904

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.378(c). The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which
is to file (and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This
collection is estimated to take 1 hour to complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the
USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/
or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Cffice, U.S.
Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS
ADDRESS. This form can only be used when in conjunction with EFS-Web. If this form is mailed to the USPTO, it may cause

delays in reinstating the patent.

EFS - Web 22




Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your submission of
the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the requirements of the Act, please be
advised that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b}2); (2) furnishing of the
information solicited is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office is to process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or patent. If you do not
furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to process and/or examine your
submission, which may result in termination of proceedings or abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1.

The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of Information Act
(5 U.8.C. 552) and the Privacy Act (5 U.5.C. 552a). Records from this system of records may be disclosed to the
Department of Justice to determine whether the Freedom of Information Act requires disclosure of these records.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting evidence to a
court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in the course of settlement
negotiations.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress submitting a request
involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has requested assistance from the Member
with respect to the subject matter of the record.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contracter of the Agency having need for
the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of information shall be required to comply with the
requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuantto 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

A record related to an Internaticnal Application filed under the Patent Cocperation Treaty in this system of records
may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau of the World Intellectual Property Organization,
pursuant to the Patent Cocperation Treaty.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal agency for purposes of
National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General Services, or
his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that agency's responsibility to
recommend improvements in records management practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and
2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this
purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make
determinations about individuals.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either publication of the
application pursuant to 35 U.5.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.S5.C. 151. Further, a record may
be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the public if the record was filed in an
application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which application is
referenced by either a published applicaticn, an application open to public inspections or an issued patent.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local law
enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or regulation.
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
WWW.Uspto.gov

In re Patent No. 6960449
Issue Date: November 1,2005
icati :DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Application No. 09501179 "UNDER 37 CFR 1.378(c)
Filed: February 10,2000

Attorney Docket No. 32055-734.201

This is a decision on the electronic petition, filed =~ November6,2009  ynder 37 CFR 1.378(c)
to accept the unintentionally delayed paymentof the 3.5  year maintenance fee for the above-identified patent.

The petition is GRANTED.

The maintenance fee is accepted, and the above-identified patent reinstated as of November 6,2009
This decision also constitutes notice that the fee has been accepted. An electronic copy of the petition and

this decision has been created as an entry in the Image File Wrapper. Nevertheless, petitioner should print
and retain an independent copy.

Telephone inquiries related to this electronic decision should be directed to the Electronic Business Center at 1-866-217-9197.



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent.and Trademark Office
.0. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

WWW.USpto.gov

Page 19

Shook Hardy & Bacon ' :
2555 Grand Boulevard COPY MAILED
Kansas City, MO 64108 JAN 1 2 2004

o OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Martin King et al. :
Application No. 09/501,196 : ON PETITION

Filed: February 10, 2000
Attorney Docket No. QUCA.95091

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1 137(b), filed December 15, 2003, to revive the
above-identified application.

The petition is granted.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the
non-final Office action mailed August 27, 2002, which set a shortened statutory period for reply
of three (3) months. No extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were
obtained. Accordingly, the above-identified application became abandoned on November 28,
2002.

The $375 fee submitted for the Request for Continued Examination filed February 27, 2003 will
be credited to petitioner’s deposit account.

The application file is being forwarded to Technology Center AU 2142 for further processing.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Latrice Bond at
(703) 308-6911.

Latrice Bond
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
WWW,USPLO, oV
Attn Intellectual Property Counsel MA' L
Schlumberger Oilfield Services
200 Gillingham Lane MD 200-9 MAY 0 4 2005
Sugar Land, TX 77478 DIRECTOR OFFICE
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100

In re Application of: Cao, et al.
Application No.: 09/501,445
Filed: February 10, 2000
Attorney Docket No.: 26.0178
For: METHOD OF DESIGNING
GEOPHYSICAL SURVEYS

DECISION ON PETITION UNDER 37
CFR §1.181

N’ N’ N N N N N

This is a decision on the petition filed March 17, 2005, which is being treated as a petition under
37 CFR §1.181(a), for withdrawal of the Final Rejection as premature.

A review of the file record indicates that a Notice of Allowance has been counted in the instant
application, April 16, 2005, but not yet mailed.

Accordingly, in view of the above stated reason, the instant petition, filed under 37 CFR
§1.181(a) to invoke supervisory authority to withdraw the Final Rejection mailed November 12,

2004, 1s rendered moot.

Accordingly, the petition is DISMISSED as MOOT.

The application file is being forwarded to the Technology Support Staff to process the mailing of
the Notice of Allowability and Notice of Allowance/Issue Fee(s) due. Telephone inquiries
should be directed to the undersigned at 571-272-3595.

’ é‘f % -
Brian ys n ’
Special ogra;\ iner ‘{/L

Technology Center 2100 ' é{
Computer Architecture, Software, and Information Security

7



=S PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFIC,

CoOMMISBIONER FOR PATENTS
UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
P.O. Box 14s0

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450
www.upio.gov

Paper No. 15

Milliken & Company %
920 Milliken Road

P. 0. Box 1926 COPY MAILED

Spartanburg, SC 29304

MAY 1 1 2004
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Shulong Li, et al. :
Application No. 09/501,467 : ON PETITION

Filed: February 9, 2000
Attorney Docket No. 2129

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed November 24, 2003, to revive the above-
identified application.

~——>> The petition is GRANTED.

A final Office action was mailed to applicant on April 22, 2003, setting a three-month shortened statutory
period within which to submit a reply. In the instant petition, applicant argues that an amendment was, in
fact, timely filed on June 3, 2003. Applicant provided a copy of the post card receipt establishing receipt
of the amendment dated June 3, 2003. While the amendment was submitted to the Office timely, it was
reviewed by the examiner and determined that it did not place the application in condition for allowance.
A copy of the Advisory Action by the examiner is enclosed herewith.

In view of the above, the application was properly held abandoned and petitioner is not entitled to a
refund of the petition fee.

Nevertheless, petitioner has filed a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) and submission required
by 37 CFR 1.114, with the petition.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (703) 306-3475.

The application file is being forwarded to Technology Center 1700 for processing the RCE.

- Ve
Marianne E. Morgan
Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions
Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy

Enclosure: Advisory Action



Application No. Appllcam(s)
Advisory Action 09/501,467 LIET AL

Examiner Art Unit

Ms. Arti Singh 1771

--The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address --

THE REPLY FILED 11/24/03 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE.
Therefore, further action by the applicant is required to avoid abandonment of this application. A proper reply to a
final rejection under 37 CFR 1.113 may only be either: (1) a timely filed amendment which places the appilication in
condition for allowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee); or (3) a timely filed Request for Continued
Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114.

PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)]

a) @ The period for reply expires 3 months from the mailing date of the final rejection.
b) D The period for reply expires on: (1) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection, whichever is later. In

1. A Notice of Appeal was filed on . Appellant’s Brief must be filed within the period set forth in
37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal.

2K The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because:
(a) they raise new issues that would fequire further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below);
(b) [J they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below);

()3 they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the
issues for appeal; and/or

(@) [ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims.
NOTE:
3.[]] Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s):

4[] Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment
canceling the non-allowable claim(s).

5 The a)[] affidavit, b)[_] exhibit, or )X request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the
application in condition for allowance because: See Continuation Sheet S

6.1 The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly
raised by the Examiner in the final rejection.

7.4 For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)X] will not be entered or b)[_] will be entered and an
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended.

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as foliows:

Claim(s) allowed: .

Claim(s) objected to: o

Claim(s) rejected: 1-39.

Claim(s) withdrawn from Consideration: _
8.(J The drawing correction filed on —___isa)] approved or b)[] disapproved by the Examiner.
9. Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s).
10.[] Other: _

/2] py
Ms. Arti Singh
Primary Examiner
Art Unit: 1771

U.S. Pateni and Trademark Office
PTOL-303 (Rev. 1 1-03) Advisory Action Part of Paper No. 042104
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UNITED ST. .S PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE L ] @%
@

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
P.0O. Box 1450

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

Paper No. 15
%

/3
Milliken & Company %
920 Milliken Road

P. O. Box 1926 COPY MAILED

Spartanburg, SC 29304

MAY 1 1 2004
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Shulong Li, et al. :
Application No. 09/501,467 : ON PETITION

Filed: February 9, 2000
Attorney Docket No. 2129

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed November 24, 2003, to revive the above-
identified application.

~——> The petition is GRANTED.

A final Office action was mailed to applicant on April 22, 2003, setting a three-month shortened statutory
period within which to submit a reply. In the instant petition, applicant argues that an amendment was, in
fact, timely filed on June 3, 2003. Applicant provided a copy of the post card receipt establishing receipt
of the amendment dated June 3, 2003. While the amendment was submitted to the Office timely, it was
reviewed by the examiner and determined that it did not place the application in condition for allowance.
A copy of the Advisory Action by the examiner is enclosed herewith.

In view of the above, the application was properly held abandoned and petitioner is not entitled to a
refund of the petition fee.

Nevertheless, petitioner has filed a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) and submission required
by 37 CFR 1.114, with the petition.

Telephone inquiries conceming this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (703) 306-3475.

The application file is being forwarded to Technology Center 1700 for processing the RCE.
2 7 .
Marianne E. Morgan f%
Petitions Examiner :
Office of Petitions
Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy

Enclosure: Advisory Action



Application No. Applicant(s)
. . 9/501,467 LIET AL.
Advisory Action 09/501, ETA
Examiner Art Unit
Ms. Arti Singh 1771

--The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address --

THE REPLY FILED 11/24/03 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE.
Therefore, further action by the applicant is required to avoid abandonment of this application. A proper reply to a
final rejection under 37 CFR 1.113 may only be either: (1) a timely filed amendment which places the application in
condition for allowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee); or (3) a timely filed Request for Continued
Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114.

PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b))

a) @ The period for reply expires 3 months from the mailing date of the final rejection.

b) [:] The period for reply expires on: (1) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection, whichever is later. In
no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection.
ONLY CHECK THIS BOX WHEN THE FIRST REPLY WAS FILED WITHIN TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP
706.07(f).

Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1.136(a). The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a) and the appropriate extension
fee have been filed is the date for purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. The appropriate extension
fee under 37 CFR 1.17(a) is calculated from: (1) the expiration date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally set in the final Office action; or
(2) as set forth in (b) above. if checked. Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of the final rejection, even if
timely filed, may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b).

1.] A Notice of Appeal was filed on . Appellant’s Brief must be filed within the period set forth in
37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal.

2.[X] The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because:
(@) X they raise new issues that would reguire further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below);
(b) [J they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below);

(c) ] they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplitying the
issues for appeal; and/or

(d) [J they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims.

NOTE:
3.[7] Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s):
4.[] Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment

canceling the non-allowable claim(s).

5.4 The a)[] affidavit, b)[] exhibit, or ¢)XX request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the
application in condition for allowance because: See Continuation Sheet.

6.[C] The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly
raised by the Examiner in the final rejection.

7.1 For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)J will not be entered or b)[] will be entered and an
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended.

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows:

Claim(s) allowed: _

Claim(s) objected to:

Claim(s) rejected: 1-39.

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: o
8.[] The drawing correction filed on ___ _isa)[] approved or b)[] disapproved by the Examiner.
9.[] Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). .
10.] Other:

/21 oy

Ms. Arti Singh
Primary Examiner
Art Unit: 1771

U.S Patent and Trademark Office

PTOL-303 (Rev. 11-03) Advisory Action Part of Paper No. 042104



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-303) Application No. 09/501,467



COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

P.O. BOx 1450
ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450

www.uIpio.gov
Paper No. 15
&,
/3
Milliken & Company %
920 Milliken Road
P. 0. Box 1926 COPY MAILED
Spartanburg, SC 29304
MAY 1 1 2004
In re Application of : OFFICE mm@%D
Shulong Li, et al. :
Application No. 09/501,467 : ON PETITION APR 28 2008

Filed: February 9, 2000

Attormey Docket No. 2129 TC 1700

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed November 24, 2003, to revive the above-
identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

A final Office action was mailed to applicant on April 22, 2003, setting a three-month shortened statutory
period within which to submit a reply. In the instant petition, applicant argues that an amendment was, in
fact, timely filed on June 3, 2003. Applicant provided a copy of the post card receipt establishing receipt
of the amendment dated June 3, 2003. While the amendment was submitted to the Office timely, it was
reviewed by the examiner and determined that it did not place the application in condition for allowance.
A copy of the Advisory Action by the examiner is enclosed herewith.

In view of the above, the application was properly held abandoned and petitioner is not entitled to a
refund of the petition fee.

Nevertheless, petitioner has filed a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) and submission required
by 37 CFR 1.114, with the petition.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (703) 306-3475.

The application file is being forwarded to Technology Center 1700 for processing the RCE.
. ’ ’./y,"

W 7y
Marianne E. Morgan /
Petitions Examiner :

Office of Petitions
Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy

Enclosure: Advisory Action



' Application No. Applicant(s)
. . 09/501,467 LI ET AL.
Advisory Action '
Examiner Art Unit
Ms. Arti Singh 1771

--The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address --

THE REPLY FILED 11/24/03 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE.
Therefore, further action by the applicant is required to avoid abandonment of this application. A proper reply to a
final rejection under 37 CFR 1.113 may only be either: (1) a timely filed amendment which places the application in
condition for allowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee); or (3) a timely filed Request for Continued
Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114.

PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)]

a) The period for reply expires 3 months from the mailing date of the final rejection.

b) l:] The period for reply expires on: (1) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection, whichever is later. In
no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection.
ONLY CHECK THIS BOX WHEN THE FIRST REPLY WAS FILED WITHIN TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP
706.07(t).

Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1.136(a). The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a) and the appropriate extension
fee have been filed is the date for purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. The appropriate extension
fee under 37 CFR 1.17(a) is calculated from: (1) the expiration date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally set in the final Office action; or
(2) as set forth in (b) above, if checked. Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of the final rejection, even if
timely filed, may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b).

1. A Notice of Appeal was filed on . Appellant’'s Brief must be filed within the period set forth in
37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal.

2..J The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because:
(a) X they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below);
(b)Y OJ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below),

(¢) [J they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the
issues for appeal; and/or

(d) [J they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims.
NOTE: :
3.[[] Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s):

4[] Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment
canceling the non-allowable claim(s).

5. The a)[_] affidavit, b)[_] exhibit, or ¢)iX request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the
application in condition for allowance because: See Continuation Sheet.

6. ] The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly
raised by the Examiner in the final rejection.

704 For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)l{ will not be entered or b)[_] will be entered and an
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended.

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows:
Claim(s) allowed: __

Claim(s) objected to: __

Claim(s) rejected: 1-39.

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration:

8.[] The drawing correction filed on is a)(_] approved or b)[] disapproved by the Examiner.
9.[] Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s).
10.[] Other:
— /2] oy
Ms. Arti Singh
Primary Examiner
At Unit: 1771

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office

PTOL-303 (Rev. 11-03) Advisory Action Part of Paper No. 042104
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Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: firstly, they rely on unentered amendments, and
secondly, the amended limitation that Applicant now desires, which now puts a lower limit on the amount of coating sheds a different light
on the article and thus raise issues that require further search and consideration. Additionally, Applicant is made aware that optimizing the
coating weight wouid be well within the purview of one of ordinary skill in the an, and that discovering an optimum value of a result
effective variable invovles on ly routine skill in the art, as the range used by cited patent in the rejection, and to what Applicant is now
claim ing varies only minimally.
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COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARX OFFICE
P.O. Box 1450

ALEXANDRIA, VA 2231 3-1450

www.uspto.gov

Mailed: ‘ e " RPG
NOV 13 2002 | oL,
Noy { Paper No. 10
"7 605
In re application of
Ming Yu Huang S
Serial No. 09/501,602 - .. .-" ., :DECISION ON
Filed: February 10, 2000 o PETITION

For:  AIR PUMP HAVING MINIMUM NUMBER OF PARTS

This is a decision on the PETITION TO WITHDRAW HOLDING OF ABANDONMENT, filed
June 4, 2003, for failure to timely pay the required issue fee in response to the Notice of
Allowance, dated November 2, 2001. Petitioner asserts that the Notice of Allowance was sent
to the incorrect address.

DECISION _

Since petitioner asserts that the Notice was never received, the request is accepted as a petition
under 37 C.F.R. 1.181 (no fee). A review of the file and petitioner’s evidence provided with the
instant petition indicates that the request has merit. Applicants’ argue that a change of address
was sent to the USPTO on October 16, 2001, with the received amendment.

A review of applicants’ evidence was persuasive. Submitted as evidence, is a copy of the dated
change of address and the filing receipt from the USPTO, dated October 16, 2001, showing that,
in fact, a change of address was submitted.

Therefore, the Notice of Abandonment dated April 26, 2002 is hereby withdrawn. Hence, the
case is returned to pending status. The case will be returned to the LIE for 1) entering of the
change address, 2) remailing of the Notice of Allowance and Issue Fee Due form, and 3)
restarting the time period for payment of the required issue fee.

The Petition is GRANTED.
Jacqueline Stone, Director

Technology Center 1700
Chemical and Materials Engineering

Michael D. Bednarek
SHAW PITTMAN LLP
1650 Tysons Boulevard
McLean, Va. 22102
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

. Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Washington, D.C. 20231
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Paper Ng.
DAVID W. HEID P MAGL
SKJERVEN, MORRILL & MacPHERSON LLP %
25 METRO DRIVE, SUITE 700 JAN O ; 2002
SAN JOSE, CA 95110-1349
DIRECTOR OFRCE
TB)NOLOGYGE\HEHM

In re Application of:

Bruce D. Emo, et al.

Application No.: 09/501,711

Filed: February 10, 2000

For: DISK DRIVE WITH VARIABLE
TRACK DENSITY

DECISION ON REQUEST TO
WITHDRAW AS ATTORNEY

This is a decision on the Request To Withdraw as Attorney or Agent of record filed on
December 7, 2001.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney of record should indicate thereon the present
mailing addresses of the attorney(s) who is/are withdrawing from-the record and of the
applicant. The request for withdrawal must be signed by every attorney seeking to withdraw
or contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on behalf of another/others. A request
to withdraw will not be approved unless at least 30 (thirty) days would remain between the
date of approval and the later of the expiration date of a time to file a response or the
expiration date of the maximum time period which can be extended under 37 C.F.R. §
1.136(a). The effective date of withdrawal being the date of decision and not the date of
request. See M.P.E.P. § 402.06. 37 C.F.R. § 1.36 further requires that the applicant or
patent owner be notified of the withdrawal of the attorney or agent.

The request is GRANTED.

The correspondence address will be changed. All future communications from the United
States Patent and Trademark Office (Office) will be directed to the address listed below until
otherwise notified by applicant. Applicant is reminded of the obligation to promptly notify the
Office of any change in correspondence address to ensure receipt of all communications from
the Office.

/MA, A/M

Kenneth A. Wieder
Special Program Examiner
echnology Center 2600
Communications
(703) 305-4710

cc: Mobile Storage Technology, Inc.
1435 McCandless Drive
Milpitas, CA 95035



UNMED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Paper No. 14

MOBILE STORAGE TECHNOLOGY INC
1435 McCANDLESS DRIVE COPY MAILED
MILPITAS, CA 95035

AUG 0 1 2003

In re Application of OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Bruce D. Emo et al : :

Application No. 09/09/501,711 o ON PETITION
Filed: February 10, 2000 :

Attorney Docket No. M-4951 US

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed June 16, 2003, to
revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely
manner to the non-final Office action mailed October 3, 2001, which set a shortened
statutory period for reply of three (3) months. No extensions of time under the
provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the above-identified
application became abandoned on January 4, 2002.

It is not apparent whether the person signing the statement of unintentional delay
was in a position to have firsthand or direct knowledge of the facts and.
circumstances of the delay at issue. Nevertheless, such statement is being treated
as having been made as the result of a reasonable inquiry into the facts and
circumstances of such delay. See 37 CFR 10.18(b) and Changes to Patent Practice
and Procedure; Final Rule Notice, 62 Fed. Reg. 53131, 53178 (October 10, 1997),
1203 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 63, 103 (October 21, 1997). In the event that such an
inquiry has not been made, petitioner must make such an inquiry. If such inquiry
results in the discovery that it is not correct that the entire delay in filing the
required reply from the due date for the reply until the filing of a grantable petition
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional, petitioner must notify the Office.

There is no indication that the person signing the instant petition was ever given a
power of attorney or authorization of agent to prosecute the above-identified
application. If the person signing the instant petition desires to receive future
correspondence regarding this application, the appropriate power of attorney or

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
P.O. Box 1450

ALEXANDRIA, VA 223131450

WWW_USFTO.GOV



Application No. 09/501,711 Page 2

authorization of agent must be submitted. While a courtesy copy of this decision is
being mailed to the person signing the instant petition, all future correspondence
will be directed to the address of currently of record until such time as appropriate
instructions are received to the contrary.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Wan Laymon at
(703) 305-9282.

The application file is being forwarded to Technology Center AU 2651.

Wb,

Wan Laypfon

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy

cc: STEPHEN B. ACKERMAN |
28 DAVIS AVENUE
POUGHKEEPSIE, NY 12603
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Paper No. 20
GEORGE O. SAILE & ASSOCIATES
28 DAVIS AVENUE
POUGHKEEPSIE, NY 12603 COPY MAILED
MAR 2 2 2005
In re Application of ; OFFICE OF
Bruce D. Emo et al : E OF PETITIONS
Application No. 09/501,711 : ON PETITION

Filed: February 10, 2000
Attorney Docket No. MT00-001

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed December 20, 2004, to revive the
above-identified application.

The petition is DISMISSED.

Any request for reconsideration of this decision must be submitted within TWO (2) MONTHS
from the mail date of this decision. Extensions of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a) are permitted.
The reconsideration request should include a cover letter entitled “Renewed Petition under

" 37 CFR 1.137(b).” No additional fee is required with any renewed petition. Petitioner is advised
that this is not a final agency action decision.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the
non-final Office action mailed October 21, 2003, which set a shortened statutory period for reply
of three (3) months. No extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were

obtained. Accordingly, the above-identified application became abandoned on January 22, 2004.

A grantable petition to revive an abandoned application under 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be
accompanied by: (1) the required reply (unless previously filed), which may met by the filing of a
continuing application in a nonprovisional application abandoned for failure to prosecute, but
must be the payment of the issue fee or any outstanding balance thereof in an application or
patent, abandoned or lapsed for failure to pay the issue fee or any portion thereof; (2) the petition
fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(m); (3) a statement that the entire delay in filing the required reply
from the due date for the reply until the filing of a grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b)
was unintentional;, and (4) any terminal disclaimer (and fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.20(d)). The
petitions lacks item (1). '

As to item (1), a reply to the Office action mailed on October 21, 2003, has not been submutted.
A proper reply to the Office action must be submitted with the petition to revive for the petition
to be granted.
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Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be addressed as follows:

By mail: Mail Stop PETITIONS
Commissioner for Patents
Post Office Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

By hand: Customer Service Window
Randolph Building
401 Dulany street
Alexandria, VA 22314

By fax: (703) 872-9306
ATTN: Office of Petitions

Petitioner has requested a duplicate copy of the Office action mailed on October 21, 2003. A
copy of the Office action is attached herewith. Any renewed petition should be accompanied by a
proper reply to the Office action.

The Revocation of Power of Attorney... filed December 20, 2004 is entered and made record.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Wan Laymon at (571) 272-
3220.

i

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy

Attachments: non-final Office action
Notice Regarding Change of Power of Attorney
Notice of Acceptance of Power of Attorney
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Paper No. 23
GEORGE O. SAILE & ASSOCIATES .
28 DAVIS AVENUE
POUGHKEEPSIE, NY 12603 COPY MAILED
JUN 1 3 7005
In re Application of : QFFICE OF PETITIONS
Bruce D. Emo et al :
Application No. 09/501,711 : ON PETITION

Filed: February 10, 2000
Attorney Docket No. MT00-001

This is a decision on the renewed petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed May 25,
2005, to revive the above-identified application.
The petition is GRANTED.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Wan Laymon at
(571) 272-3220.

The file is being forwarded to Technology Center AU 2651.

Man . }Z?fw»
Petitions E¥aminer

Office of Petitions
Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy
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Patent No. :7,342,741

Ser. No. : 09/501,711

Inventor(s) : Bruce D. Emo, et. al.

Issued : March 11, 2008

Title : DISK DRIVE WITH VARIAABLE TRACK DENSITY

Re: Request for Certificate of Correction

Consideration has been given your request for the issuance of a certificate of correction for the
above-identified patent under the provisions of Rule(s) 1.322 or 1.323.

Assignees' names and addresses (assignment data) printed in a patent, are based solely on
information supplied in the appropriate space for identifying the assignment data, i.e., item 3 of
the Issue Fee Transmittal Form PTOL-85B. Granting of a request under 37 CFR 3.81(b) is
required to correct applicant's error providing incorrect or erroneous assignment data, before
issuance of a Certificate of Correction, under 37 CFR 1.323 (see Manual of Patent Examining
Procedures (M.P.E.P) Chp.1400, sect. 1481). This procedure is required at any time afier the
issue fee is paid, including after issuance of the patent.

In view of the foregoing, your request is hereby denied.

A request to correct the Assignee under 37 CFR 3.81(b) should include:
A. the processing fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.117(h) (currently $130);
B. astatement that the failure to include the correct assignee name on the PTOL-85B was
inadvertent; and ‘ ' '

C. acopy of the Notice of Recordation of Assignment Document, reflecting the reel and
frame number where the assignment(s) is recorded and/or reflecting proof of the date the
assignment was submitted for recordation.

~ In the Request, Applicant(s) may request that the file be forwarded to Certificates of Correction
Branch, for issuance of a Certificate of Correction, if the Request is granted.

Any request under 37 CFR 3.81(b) should be directed to the following address or facsimile
number:

By mail: Mail Stop PETITIONS
Commissioner for Patents
Post Office Box 1450
Alexandna, VA 22313-1450



By hand: Customer Service Window
Mail Stop Petitions
Randolph Building
40! Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

By fax: (703) 872-9306
ATTN: Office of Petitions

If a fee (currently $100) was previously submitted for consideration of a Request for Certificate
of Correction, under CFR 1.323, to correct assignment data, , no additional fee is required.

Eva James
For mary Diggs
Decisions & Certificates
of Correction Branch
(703) 308-9390 ext. 124 or 125

Stephen B. Ackerman
Saile Ackerman LLC

28 Davis Avenue
Poughkeepsie, NY 12603

€]
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SAILE ACKERMAN LLC
28 DAVIS AVENUE
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? COPY MAILED

FEB 0 9 2009

In re Patent No. 7,342,741 OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Issue Date: 03/11/2008 :

Application No. 09/501,711 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: 02/10/2000 :

Attorney Docket No. MT00-001

“This is a decision on the request under 37 CFR 3.81(b), filed September 29, 2008, to correct the
assignment data on the front page of the above-identified patent by way of Certificate of Correction.

37 CFR 3.81(b) reads:

Afier payment of the issue fee: Any request for issuance of an application in the name of the
assignee submitted after the date of payment of the issue fee, and any request for a patent to
be corrected to state the name of the assignee, must state that the assignment was submitted
for recordation as set forth in § 3.11 before issuance of the patent, and must include a request
for a certificate of correction under § 1.323 of this chapter (accompanied by the fee set forth
in § 1.20(a) and the processing fee set forth in § 1.17(i) of this chapter.

Petitioner réquests that the USPTO correct the assignment information on the front page of the patent
by deleting "ESGW Holdings Limited, Campbell, CA (US)" and replacing it with “Mobile Storage
Technology, Inc. Milpitas, CA (US)”.

A review of the assignment records reveals that the assignment submitted for recordation prior to the
issuance of the patent lists the assignee as “Mobile Storage Technology, Inc., Boulder, CO (US).”
Petitioner states that at the time of the assignment, the assignee city/state was Boulder, CO; however,
the assignee has since changed its address to Milpitas, CA.

The Office notes that the “[a]ssignment information printed on a patent is not updated after a patent is
issued, and may not be reflective of the assignment recorded in the Office subsequent to the issuance
of the patent.” MPEP 307. Therefore, it would be improper to issue a Certificate of Correction to
include the assignee’s change of address of Milpitas, CA after the issuance of the patent. Nevertheless,
it would be appropriate for the Office to issue a Certificate of Correction to delete the assignment
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information of “ESGW Holdings Limited, Campbell, CA (US)" as it was not recorded with the
USPTO.

As the correct assignment information does not appear on the Certificate of Correction submitted with
the present request pursuant to 37 CFR 3.81(b), the request is dismissed without prejudice upon the
filing of a renewed request under 37 CFR 3.81(b) within two months of the mailing date of this
decision. The renewed request should be accompanied by a newly completed Certificate of Correction
to delete "ESGW Holdings Limited, Campbell, CA (US)" and replace it with “Mobile Storage
Technology, Inc., Milpitas, CA (US)”. No extensions of this two-month time period is available and
no additional fees are required upon filing the renewed request.

The finance records indicate that the USPTO mistakenly charged petitioner’s Deposit Account twice
for the Certificate of Correction fee. The $100.00 overpayment will be refunded to the Deposit
Account.

Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be addresséd as follows:

By mail: Mail Stop Petition
Commissioner for Patents
Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313

By FAX: (571) 273-8300
Attn: Office of Petitions

By hand: Customer Service Window
Randolph Building
401 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

Correspondence may also be submitted via the Electronic File System of the USPTO.
Telephone inquiries concerning this matter may be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3211.

C-f Dovrna 00

Christina Tartera Donnell
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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In re Application of

Merry R. SHERMAN et al

Serial No. 09/501,730

Filed: February 10, 2000

Title: AGGREGATE-FREE URATE OXIDASE FOR PREPARATION OF NON-
IMMUNOGENIC POLYMER CONJUGATES

This is a decision on the petition to request change of inventorship under 37 C.F.R. § 1.324 filed
March 24 2006.

The petition has been reviewed and it is found to be in compliance with the requirements as set
forth in MPEP §1481. Accordingly, the petition is granted.

Petition GRANTED.

?Q@QIWW ' 77

" Ponnathapura N. Achutamurthy
Supervisory Patent Examiner
Art Unit 1652

Shannon A. Carrol, Ph.D.
1100 New York Avenue, N.W.
Suite 600

Washington, D.C. 2005-3934
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DIRECTOR'S OFFICE
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 Paper No. 14
Gordon T. Arnold
Armold & Associates
2603 Augusta
Suite 800
Houston TX 77057
In re Application of: Rob G. Parrish )
Application No.: 09/501,793 ) DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Filed: February 10, 2000 ) WITHDRAWAL AS ATTORNEY
For: TRAILER RACK RACK )

This is a decision on the Request To Withdraw from Representation filed February 8, 2002 and the
revised Request To Withdraw from Representation filed May 2, 2002.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney of record should indicate thereon the present mailing addresses of
the attorney(s) who is/are withdrawing from the record and of the applicant. The request for withdrawal must
be signed by every attorney seeking to withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on
behalf of another/others. A request to withdraw will not be approved unless at least 30 (thirty) days would
remain between the date of approval and the later of the expiration date of a time to file a response or the
expiration date of the maximum time period which can be extended under 37 C.F.R. § 1. 136(a). The effective
date of withdrawal being the date of decision and not the date of request. See M.P.E.P. § 402.06. 37 CF.R. §
1.36 further requires that the applicant or patent owner be notified of the withdrawal of the attorney or agent.

The request is GRANTED.

All future communications from the United States Patent and Trademark Office (Office) will continue
to be directed to the above-listed address until otherwise notified by applicant. Applicant is reminded

of the obligation to promptly notify the Office of any change in correspondence address to ensure d V

receipt of all communications from the Office.

"LPmchus M. Laufer
Special Programs Examiner
Technology Center 2100
Computer Architecture, Software, and Electronic Commerce
(703) 306-4160
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Paper No. 27

COPY MAILED

Jonathan Pierce Conley & Tayon

600 Travis, Suite 1800 0CT 0 7 2003
Houston, TX 77002 OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of

Rob G. Parrish :

Application No. 09/501,793 : ON PETITION

Filed: February 10, 2000
Attorney Docket No. P30321US

This 1s a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed June 13, 2003, to revive the above-
identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply within the meaning of 37 CFR
1.113 in a timely manner to the final Office action mailed July 24, 2002, which set a shortened statutory
period for reply of three months from the mail date of the Notice. No extensions of time under the

. provisions of 37 CFR 1.136 have been obtained. Accordingly, the application became abandoned on
October 25, 2002.

‘Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Latrice Bond at (703) 308-6911.

The application file is being forwarded to Technology Center AU 3627 for processing the Request for
Continued Examination under 37 CFR 1.114 filed with the instant petition.

Latrice Bond
Paralegal Specialist
Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy
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ALDO J. TEST

FLEHR HOHBACH TEST ALBRITTON & HERBERT LLP .
FOUR EMBARCADERO CENTER

SUITE 400 COPY MAILED
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-4187

MAY 1 0 2005
’ E OF PETITIONS
In re Application of OFFIC
Norm D. Schlaegel .
Application No. 09/501,796 , : ON PETITION

Filed: February 8, 2000
Attorney Docket No. A-68724/AJT

This is a decision on the renewed petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed November 8, 2004, to
revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to submit formal drawings in a
timely manner in reply to the Notice of Allowability mailed March 19, 2004, which set a
statutory period for reply of three (3) months. Accordingly, the above-identified application
became abandoned on June 21, 2004.

37 CFR 1.137(b)(3) requires a statement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the
due date for the reply until the filing of a grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was
unintentional. If the statement contained in the instant petition varies from the language required
by 37 CFR 1.137(b)(3), it will be interpreted as the required statement. Petitioner must notify
the Office if this is not a correct interpretation of the statement contained in the instant petition.

A review of the record indicates that the issue fee was inadvertently charged twice. Accordingly,
the additional $685 charged on November 9, 2004, will be credited back to petitioner’s deposit
account as authorized.

The file does not indicate a change of address has been submitted, although the address given on
the petition differs from the address of record. If appropriate, a change of address should be filed
in accordance with MPEP 601.03. A courtesy copy of this decision is being mailed to the
address given on the petition; however, the Office will mail future correspondence solely to the
address of record.
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Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at
(571) 272-3229.

This application matter is being forwarded to the Publishing Division for further processing.

Kot withiarn.

Retta Williams

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy

cc: Aldo J. Test
Dorsey & Whitney, LLP
4 Embarcadero Center, Suite 3400
- San Francisco, CA 94111-4187



UNITED S’I_‘ATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

) Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

MERCHANT & GOULD PC COPY MAILED
P.0. BOX 2903 - .

MINNEAPOLIS MN 55402-0903 APR 1 8 2007

In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
SOWLE, Eddie D. et al. :

Application No. 09/501,876 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: February 10, 2000 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 163.1173USI1 : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b), filed January 22, 2007.

The request is APPROVED. .

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must be signed by every

_ attorney/agent seeking to withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on
behalf of another/others. A request to withdraw will not be approved unless at least 30 (thirty)
days would remain between the date of approval and the later of the expiration date of a time to
file a response or the expiration date of the maximum time period which can be extended under 37
C.FR. § 1.136(a).

The request was signed by Sarah M. Monfeldt. The undersigned attorney has been withdrawn; all
other attorneys remain of record. :

The correspondence address of record remains unchanged.

There is an outstanding Office action mailed October 10, 2006 that requires a reply from the
applicant.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Michelle R. Eason at
571-272-4231.

A wildig )
Terri Williams

Petitions Examiner -
Office of Petitions

cC: SARAH M. MONFELDT
United States Patent & Trademark Office
P.O. BOX 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313 -145



PTO/SE/83 (01-06) ‘“Fs
Approved tor uss through 123172008 OMB 06510035
U.S. Petent and Trademark Office, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a coltection of information uniess & displsys @ valid OMB control numbes.

r Appiication Number ~+( - )
REQUEST FOR WITHDRAWAL Fiilng Date Ol 1[ klz -‘\02 gl —
AS ATTORNEY OR AGENT [ First Named Inventor €do: ¢, e
AND CHANGE OF At Unit ]u 17
CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESS Examiner Name Crmn. Yt
\_ , Attorney Docket Number TVEW ”;gl&__
To: Commissioner for Patents _
P.0. Box 1450 \PE
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 °

Please withdraw me as atiomey or agent for the above identified patent apphcaﬂon. and JAN & 2 2007
D afl the altaneys!agents of record.
D the attomeyslamms (with registration numbers) listed on the attached paper(s), or

[ the attomeystagents associated with Customer Number |

NOTE:ThIsboxmonlybedued&edwhenmepowefofattomeyofrecordlnmappucaﬁon istoall the
practitioners associated with a customer number.

The reasons for this request are:
| will be employed by the PTO as a Patent Examiner effectlve January 22,
2007.

. CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESS

1. e comespongence address Is NOT aftected by this withdrawal,
2. D Change the correspondence address and direct all future comrespondence to:

D The address associated with Customes Number:

OR

[ fdviduas ame

Address

City State Zip
Country '
Telephone Email

Signature %aul,’mn\// T
Name Sarah M. Monfeldt/) Registration No. 58,311

Date |=2—F Telephone No.__ (651)338-2626
NO!E. Wbmmwmwmw anwmmwdmwwmm

mmamumwvcmtxmm meaummwwmmmamm(mwmumo
bm)mmww govemed by 35 U.S.C. 122 end 37 CFR 1.11 end 1.14. This collection i3 estimated to take 12 minutes to complete,

of Commerce, P. Alaxandria,
ADDRESS. SEND TO: Comnﬁsslmforl’atems. PO. Box 1450, Aloxandrla.VAmﬁ-ﬂso.
#f you need assistance in complefing the form, cali 1-800-PT0O-9199 and select option 2
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Approved for use through 43/31/2012. OMB 0651-0016

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

PETITION TO ACCEPT UNINTENTIONALLY DELAYED PAYMENT OF MAINTENANCE FEE IN AN
EXPIRED PATENT (37 CFR 1.378(c))

Issue Date Application Filing Date . .
Patent Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Docket Number (if applicable)
6819711 2004-11-16 09501897 2000-02-10

CAUTION: Maintenance fee (and surcharge, if any) payment must correctly identify: (1) the patent number and (2) the application number|
of the actual U.S. application leading to issuance of that patent to ensure the fee(s) is/are associated with the correct patent. 37 CFR
1.366(c) and (d).
SMALL ENTITY

|:| Patentee claims, or has previously claimed, small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27.

LOSS OF ENTITLEMENT TO SMALL ENTITY STATUS
|:| Patentee is no longer entitled to small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27(g)

NOT Small Entity Small Entity
Fee Code Fee Code
(® 3%year (1551) () 3%year (2551)
(O  7Vyear (1552) (O 7 Vayear (2552)
O 11%year  (1553) O 1 Ysyear (2553)
SURCHARGE

The surcharge required by 37 CFR 1.20(}2) (Fee Code 1558) must be paid as a condition of accepting unintentionally delayed payment
of the maintenance fee.

MAINTENANCE FEE (37 CFR 1.20(e}-(@))
The appropriate maintenance fee must be submitted with this petition.

STATEMENT
THE UNDERSIGNED CERTIFIES THAT THE DELAY IN PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE TO THIS PATENT WAS
UNINTENTICONAL

PETITIONER(S} REQUEST THAT THE DELAYED PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE BE ACCEFTED AND THE PATENT
REINSTATED

THIS PORTION MUST BE COMPLETED BY THE SIGNATORY OR SIGNATORIES

37 CFR 1.378(d) states: “Any petition under this section must be signed by an attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent
and Trademark Office, or by the patentee, the assignee, or other party in interest.”

| certify, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.4(d){4) that | am

@ An attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office

(O A sole patentee

O A joint patentee; | certify that | am authorized to sign this submission on behalf of all the other patentees.
O A joint patentee; all of whom are signing this e-petition

O The assignee of record of the entire interest

EFS - Web 22
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Approved for use through 43/31/2012. OMB 0651-0016
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

Patent Practitioner

A signature of the applicant or representative is required in accordance with 37 CFR 1.33 and 10.18. Please see 37 CFR 1.4{d) for the
form of the signature

Signature

Michael E Marion/

Date (YYYY-MM-DD)

2009-05-18

Name

Michael E. Marion

Registration Number

32266

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.378(c). The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which
is to file (and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This
collection is estimated to take 1 hour to complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the
USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/
or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Cffice, U.S.
Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS
ADDRESS. This form can only be used when in conjunction with EFS-Web. If this form is mailed to the USPTO, it may cause
delays in reinstating the patent.

EFS - Web 22




Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your submission of
the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the requirements of the Act, please be
advised that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b}2); (2) furnishing of the
information solicited is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office is to process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or patent. If you do not
furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to process and/or examine your
submission, which may result in termination of proceedings or abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1.

The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of Information Act
(5 U.8.C. 552) and the Privacy Act (5 U.5.C. 552a). Records from this system of records may be disclosed to the
Department of Justice to determine whether the Freedom of Information Act requires disclosure of these records.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting evidence to a
court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in the course of settlement
negotiations.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress submitting a request
involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has requested assistance from the Member
with respect to the subject matter of the record.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contracter of the Agency having need for
the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of information shall be required to comply with the
requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuantto 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

A record related to an Internaticnal Application filed under the Patent Cocperation Treaty in this system of records
may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau of the World Intellectual Property Organization,
pursuant to the Patent Cocperation Treaty.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal agency for purposes of
National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General Services, or
his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that agency's responsibility to
recommend improvements in records management practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and
2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this
purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make
determinations about individuals.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either publication of the
application pursuant to 35 U.5.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.S5.C. 151. Further, a record may
be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the public if the record was filed in an
application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which application is
referenced by either a published applicaticn, an application open to public inspections or an issued patent.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local law
enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or regulation.

EFS - Web 22



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
WWW.Uspto.gov

In re Patent No. 6819711

Issue Date: November 16,2004

Application No. 09501897 :DECISION GRANTING PETITION
ppiication o :UNDER 37 CFR 1.378(c)

Filed: February 10,2000

Attorney Docket No. PHB34325US

This is a decision on the electronic petition, filed ~ June 2,2009 ,under 37 CFR 1.378(c)
to accept the unintentionally delayed paymentof the 3.5  year maintenance fee for the above-identified patent.

The petition is GRANTED.

The maintenance fee is accepted, and the above-identified patent reinstated as of June 2,2009
This decision also constitutes notice that the fee has been accepted. An electronic copy of the petition and

this decision has been created as an entry in the Image File Wrapper. Nevertheless, petitioner should print
and retain an independent copy.

Telephone inquiries related to this electronic decision should be directed to the Electronic Business Center at 1-866-217-9197.
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U T P
Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
PO Box 1450
Arlington, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov
Paper No. 25
Adler & Associates

PO Box 710509

Houston, TX 77271-0509 COPY MAILED

SEP 2 2.2003
In re Application of : OFFCE OF PETITIONS
Kimberly Kline et al. » :
Application No. 09/501,912 : ON PETITION

Filed: February 10, 2000
Attorney Docket No. D6017CIP

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed August 4, 2003, to revive the
above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply within the meaning of 37
CFR 1.113 in a timely manner to the final Office action mailed December 10, 2002, which set a
shortened statutory period for reply of three months. Extensions of time under the provisions of
37 CFR 1.136 have been obtained. Accordingly, the application became abandoned on May 11,
2003.

This application is being forwarded to Technology Center AU 1644 for processing the Request
for Continued Examination pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114 filed with the instant petition.

Telephone inquiries regarding this decision may be directed to the undersigned at (703) 308-
6911. : .

Latrice Bond

Paralegal Specialist

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner

for Patent Examination Policy



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
P.O. Box 1450

ALEXANDRIA, VA 2231 3-1450

www.usplo.gov

ENERGY CONVERSION DEVICES, INC.

2956 WATERVIEW DRIVE COPY MAILED
ROCHESTER HILLS, MI 48309 , APR 2 3 2004
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of
Srinivasan Venkatesan et al : :
Application No. 09/501,944 : ON PETITION
Filed: February 10, 2000 , ' :

Attorney Docket No. OBC-98

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed March 9, 2004, to revive the
above-identified application.

~

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply within the meaning of

37 CFR 1.113 in a timely manner to the final Office action mailed July 2, 2003, which set a
shortened statutory period for reply of three (3) months. A reply under 37 CFR 1.113 is limited
to an amendment that prima facie places the application in condition for allowance or a Notice of
Appeal (and appeal fee required by 37 CFR 1.17(b)). Since the amendment submitted does not
prima facie placing the application in condition for allowance, no Notice of Appeal (and appeal
fee), or a continuing application was timely filed. A two (2) month extension of time under the
provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the above-identified application
became abandoned on December 3, 2003.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Wan Laymon at (703) 305-
9282.

The application file is being referred to Technology Center AU 1745 for processing of the
request for continued examination (RCE) under 37 CFR 1.114.

Petitions‘\Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy



PTO/SB/66 (03-09)

Approved for use through 43/31/2012. OMB 0651-0016

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

PETITION TO ACCEPT UNINTENTIONALLY DELAYED PAYMENT OF MAINTENANCE FEE IN AN
EXPIRED PATENT (37 CFR 1.378(c))

Issue Date Application Filing Date . .
Patent Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Docket Number (if applicable)
6,234,510 2001-05-22 09/501,980 2000-02-11

CAUTION: Maintenance fee (and surcharge, if any) payment must correctly identify: (1) the patent number and (2) the application number|
of the actual U.S. application leading to issuance of that patent to ensure the fee(s) is/are associated with the correct patent. 37 CFR
1.366(c) and (d).
SMALL ENTITY

Patentee claims, or has previously claimed, small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27.

LOSS OF ENTITLEMENT TO SMALL ENTITY STATUS
|:| Patentee is no longer entitled to small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27(g)

NOT Small Entity Small Entity
Fee Code Fee Code
O  3%year (1551) () 3%year (2551)
(O  7Vyear (1552) (® 7 Vayear (2552)
O 11%year  (1553) O 1 Ysyear (2553)
SURCHARGE

The surcharge required by 37 CFR 1.20(}2) (Fee Code 1558) must be paid as a condition of accepting unintentionally delayed payment
of the maintenance fee.

MAINTENANCE FEE (37 CFR 1.20(e}-(@))
The appropriate maintenance fee must be submitted with this petition.

STATEMENT
THE UNDERSIGNED CERTIFIES THAT THE DELAY IN PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE TO THIS PATENT WAS
UNINTENTICONAL

PETITIONER(S} REQUEST THAT THE DELAYED PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE BE ACCEFTED AND THE PATENT
REINSTATED

THIS PORTION MUST BE COMPLETED BY THE SIGNATORY OR SIGNATORIES

37 CFR 1.378(d) states: “Any petition under this section must be signed by an attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent
and Trademark Office, or by the patentee, the assignee, or other party in interest.”

| certify, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.4(d){4) that | am

@ An attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office

(O A sole patentee

O A joint patentee; | certify that | am authorized to sign this submission on behalf of all the other patentees.
O A joint patentee; all of whom are signing this e-petition

O The assignee of record of the entire interest

EFS - Web 22



PTO/SB/66 (03-09)

Approved for use through 43/31/2012. OMB 0651-0016
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

Patent Practitioner

A signature of the applicant or representative is required in accordance with 37 CFR 1.33 and 10.18. Please see 37 CFR 1.4{d) for the
form of the signature

Signature

fjim francis/

Date (YYYY-MM-DD)

2009-12-29

Name

James M. Francis

Registration Number

52909

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.378(c). The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which
is to file (and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This
collection is estimated to take 1 hour to complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the
USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/
or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Cffice, U.S.
Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS
ADDRESS. This form can only be used when in conjunction with EFS-Web. If this form is mailed to the USPTO, it may cause

delays in reinstating the patent.

EFS - Web 22




Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your submission of
the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the requirements of the Act, please be
advised that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b}2); (2) furnishing of the
information solicited is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office is to process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or patent. If you do not
furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to process and/or examine your
submission, which may result in termination of proceedings or abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1.

The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of Information Act
(5 U.8.C. 552) and the Privacy Act (5 U.5.C. 552a). Records from this system of records may be disclosed to the
Department of Justice to determine whether the Freedom of Information Act requires disclosure of these records.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting evidence to a
court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in the course of settlement
negotiations.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress submitting a request
involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has requested assistance from the Member
with respect to the subject matter of the record.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contracter of the Agency having need for
the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of information shall be required to comply with the
requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuantto 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

A record related to an Internaticnal Application filed under the Patent Cocperation Treaty in this system of records
may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau of the World Intellectual Property Organization,
pursuant to the Patent Cocperation Treaty.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal agency for purposes of
National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General Services, or
his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that agency's responsibility to
recommend improvements in records management practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and
2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this
purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make
determinations about individuals.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either publication of the
application pursuant to 35 U.5.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.S5.C. 151. Further, a record may
be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the public if the record was filed in an
application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which application is
referenced by either a published applicaticn, an application open to public inspections or an issued patent.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local law
enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or regulation.

EFS - Web 22



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
WWW.Uspto.gov

In re Patent No. 6234310
Issue Date: May 22,2001
icati :DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Application No. 09501980 "UNDER 37 CFR 1.378(c)
Filed: February 11,2000

Attorney Docket No. 9556.04

This is a decision on the electronic petition, filed =~ December 29,2009 ynder 37 CFR 1.378(c)
to accept the unintentionally delayed paymentofthe 7.5  year maintenance fee for the above-identified patent.

The petition is GRANTED.

The maintenance fee is accepted, and the above-identified patent reinstated as of December 29,2009
This decision also constitutes notice that the fee has been accepted. An electronic copy of the petition and

this decision has been created as an entry in the Image File Wrapper. Nevertheless, petitioner should print
and retain an independent copy.

Telephone inquiries related to this electronic decision should be directed to the Electronic Business Center at 1-866-217-9197.



Do 1

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
Uurr:o STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
Box 1450

SEP 022003 - “ . | ALEXANDRIA, v':tg'zaia 21450
Trask Britt | o ‘Paper No.,

~ JOSEPH A. WALKOWSKI
TRASK BRITT & ROSSA
POBOX2550 = .
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84 0 JM\ 0 5 I

L

COPY MAILED
© AUG 2 9 2003

In re Application of 'QFFICE OF PETmONS-

. Vernon M. Williams et al ‘ o o

~ Application No. 09/502,107 S S ' ON PETITION
Filed: February 10,2000 : S
Attorney Docket No. 42099US(99 0174)

This is a decision on the petitiqn under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed August 26,2003, to
- withdraw the above-identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified applicatioh is Withdrawn from issue for consideration of a Submission
under 37 CFR 1.114 (request for continued examination). See 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2). -

Petitioner is advised that the issue fee paid on July 7, 2003 in the above-identified
application cannot be refunded. If, however, the above-identified application is again -
allowed, petitioner may request that it be applied towards the issue fee requrred by -
the new Notice of AIIowance A

‘Telephone inquiries should be directed to Wan Laymon at (703) 306-5685.
Upon receipt of the file in the Office of Petitions, the file will be forwarded to Techriology

Center AU 2822 for processing of the request for continued examination under 37 CFR
1.114 and for consideration of the concurrently filed IDS :

. Petition§ Examiner
Office of Petitions
Office of the Deputy Commissioner
- for Patent Examination Policy

' The request to apply the issue fee to the new Notice may be satisfied by completing and returning’
the new Issue Fee Transmittal Form PTOL-85(b), which includes the following language thereon:
“Commissioner for Patents is requested to apply the Issue Fee and Publication Fee (if any) or re-apply any
previously paid issue fee to the application identified above.” Petitioner is advised that, whether a fee is
_indicated as being due or not, the Issue Fee Transmittal Form must be completed and timely submitted to
avoid abandonment. Note the language in bold text on the first page of the Notice of AIIowance and Fee(s)
Due (PTOL- 85) , .
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
P.O. Box 1450

ALEXANDRIA, VA 2231 3-1450

www.uspto.gov

JUN 30 2004 \
KILPATRICK STOCKTON LLP
1100 PEACHTREE STREET, SUITE 2800

ATLANTA, GA 30309-4530

In re Application of

Pirie-Shepherd et al :

Serial No.: 09/502,176 : PETITION DECISION
Filed: October 10, 2000 X

Attorney Docket No.: 05213-2141

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1..137(a), which is being treated as a petition
under 37 CFR 1.181, filed January 21, 2004, requesting withdrawal of abandonment based on
timely filing of a reply. The delay in acting on this petition is regretted.

A review of the file history shows that the examiner mailed an Office action to applicants on
May 13, 2003, setting a three month shortened statutory period for reply. Upon failure to receive
a reply the application was held abandoned by Notice of Abandonment mailed December 11,
2003. Applicants state that a reply was submitted on November 13, 2003. Applicants have
submitted a copies of reply to the office action (exhibit A), petition for extension of time for
three month (Exhibit B), the fee for the extension of time (Exhibit C), and the copy of USPTO
confirmation of the receipt of the response mailed on November 13, 2003. A review of the
above copies shows that the reply was timely filed, and the reply was not timely correlated with
the file. In view of the evidence presented, the Notice of Abandonment is withdrawn and the
application restored to pending status with the mailing of this decision.

The petition is GRANTED.
The application will be forwarded to the examiner for further consideration.

Inasmuch as this petition was decided under 37 CFR 1.181 no petition fee is required and
the petition fee paid of $55.00 will be credited to applicants’ Deposit Account No. 11-0855.

Should there be any questions about this decision please contact William R. Dixon, Jr., by letter
addressed to Director, TC 1600, at the address listed above, or by telephone at 571-272-0519 or
by facsimile sent to the general Office facsimile number 703-872-9306.

asmine Chambers
Director, Technology Center 1600



A31 PTO/SB/66

Approved for use through 44/30/2008. OMB 0651-0016

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

PETITION TO ACCEPT UNINTENTIONALLY DELAYED PAYMENT OF MAINTENANCE FEE IN AN
EXPIRED PATENT (37 CFR 1.378(c))

Issue Date Application Filing Date . .
Patent Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Docket Number (if applicable)
6615269 2003-09-02 09502271 2000-02-11 042933/286306

CAUTION: Maintenance fee (and surcharge, if any) payment must correctly identify: (1) the patent number and (2) the application number|
of the actual U.S. application leading to issuance of that patent to ensure the fee(s) is/are associated with the correct patent. 37 CFR
1.366(c) and (d).
SMALL ENTITY

|:| Patentee claims, or has previously claimed, small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27.

LOSS OF ENTITLEMENT TO SMALL ENTITY STATUS
|:| Patentee is no longer entitled to small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27(g)

NOT Small Entity Small Entity
Fee Code Fee Code
(® 3%year (1551) () 3%year (2551)
(O  7Vyear (1552) (O 7 Vayear (2552)
O 11%year  (1553) O 1 Ysyear (2553)
SURCHARGE

The surcharge required by 37 CFR 1.20(}2) (Fee Code 1558) must be paid as a condition of accepting unintentionally delayed payment
of the maintenance fee.

MAINTENANCE FEE (37 CFR 1.20(e}-(@))
The appropriate maintenance fee must be submitted with this petition.

STATEMENT
THE UNDERSIGNED CERTIFIES THAT THE DELAY IN PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE TO THIS PATENT WAS
UNINTENTICONAL

PETITIONER(S} REQUEST THAT THE DELAYED PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE BE ACCEFTED AND THE PATENT
REINSTATED

THIS PORTION MUST BE COMPLETED BY THE SIGNATORY OR SIGNATORIES

37 CFR 1.378(d) states: “Any petition under this section must be signed by an attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent
and Trademark Office, or by the patentee, the assignee, or other party in interest.”

| certify, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.4(d){4) that | am

@ An attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office

(O A sole patentee

O A joint patentee; | certify that | am authorized to sign this submission on behalf of all the other patentees.
O A joint patentee; all of whom are signing this e-petition

O The assignee of record of the entire interest

EFS - Web 2.1



A31 PTO/SB/G6

Approved for use through 44/30/2008. OMB 0651-0016
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

Patent Practitioner

A signature of the applicant or representative is required in accordance with 37 CFR 1.33 and 10.18. Please see 37 CFR 1.4{d) for the
form of the signature

Signature

IGuy R. Gosnell/

Date (YYYY-MM-DD)

2008-09-16

Name

Guy R. Gosnell

Registration Number

34610

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.378(c). The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which
is to file (and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This
collection is estimated to take 1 hour to complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the
USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/
or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Cffice, U.S.
Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS
ADDRESS. This form can only be used when in conjunction with EFS-Web. If this form is mailed to the USPTO, it may cause
delays in reinstating the patent.

EFS - Web 2.1




Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your submission of
the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the requirements of the Act, please be
advised that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b}2); (2) furnishing of the
information solicited is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office is to process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or patent. If you do not
furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to process and/or examine your
submission, which may result in termination of proceedings or abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1.

The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of Information
Act (5 U.S.C. 552} and the Privacy Act (5 U.5.C. 552a). Records from this system of records may be disclosed to the
Department of Justice to determine whether the Freedom of Information Act requires disclosure of these record s.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting evidence to
a court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in the course of settlement
negotiations.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress submitting a
request involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has requested assistance from the
Member with respect to the subject matter of the record.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of the Agency having need
for the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of informaticn shall be required to comply with the
requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuantto 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

A record related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in this system of
records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Internaticnal Bureau of the World Intellectual Property
Organization, pursuant to the Patent Cocoperation Treaty.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to ancther federal agency for purposes of
National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General Services,
or his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that agency's responsibility to
recommend improvements in records management practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and
2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this
purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make
determinations about individuals.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either publication of
the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 151. Further, a record
may be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the public if the record was filed in an
application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which application is
referenced by either a published applicaticn, an application open to public inspections or an issued patent.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local law
enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or regulation.

EFS - Web 2.1



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
WWWw.Uspto.gov

In re Patent No. 615269
Issue Date: September 2,2003
icati :DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Application No. 09502271 "UNDER 37 CFR 1.378(c)
Filed: February 11,2000

Attorney Docket No. 297-009068-US-(PAR)

This is a decision on the electronic petition, filed ~ September 16,2008  ynder 37 CFR 1.378(c)
to accept the unintentionally delayed paymentof the 3.5  year maintenance fee for the above-identified patent.

The petition is GRANTED.

The maintenance fee is accepted, and the above-identified patent reinstated as of September 16,2008 .
This decision also constitutes notice that the fee has been accepted. An electronic copy of the petition and

this decision has been created as an entry in the Image File Wrapper. Nevertheless, petitioner should print
and retain an independent copy.

Telephone inquiries related to this electronic decision should be directed to the Electronic Business Center at 1-866-217-9197.



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov
JGIR.: 06-06
Paper No:
MAXYGEN, INC.
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY DEPARTMENT COPY MAILED
515 GALVESTON DRIVE
RED WOOD CITY CA 94063 JUN 27 2006
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Arends, et al. :
Application No. 09/502,283 : ON PETITION
Filed: 11 February, 2000 :
Attorney Docket No. 02-29510US
This is a decision on a petition filed on 13 April, 2006, under 37 C.F.R. §1.137(b).
For the reasons set forth below, the petition under 37 C.F.R. §1.137(b) is GRANTED.
BACKGROUND
The record indicates:
. it would appear that Petitioner failed to reply timely to the Notice of
Allowance/Allowability and Fees Due mailed on 29 November, 2005, with reply due
under a non-extendable deadline on or before 1 March, 2006;
. the instant application went abandoned by operation of law after midnight 1 March, 2006;

. however, the indication is that on 28 February, 2006, the Examiner (as outlined in an
Interview report) withdrew the Notice of Allowance/Allowability previously mailed after
noting that a drawing requirement set forth in the Office action of 4 December, 2001, had
not been satisfied before the 29 November, 2005, mailing;



Application No. 09/502,283 2

. the Office mailed the Notice of Abandonment on 28 February, 2006;

. Petitioner filed the instant petition on 13 April, 2006, with, inter alia, a reply in the form
of an amendment and drawings, and made the statement of unintentional delay—thus,
Petitioner appears to have satisfied the regulatory requirements under 37 C.F.R.
§1.137(b);

. out of an abundance of caution, Petitioners always are reminded that those registered to
practice and all others who make representations before the Office are reminded to
inquire into the underlying facts of representations made to the Office and support
averments with the appropriate documentation—since all owe to the Office the continuing
duty to disclose.'

! See supplement of 17 June, 1999. The Patent and Trademark Office is relying on petitioner’s duty of candor and good faith and
accepting a statement made by Petitioner. See Changes to Patent Practice and Procedure, 62 Fed. Reg. at 53160 and 53178, 1203 Off. Gaz. Pat.
Office at 88 and 103 (responses to comments 64 and 109)(applicant obligated under 37 C.F.R. §10.18 to inquire into the underlying facts and
circumstances when providing statements to the Patent and Trademark Office).

Specifically, the regulations at 37 C.F.R. §10.18 provide:

§ 10.18 Signature and certificate for correspondence filed in the Patent and Trademark Office.

(a) For all documents filed in the Office in patent, trademark, and other non-patent matters, except for correspondence that is required to be
signed by the applicant or party, each piece of correspondence filed by a practitioner in the Patent and Trademark Office must bear a signature
by such practitioner complying with the provisions of §1.4(d), §1.4(e), or § 2.193(c)(1) of this chapter.

(b) By presenting to the Office (whether by signing, filing, submitting, or later advocating) any paper, the party presenting such paper, whether a
practitioner or non-practitioner, is certifying that—

(1) All statements made therein of the party’s own knowledge are true, all statements made therein on information and belief are
believed to be true, and all statements made therein are made with the knowledge that whoever, in any matter within the jurisdiction of the Patent
and Trademark Office, knowingly and willfully falsifies, conceals, or covers up by any trick, scheme, or device a material fact, or makes any
false, fictitious or fraudulent statements or representations, or makes or uses any false writing or document knowing the same to contain any
false, fictitious or fraudulent statement or entry, shall be subject to the penalties set forth under 18 U.S.C. 1001, and that violations of this
paragraph may jeopardize the validity of the application or document, or the validity or enforceability of any patent, trademark registration, or
certificate resulting therefrom; and

(2) To the best of the party’s knowledge, information and belief, formed after an inquiry reasonable under the circumstances, that —

(i) The paper is not being presented for any improper purpose, such as to harass someone or to cause unnecessary delay or needless
increase in the cost of prosecution before the Office;

(ii) The claims and other legal contentions therein are warranted by existing law or by a nonfrivolous argument for the extension,
modification, or reversal of existing law or the establishment of new law;

(iii) The allegations and other factual contentions have evidentiary support or, if specifically so identified, are likely to have
evidentiary support after a reasonable opportunity for further investigation or discovery; and

(iv) The denials of factual contentions are warranted on the evidence, or if specifically so identified, are reasonably based on a lack of
information or belief.

(c) Violations of paragraph (b)(1) of this section by a practitioner or non-practitioner may jeopardize the validity of the application or document,
or the validity or enforceability of any patent, trademark registration, or certificate resulting therefrom. Violations of any of paragraphs (b)(2)(i)
through (iv) of this section are, after notice and reasonable opportunity to respond, subject to such sanctions as deemed appropriate by the
Commissioner, or the Commissioner's designee, which may include, but are not limited to, any combination of —

(1) Holding certain facts to have been established;

(2) Retuming papers;

(3) Precluding a party from filing a paper, or presenting or contesting an issue;

(4) Imposing a monetary sanction;

(5) Requiring a terminal disclaimer for the period of the delay; or

(6) Terminating the proceedings in the Patent and Trademark Office.

(d) Any practitioner violating the provisions of this section may also be subject to disciplinary action. See § 10.23(c)(15).
[Added 50 FR 5175, Feb. 6, 1985, effective Mar. 8, 1985; para. (a) revised, 58 FR 54494, Oct. 22, 1993, effective Nov. 22, 1993; paras. (a) &
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STATUTES, REGULATIONS AND ANALYSIS

Congress has authorized the Commissioner to "revive an application if the delay is shown to the
satisfaction of the Commissioner to have been "unavoidable." 35 U.S.C. §133 (1994).

The regulations at 37 C.F.R. §1.137(a) and (b) set forth the requirements for a petitioner to revive
a previously unavoidably or unintentionally, respectively, abandoned application under this
congressional grant of authority. The language of 35 U.S.C. §133 and 37 C.F.R. §1.137(a) is
clear, unambiguous, and without qualification: the delay in tendering the reply to the outstanding
Office action, as well as filing the first petition seeking revival, must have been unavoidable for
the reply now to be accepted on petition.?

Delays in responding properly raise the question whether delays are unavoidable.* Where there is
a question whether the delay was unavoidable, Petitioners must meet the burden of establishing
that the delay was unavoidable within the meaning of 35 U.S.C. §133 and 37 C.F.R. §1.137(a).’
And the Petitioner must be diligent in attending to the matter.® Failure to do so does not
constitute the care required under Pratt, and so cannot satisfy the test for diligence and due care.

(By contrast, unintentional delays are those that do not satisfy the very strict statutory and
regulatory requirements of unavoidable delay, and also, by definition, are not intentional.”))

(b) revised, paras. (c) & (d) added, 62 FR 53131, Oct. 10, 1997, effective Dec. 1, 1997; para. (a) revised, 69 FR 56481, Sept. 21, 2004, effective
Oct. 21, 2004]

2 35 U.S.C. §133 provides:
35 U.S.C. §133 Time for prosecuting application.
Upon failure of the applicant to prosecute the application within six months after any action therein, of which notice has been given or mailed to
the applicant, or within such shorter time, not less than thirty days, as fixed by the Commissioner in such action, the application shall be
regarded as abandoned by the parties thereto, unless it be shown to the satisfaction of the Commissioner that such delay was unavoidable.

3 Therefore, by example, an unavoidable delay in the payment of the Filing Fee might occur if a reply is shipped by the US Postal
Service, but due to catastrophic accident, the delivery is not made.

4 See: Changes to Patent Practice and Procedure; Final Rule Notice, 62 Fed. Reg. at 53158-59 (October 10, 1997), 1203 Off Gaz.
Pat. Office at 86-87 (October 21, 1997).

5 See: In re Application of G, 11 USPQ2d 1378, 1380 (Comm'r Pats. 1989).

6 See: Diligence in Filing Petitions to Revive and Petitions to Withdraw the Holding of Abandonment, 1124 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 33
(March 19, 1991). It was and is Petitioner’s burden to exercise diligence in seeking either to have the holding of abandonment withdrawn or the
application revived. See 1124 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office supra.

7 Therefore, by example, an unintentional delay in the reply might occur if the reply and transmittal form are to be prepared for
shipment by the US Postal Service, but other pressing matters distract one’s attention and the mail is not timely deposited for shipment.
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Allegations as to
Unintentional Delay

The requirements for relief under the provisions of 37 C.F.R. §1.137(b) are: petition, fee, reply,
showing of unintentional delay, and—where appropriate—a terminal disclaimer and fee.

It appears that Petitioner has satisfied the requirements of the regulation.

CONCLUSION

Because Petitioner appears to have satisfied the regulatory requirements, regulation, the petition
under 37 C.F.R. §1.137(b) is granted.

The application is released to the Examiner in Technology Center 1600 for further processing in
due course.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision may be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
3214.

John!J. Gillon, Jr.
Senior Attorney
Office of Petitions
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In re Application of OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Sheldon F. Goldberg et al :
Application No. 09/502,285 : ON PETITION
Filed: February 11, 2000 :
Attorney Docket No. 3367-2-2

This is a decision on the petition, filed February 23, 2005, under 37. CFR 1.313(c)(2) to
withdraw the above-identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application is withdrawn from issue for consideration of a submission
under 37 CFR 1.114 (request for continued examination). See 37 CFR 1.313(c){(2).

Petitioner is adviséd that the Issue fee paid on September 2, 2004 in the above-identified
application cannot be refunded. If, however, the above-identified application is again
allowed, petitioner may request that it be applied towards the issue fee required by the new

Notice of Allowance.’
Telephone inquiries should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3208.

The examiner of Technology Center AU 3714 will consider the request for continued
examination under 37 CFR 1.114,

Karen Creasy

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy

| The request to apply the issue fee to the new Notice may be satisfied by
completing and returning the new Issue Fee Transmittal Form PTOL-85(b), which
includes the following language thereon: “Commissioner for Patents is requested to
apply the Issue Fee and Publication Fee (if any) or re-apply any previously paid issue
fee to the application identified above.” Petitioner is advised that, whether a fee is
indicated as being due or not, the Issue Fee Transmittal Form must be completed
and timely submitted to avoid abandonment. Note the language in bold text on the
first page of the Notice of Allowance and Fee(s) Due (PTOL-85).
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Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.0. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov
SHERIDAN ROSS PC -
1560 BROADWAY - COPY MAILED
SUITE 1200 :
DENVER CO 80202 ! MAR 0 2 2005
In re App"cation of . 0FF|CE OF PETITIONS
Sheldon F. Goldberg et al :
Application No. 09/502,285 : ON PETITION

Filed: February 11, 2000
Attorney Docket No. 3367-2-2

This is a decision on the petition, filed February 23, 2005, under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2) to
withdraw the above-identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application is withdrawn from issue for consideration of a submission
under 37 CFR 1.114 (request for continued examination). See 37 CFR 1.313{(c}(2).

Petitioner is advised that the issue fee paid on September 2, 2004 in the above-identified
application cannot be refunded. If, however, the above-identified application is again
allowed, petitioner may request that it be applled towards the issue fee required by the new
Notice of Allowance.'

Telephone inquiries should be directed to the undersigned at (5671) 272-3208.

The examiner of Technology Center AU 3714 will consider the request for continued
examination under 37 CFR 1.114.

Koram

Karen Creasy

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy

' The request to apply the issue fee to the new Notice may be satisfied by
completing and returning the new Issue Fee Transmittal Form PTOL-85(b), which
includes the following language thereon: “Commissioner for Patents is requested to
apply the Issue Fee and Publication Fee (if any) or re-apply any previously paid issue
fee to the application identified above.” Petitioner is advised that, whether a fee is
indicated as being due or not, the Issue Fee Transmittal Form must be completed
and timely submitted to avoid abandonment. Note the language in bold text on the
first page of the Notice of Allowance and Fee(s) Due (PTOL-85).
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DEC 0 1 2006

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of |

Goldberg et al.

Application No. 09/502,285
Filing/371(c) Date: 02/11/2000
, Attorney Docket Number: :
3367-2-2 : : LETTER

This correspondence is in response to a Petition to Withdraw Holding of Abandonment Under 37
CFR 1.181(a)(3), or in the Altematlve Petition for Unavoidable Abandonment Under 37 CFR
1.137, filed August 18, 2006.

.For the following reasons, the Application file is being referred to Group 3700 for consideration
of the petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment under 37 CFR 1.181. A decision on the
-alternative petition to revive the application under 37 CFR 1.137(a) will be held in abeyance
pending the decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.181.

Background

A Notice of Allowance and Issue Feé Due was mailed June 28, 2004.

Applicant filed a petition to withdraw the application from issue, along with a Request for
Continued Examination (“RCE”), an Information Disclosure Statement (“IDS”) and an
‘Amendment on February 23, 2004.

The RCE and IDS were inadvertently not entered.

" Applicant asserts that the Amendment was a copy of a previously-filed amendment (filed May 8, '
2002). Applicant states that the re-filed Amendment was filed to demonstrate that the May 8,
2002 Amendment included a request to change the title of the application that was not addressed. -

The Examiner mailed an Office communication on July 14, 2005, in response to the Amendment
(the RCE and IDS were not in the file). The Office communication set a one (1) month period
for reply and provided for extensions of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a).
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Applicant re-filed a copy of the amendment on July 22, 2006, which was noted in IFW as being
non-responsive to the Office communication. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed May 18,
2006. '

Applicant files the instant petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment and asserts that the
RCE was not entered, and that the Office communication was issued in error and failed to
address the IDS and the amendment to the title of the invention, filed may 8, 2002.

The TC is requested to address the petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment.

Telephone inquiries concerning this letter should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
3232.

T
erek L. Woods

Attorney
Office of Petitions
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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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United States Patent and Trademark Office
' P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
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SHERIDAN ROSS PC
1560 BROADWAY
SUITE 1200
DENVER CO 80202

In re Application of:
GOLDBERG, SHELDON F. etal
Serial No. 09/502,285

Filed: Feb. 11,2000 :
" Docket: 3367-2-2 : DECISION ON PETITION

Title: UNDER 37 CFR § 1.181

NETWORKED SYSTEM FOR
PRESENTING

This is a decision on the petition filed August 18, 2006 requesting withdrawal of the
holding of abandonment. This petition is being considered pursuant to 37 CFR § 1.181. No fees
are required.

The petition is Granted.

Background

On June 28, 2004 the examiner issued a Notice of Allowance for the present application
and the issue fee was paid on September 2, 2004. On February 17, 2005 the petitioner filed a
Request to Amend Title of Application. The petitioner previously requested a change of title in
the Amendment and Response filed on May 8, 2002. A copy of this Amendment and Response
‘was included in the February 17, 2005 filing. A Petition to Withdraw Application from Issue was
filed on February 23, 2005 along with a Request for Continued Examination to permit the
consideration of new references provided in an Information Disclosure Statement. A notice
granting the petition to withdraw the application from issue for consideration of the request for
continued examination was mailed to the petitioner on March 2, 2005.

On July 14, 2005 the examiner issued an Office Communication detailing the fallures of
the petitioner’s February 17, 2005 request to amend the title of the application. These failures
included excessive facsimile distortion, failure to present amendments on separate sheets of
paper to allow for proper indexing, as well as failure to indicate the changes to the claims
through mark-up form. The petitioner was given thirty days to submit a cornplete reply to the
Office Communication. On July 22, 2005 the petitioner mailed a hardcopy of the Request to
Amend Title of Application to the USPTO. On May 18, 2006 the examiner issued a Notice of
Abandonment for failure to timely file a proper reply to the Office Communication dated July
14, 2005. The petitioner subsequently filed a Petition to Withdraw Holding of Abandonment
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under 37 CFR § 1.181, or in the alternative under 37 CFR § 137(a) or (b) on August 18, 2006.
On December 01, 2006 the Office of Petitions issued a decision requesting the TC to address the
petition.

Discussion

The examiner entered a Notice of Abandonment based on the applicant’s failure to timely
reply to the Office Communication mailed July 14, 2005. This Office Communication outlined
~ the examiner’s concerns with the Request to Amend Title of Application filed February 17,
2005. The petitioner addressed the examiner’s concern regarding facsimile distortion by mailing
a hardcopy of the request to the USPTO on July 22, 2005. The petitioner then addressed the
examiner’s remaining concerns regarding pagination and mark-up in the Amendment in
Response to the Office Communication filed August 18, 2006. In this amendment, the petitioner
entered the Request for Amendment to Title on a separate page and removed the materials to
which the mark-up concerns were addressed. Through these two filings the petitioner properly
handled the examiner’s concerns. Additionally, it should be noted that the petitioner’s request to
amend the title of the application was in fact the second request for such an amendment, the first
of which was filed before the Notice of Allowance. Therefore, a withdrawal of the holding of
abandonment is granted.

Decision

The petition requesting withdrawal of the holding of abandonment is hereby granted. The
examiner is directed to continue examination of the application, considering the additional
references provided in the Information Disclosure Sheet as well as the Request for Amendment
of Title. The application is being forwarded to Supervisory Patent Examiner of Art Unit 3714 for
further processing.

Any inquiry regarding this decision should be directed to Henry C. Yuen, Special
Programs Examiner, at (571) 272-4856 or Marc Jimenez, Training Quality Assurance Specialist,
at (571)-272-4530.

PETITION GRANTED.

L e M Ysiune

Kareh M. Young, Dﬁrector O
Technology Center 3700
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
P.O. Box 1450

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450 .
WWW.USpLo.gov

FISH & RICHARDSON P.C. #5F
1425 K STREET N.W, . .
11TH FLOOR
WASHINGTON, DC 20005-3500 COPY MA”'ED

APR 2 2 2004
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS -
Robert A. Sanderson et al : :
Application No. 09/502,357 : ON PETITION

Filed: February 11, 2000
Attorney Docket No. 09850/005001

This is a decision on the petition, filed April 15, 2004, under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2) to withdraw the
above-identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application is withdfawn from issue for consideration of a submission under
37 CFR 1.114 (request for continued examination). See 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2).

Petitioner is advised that the issue fee paid on October 30, 2003 in the above-identified
application cannot be refunded. If, however, the above-identified application is again
allowed, petitioner may request that it be applied towards the issue fee required by the new
Notice of Allowance.'

Telephone inquiries should be directed to Wan Laymon at (703) 306-5685.

Upon receipt of the file in the Office of Petitions, the file will be forwarded to Technology Center
AU 3747 for processing of the request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114.

PetitionstExaminer

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy

' The request to apply the issue fee to the new Notice may be satisfied by completing and
returning the new Issue Fee Transmittal Form PTOL-85(b), which includes the following language
thereon: “Commissioner for Patents is requested to apply the Issue Fee and Publication Fee (if any)
or re-apply any previously paid issue fee to the application identified above.” Petitioner is advised
that, whether a fee is indicated as being due or not; the Issue Fee Transmittal Form must be
completed and timely submitted to avoid abandonment. Note the language in bold text on the first
page of the Notice of Allowance and Fee(s) Due (PTOL-85).
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STEPHEN Y. PANG

TOWNSEND AND TOWNSEND AND CREW
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EIGHTH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-3834

In re Application of

Brooks et al.
Application No. 09/502,390
Filed: February 10, 2000

For: COMPUTER PROGRAM PRODUCT FOR
TRANSFORMING STREAMING VIDEO DATA

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
WASHINGTON, DC 20231
WWW, Uspto.gov

Paper No. 4

MAILED

JUN 1 2 2003
DIRECTOR'S OFRICE
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600

DECISION ON REQUEST TO
WITHDRAW AS ATTORNEY

This 1s a decision on the request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record filed on May 27, 2003.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney of record should indicate thereon the present mailing
addresses of the attorney(s) who is/are withdrawing from the record and of the applicant. The
reguest for withdrawal must be signed by every attorney seeking to withdraw or contain a clear
indication that one attorney is si%nin on behalf of another/others. A request to withdraw will not

be approved unless at least 30 (thi

rty) days would remain between the date of approval and the

later of the expiration date of a time to file a response or the expiration date of the maximum time
Beriod which can be extended under 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a). The effective date of withdrawal

eing the date of decision and not the date of request. See M.P.E.P. § 402.06. 37 C.F.R. § 1.36
further requires that the applicant or patent owner be notified of the withdrawal of the attorney or

agent.

The request is GRANTED.

All attorneys of record are granted the request for withdrawal, since Customer No. 20,350

includes all attorneys of record.

All future communications from the Office will be directed to the address listed below until
otherwise notified by applicant. Applicant is reminded of the obligation to promptly notify the
Patent and Trademark Office of any change in correspondence address to ensure receipt of all

communications from the Office.

Kenneth WYeder 2
Special Program Examiner
Technology Center 2600
Communications

(703) 3054710

CONNIE WONG, CEO
VIDIATOR TECHNOLOGY (US) INC.
411 108™ AVE. NE — SUITE 688
BELLEVUE, WA 98004
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STEPHEN Y. PANG

TOWNSEND AND TOWNSEND AND CREW
TWO EMBARCADERO CENTER

EIGHTH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-3834

In re Application of

Brooks et al.
Application No. 09/502,409
Filed: February 10, 2000

For: SYSTEM FOR TRANSFORMING
STREAMING VIDEO DATA

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
WASHINGTON, DC 2023t
WWW, uspto.gov

Paper No. 4

MAILED

JUL 1 4 2003

DIRECTOR’S OFFICE
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600

DECISION ON REQUEST TO
WITHDRAW AS ATTORNEY

This is a decision on the request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record filed on May 27, 2003.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney of record should indicate thereon the present mailing
addresses of the attorney(s) who is/are withdrawing from the record and of the applicant. The
reauest for withdrawal must be signed by every attomey seeking to withdraw or contain a clear
indication that one attorney is si%nin on behalf of another/others. A request to withdraw will not

be approved unless at least 30 (t

irty) days would remain between the date of approval and the

later of the expiration date of a time to file a response or the expiration date of the maximum time
Eeriod which can be extended under 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a). The effective date of withdrawal

eing the date of decision and not the date of request. See M.P.E.P. § 402.06. 37 C.F.R. § 1.36
further requires that the applicant or patent owner be notified of the withdrawal of the attorney or

agent.

The request is GRANTED.

Richard T. Ogawa is granted the request for withdrawal. Stephen Y. Pang remains of record,

since Customer No. 20,350 is not associated with the record.

All future communications from the Office will be directed to the address listed below until
otherwise notified by applicant. Applicant is reminded of the obligation to promptly notify the
Patent and Trademark Office of any change in correspondence address to ensure receipt of all

communications from the Office.

Yozt dfed

Kenneth Wieder

Special Program Examiner
Technology Center 2600
Communications

(703) 305-4710

cc: CONNIE WONG, CEO
VIDIATOR TECHNOLOGY (US) INC.
411 108™ AVE. NE - SUITE 688
BELLEVUE, WA 98004
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Connie Wong, CEO

Vidiator Technology (US) Inc. |
411 108th Ave. NE SEP 10 2003
Suite 688
DIRECTOR'S OFRCE
Bellevue WA 98004 ¥ CENTER 2600
In re Application of
BROOKS et al. :
Application No. 09/502,409 : DECISION ON REQUEST TO
Filed: February 10, 2000 : WITHDRAW AS ATTORNEY
For: SYSTEM FOR TRANSFORMING :
STREAMING VIDEO DATA

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as Attorney/Agent of record filed on August 20,
2003.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must do the following:

(1) indicate the present mailing address of the attorney(s)/agent(s) who seek(s) to withdraw, and

(2) be signed by each attorney/agent seeking to withdraw or clearly be signed on their behalf, and

(3) be approved at least thirty (30) days prior to the maximum extendable period for response to
any outstanding Office Action, and :

(4) indicate the address to which future correspondence should be mailed.

Petitioner has met all of the above. Accordingly, the request is GRANTED.

All of the attorneys/agents listed in the Request are withdrawn.

All future communications from the Office will be directed to the address listed above
until otherwise notified by applicant. Applicant is reminded of the obligation to promptly
notify the Patent and Trademark Office of any change in correspondence address to
ensure receipt of all communications from the Office.

(L

Krista Zele
Special Progran%(aminer

Technology Center 2600
Communications
(703) 3054701

cc: STEPHEN Y. PANG
TOWNSEND AND TOWNSEND AND CREW
TWO EMBARCADERO CENTER
EIGHTH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-3834
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MINNEAPOLIS MN 55440-1022
NOV 1 0 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Patent No. 6,987,025

Issue Date: January 17, 2006 4 :

Application No. 09/502,426 : ON PETITION-
Filed: February 11, 2000 :

Attorney Docket No. 11696-0070001

This is a notice regarding your request for acceptance of a fee deficiency submission
under 37 CFR 1.28. On September 1, 1998, the Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit
held that 37 CFR 1.28(c) is the sole provision governing the time for correction of the
erroneous payment of the issue fee as a small entity. See DH Technology v.
Synergystex International, Inc. 154 F.3d 1333, 47 USPQ2d 1865 (Fed. Cir. Sept. 1,
1998). -

The Office no longer investigates or rejects original or reissue applications under 37 CFR
1.56. 1098 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 502 (January 3, 1989). Therefore, nothing in this
Notice is intended to imply that an investigation was done.

Your fee deficiency submission under 37 CFR 1.28 is hereby ACCEPTED.

This patent is no longer entitled to small entity status. Accordingly, all future fees paid in
this patent must be paid at the large entity rate.

It is not apparent whether'the person signing the instant petition was ever given a power
of attorney or authorization of agent to prosecute this patent. In accordance with 37 CFR
1.34(a), the signature appearing on the petition shall constitute a representation to the
United States Patent and Trademark Office that he/she is authorized to represent the
particular party in whose behalf he/she acts. While, a courtesy copy of this decision is
being mailed to the person signing the instant petition, all future correspondence will be
directed to the address currently of record until such time as appropriate instructions are
received to the contrary.

Petitioner’s deposit account has been charged $1,110.00 as authorized on May 22, 2009
as well an additional $490.00 to meet the required $980.00 large entity 3.5 year
maintenance fee.



Patent No. 6,987,025 | Page 2

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Joan Olszewski at
(571) 272-7751.

/Liana Walsh/
Liana Walsh
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: Lisbeth C. Robinson
Fish & Richardson P.C.
3200 RBC Plaza
60 South Sixth Street
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55402
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STEPHEN Y. PANG

TOWNSEND AND TOWNSEND AND CREW
TWO EMBARCADERO CENTER

EIGHTH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-3834

In re Application of

Brooks et al.
Application No. 09/502,549
Filed: February 10, 2000

For: METHODS FOR TRANSFORMING
STREAMING VIDEO DATA

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
WASHINGTON, DC 20231
WWW, uspto.gov

Paper No. 3

MAILED

JUN 1 2 2003

DIRECTOR'S OFRCE
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2800

DECISION ON REQUEST TO
WITHDRAW AS ATTORNEY

This is a decision on the request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record filed on May 27, 2003.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney of record should indicate thereon the present mailing
addresses of the attorney(s) who is/are withdrawing from the record and of the applicant. The

yeguest for withdrawal must be signed by eve
in

attorney seeking to withdraw or contain a clear

ication that one attorney is si%nin on behalf of another/others. A request to withdraw will not

be approved unless at least 30 (thi

rty) days would remain between the date of approval and the

later of the expiration date of a time to file a resgonse or the expiration date of the maximum time

eriod which can be extended under 37 C.F.R.

1.136(a). The effective date of withdrawal

eing the date of decision and not the date of request. See M.P.E.P. § 402.06. 37 C.F.R. § 1.36
further requires that the applicant or patent owner be notified of the withdrawal of the attorney or

agent.

The request is GRANTED.

All attorneys of record are granted the request for withdrawal, since Customer No. 20,350

includes all attorneys of record.

All future communications from the Office will be directed to the address listed below until
otherwise notified by applicant. Applicant is reminded of the obligation to promptly notify the
Patent and Trademark Office of any change in correspondence address to ensure receipt of all

communications from the Office.

l!enneté %wéer %

Special Program Examiner
Technology Center 2600
Communications

(703) 305-4710

cc: CONNIE WONG, CEO
VIDIAT%R TECHNOLOGY (US) INC.
411 108" AVE. NE — SUITE 688
BELLEVUE, WA 98004
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THOMSOR TRIP(’I)‘LI{/IEDI LICENSING INC

THOMSON MULTI A NSING INC.

TWO INDEPENDENCE WAY COPY MAILED

P.0. BOX 5312

PRINCETON NJ 08543-5312 MAR 3 0 2005
ETITIONS

In re Application of OFFICE OF P

Michael Pieper :

Application No. 09/502,647 : ON PETITION

Filed: February 11, 2000
Attorney Docket No. RCA 90021

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed February 9, 2005, to revive the
above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The two-month period for filing an appeal brief in triplicate (accompanied
by the fee required by 37 CFR 1.17(c)), runs from the date of this decision.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
3208.

This matter is being referred to Technology Center AU 2616.
Karen Creasy

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy
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“Paper No. 14

PATTON BOGGS
P.0. BOX 270930
LOUISVILLE, CO 80027 : COPY MAILED
FEB 1 7 2004
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of
Lindquist, Wesley DeWayne :
Aﬁ)plication No. 09/502,728 : ON PETITION
Filed: February 11, 2000 ' :

"Attorney Docket No. 13212.107US

This is a decision on the petition under 37 C.F.R. § 1.137(b), filed January 9, 2004, to revive the
above-identified application. .

The petition is granted.

This application became abandoned for failure to timely reply within three months to the non-final
Office action mailed June 23, 2003. No extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR )
1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, this application became abandoned on September 24, 2003.

Petitioner has met the requirements to revive the above-identified application pursuant to .
37 CFR 1.137(b). ' ’

The file is now being forwarded to Technology Center 2100 for further examination on the merits.

Telephone inquiries should be directed to the undersigned at (703) 306-0482.

1ana Chase
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy
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Paper No. 9

MARK G. LAPPIN
McDERMOTT WILL & EMERY
28 STATE STREET
BOSTON, MA 02109

COPY MAILED

FEB 15 20in
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Alan P. Sliski et al : :
Application No. 09/502,762 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION

Filed: February 11, 2000 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.137(b),
Attorney Docket No. PHLL-141 :

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
March 19, 2004, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to
reply in a timely manner to the nonfinal Office action mailed
December 19, 2002, which set a shortened statutory period for reply
of three (3) months. No extensions of time under the provisions of
37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the above-identified
application became abandoned on March 19, 2003. A Notice of
Abandonment was mailed on July 1, 2003.

The petition satisfies the conditions for revival pursuant to the
provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that (1) the reply in the form of
an “Amendment and Response”; (2) the petition fee of $1,330; and
(3) the required statement of unintentional delay have been
received. Accordingly, the reply to the nonfinal Office action of
December 19, 2002 is accepted as having been unintentionally
delayed.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to
the undersigned at (571) 272-3218.

The application file is being forwarded to Technology Center AU
2881.

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy
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Paper No. 11

Daniel J. Meaney Jr., Esq ’ MA, LED
P. O. Box 22307 B ATt
Santa Barbara, CA 93121 MG~ 1 20y

OFFICE OF DIREC
GROUP 35 1

In re Application of:

Cook, et al. :

Application No. 09/502,812 : DECISION ON REQUEST TO
Filed: February 09, 2000 : WITHDRAW FROM RECORD

Attorney Docket No.: 5564 413436/080

This is a decision on the request to withdraw as'attomey of record under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36, filed
May 02, 2003.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney of record must be signed by every attorney seeking to
withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on behalf of others. A request
to withdraw will not be approved unless at least thirty (30) days would remain between the date
of approval and the later of the expiration date of a time to file a response or the expiration date
of the maximum time period that can be extended under 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a).

The request meets all the above requirements. The request was signed by Daniel J. Meaney, the
attorney of record in the above identified application and there is no outstanding Office action
requiring a response by the applicant. '

The request is approved.

The application currently has no attorney of record.

All future communications from the Office will be directed to the assignee, Daniel Kehoe,
President of UltraCard, Inc., at the first below-listed address until otherwise notified by applicant.

A courtesy copy of this decision has been mailed to the first-named inventor Bert Cook, Jr.; at
the second below-listed address.
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Application No. 09/502,812 Page -2-
On Request To Withdraw As Attorney Of Record

Inquiries related to this decision should be directed to Lissi Mojica Marquis at (703) 308-2260.

piﬁﬂyc

Lissi Mojica Marguis, Speciﬁ-}*‘Programs Examiner
Technology Center 2800
Semiconductors, Electrical and Optical

Systems and Components

cc: Daniel Kehoe, President
UltraCard Inc.
980 University Avenue
Los Gatos, CA 95032

Bert D. Cook, Jr.
1125 Easy Street
Morgan Hill, CA 95037
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Bever Hoffman & Harms
Daniel J. Meaney, Jr.

PO Box 22307 '
Santaol);arbara, CA 93121 COPY MA".ED
MAR 0 3 2004

In re Application of OFHCE OF PET'T'ONS

Bert D. Cook, Jr. : ON PETITION
Application No. 09/502,812 :

Filed: February 9, 2000

Attomey Docket No. ULT-001-1P

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed January 20, 2004, to revive the above-
identified application. '

The petition is Granted.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner in reply to the
non-final Office action mailed June 19, 2002, which set a shortened statutory period for reply of three
months. No extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136 have been obtained. Accordingly,
the application became abandoned on September 20, 2002.

The application file is being forwarded to Technology Center Au 2876 for further processing.

Telephone inquiries should be directed to the undersigned at (703) 308-6911.

Srtrien Bl

Latrice Bond

Paralegal Specialist

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy
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Paper No. 5
Tom M. Moran
Cooley Godward LLP MA“_ED
Attn: Patent Group NOV 0 7 7600
Five Palo Alto Square
3000 El Camino Real Technology Center 2100
Palo Alto, CA 94306-2155
In re Application of : Derrick L. Collison et al.
Application No. 09/502,873 DECISION ON REQUEST TO
Filed: February 11, 2000 WITHRAW AS ATTORNEY OR

For: CERTIFIED MESSAGE DELIVERY AGENT
AND QUEUING IN MULTIPOINT
PUBLISH/SUBSCRIBE COMMUNICATIONS

This is a decision on the Request To Withdraw from Representation filed July 13, 2000.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney of record should indicate thereon the present mailing
addresses of the attorney(s) who is/are withdrawing from the record and of the applicant. The
request for withdrawal must be signed by every attorney seeking to withdraw or contain a clear
indication that one attorney is signing on behalf of another/others. A request to withdraw will
not be approved unless at least 30 (thirty) days would remain between the date of approval and
the later of the expiration date of a time to file a response or the expiration date of the maximum
time period which can be extended under 37 C.FR. § 1. 136(a). The effective date of
withdrawal being the date of decision and not the date of request. See M.P.E.P. § 402.06. 37
C.FR. § 1.36 further requires that the appllcant or patent owner be notified of the withdrawal of
the attorney or agent.

The request is deficient in that it does not provide a clear indication that Mr. Moran is authorized
to sign on behalf of the attorneys and agents listed. Accordingly, the request is DENIED.

All future communications from the Office will continue to be directed to the above-listed
address until otherwise notified by applicant. Applicant is reminded of the obligation to promptly
notify the Patent and Trademark Office (Office) of any change in correspondence address to
ensure receipt of all communications from the Office.
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Ls

Robert A. Weinhardt

Special Program Examiner
Technology Center 2100
Computer Architecture, Software,
& Electronic Commerce
703-305-9780
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Richard M. Goldman MA'LED
Cooley Godward LLP - i
Attn: Patent Group o NOV & 7 2008
Five Palo Alto Square '
3000 El Camino Real Technology Center 2100

Palo Alto, CA 94306-2155

In re Application of : Derrick L. Collison et al.
Application No. 09/502,873

Filed: February 11, 2000 DECISION ON PETITION
For: CERTIFIED MESSAGE DELIVERY - TO MAKE SPECIAL
AND QUEUING IN MULTIPOINT
PUBLISH/SUBSCRIBE COMMUNICATIONS

\

This is a decision on the petition, filed Febru-aryv 11, 2000 under 37 C.F.R. §102(d) and M.P.E.P.
§ 708.02(VIII): Accelerated Examination, to make the above-identified application special

MPEP. § 708.02, Section VIII which sets out the prerequisites for a grantable petition for
Accelerated Examination under 37 C.F.R. § 102(d) states in relevant part:

A new application (one which has not received any examination by the examiner) may be granted special status
provided that applicant (and this term includes applicant’s attorney or agent) complies with each of the following
items:

(A) Submits a petition to make special accompanied by the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(i);

B) Presents all claims directed to a single invention, or if the Office determines that all the claims presented
are not obviously directed to a single invention, will make an election without traverse as a prerequisite to the grant
of special status...;

© Submits a statement(s) that a pre-examination search was made, listing the field of search by class and
subclass, publication, Chemical Abstracts, foreign patents, etc.” A search made by a foreign patent office satisfies
this requirement;

D) Submits one copy each of the references deemed most closely related to the subject matter encompassed by
the claims if said references are not already of record; and

(E) Submits a detailed discussion of the references, which discussion points out, with the particularity required
by 37 CFR 1.111 (b) and (c), how the claimed subject matter is patentable over the references.
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On Petition

In those instances where the request for this special status does not meet all the prerequisites set forth above,
applicant will be notified and the defects in the request will be stated. The application will remain in the status of a
new application awaiting action in its regular turn. In those instances where a request is defective in one or more
respects, applicant will be given one opportunity to perfect the request in a renewed petition to make special. If
perfected, the request will then be granted. If not perfected in the first renewed petition, any additional renewed
petitions to make special may or may not be considered at the discretion of the Group Special Program Examiner.

Applicant’s submission is deficient in that it does not comply with (E) above. That is, no clear
indication is given specifically pointing out how the language of the claims patentably
distinguishes from the references.

Accordingly, the Petition is DENIED. The application file is being forwarded to Central Files to
await examination in its proper turn based on its effective filing date.

Any request for reconsideration must be filed within two months of the mailing date of this
decision.

/,

/Robert A. Weinhardt
Special Program Examiner
Technology Center 2100
Computer Architecture, Software,
& Electronic Commerce
703-305-9780
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Commissioner for Patents
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www.uspto.gov

DOCKET ADMINISTRATOR

LUCENT TECHNOLOGIES INC. -
ROOM 2F-190 COPY MAILED
600 MOUNTAIN AVENUE DEC 0 5 2006

"MURRAY HILL, NJ 07974-0636 .
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Banerjee et al.

Application No. 09/502,882 :

Filing or 371(c) Date: 02/11/2000 : ON PETITION
. Attorney Docket Number: :

56115534-118128

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed August 10, 2006, to revive the
above-identified application. The delay in treating this petition is regretted.

This Petition is hereby dismissed.

Any further petition to revive the above-identified application must be submitted within TWO
(2) MONTHS from the mail date of this decision. Extensions of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a) are
permitted. The reconsideration request should include a cover letter entitled “Request for
Reconsideration of Petition under [insert the applicable code section]”. This is not final agency
action within the meaning of 5 U.S.C. § 704.

Background

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to timely and properly reply to
the final Office action, mailed July 26, 2004. The Office action set a three (3) month period for
reply from the mail date of the Office action. Extensions of time were available under 37 CFR
1.136(a). Applicant filed a reply on October 28, 2004; however, the reply failed to place the
application in condition for allowance. No complete and proper reply having been received, the
application became abandoned on October 27, 2005. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed
June 29, 2006.

The instant petition

Applicant files the instant petition and Amendment.
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The Examiner has reviewed the Amendment and concluded that the Amendment fails to place
the application in condition for allowance.

Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be addressed as follows:

By mail: Director for Patents
PO Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

By FAX: (571)273-8300
Attn: Office of Petitions

By hand: Customer Service Window
Randolph Building
401 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

Inquiries regarding the Amendment should be directed to the Examiner. Telephone inquiries
concerning this petition Decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3232.

gt grocl

Attorney
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

. www.uspto.gov

DOCKET ADMINISTRATOR

- LUCENT TECHNOLOGIES INC.
ROOM 2F-190
600 MOUNTAIN AVENUE
MURRAY HILL, NJ 07974-0636

COPY MAILED
JUL 8 0 2007

In re Application of

Banerjee et al. : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Application No. 09/502,882 , :

Filing or 371(c) Date: 02/11/2000 : ON PETITION
Attorney Docket Number: :

56115534-118128

This is a decision on the Request for Reconsideration of Petition Under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
May 7, 2007, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is granted.

Background

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to timely and properly reply to
the final Office action, mailed July 26, 2004. The Office action set a three (3) month period for
reply from the mail date of the Office action. Extensions of time were available under 37 CFR
1.136(a). Applicant filed a reply on October 28, 2004; however, the reply failed to place the
application in condition for allowance. No complete and proper reply having been received, the
application became abandoned on October 27, 2005. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed
June 29, 2006.

Applicant files the instant petition and Amendment in response to the Office action. The
Amendment has been approved by the Examiner. The petition satisfies the conditions. for revival
pursuant to the provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that (1) the reply in the form of an Amendment
is filed with the present petition; (2) the petition fee (previously submitted); and (3) the required
statement of unintentional delay (previously submitted). Accordingly, the reply is accepted as
having been unintentionally delayed.

Applicant is advised that no additional petition fee is due.
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This application is being referred to Technology Center Art Unit 2616 for processing of the
Amendment filed with the petition. '

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
3232. o

tuk+idan e

Attorney
Office of Petitions
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Paper No. 11
MAILED
Law Offices of Albert S. Michalik, PLLC
704-228" Avenue NE JUL 2 8 2003
Sammamish, WA 98074 0gy Center 2100
In re Application of: Capps et al. )
Application No. 09/502,970 ) DECISION ON PETITION TO
Attorney Docket No. 2300 ) WITHDRAWAL HOLDING OF
Filed: February 11, 2000 ) ABANDONMENT UNDER 37 CFR §
For: UNIFIED NAVIGATION SHELL ) 1.181(a)
USER INTERFACE )

This is a decision on the petition filed on May 27, 2003 to withdraw the holding of abandonment
under 37 CFR § 1.181(a) (Paper No. 8) mailed on March 25, 2003. The abandonment was based
upon applicants’ failure to respond to the Office action mailed July 2, 2002.

Applicable Prosecution History

Jul 2, 2002 Restriction requirement mailed setting one-month period for reply (Paper
No. 7)
Mar 25, 2003 Notice of abandonment mailed (Paper No. 8)
May 27, 2003 Petition filed under 37 CFR § 1.181(a) along with change of address
: s

The petition includes statements from Mr. Albert S. Michalik that the Office communication
mailed July 2, 2002 was not received; and that a search of the file jacket and docket records
indicated" the Office action was not received. The practitioner has attached two pages of an
attorney docket printout for Office communications received through mid-November 2002. The
practitioner also states the Notice of Abandonment was mailed to an incorrect address. The
correct address should have been “704 228" Avenue NE, Suite 193 Sammamish Washington
98074.” A change of correspondence address has been submitted.

Decision
In the absence of any apparent irregularity associated with the mailing of an Office
communication, the Office presumes the communication was properly mailed to the address of
record. According to MPEP §711.03(c), the showing required to establish nonreceipt of an
Office action includes the following:



v
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a) a statement from the practitioner that the Office action was not received,

b) a statement from the practitioner attesting to the fact that a search of the file jacket and docket
records indicates the Office communication was not received,

c) a copy of the docket record where the nonreceived Office communication would have been
entered had it been received and docketed, and

d) areference to the docket record in the practitioner’s statement.

09/502,970

The practitioner’s statements should be made in regard to records the address of record at the
time of the mailing. A review of the Office file fails to show evidence the practitioner filed a
change of address after the original filing of the declaration until the submission with this
petition. While the Notice of Abandonment may have been sent to the “wrong” address,
according to the practitioner, there is no evidence that provides an explanation as to why the
Notice of Abandonment was mailed to the Sammamish Washington address. Therefore, it
appears the July 2002 paper was mailed to the proper address and the Notice of Abandonment
was improperly mailed to the wrong address.

Therefore, the submission is deficient because the practitioner has provided incomplete evidence.
Specifically, the evidence should be for the Bellevue Washington address at the time of the
mailing of the Office communication. If the practitioner filed a change of address prior to the
mailing of July 2, 2002, proof of that submission along with the date of the change also should
be provided.

The presumption of nonreceipt remains. The petition is DISMISSED.

If petitioners desire further review of this decision, petitioners should file a Request for
Reconsideration within two (2) months of the mailing date of this decision. Telephone inquiries
should be directed to the undersigned at (703) 308-0269.

Ve C BLOA

Josie A. Ballato

Special Programs Examiner

Technology Center 2100

Computer Architecture, Software, and Information Security




UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

m@ COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

'
> - W
N
x

ABR 1.2 2004 ALEXANDRIA. viozzg?’;::zg
TE WwWW,sD10,goy
ueHNQLQﬁV@ENTERﬂm Paper No. 13

Albert S. Michalik

Law Offices of Albert S. Michalik, PLLC
704 — 228™ Avenue NE

Suite 193

Sammamish, WA 98074

In re Application of: Capps et al. )

Application No. 09/502,970 ) DECISION ON PETITION TO
Attorney Docket No. 2300 ) WITHDRAW HOLDING OF

Filed: February 11, 1000 ) ABANDONMENT UNDER 37 CFR
For: UNIFIED NAVIGATION SHELL ) §1.181 (A)

USER INTERFACE )

This is a decision on the request for reconsideration, filed September 12, 2003, requesting the
Withdrawal of the Holding of Abandonment of the above-identified application. The request is
being treated as a petition under 37 CFR §1.181. This application was held abandoned for
failure to file a timely response to the restriction requirement mailed July 2, 2002. A Notice of
Abandonment was mailed on March 25, 2003 (Paper No. 8).

In the request for reconsideration, applicants’ representative has supplemented the original
petition with a statement that a change of address was filed prior to July 2, 2002, but that the
practitioner has no evidence of that change being filed other than the Office mailing of March
25, 2003 (the Notice of Abandonment) which was addressed to an improper address in
“Sammaish” Washington. The practitioner also states the mail delivered to the previous
Bellevue address was being forwarded, but that the Office communication of July 2, 2002 was
not received by the practitioner.

A review of the application file in conjunction with the practitioner’s statements establishes an
apparent irregularity associated with the initial mailing of the restriction requirement. The
communication has two cover letters, one dated July 2, 2002 addressed to Bellevue WA and a
second dated August 5, 2002 addressed to Sammaish [sic] WA. There is nothing in the record to
explain why two possible mailings occurred of the same letter. In addition, it is clear the second
mailing and the Notice of Abandonment were sent to an address similar to the intended address,
but enough at variance that the restriction requirement might not have been received by the
practitioner even though the Notice of Abandonment was. Due to an obvious clencal error, the
practitioner’s change of address was not properly processed.

Because of these irregularities in Office procedure the presumption of receipt in accordance with
the guidelines set forth in MPEP § 711.03(c) has been overcome.

The petition is GRANTED. The holding of abandonment is withdrawn.
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The application file will be forwarded to the Technology Center support staff. The restriction
requirement will be remailed with the one month period for reply restarted to run from the date
of the remailing. Telephone inquiries should be directed to the undersigned at (703) 308-0269.

loo C 4004

&osie A. Ballato

Special Programs Examiner

Technology Center 2100

Computer Architecture, Software, and Information Security
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PATENT
Attorney Docket No. 2300

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

In re Application of:
CAPPS et al. Group Art Unit: 2174
Serial No. 09/502,970 Examiner: KE, P.

Filed: February 11,2000
For:  Unified Navigation Shell User Interface

REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION OF DECISION ON PETITION TO WITHDRAW
THE HOLDING OF ABANDONMENT UNDER 37 § C.F.R. 1.181(A)

Commissioner for Patents R E C E. ‘V E D

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 Cer 16 -
Technology Center 2100

Attn:

Dear Sir:

Petitioner hereby requests reconsideration of the denial to grant the petition to withdraw
the holding of abandonment in this matter. Petitioner submits that that the Office communication
on which the holding of abandonment is based was not, and could not in fact have been received
by Petitioner, through no fault of Petitioner, for at least the additional reasons set forth in the

Supplemental Statement of Facts set forth below. No fee is required.

Supplemental Statement of Facts

1. On March 25, 2003, a Notice of Abandonment was mailed to Petitioner (the undersigned
attorney for applicants), addressed to 220 Eighth Avenue 704, Suite 193 Sammamish,
Washington 98074 (which is an incorrect address). The basis for the Notice was that no
timely response was filed to an Office communication (a restriction requirement) mailed
July 2, 2002.

2. On May 19, 2003 Petitioner petitioned for a withdrawal of the holding of abandonment,
and provided evidence indicating that the Office communication was not received by
practitioner, and that a search of the file jacket and docket records was conducted and
indicated that the Office communication was not received. A copy of the docket record
was provided, along with several references thereto in practitioner’s (Petitioner’s)
statement of facts, pursuant to MPEP §711.03(c).

|
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3. On July 28, 2003, a Decision was mailed denying the petition, because the evidence
apparently should have directed as to why the mailing was not received at Petitioner’s
prior Bellevue address. However, Petitioner had not seen a copy of the July 2, 2002
Office communication, and thus had no way of knowing that the Office communication
was mailed to the Bellevue address. The Patent Office obtained Petitioner’s Sammamish
address from somewhere, as evidenced by the Notice of Abandonment having been
mailed to Sammamish, (albeit to a variation of applicants’ correct address), and
Petitioner thus presumed that because the Notice of Abandonment was mailed to a
variation of applicants’ Sammamish address, that the address submitted in the change of
address form filed in the case (prior to July 2, 2002) was received but incorrectly entered
at the Patent Office, thereby causing the problem.

4. Petitioner has thoroughly considered what might have happened to cause the Office
communication to not have been delivered to Petitioner, and can only think of two
possible scenarios, neither of which are any fault of Petitioner.

a. The change of address form (mailed in a group with a number of others prior to
July 2, 2002) was delayed or lost in the mail or in its processing (or possibly not
processed at all), and as a result the July 2, 2002 Office communication was
mailed to Petitioner’s Bellevue address. Petitioner has been unable to find
concrete evidence that this particular change of address request was timely
processed at the Patent Office; a search of Petitioner’s files shows that the
enclosed postcard was not returned. However as Petitioner filed no other
correspondence in this matter (until the prior Petition), Petitioner submits that it
appears that the Patent Office did at some time obtain Petitioner’s Sammamish
address, otherwise the Notice of Abandonment would not have been
spontaneously sent to Sammamish, WA.

b. Notwithstanding, even if the Office communication was in fact mailed to
Petitioner’s Bellevue address, then the Post Office should have forwarded it to
704 228th Avenue NE, Suite 193 Sammamish Washington 98074. Petitioner
declares that the Post Office was instructed to forward all mail addressed to the
Bellevue, WA address to Petitioner’s Sammamish address in late May 2002
(well in advance of the July 2, 2002 mailing date of the Office communication);
this forwarding address continues to today, as evidenced by a copy of an
unrelated envelope recently mailed to Petitioner’s former Bellevue address and
properly forwarded to Petitioner’s correct Sammamish address). If indeed sent
to Petitioner’s former Bellevue address, then a Postal error also occurred, as no
such forwarding ever took place, and Petitioner did not receive the Office
communication.

5. Regardless of whether sent to Bellevue or to an erroneous address in Sammamish,
Petitioner did nothing incorrect, and either a Patent Office or Post Office error (or both)
was responsible for Petitioner not having received the Office communication.

6. I hereby declare that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are true, that all
statements made on information and belief are believed to be true; and further that these

2
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statements were made with the knowledge that willful false statements and the like so made
are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under Section 1001 of Title 18 of the
United States Code and that such willful false statements may jeopardize the validity of the
application or any patent issued thereon.

For at least the foregoing reasons, Petitioner submits that the petition to withdraw the

holding of abandonment be granted, and requests that the Office action be re-mailed.

Respectfully submitted,

Albert S. Michalik, Registration No. 37,395
Attorney for Applicants
Law Offices of Albert S. Michalik, PLLC
704 - 228th Avenue NE
Suite 193
Sammamish, WA 98074
(425) 836-3030 (telephone)
Date: September 9, 2003 (425) 836-8957 (facsimile)




' l In re Application of: CAPPS et al
Serial No. 09/502,970

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that this REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION along with supporting
evidence is being deposited with the United States Postal Service on the date shown below with
sufficient postage as first class mail in an envelope addressed to: Commissioner for Patents, PO

Box 1450, Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450.

Date: September 9, 2003 ( %/Q J / %;%4
Albert S. Michalik

RECEIVED

SEP 1 6 2003
Technology Center 2100



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20231

www,uspto.gov

COPY MAILED pyperNo. 6

SCULLY SCOTT MURPHY & PRESSER ,
400 GARDEN CITY PLAZA DEC 2 1 20C0
GARDEN CITY , NY 11530

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
.In re Application of i A/C PATENTS
Mantor, Carey, Taylor, Piazza, Potter, and :
Socarras . : DECISION ACCORDING STATUS
A_;l)phcatlon No. 09/502,994 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.47(a)
Filed: February 1 20106 :
0.

1
Attorney Docket N 1142
For: 3-D RENDERING TEXTURE
CACHING MACHINE

This is in respohse to the "Petition Under 37 CFR 1.47(a)," filed November 3, 2000.
The petition is GRANTED.

Petitioner has shown that the non-signing inventors have refused to join in the filing of the
above-identified application after having been presented with the application papers.
Specxﬁcallé, the declaration/statement of facts of Paul J. Esatto, Jr., and written refusal of
Lindley J. Brenza, counsel for the non-signing inventors, establishes that the inventors were
mailed the application papers, including the specification, claims and drawings, but refused
to sign the declaration.

The above-identified a[f%l_ication and papers have been reviewed and found in compliance
with 37 CFR 1.47(a). This application is hereby accorded Rule 1.47(a) status.

As provided in Rule 1.47(a), this Office will forward-notice of this aﬁplication's filing to the
non-signing inventor at the address given in the petition. Notice of the filing of this
application will also be published in'the Official Gazette.

The application will be forwarded to Technology Center 2100.

;I”gée%kégrée inquiries should be directed to Petitions Attorney, Jennifer M. Hayes, at (703)

Gl Br

ifer M /Hayes Beverly M. Flanagan _
ttorney Advisor SL%?erwsory Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions o Office of Petitions o
Office of the Deputy Commissioner Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy for Patent Examination Policy
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20231

WWW.USpto.gov

Michael Mantor
SIS e ‘
rlando

’ COPY MAILED
In re Application of ' -
Mantor, Carey, Taylor, Piazza, Potter, and : DEC 2 1 2060
iocalnai' No. 09/502,994 LETTER '

ication No. : _

S February 11, 2000 ; OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Attorney Docket No. 11142 : A/C PATENTS
For: 3-D RENDERING TEXTURE :
CACHING MACHINE

Dear Mr. Mantor:

You are named as a joint inventor in the above identified United States gatent application,
filed under the provisions of 35 U.S.C. 116 (United States Code), and 37 CFR 1.47(a), Rules
of Practice in Patent Cases. Should a patent be granted on the application you will be
designated therein as a joint inventor. :

As a named inventor you are entitled to insgect any paper in the file wra%)er of the
application, order copies of all or any part thereof (]at a prepaid cost per 37 CFR 1.19) or
make your position of record in the application. Alternatively, you may arrange to do any of
the precedlnfg through a registered patent attorney or agent presenting written authorization
from you. If'you care to qulr; the ap}[l)llcatlo_n, counsel of record %see elow) would
presumably assist you. Joining 1n the aap%)hcatlon would entail t

oath or declaration by you pursuant to 37 CFR 1.63.

Requests for information regarding your application should be directed to the File
Information Unit at (703)308-2733." Information regardmlg how to pay for and order a copy
of the application, or a S}z)ec1ﬁc %)er in the application, should be directed to Certification
Division at (703)508-97 6 or 1(800)972-6382 (outside the Washington D.C. area).

Telephone irll_clluiries regarding this communication should be directed to Petitions Attorney
Jennifer M. Hayes at (703) 306-5608. '

ey | NS~ B

ennifer M?Hayes - -Beverly M. Flanagan

e filing of an appropriate

Attorney Advisor : Supervisory Petitions Examiner -
Office of Petitions o Office of Petitions o
Office of the Deputy Commissioner Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy for Patent Examination Policy

cc: Scully Scott Mur%hy & Presser
400 Garden C{%{ laza
Garden City , 11530



\ UNITED.STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20231

WWW.USpto.gov

John Austin Care
840 Benchwood Court

Winter Springs, FL 32708 | COPY MAILED

In re Application of :
Mantorr,)%arey, Taylor, Piazza, Potter, and : DEC 2 12000
Socarras : LETTER

_}i)phcatlon No. 09/50(?5()994 - ‘ : OFFICE OF PETITIONS

A
Filed: February 11, 20
Attorne Do%rkyet No. 11142 AC PATE.NTS

For: 3-D RENDERING TEXTU
CACHING MACHINE ‘

Dear Mr. Carey:

You are named as a joint inventor in the above identified United States gatent application,
filed under the provisions of 35 U.S.C. 116 (United States Code), and 37 CFR 1.47(a), Rules
of Practice in Patent Cases. Should a patent be granted on the application you will be
designated therein as a joint inventor.
As a named inventor you are entitled to insEect any paper in the file wraﬂ)er of the -
application, order copies of all or any part thereof ﬁat a prepaid cost per 37 CFR 1.19) or
make your position of record in the application. Alternatively, you may arrange to do any of
the préceding through a registered patent attorney or agent presenting written authorization
from you. If'you care to JJQH'I the apghcatlon, counsel of record (see below) would

oining in t

presumably assist you. e %pyg%zhticin&/ould entail the filing of an appropriate

oath or declaration by you pursuant to

Requests for information re arding your application should be directed to the File
Information Unit at (703)308-2733." Information regarding how to cEgay for and order a copy
of the application, or a sgemﬁc aper in the application, should be directed to Certification
Division at (703)§08-97 6 or 1(800)972-6382 (outside the Washington D.C. area). -

Telephone inquiries regarding this communication should be directed to Petitions Attorney
Jennifer M. Hayes at (703) 306-5608.

Al

/ Hayes : Beverly M. Flanagan ‘
ttorney Advisor SL%Ferwsory Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions o Office of Petitions o
Office of the Deputy Commissioner . Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy for Patent Examination Policy

cc: Scullc\{ Scott Mur%hy & Presser
400 Garden Ci laza

Garden City , NY 11530



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFiCE

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
WAasSHINGTON, D.C. 20231

www.uspto.gov

Ralph Clayton Taylor
1548 Rockwell Heights
Deland, FL 32724

COPY MAILED

%\r/ire Ap%icatio% ofl B p q :

antor, Carey, Taylor, Piazza, Potter, an :
Socarras o : LETTER DEC 2 1 2000
A_;l)phcatlon No. 09/502,994 :
Rl ed: Fe%uarky 1 11\f 20101()1 o : OFFICE OF PETITIONS

ttorney Docket No. : '
For: 3-D RENDERING TEXTURE : A/C PATENTS
CACHING MACHINE

Dear Mr. Taylor:

You are named as a joint inventor in the above identified United States ;;atent application,
filed under the provisions of 35 U.S.C. 116 (United States Code), and 37 CFR 1.47(a), Rules
of Practice in Patent Cases. Should a patent be granted on the application you will be
designated therein as a joint inventor. )
As a named inventor you are entitled to inspect any paper in the file wragger of the
application, order copies of all or any part thereof (lat a prepaid cost per 37 CFR 1.19) or
make your position of record in the application. Alternatively, you may arrange to do any o
the preceding through a registered patent attorney or agent presenting written authorization
from you. If'you care to J)er; the apl]])hcathn, counsel of record glsee elow) would
presumably assist you. Joining in the %pé)llcatlon would entail the filing of an appropriate
oath or declaration by you pursuant to 37 CFR 1.63.

Requests for information re ardin§ your application should be directed to the File
Information Unit at (703)308-2733." Information regardml% how to pay for and order a copy
of the application, or a specific eg)er in the application, should be directed to Certification
Division at (703)§08-97 6 or 1(800)972-6382 (outside the Washington D.C. area).

Telephone inquiries re arding this communication should be directed to Petitions Attorney
Jennifer M. Hayes at (703) 306-5608.

i AL o — %
bt

nnifer M. H; Beverly M. Flanagan ‘
Attorney Advisor Supervisory Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions o -Office of Petitions o .
Office of the Deputy Commissioner ' Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy for Patent Examination Policy

cc: Scully Scott Mur;l))hy & Presser
400 Garden City Plaza
Garden City , 11530



UNITED STATES
PATENT AND
** 2%« TRADEMARK OFFICE

Under Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual Property and
Director of the United States Patent and Trademark Office
Washington, DC 20231

www.USPTO.gov
Paper No. 7
Jay L. Chaskin
General Electric Company
3135 Easton Turnpike
Fairfield, CT 06431
COPY MAILED

. JAN 1 7 2002
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Vladislav Boutenko, et. al. .o
Application No. 09/503,022 : ON PETITION

Filed: February 14, 2000
Attorney Docket No. 14XZ00055

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed January 10, 2002 to revive the
above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the
Notice to File Missing Parts of Application (Notice) mailed April 27, 2000. The Notice set a period
for reply of two (2) months from the mail date of the Notice. No extensions of time under the
provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the above-identified application became
abandoned after midnight June 27, 2000.

This application is being forwarded to the Office of Initial Patent Examination for further
processing.

Telephone inquiries regarding this decision may be directed to Andrea Coram at (703) 308-6711.

Andrea Coram

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner

for Patent Examination Policy



January 16, 2002

Per telephone conversation with the attorney of record, Jay Chaskin and
the undersigned, $130.00 surcharge for late filing of the
Oath/Declaration will be charged to petitioner’s deposit account.

Andrea gorgr'l/n\\'

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Paper No.:
DATE ; 6/29/09 -
TO SPE OF : ART UNIT 2191

SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction for Appl. No.: 095032185 Patent No.: 6996808 B1

Please respond to this request for a certificate of correction within 7 days.
FOR IFW FILES:

Please review the requested changes/corrections as shown in the COCIN document(s) in
the IFW application image. No new matter should be introduced, nor should the scope or
meaning of the claims be changed.

Please complete the response (see below) and forward the completed response to scanning
using document code COCX.

FOR PAPER FILES:

Please review the requested changes/corrections as shown in the attached certificate of
correction. Please complete this form (see below) and forward it with the file to:

Certificates of Correction Branch (C of C)
Randolph Square 9D40-D

Certificates of Correction Branch
703-756-1574

Thank You For Your Assistance

The request for issuing the above-identified correction(s) is hereby:
Note your decision on the appropriate box.

X Approved All changes apply.
O Approved in Part Specify below which changes do not apply.
U Denied State the reasons for denial below.
Comments:

PTOL-306 (REV. 7/03) U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE Patent and Trademark Office




SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

AW

SPE . WEe!I Y. 2HEX ArtUnit 2 Zg
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

N Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

. whr 3, WY
Date Mailed : "’5, (4

Patent No. 6,610,166

Inventor :Brian Harden, et al.

Patent Issued  :August 26, 2003

Title " :METHOD FOR REPPLICATING OPTICAL ELEMENTS, PARTICULARLY ON AWAFER

:LEVEL, AND REPLICAS FORMED THEREBY
Re: Request for Certificate of Correction

Consideration has been given your request for the issuance of a certificate of correction for the above-identified
patent under the provisions of Rule(s) 1.322.

Inspection of the application for the patent reveals that in connection with the alleged error pertaining to Item (62)
Related U.S. Application Data; applicant originally claimed benefit to 08/727837 in the application as filed
February 14, 2000. Applicant agreed to delete the reference to the prior application in an interview with the examiner
on March 26, 2003 and to incorporate this change by examiner’s amendment and so did not originally fail to make
reference or make an incorrect reference. There being no fault on the part of the Patent and Trademark Office, it has
no authority to a issue certificate of correction under the provisions of 35 U.S.C. 254 and Rule 322 of the Rules of
Practice of the United States Patent and Trademark Office in Patent Cases. '

In view of the foregoing applicants request in this matter is hereby denied.

Any telephone inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Ms. A. Green at (703) 308-9380 ext. 123.

Mary Diggs, Supervisor
Decisions & Certificates
. of Correction Branch

(703) 308-9390 or (703) 308-

Lee & Morse PC

3141 Fairview Park Drive,
Ste 500

Falls Church, VA 22202

CBN/arg



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

In re Patent No. 6538597

e, arch 262002 "DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Application No. 0a503267 'UNBER 37 CFR 1.378(c)
Filed: February 14,2000

Attorney Docket NO. RTN-067AUS

This is a decision on the electronic petition, filed June 25,2007 ,under 37 CFR 1.378(c)
to accept the unintentionally delayed payment of the 53 5 year maintenance fee for the above-identified patent.

The petition is GRANTED.

The maintenance fee is accepted, and the above-identified patent reinstated as of June 25,2007

This decision also constitutes notice that the fee has been accepted. An electronic copy of the petition
and this decision has been created as an entry in an Image File Wrapper. Nevertheless, petitioner
should print and retain an independent copy

Telephone inquires related to this electronic decision should be directed to the Electronic Business Center at
1-866-217-9197.



A31 PTO/SB/66

Approved for use through 44/30/2008. OMB 0651-0016

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

PETITION TO ACCEPT UNINTENTIONALLY DELAYED PAYMENT OF MAINTENANCE FEE IN AN
EXPIRED PATENT (37 CFR 1.378(c))

Issue Date Application Filing Date . .
Patent Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Docket Number (if applicable)
6,538,597 2003-03-25 09/503,267 2000-02-14 RTN-067AUS

CAUTION: Maintenance fee (and surcharge, if any) payment must correctly identify: (1) the patent number and (2) the application number|
of the actual U.S. application leading to issuance of that patent to ensure the fee(s) is/are associated with the correct patent. 37 CFR
1.366(c) and (d).
SMALL ENTITY

|:| Patentee claims, or has previously claimed, small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27.

LOSS OF ENTITLEMENT TO SMALL ENTITY STATUS
|:| Patentee is no longer entitled to small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27(g)

NOT Small Entity Small Entity
Fee Code Fee Code
(® 3%year (1551) () 3%year (2551)
(O  7Vyear (1552) (O 7 Vayear (2552)
O 11%year  (1553) O 1 Ysyear (2553)
SURCHARGE

The surcharge required by 37 CFR 1.20(}2) (Fee Code 1558) must be paid as a condition of accepting unintentionally delayed payment
of the maintenance fee.

MAINTENANCE FEE (37 CFR 1.20(e}-(@))
The appropriate maintenance fee must be submitted with this petition.

STATEMENT
THE UNDERSIGNED CERTIFIES THAT THE DELAY IN PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE TO THIS PATENT WAS
UNINTENTICONAL

PETITIONER(S} REQUEST THAT THE DELAYED PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE BE ACCEFTED AND THE PATENT
REINSTATED

THIS PORTION MUST BE COMPLETED BY THE SIGNATORY OR SIGNATORIES

37 CFR 1.378(d) states: “Any petition under this section must be signed by an attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent
and Trademark Office, or by the patentee, the assignee, or other party in interest.”

| certify, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.4(d){4) that | am

@ An attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office

(O A sole patentee

O A joint patentee; | certify that | am authorized to sign this submission on behalf of all the other patentees.
O A joint patentee; all of whom are signing this e-petition

O The assignee of record of the entire interest

EFS - Web 2.1



A31 PTO/SB/G6

Approved for use through 44/30/2008. OMB 0651-0016
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

Patent Practitioner

A signature of the applicant or representative is required in accordance with 37 CFR 1.33 and 10.18. Please see 37 CFR 1.4{d) for the
form of the signature

Signature

/Donald F. Mofford/

Date (YYYY-MM-DD)

2007-06-25

Name

Donald F. Mofford, Esq.

Registration Number

33740

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.378(c). The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which
is to file (and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This
collection is estimated to take 1 hour to complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the
USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/
or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Cffice, U.S.
Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS
ADDRESS. This form can only be used when in conjunction with EFS-Web. If this form is mailed to the USPTO, it may cause
delays in reinstating the patent.

EFS - Web 2.1




Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your submission of
the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the requirements of the Act, please be
advised that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b}2); (2) furnishing of the
information solicited is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office is to process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or patent. If you do not
furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to process and/or examine your
submission, which may result in termination of proceedings or abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1.

The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of Information
Act (5 U.S.C. 552} and the Privacy Act (5 U.5.C. 552a). Records from this system of records may be disclosed to the
Department of Justice to determine whether the Freedom of Information Act requires disclosure of these record s.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting evidence to
a court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in the course of settlement
negotiations.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress submitting a
request involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has requested assistance from the
Member with respect to the subject matter of the record.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of the Agency having need
for the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of informaticn shall be required to comply with the
requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuantto 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

A record related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in this system of
records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Internaticnal Bureau of the World Intellectual Property
Organization, pursuant to the Patent Cocoperation Treaty.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to ancther federal agency for purposes of
National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General Services,
or his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that agency's responsibility to
recommend improvements in records management practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and
2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this
purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make
determinations about individuals.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either publication of
the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 151. Further, a record
may be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the public if the record was filed in an
application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which application is
referenced by either a published applicaticn, an application open to public inspections or an issued patent.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local law
enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or regulation.

EFS - Web 2.1



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

In re Patent No. 6401075

Issue Date: June 4,2002

icati :DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Application No. 09503275 'UNBER 37 CFR 1.378(c)
Filed: February 14,2000

Attorney Docket No. 1400-2

This is a decision on the electronic petition, filed March 20,2007 ,under 37 CFR 1.378(c)
to accept the unintentionally delayed payment of the 53 5 year maintenance fee for the above-identified patent.

The petition is GRANTED.

The maintenance fee is accepted, and the above-identified patent reinstated as of March 20,2007
This decision also constitutes notice that the fee has been accepted. An electronic copy of the petition
and this decision has been created as an entry in an Image File Wrapper. Nevertheless, petitioner
should print and retain an independent copy

Telephone inquires related to this electronic decision should be directed to the Electronic Business Center at
1-866-217-9197.



A31 PTO/SB/66

Approved for use through 44/30/2008. OMB 0651-0016

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

PETITION TO ACCEPT UNINTENTIONALLY DELAYED PAYMENT OF MAINTENANCE FEE IN AN
EXPIRED PATENT (37 CFR 1.378(c))

Issue Date Application Filing Date . .
Patent Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Docket Number (if applicable)
6,401,075 2002-06-04 09/503,275 2000-02-14 1400-2

CAUTION: Maintenance fee (and surcharge, if any) payment must correctly identify: (1) the patent number and (2) the application number|
of the actual U.S. application leading to issuance of that patent to ensure the fee(s) is/are associated with the correct patent. 37 CFR
1.366(c) and (d).
SMALL ENTITY

Patentee claims, or has previously claimed, small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27.

LOSS OF ENTITLEMENT TO SMALL ENTITY STATUS
|:| Patentee is no longer entitled to small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27(g)

NOT Small Entity Small Entity
Fee Code Fee Code
O  3%year (1551) (& 3% year (2551)
(O  7Vyear (1552) (O 7 Vayear (2552)
O 11%year  (1553) O 1 Ysyear (2553)
SURCHARGE

The surcharge required by 37 CFR 1.20(}2) (Fee Code 1558) must be paid as a condition of accepting unintentionally delayed payment
of the maintenance fee.

MAINTENANCE FEE (37 CFR 1.20(e}-(@))
The appropriate maintenance fee must be submitted with this petition.

STATEMENT
THE UNDERSIGNED CERTIFIES THAT THE DELAY IN PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE TO THIS PATENT WAS
UNINTENTICONAL

PETITIONER(S} REQUEST THAT THE DELAYED PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE BE ACCEFTED AND THE PATENT
REINSTATED

THIS PORTION MUST BE COMPLETED BY THE SIGNATORY OR SIGNATORIES

37 CFR 1.378(d) states: “Any petition under this section must be signed by an attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent
and Trademark Office, or by the patentee, the assignee, or other party in interest.”

| certify, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.4(d){4) that | am

@ An attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office

(O A sole patentee

O A joint patentee; | certify that | am authorized to sign this submission on behalf of all the other patentees.
O A joint patentee; all of whom are signing this e-petition

O The assignee of record of the entire interest

EFS - Web 2.1



A31 PTO/SB/G6

Approved for use through 44/30/2008. OMB 0651-0016
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

Patent Practitioner

A signature of the applicant or representative is required in accordance with 37 CFR 1.33 and 10.18. Please see 37 CFR 1.4{d) for the
form of the signature

Signature

/Daniel P. Burke/

Date (YYYY-MM-DD)

2007-03-20

Name

Daniel P. Burke

Registration Number

30735

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.378(c). The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which
is to file (and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This
collection is estimated to take 1 hour to complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the
USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/
or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Cffice, U.S.
Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS
ADDRESS. This form can only be used when in conjunction with EFS-Web. If this form is mailed to the USPTO, it may cause
delays in reinstating the patent.

EFS - Web 2.1




Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your submission of
the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the requirements of the Act, please be
advised that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b}2); (2) furnishing of the
information solicited is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office is to process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or patent. If you do not
furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to process and/or examine your
submission, which may result in termination of proceedings or abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1.

The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of Information
Act (5 U.S.C. 552} and the Privacy Act (5 U.5.C. 552a). Records from this system of records may be disclosed to the
Department of Justice to determine whether the Freedom of Information Act requires disclosure of these record s.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting evidence to
a court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in the course of settlement
negotiations.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress submitting a
request involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has requested assistance from the
Member with respect to the subject matter of the record.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of the Agency having need
for the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of informaticn shall be required to comply with the
requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuantto 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

A record related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in this system of
records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Internaticnal Bureau of the World Intellectual Property
Organization, pursuant to the Patent Cocoperation Treaty.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to ancther federal agency for purposes of
National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General Services,
or his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that agency's responsibility to
recommend improvements in records management practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and
2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this
purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make
determinations about individuals.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either publication of
the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 151. Further, a record
may be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the public if the record was filed in an
application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which application is
referenced by either a published applicaticn, an application open to public inspections or an issued patent.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local law
enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or regulation.

EFS - Web 2.1



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
P.0O. Box 1450

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

Ted R. Rittmaster, Esq. COPY MAILED
Foley & Lardner
2029 Century Park East, Suite 3500 0CT 13 2004

Los Angeles, CA 90067-3021
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Dung Le Huynh, et al. :

Application No. 09/503,282 : ON PETITION
Filed: February 14, 2000 :

Attorney Docket No. 621-329 RCE

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed June 16, 2004, to revive the above-identified
. application.

The petition is GRANTED.
Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3223.

There is no indication that the person signing the instant petition was ever given a power of attorney or
authorization of agent to prosecute the above-identified application. However, in accordance with 37 CFR
1.34(a), the signature of Gerald Bodner appearing on the petition shall constitute a representation to the United
States Patent and Trademark Office that he is authorized to represent the particular party in whose behalf he
acts. However, if Mr. Bodner desires to receive future correspondence regarding this application, the
appropriate power of attorney or authorization of agent must be submitted. A courtesy copy of this decision is
being mailed to petitioner. Nevertheless, all future correspondence regarding this application file will be
directed solely to the address of record until otherwise instructed.

The application file is being forwarded to Technology Center 2100 for processing the Request for Continued
Examination (RCE) under 37 CFR 1.114 filed with the instant petition.

WZ/M/C// . W
arianne E. Jenkins

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy

cc: Gerald T. Bodner
Bodner & O’Rourke, L.L.P.
425 Broadhollow Road, Suite 108
Melville, NY 11747




UNITED"STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFicE
P.0O. Box 1450

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1480

WWW.UBPTO.GOV

Paper No. 15

GARDNER CARTON & DOUGLAS LLP
ATTN: PATENT DOCKET DEPT. COPY MAILED
191 N. WACKER DRIVE, SUITE 3700
CHICAGO IL 60606 0CT 0 3 2005
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of -
Neil Owen Anderson et al. :
Application No. 09/503,380 : DECISION GRANTING
Filed: February 14, 2000 . PETITION UNDER 37 C.F.R. §1.137(b)

Attorney Docket No. BAL6019P0190US
Title: CHRYSANTHEMUM PLANT
NAMED 95-157-6

This is a decision on the petition filed September 9, 2005, pursuant to 37 C.F.R. §1.137(b)’, to
revive the above-identified application.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply within the meaning of
37 C.F.R §1.113 in a timely manner to the final Office action mailed June 18, 2002, which set a
shortened statutory period for reply of three (3) months. On September 23, 2002, a Notice of
Appeal was filed. No further responses were received, and no extensions of time were requested.
Accordingly, the above-identified application became abandoned on September 19, 2002. A
Notice of Abandonment was mailed on May 20, 2003.

With the present petition, petitioner has filed the petition fee, an amendment, a Request for
Continued Examination (RCE) under 37 C.F.R. §1.114 as well as the associated fee and the
proper statement of unintentional delay. The RCE has been accepted as the required reply under
37 C.F.R. §1.137(b)(1). The amendment submitted with the present petition shall serve as the
required submission.

1 A grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be accompanied by:

(1) The reply required to the outstanding Office action or notice, unless previously filed;

(2) The petition fee as set forth in § 1.17(m);

(3) A statement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the reply
‘until the filing of a grantable petition pursuant to this paragraph was unintentional. The
Commissioner may require additional information where there is a question whether the
delay was unintentional, and;

(4) Any terminal disclaimer (and fee as set forth in § 1.20(d)) required pursuant to paragraph (d) of
this section.



A

Application No. 09/503,380 \’ : < éage 2

As such, the petition is GRANTED.

After the mailing of this decision, the application will be forwarded to Technology Center 1600
for further processing.

The general phone number for the Office of Petitions which should be used for status requests is
(571) 272-3282. Telephone inquiries regarding this decision should be directed to the
undersigned at (571) 272-3225.

It is noted that the address listed on the petition differs from the address of record. The
application file does not indicate a change of correspondence address has been filed in this case,
although the address given on the petition differs from the address of record. If petitioner desires
to receive future correspondence regarding this application, the change of correspondence
address must be submitted. A courtesy copy of this decision will be mailed to petitioner.
However, all future correspondence will be directed to the address of record until such time as
appropriate instructions are received to the contrary. Petitioner will not receive future
correspondence related to this application unless Change of Correspondence Address, Patent
Form (PTO/SB/122) is submitted for the above-identified application. For petitioner’s
convenience, a blank Change of Correspondence Address, Patent Form (PTO/SB/122), may be
found at http://www.uspto.gov/web/forms/sb0122.pdf. ‘

It is not apparent whether the person signing the statement of unintentional delay was in a
position to have firsthand or direct knowledge of the facts and circumstances of the delay at
issue. Nevertheless, such statement is being treated as having been made as the result of a
reasonable inquiry into the facts and circumstances of such delay2. In the event that such an
inquiry has not been made, petitioner must make such an inquiry. If such inquiry results in the
discovery that the delay in paying the maintenance fee under 37 CFR 1.137(b) was intentional,

petitioner must notify the Office. / /

Paul Shanoski
Senior Attorney
Office of Pstitions

 Unite Statas Oatant and Trademark Biee

cc: MUELLER,LISA
Wood Phillips Katz Clark and Mortimer
500 W Madison St Ste 3800

Chicago, IL 60661

2 See 37 CFR 10.18(b); cf. Changes to Patent Practice and Procedure; Final Rule Notice, 62 Fed. Reg. 53131,
53178 (October 10, 1997), 1203 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 63, 103 (October 21, 1997).



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

. A . P.O. Box 1450
0 92 ¢ Alexandria, VA 22313-

BEC 22" 2004 erandria, V) Zzata e

MILLENNIUM PHARMACEUTICALS, INC.

40 Landsdowne Street

CAMBRIDGE MA 02139

In re Application of: :

Busfield et al. : : DECISION ON PETITION TO

Serial No.: 09/503,387 : WITHDRAW THE HOLDING

Filed: February 14, 2000 OF ABANDONMENT

Attorney Docket No.: MBI099-057CP2RCEM

This is in response to applicants’ petition under 37 CFR. § 1.181(a) and MPEP 711.03(c) filed on
September 13, 2004, requesting withdrawal of the holding of abandonment of the above-
identified application based on non-receipt of an Office action and to restore the application to a
pending status.

A review of the file history shows that, after the RCE was filed, the Office mailed a first Office
action, setting a three-month statutory time period for reply, to applicants on November 19,
2003. On August 16, 2004 the examiner mailed a notice of abandonment for failure to respond
to the outstanding Office action.

Applicants state that the Office action of November 19, 2003 was never received and provides as
evidence thereof a copy of the attorney docket report where the Office action would have been
entered, if received, showing non-receipt of the Office action. Based on the evidence presented,
it is concluded that applicants never received the Office action. In view thereof, the Notice of
Abandonment mailed August 16, 2004, is vacated and the application is restored to pending
status with the mailing date of this decision.

Applicants’ petition is GRANTED. The application will be forwarded to the examiner for
prompt mailing of a new Office action.

Should there be any questions about this decision, please contact Marianne C. Seidel by letter
addressed to Director, TC 1600, at the address listed above, or by telephone at 571-272-0584 or
by facsimile at 703-872-9306.

~ . 4
/ A g %{
Jasemine C. Chambers -
Director, Technology Center 1600
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

. ® Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
: P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspio.gov

Paper No. 15
Qualcomm Incorporated )
~ Patents Department
5775 Morehouse Drive . COPY MAILED
San Diego, CA 92121-1714 NOV 1 7 2004
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Rezaiifar et al. :
A?plication No. 09/503,401 : Decision on Petition
Filed: February 14, 2000 :

Attorney Docket No. PA451DIV2

This a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed October 4, 2004, to revive the
above-identified application. _

The petition is granted.

This application became abandoned for failure to properly reply within three months to the final
Office action mailed March 24, 2004. No extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR
1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, this application became abandoned on June 25, 2004.

The instant getition requests revival of the application. Petitioner has met the requirements to
revive the above-identified application pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b). Therefore, the petition is
granted and the application is revived.

37 CFR 1.137(b)(3) requires a statement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the
due date for the reply until the filing of a grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was
unintentional. If the statement contained 1n the instant petition varies from the language required
by 37 CFR 1.137(b)(3), the statement contained in the instant petition is being construed as the
statement required by 37 CFR 1.137(b)(3) and petitioner must notify the Office if this is not a
correct interpretation of the statement contained in the instant petition.

An extension of time under 37 CFR 1.136 must be filed prior to the expiration of the maximum
extendable period for reply. See In re Application of S., 8 USPQ2d 1630, 1631 (Comm’r Pats.
1988). Accordingly, since the $950 extension of time fee submitted with the petition on October
4, 2004, was subsequent to the maximum extendable period for reply, this fee is unnecessary and
will be credited to petitioner’s deposit account.

The file is now being forwarded to Technology Center Art Unit 2665 for entry and consideration
of the Request for Continued Examination and amendment filed on October 4, 2004.

Telephone inquiries may be directed to Petitions Attorney Steven Brantley at (571) 272-3203.

=

Charles Steven Brantley
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFfFFICE
P.O. Bax 1450

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.go

FITZPATRICK CELLA HARPER & SCINTO

30 ROCKEFELLER PLAZA

NEW YORK NY 10112 : - COPY MAI’LED
SEP 2 2 2008

In re Application of . : :

In re Appl. , OFFICE OF PETITIONS

U.S. Patent No. 7,057,748 : Decision on Petition
Application No. 09/503,482 :

Filed: February 14, 2000

For: Information Processing Apparatus and

- Method That Determines the Presence or

Absence of a Printer Connected to a Network,

and Storage Medium Storing Program Therefor

The above-identified application has been forwarded to the undersigned for consideration on a request
for a certificate of correction under 37 CFR 1.322 received on January 11, 2008.

The request is dismissed.

Petitioner notes that the front page of the patent does not state “This patent issued on a continued
prosecution application filed under 37 CFR 1.53(d), and is subject to the twenty year patent term
provisions of 35 U.S.C. 154(a)(2)”. Petitioner requests that the inconsistency be reviewed and that a
Certificate of Correction be issued.

35 U.S.C. § 154(a)(as amended by the “Uruguay Round Agreements Act,” enacted December 8, 1994,
as part of Public Law 103-465, 108 Stat. 4809) provides that the term of a patent (other than a design
patent) begins on the date the patent issues and ends on the date that is twenty years from the date on
which the application for the patent was filed in the United States or, if the application contains a
specific reference to an earlier filed application or applications under 35 U.S.C. 120, 121, or 365(c),
twenty years from the filing date of the earliest of such application(s). This patent term provision is
referred to as the “twenty-year term.” See MPEP 2701.

The above-identified application was filed on February 4, 2000, which is after June 8, 1995.
Applications filed after on or after June 8, 1995 are subject to the twenty year patent provisions of 35
U.S.C. 154(a)(2). While the patent did issue from an application in which a continued prosecution
application was filed, it does not affect whether or not the patent is subject to the twenty year patent
provisions of 35 U.S.C. 154(a)(2).



Patent No. 7,057,748 Page 2

Telephone inquiries with regard to this communication should be directed to Mark O. Polutta at
(571) 272-7709.

Y O |

ark O. Polutta
Senior Legal Advisor
Office of Patent Legal Administration
Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy
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COUPY°MAILED
SCHWEGMAN LUNDBERG WOESSNER & KLUTH

P.O. BOX 2938 APR 2 6 2000
MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55402

SPECIAL PRUGRAMS OFFICE
In re Application of : DAC FOR PATENTS
Christopher Pierrat and Nanseng Jeng : DECISION GRANTING
Application No. 09/031,639 : STATUS UNDER

Filed: February 27, 1998 : 37 CFR 1.47(a)
Attorney Docket No. 303.311US1 :
For:  Method for Optimizing Printing of an

Alternating Phase Shift Mask Having a

Phase Shift Error

This is a decision on the renewed petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a) filed January 27, 2000.

The petition is granted.

The above-identified application was filed on February 27, 1998, without an executed oath or
declaration. Accordingly, on June 3, 1998, a "Notice to File Missing Parts of Application" was
mailed. In response, on October 5, 1998 (certificate of mailing date of October 1, 1998), a
petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a) was filed along with a declaration executed by joint inventor
Pierrat. The petition was dismissed because the address on the oath for the non-signing inventor
differed from the last known address listed in the petition.

The instant renewed petition adequately explains the discrepancy in the addresses listed in the
declaration and prior petition. Specifically, petitioner states that the address on the oath was
correct at the time joint inventor Pierrat signed the oath. Petitioner also states that the non-
signing inventor's address changed after the oath was signed but before the petition was filed.

For the foregoing reasons, the papers have been reviewed and found in compliance with 37 CFR

1.47(a). This application is hereby accorded Rule 1.47(a) status.

As provided in Rule 1.47(a), this Office will forward notice of this application's filing to the non-
signing inventor at the address given in the petition. Notice of the filing of this application will
also be published in the Official Gazette.

After this decision is mailed, the above-identified application will be forwarded to to Publishing
Division for processing into a patent.

Schwegman, Lundbe
Woesshar & Kis e 4

MAY 02 2000

RECEIVED
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Telephone inquiries should be directed to Petitions Attorney Steven Brantley at (703) 306-5683.

%"Lw/ 7/%4‘7
BeverlyM./zhnéag/an

Supervisory Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Assistant Commissioner
for Patent Policy and Projects




UNITED ¢ ‘ES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Patent and Trademark Office

ASSISTANT SECRETARY AND COMMISSIONER OF
PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS

Washington. D.C. 20231

Paper No. 5

SCHWEGMAN LUNDBERG WOESSNER & KLUTH
P.0. BOX 2938
MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55402

In re Application of :

Christopher Pierrat and Nanseng Jeng : DECISION GRANTING

Application No. 09/503.553 status unper  COPY MAILED
Filed: February 11, 2000 : 37 CFR 1.47(a)

Attorney Docket No. 303.311US2 : SEP 19 2000

For:  Method for Optimizing Printing of an ;

Alternating Phase Shift Mask Having a : SPECIAL PR%G;‘:%':?SFHCE
Phase Shift Error : DACFO

The above-identified application was filed on February 11, 2000, without an executed oath or
declaration. Accordingly, on April 13, 2000, a "Notice to File Missing Parts of Application" was
mailed. In response, on June 2, 2000, a copy of the decision granting a 37 CFR 1.47(a) petition
from the parent application (09/031,639) was submitted in compliance with 37 CFR 1.63(d)(3)
and MPEP 201.06(c).

For the foregoing reasons, the papers have been reviewed and found in compliance with 37 CFR
1.47(a). This application is hereby accorded Rule 1.47(a) status.

As provided in Rule 1.47(a). this Office will forward notice of this application's filing to the non-
signing inventor at the address given in the petition. Notice of the filing of this application will
also be published in the Official Gazette.

After this decision is mailed. the above-identified application will be forwarded to Technology
Center 1700.

Telephone inquiries should be directed to Petitions Attorney Steven Brantley at (703) 306-5683.

VS L el S

Beverly/l(lfla/nagax/ /

Supervisory Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Assistant Commissioner
for Patent Policy and Projects
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Paper No. # ﬁféj

Nanseng Jeng ) . i
501 SE - 123rd Avenue U e n B
Vancouver, WA 98684 ' ACT N L 200

In re Application of

Christopher Pierrat and Nanseng Jeng
Application No. 09/503,553 - STATUS UNDER
Filed: February 11, 2000 - 37 CFR 1.47(a)

Attorney Docket No. 303.311US2 COPY MAILED

For:  Method for Optimizing Printing of an

- DECISION GRANTING

Alternating Phase Shift Mask Having a Phase
Shift Error : SEP 19 2000
SPECIAL PROGRAMS OFFICE
DAC FOR PATENTS

Dear Mr. Jeng:

You are named as a joint inventor in the above identified United States patent application, filed under the
provisions of 35 U.S.C. 116 (United States Code), and 37 CFR 1.47(a), Rules of Practice in Patent Cases.
Should a patent be granted on the application you will be designated therein as a joint inventor.

As a named inventor you are entitled to inspect any paper in the file wrapper of the application, order
copies of all or any part thereof (at a prepaid cost per 37 CFR 1.19) or make your position of record in the
application. Alternatively, you may arrange to do any of the preceding through a registered patent attorney
or agent presenting written authorization from you. 1f you care to join the application, counsel of record
(see below) would presumably assist you. Joining in the application would entail the filing of an
appropriate oath or declaration by you pursuant to 37 CFR 1.63.

Requests for information regarding your application should be directed to the File Information Unit at
(703)308-2733. Information regarding how to pay for and order a copy of the application, or a specific
paper in the application, should be directed to Certification Division at (703)308-9726 or 1(800)972-6382

(outside the Washington D.C. area).
Telephone inquiries regarding this communication should be directed to Petitions Anorﬁé‘y Steven
Brantley at (703) 306-5683. 1 o

7,51,.,/ /Al ot i -.

Beverly M.{a(na{gan ’ / o s

Supervisory Petitions Examiner N o

Office of Petitions R _

Office of the Deputy Assistant Commissioner i o
for Patent Policy and Projects

.
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

SEYFARTH SHAW LLP Mail Date: 07/02/2010
131 S. DEARBORN ST., SUITE 2400

CHICAGO, IL 60603-5803

Applicant : Chris T. Brune : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 6443452 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 09/03/2002 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Application No: 09/503,562 : OF WYETH

Filed : 02/14/2000 :

The Patentee's Request for Recalculation is DISMISSED.

This Request 1is deemed ineligible for consideration for one or more of the following
reasons:

(A) . The patent for which PTA recalculation is requested is either a design or reissue
application or is a reexamination proceeding;

(B) . The patent for which PTA recalculation is requested resulted from a utility or plant
application filed under 35 USC 1l1ll(a) before May 29, 2000 and no CPA filed in the
application on/after May 29, 2000;

(C). The patent for which PTA recalculation is requested resulted from an international
application in which the international filing date was before May 29, 2000 and no CPA
filed in the application on/after May 29, 2000;

(D) . The patent for which PTA recalculation is requested issued on/after March 2, 2010;

(E) . The Request for Recalculation was filed more than 180 days after the grant date of
the patent and the request was not filed within two months of a dismissal of a request
for reconsideration of the of the patent term under 37 CFR 1.705(d);

(F) . The Request for Recalculation is not solely 1limited to USPTO pre-Wyeth
interpretation of 35 U.S.C. 154(b) (2) (&);

or

(G). A civil action was filed pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 154 (b) (4) (A)concerning the same

patent at issue in this request.

Patentee may file a reply to this decision dismissing the Request for Recalculation.
Patentee must file such reply within one month or thirty days, whichever is longer, of
the mail date of the decision dismissing the Request for Recalculation. No fee 1is
required if patentee is asserting in the reply that the dismissal for ineligibility is
improper.

Patentee should use document code PET.OP if electronically filing a reply to this
dismissal. If the USPTO finds that the request was improperly deemed ineligible, the
USPTO will mail applicant a recalculation determination.

Patentee should be aware that in order to preserve the right to review in the United
States District Court for the District of Columbia of the USPTO patent term adjustment
determination, patentee must ensure that he or she also take the steps required under 35
U.S.C. 154(b) (4) (A). Nothing in the request for recalculation should be construed as
providing an alternative time frame for commencing a civil action under 35 U.S.C. 154
(b) (4) (&) .

PTOL-549D (04/10)
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SEP 2 0 2000

NATHAN BOATNER ATTORNEY
PMB 692 7095 HOLLYWOOD BLVD
LOS ANGELES, CA 90028

In re Application of :
William E. Baumzweiger : DECISION

Serial No.: 09/503,656 :PETITION TO MAKE SPECIAL
Filed: February 14,2000 :
For: Brainstem and Limbic Disorder

This is in response to the petition applicant filed on February 14, 2000, to make the
above-identified application special under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.102(d).

Applicant has satisfied the provisions set forth in M.P.E.P. 708.02, XII, thus the petition
is GRANTED. '

The application will be forwarded to the examiner for action on the merits commensurate
with this decision.

Should there be any questions with regard to this letter please contact Carol Lake by letter
addressed to the Director, Group 3700/2900, Washington, DC 20231, or by telephone at
(703)308-0783 or by facsimile transmission at (703)308-3139.

Jibecolbl, YUK, it Dosh

f ¥

i VINCENT MILLIN
1J§~hn o e SUPERVISORY PATFHT-EXAMINER:.
trector . TECHN i "o 4iE 7088,
Technology Center 3700/2900" . . : M,
VINCENT MILLIN
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER

TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3700

UNITED STATES %ARTMENT OF COMMERCE
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

. YQUL ‘ 2 2005 | ‘ www.uspto.gov

PATRICK F. BRIGHT

BRIGHT & LORING

633 WEST FIFTH STREET, #3330
LOS ANGELES, CA 90071

_Inre Application of
William E. Baumzweiger :
Serial No.: 09/503,656 : : PETITION DECISION .
Filed: February 14,2000 :
Attorney Docket No.: D-9429

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.181, filed April 14, 2005, for withdrawal of
abandonment of the above identified application based on failure to receive an Office action. .

A review of the file history shows that the applicants filed Continued Prosecution Application
papers (CPA) on July 24, 2002. The papers in part 11 contained a new correspondence address
identical to that above except for Dr. William Baumzweiger’s name appearing in place of Patrick
Bright. The Office failed to note the change of correspondence address. Further, a Power of
Attorney with the above address (listing Patrick Bright as addressee) was filed September 17,
2002, and was not entered on Office records which resulted in the mailing of a Final Office
action, on July 6, 2004, to applicant at 1839 Ventura Blvd., Suite 245, Tarzana, CA 91350. A
Notice of Abandonment was mailed to applicant at the same address on April 7, 2005, and
returned by the US Postal Service as undeliverable. Applicant states that the Office action was
never received. In view of the Office error in failing to change the correspondence address and
other evidence presented the Notice of Abandonment is withdrawn and the application is
restored to pending status with the mailing of this decision.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application will be forwarded to an examiner (the examiner of record has retired) for
mailing of a new Office action.

Should there be any questions about this decision please contact William R. Dixon, Jr., by letter
addressed to Director, TC 1600, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450, or by telephone at
571-272-0519 or by facsimile sent to the general Office facsimile number, 571-273-8300.

Bruce M. Kisliuk
74 Director, Technology Center 1600
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Paper No. 6

Stephen C. Durant

MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP - MAILED

425 Market Street

San Francisco, California 94105-2482 MAY 31 2002
Technology Center 2100

In re Application of

Paul Allen CRONCE et al

Application No. 09/503,778

Filed: February 14, 2000

For: PORTABLE AUTHORIZATION
DEVICE FOR AUTHORIZING USE
OF PROTECTED INFORMATION
AND ASSOCIATED METHOD

DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
WITHDRAWAL AS ATTORNEY

N’ N N’ N Nt N N N

This is a decision on the Request To Withdraw from Representation filed March 25, 2002.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney of record should indicate thereon the present mailing
addresses of the attorney(s) who is/are withdrawing from the record and of the applicant. The
request for withdrawal must be signed by every attorney seeking to withdraw or contain a clear
indication that one attorney is signing on behalf of another/others. A request to withdraw will not
be approved unless at least 30 (thirty) days would remain between the date of approval and the later
of the expiration date of a time to file a response or the expiration date of the maximum time period
which can be extended under 37 C.F.R. § 1. 136(a). The effective date of withdrawal being the date
of decision and not the date of request. See M.P.E.P. § 402.06. 37 C.F.R. § 1.36 further requires that
the applicant or patent owner be notified of the withdrawal of the attorney or agent.

The request is GRANTED.

All future communications from the Office will be directed to the below-listed address until
otherwise notified by applicant. This correspondence address is provided by the withdrawn
attorney(s). Applicant is reminded of the obligation to promptly notify the Patent and Trademark
Office (Office) of any change in correspondence address to ensure receipt of all communications
from the Office.



Serial No. 09/305,778 - Page 2 -
Decision on Petition

S sl

Vincent N. Trans

Special Programs Examiner
Technology Center 2100

Computer Architecture, Software, and
Electronic Commerce

(703) 305-9750

cc: Mr. Paul Allen Cronce
PACE ANTI-PIRACY, INC.
1363 Meridian Avenue
San Jose, California 95125



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov
BORDEN LADNER GERVAIS LLP
WORLD EXCHANGE PLAZA .
100 QUEEN STREET SUITE 1100 COPY MAILED
OTTAWA ON KI1P 1J9 CA CANADA

SEP 2 62006

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Patenaude et al. :

Application No. 09/503,834 . : ON PETITION
Filed: February 15, 2000 :

Attorney Docket No. PAT 1952B-2 US

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.181, filed December 17, 2004 and September
22, 2005, requesting the withdrawal of the holding of abandonment in the above-identified
application and has been so treated.

The petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment is GRANTED.

The above-identified apglication was held abandoned for failure to timely reply to the non-final
Office action mailed February 24, 2004, which set a shortened statutory period for reply of three
(3) months. A reply was due on or before May 24, 2004. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed
on September 20, 2004.

Petitioner states that the reply was in fact timely filed. To support this assertion, petitioner has
submitted a copy of the Certificate of Facsimile Transmission dated May 24, 2004.
Additionally, petitioner has supplied a copy of the previously mailed correspondence.

In view of the above, the holding of abandonment is hereby withdrawn and the application
restored to pending status. A petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment under the
provisions of 37 CFR 1.181 does not require a fee and none has been charged.

This matter is being referred to Technology Center AU 2863 for further examination on the
merits. '

g‘;%)?hone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-

@i Chase )
etitions Examiner

Office of Petitions



Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

Patent No. : 7,195,775

Ser. No. : 09/503,852

Inventor(s) : Jonathan L. Tilly, et. al.

Issued : March 27, 2007

Title : PROCTECTION OF THE FEMALE REPRODUCTIVE SYSTEM FROM

NATURAL AND ARTIFICAIAL INSULTS
Docket No. :64982(51588)

Re: Request for Certificate of Correction

Consideration has been given your request for the issuance of a certificate of correction for the
above-identified patent under the provisions of Rule(s) 1.322.

Assignees' names and addresses (assignment data) printed in a patent, are based solely on
information supplied in the appropriate space for identifying the assignment data, i.e., item 3 of
the Issue Fee Transmittal Form PTOL-85B. Granting of a request under 37 CFR 3.81(b) is
required to correct applicant's error providing incorrect or erroneous assignment data, before
issuance of a Certificate of Correction, under 37 CFR 1.323 (see Manual of Patent Examining
Procedures (M.P.E.P) Chp.1400, sect. 1481). This procedure is required at any time after the
issue fee is paid, including after issuance of the patent.

In view of the foregoing, your request, in this mater, is hereby denied.

A request to correct the Assignee under 37 CFR 3.81(b) should include:

the processing fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.117(h) (currently $130);

a statement that the failure to include the correct assignee name on the PTOL-85B was
inadvertent; and

a copy of the Notice of Recordation of Assignment Document, reflecting the reel and
frame number where the assignment(s) is recorded and/or reflecting proof of the date the
assignment was submitted for recordation.

[ >

|

In the Request, Applicant(s) may request that the file be forwarded to Certificates of Correction
Branch, for issuance of a Certificate of Correction, if the Request is granted.

Any request under 37 CFR 3.81(b) should be directed to the following address or facsimile
number:

By mail: Mail Stop PETITIONS
Commissioner for Patents
Post Office Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450



ey

By hand: Customer Service Window
Mail Stop Petitions
Randolph Building
401 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

By fax: (703) 872-9306
ATTN: Office of Petitions

If a fee (currently $100) was previously submitted for consideration of a Request for Certificate
of Correction, under CFR 1.323, to correct assignment data, , no additional fee is required.

Eva James
For Cecelia Newman
Decisions & Certificates
of Correction Branch
(703) 308-9390 ext. 124 or 125

Matthew Beaudet

Edwards Angell Palmer & dodge LLP ’
P.O. Box 55874 '

Boston, MA 02205



A31 PTO/SB/66

Approved for use through 44/30/2008. OMB 0651-0016

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

PETITION TO ACCEPT UNINTENTIONALLY DELAYED PAYMENT OF MAINTENANCE FEE IN AN
EXPIRED PATENT (37 CFR 1.378(c))

Issue Date Application Filing Date . .
Patent Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Number (YYYY-MM-DD) Docket Number (if applicable)
6683867 2004-01-27 09504024 2000-02-18 99CRO10/KE

CAUTION: Maintenance fee (and surcharge, if any) payment must correctly identify: (1) the patent number and (2) the application number|
of the actual U.S. application leading to issuance of that patent to ensure the fee(s) is/are associated with the correct patent. 37 CFR
1.366(c) and (d).
SMALL ENTITY

|:| Patentee claims, or has previously claimed, small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27.

LOSS OF ENTITLEMENT TO SMALL ENTITY STATUS
|:| Patentee is no longer entitled to small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27(g)

NOT Small Entity Small Entity
Fee Code Fee Code
(® 3%year (1551) () 3%year (2551)
(O  7Vyear (1552) (O 7 Vayear (2552)
O 11%year  (1553) O 1 Ysyear (2553)
SURCHARGE

The surcharge required by 37 CFR 1.20(}2) (Fee Code 1558) must be paid as a condition of accepting unintentionally delayed payment
of the maintenance fee.

MAINTENANCE FEE (37 CFR 1.20(e}-(@))
The appropriate maintenance fee must be submitted with this petition.

STATEMENT
THE UNDERSIGNED CERTIFIES THAT THE DELAY IN PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE TO THIS PATENT WAS
UNINTENTICONAL

PETITIONER(S} REQUEST THAT THE DELAYED PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE BE ACCEFTED AND THE PATENT
REINSTATED

THIS PORTION MUST BE COMPLETED BY THE SIGNATORY OR SIGNATORIES

37 CFR 1.378(d) states: “Any petition under this section must be signed by an attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent
and Trademark Office, or by the patentee, the assignee, or other party in interest.”

| certify, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.4(d){4) that | am

@ An attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office

(O A sole patentee

O A joint patentee; | certify that | am authorized to sign this submission on behalf of all the other patentees.
O A joint patentee; all of whom are signing this e-petition

O The assignee of record of the entire interest

EFS - Web 2.1



A31 PTO/SB/G6

Approved for use through 44/30/2008. OMB 0651-0016
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwerk Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays valid OMB control number.

Patent Practitioner

A signature of the applicant or representative is required in accordance with 37 CFR 1.33 and 10.18. Please see 37 CFR 1.4{d) for the
form of the signature

Signature

Hkeppele/!

Date (YYYY-MM-DD)

2008-03-11

Name

Kyle Eppele

Registration Number

34155

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.378(c). The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which
is to file (and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This
collection is estimated to take 1 hour to complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the
USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/
or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Cffice, U.S.
Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS
ADDRESS. This form can only be used when in conjunction with EFS-Web. If this form is mailed to the USPTO, it may cause

delays in reinstating the patent.

EFS - Web 2.1




Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your submission of
the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the requirements of the Act, please be
advised that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b}2); (2) furnishing of the
information solicited is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office is to process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or patent. If you do not
furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to process and/or examine your
submission, which may result in termination of proceedings or abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1.

The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of Information
Act (5 U.S.C. 552} and the Privacy Act (5 U.5.C. 552a). Records from this system of records may be disclosed to the
Department of Justice to determine whether the Freedom of Information Act requires disclosure of these record s.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting evidence to
a court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in the course of settlement
negotiations.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress submitting a
request involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has requested assistance from the
Member with respect to the subject matter of the record.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of the Agency having need
for the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of informaticn shall be required to comply with the
requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuantto 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

A record related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in this system of
records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Internaticnal Bureau of the World Intellectual Property
Organization, pursuant to the Patent Cocoperation Treaty.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to ancther federal agency for purposes of
National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)).

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General Services,
or his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that agency's responsibility to
recommend improvements in records management practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and
2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this
purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make
determinations about individuals.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either publication of
the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 151. Further, a record
may be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the public if the record was filed in an
application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which application is
referenced by either a published applicaticn, an application open to public inspections or an issued patent.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local law
enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or regulation.

EFS - Web 2.1



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

In re Patent No. 6683867

g, LAy 27,2004 "DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Application No. 0a504024 'UNBER 37 CFR 1.378(c)
Filed: February 18,2000

Attorney Docket No. 99CR010/KE

This is a decision on the electronic petition, filed March 11,2008 ,under 37 CFR 1.378(c)
to accept the unintentionally delayed payment of the 53 5 year maintenance fee for the above-identified patent.

The petition is GRANTED.

The maintenance fee is accepted, and the above-identified patent reinstated as of March 11,2008
This decision also constitutes notice that the fee has been accepted. An electronic copy of the petition
and this decision has been created as an entry in an Image File Wrapper. Nevertheless, petitioner
should print and retain an independent copy

Telephone inquires related to this electronic decision should be directed to the Electronic Business Center at
1-866-217-9197.



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

SHUMAKER & SIEFFERT, P. A. Mail Date: 04/22/2010
1625 RADIO DRIVE

SUITE 300
WOODBURY, MN 55125

Applicant : Lalitha Vaidyanathan : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7630903 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 12/08/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 09/504,159 : OF WYETH

Filed : 02/15/2000 :

The Patentee's Request for Recalculation is DISMISSED.

This Request 1is deemed ineligible for consideration for one or more of the following
reasons:

(A) . The patent for which PTA recalculation is requested is either a design or reissue
application or is a reexamination proceeding;

(B) . The patent for which PTA recalculation is requested resulted from a utility or plant
application filed under 35 USC 1l1ll(a) before May 29, 2000 and no CPA filed in the
application on/after May 29, 2000;

(C). The patent for which PTA recalculation is requested resulted from an international
application in which the international filing date was before May 29, 2000 and no CPA
filed in the application on/after May 29, 2000;

(D) . The patent for which PTA recalculation is requested issued on/after March 2, 2010;

(E) . The Request for Recalculation was filed more than 180 days after the grant date of
the patent and the request was not filed within two months of a dismissal of a request
for reconsideration of the of the patent term under 37 CFR 1.705(d);

(F) . The Request for Recalculation is not solely 1limited to USPTO pre-Wyeth
interpretation of 35 U.S.C. 154(b) (2) (&);

or

(G). A civil action was filed pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 154 (b) (4) (A)concerning the same
patent at issue in this request.

Patentee may file a reply to this decision dismissing the Request for Recalculation.
Patentee must file such reply within one month or thirty days, whichever is longer, of
the mail date of the decision dismissing the Request for Recalculation. No fee 1is
required if patentee is asserting in the reply that the dismissal for ineligibility is
improper.

Patentee should use document code PET.OP if electronically filing a reply to this
dismissal. If the USPTO finds that the request was improperly deemed ineligible, the
USPTO will mail applicant a recalculation determination.

Patentee should be aware that in order to preserve the right to review in the United
States District Court for the District of Columbia of the USPTO patent term adjustment
determination, patentee must ensure that he or she also take the steps required under 35
U.S.C. 154(b) (4) (A). Nothing in the request for recalculation should be construed as
providing an alternative time frame for commencing a civil action under 35 U.S.C. 154
(b) (4) (&) .

PTOL-549D (04/10)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov
T Nt A
WASHINGTON DC 20005-3500 WMAY 0 2 2006
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Shunpei Yamazaki et al :

Application No. 09/504,235 : ON PETITION
Filed: February 15, 2000 :

Attorney Docket No.
07977/008004/US2938D1D2

This is a decision on the petition, filed May 1, 2006, under 37 CFR 1.313{(c)(2) to withdraw
the above-identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application is withdrawn from issue for consideration of a submission
under 37 CFR 1.114 (request for continued examination). See 37 CFR 1.313(c}(2).

Petitioner is advised that the issue fee paid on February 10, 2005, in the above-identified
application cannot be refunded. If, however, the above-identified application is again
allowed, petitioner may request that it be applied towards the issue fee required by the new
Notice of Allowance.’

Telephone inquiries shoul.d be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3208.

The examiner of Technology Center AU 2629 will consider the request for continued
examination under 37 CFR 1.114. :

ég\ Creasy %

Petitions Examiner
Off