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Robert J. Tosti

Edwards & Angell, LLP
P.O. Box 55874
Boston, MA 02205

In re Application of : DECISION ON PETITION
Robert Sixto, Jr., et al : TO WITHDRAW
Serial No. : 10/292,162 ‘ : HOLDING OF
Filed : November 12, 2002 : ABANDONMENT
For : Electrosurgical Tissue Removal with a Selectively
Insulated Electrode

This is a decision on petitioner’s request filed March 10, 2005, to review the holding of abandonment
mailed February 24, 2005 for failure to file a proper response to the Office action mailed June 14, 2004.
There is no fee required for this petition. ‘ ,

The reason given in the Notice of Abandonment for the abandonment of the instant application is that the
reply received on December 2, 2004 did not constitute a proper reply under 37 CFR 1.113 (a) to the final
rejection mailed June 14, 2004. The reply received December 2, 2004 was a Notice of Appeal (with
appeal fee). As correctly pointed out by requester, under 37 CFR 1.113, a proper reply “to a final rejection
consists only of: (1)...; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee); or (3)... .” Clearly, the reply,
a Notice of Appeal, was a proper response to the final rejection. As to the timeliness issue of the filing of
the Notice of Appeal, it is noted that a response to the final rejection was filed on August 16, 2004, within
two-months from the mailing date of the final rejection (the 14™ of August fell on a Saturday). An
Advisory Action was mailed on November 2, 2004. As the response was filed within two months from the
date of the final rejection, the Advisory Action properly informed applicants that any extension of time
request and fee under 37 CFR 1.17(a) were to be calculated from the mailing date of the Advisory Action.
Thus, the Notice of Appeal filed December 2, 2004 required a one-month extension of time to make it
timely. A one-month extension of time request and appropriate fee did accompany the Notice of Appeal.
Thus, the Notice of Appeal is deemed to have been timely filed.

Once a Notice of Appeal is filed, a brief with the appropriate fee must be filed within two months from
the date of the Notice of Appeal (37 CFR 41.37(a)(1)). The time period to file the brief is extendable
under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136 — see 37 CFR 41.37(e). Thus, the Brief received February 23, 2005,
which brief was accompanied with a request for a one-month extension of time request was also timely
filed. '

In view of the above, the Notice of Abandonment mailed February 24, 2005 is in error as a proper and
timely reply was filed, and is hereby vacated. The holding of abandonment is withdrawn. Upon the
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mailing of this decision, the application will be forwarded to the Examiner via the Legal Instruments
Examiner for entry and consideration of the Brief received February 23, 2005 and processing of the
Revocation of Power of Attorney filed March 22, 2005.

Summary: Holding of Abandonment Withdrawn.

\ \
Richard A. Bertsch, Director
Technology Center 3700

Phone: (571) 272-3750

ak/04/14/05



Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

Patent No. : 7,349,054B2

~Ser. No. 1 10/292,167

Inventor(s) : Satoshi Kohtaka

Issued . Mar. 25, 08 :

Title : METHOD OF MOUNTING FLEXIBLE CIRCUIT BOARDS, AND DISPLAY
DEVICE ,

Docket No. :542-007.010
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 after 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. a statement that the failure to include the correct assignee name on the PTOL-85B was
inadvertent; and

C. 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, Applicént(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
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By hand: Customer Service Window
Mail Stop Petitions
Randolph Building
40l 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

Ware Fressola Van Der Sluys
& Adolphson, LLP

Bradford Green, Building 5
755 Main Street, P.O. Box 224
Monroe CT 06468

€]
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In re Patent No. 7,349,054

Issue Date: March 25, 2008 :

Application No. 10/292,167 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 12, 2002 * :

Attorney Docket No. 542-007.010

This is a decision on the “REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION",
filed October 14, 2008.

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;

ee 37 CFR 3.81.
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No.
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for

(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).?

$100 fee for the Certificate of Correction and the $130 processing
set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(i) have been charged to Deposit Account
23-0442.

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

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

A

Cliff Congo
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

2 MPEP 307.
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SHELL OIL COMPANY
P.O. BOX 2463 COPY MAILED
HOUSTON, TX 77252-2463 AUG 1 8 2005

E OF PETITIONS
In re Application of OFFIC
De Jonge, et al. :
Application No. 10/292,172 : ON PETITION

Filed: November 12, 2002
Attorney Docket No. TS-1067 (US) YGT:SWT

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed August 4, 2005, to revive the
above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

This application became abandoned for failure to timely pay the issue fee and publication fee, if
applicable, on or before July 15, 2005. Accordingly, this application became abandoned on
July 16, 2005.

This application is being forwarded to Publishing Division for processing into a patent.

Telephone inquiries concerning this matter may be directed to the undersigned at
(571) 272-3228.

ﬂ/( S
Edward J. Tannouse
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy
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CHARLES G. NESSLER | |

P.0. BOX H | | COPY MAILED
CHESTER CT 06412 '

APR 2 62004
In re Application of | : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
David A. Potts : :
Application No. 10/292,185 : ON PETITION

Filed: November 12, 2002
Attorney Docket No. 9916B

This is a decision on the petition, filed April 23, 2004, under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(3) to withdraw the
above-identified apphcatlon from issue after payment ‘of the issue fee.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application is withdrawn from issue for express abandonment. See 37 CFR
1.313(c)(3). The above-identified application is expressly abandoned in favor of a continuing
application filed by express mail on April 21, 2004.

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

Upon receipt of the file in the Office of petltlons the application will be forwarded to Files
Reposuory

Karen Creasy CJ\W

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy
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Fitch Even Tabin and Flannery

120 South La Salle Street JAN 15 2003
Suite 1600
Chicago, IL 60603-3406 Office of the Director
. 4 Group 3600
In re Application of : 5 DECISION ON PETITION i
Paul Larson : TO MAKE APPLICATION
SERIAL NO: 10/292,202 : SPECIAL (AGE)

FILED: November 12, 2002
FOR: OBJECT MANIPULATION APPARATUS

This is a decision on your petition submitted on October 29, 2002 to make the above-
referenced application special on the basis that applicant is over 65 years of age.

The petition has been found to comply with all requirements of section 708.02, part IV
Of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedures, and will be GRANTED for that reason.

The Examiner is directed (1) to make an interference search for possible interfering ap-
plications, (2) to promptly examine this application out of turn, and (3) if any interfering
application is discovered, to examine such application simultaneously and state in the first
official letter of such application that it is being taken out of turn because of a possible
interference. »

Petitioner is advised that this application will continue to be special, throughout its entire
prosecution and pendency, including interference or appeal, if any, only if Petitioner makes
a prompt bona fide effort, in response to each office action, to place the application in
condition for allowance, even if it is necessary to conduct an interview with the Examiner
to accomplish this purpose.

The application is being forwarded to the examiner for accelerated examination consistent
with the provisions of section 708.02 of the MPEP.

t
éénneth :i Dorner

Special Programs Examiner °
Technology Center 3600
(703) 308-0866

1jb:1/3/03



SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Paper No.:20061118
DATE : November 18, 2006
TO SPE OF : ART UNIT 3732

SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction on Patent No.: 7,090,491
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 Appiicant’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.

X] Approved All changes apply.
[[] Approved in Part Specify below which changes do not apply.
[] Denied ' State the reasons for denial below.
Comments:
Coce f-foder
SPE: Cris Rodriquez Art Unit 3732

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




Y UNTTED S“Iiﬁ Eﬂﬁ’q A JTRADEMARK OFFICE T Terr— Y’ p/:aj

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFIC
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20231

AUG 0 1 2003 W55,
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100

Paper No. 4

Clement Cheng

Law Offices of Clement Cheng
17220 Newhope Street #127
Fountain Valley, California 92708

In re Application of: Stephen Scherer ) DECISION ON PETITION FOR
Application No. 10/292,212 ) ACCELERATED

Filed: November 13, 2002 ) EXAMINATION UNDER

For: PROFILE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM ) M.P.E.P. §708.02(VII)

This is a decision on the petition, filed June 20, 2003 under 37 C.F.R. §1.102(d) and M.P.E.P.
- §708.02(VIID): Accelerated Examination, to make the above-identified application special.

The petition is DISMISSED.

M.P.E.P. §708.02, Section VII which sets out the prerequisites for a grantable petition for
Accelerated Examination under 37 C.F.R. §1.102(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(h);

(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.

(c) 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.



Serial No. 10/292,212 -2 -
Decision on Petition to Make Special

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 fails on two counts. The petition is deficient in that (1) there is no statement
that applicant will make an election without traverse if the Office determines that all claims are not
obviously directed to a single invention as required by section (b), and (2) Applicant’s submission
merely provides a brief characterization of each reference accompanied by a statement regarding a
difference between the reference (in application or advantage) and the disclosed invention. The
discussion (a) does not adequately describe the references and (b)does not point out how the claimed
subject matter is patentable over the references. That is, the detailed discussion of the references
as required by section (e) does not have the particularity required by 37 CFR 1.111(b) and (c).

Accordingly, the Petition is DISMISSED. 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.

b Ll oA fer

Pinchus M. Laufer

Special Programs Examiner

Technology Center 2100

Computer Architecture, Software, and Information Security
(703) 306-4160
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In re Application of: Stephen Scherer DECISION ON RENEWED PETITION

Application No.: 10/292,212 FOR ACCELERATED
Filed: March 06, 2001 EXAMINATION UNDER M.P.E.P.
For: PROFILE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM §708.02(VIII)

N N N N N’ N’

This is a decision on the renewed petition to make special, filed August 21, 2003 under 37 C.F.R.
§1.102(d) and M.P.E.P. §708.02(VIII): Accelerated Examination, to make the above-identified
application special.

The Renewed Petition is DENIED.

M.P.E.P. §708.02, Section VIII which sets out the prerequisites for a grantable petition for
Accelerated Examination under 37 C.F.R. §1.102(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(h);

(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.

(C) 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.

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
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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.

Petitioner’s petition to make special, filed on June 20, 2003, was dismissed because (1) there was
no statement to make an election without traverse, and (2) Petitioner’s submission merely
provided “a brief characterization of each reference accompanied by a statement regarding a
difference between the reference... and the disclosed invention.” The discussion did not
adequately describe the references and did “not point out how the claimed subject matter is
patentable over the references. That is, the detailed discussion of the references as required by
section (e) does not have the particularity required by 37 CFR 1.111(b) and (c).”

Petitioner’s current renewed petition to make special, filed on August 21, 2003, is deficient.
-Although Petitioner submits a statement of election without traverse in response to the Decision
on Petition dated August 01, 2003, Petitioner still fails to submit “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” (MPEP §708.02, Section
VIII):

(1) Petitioner’s submission merely provides a brief discussion of each of the cited
references, not a detailed discussion with the particularity required by 37 CFR 1.111(b) and (c).
Although Petitioner’s submission is accompanied by the abstracts of four cited references, these
abstracts are not “detailed discussion of the references” because the term “abstract,” by definition,
is “a summary of points... usually presented in skeletal form” (Webster’s Ninth New Collegiate
Dictionary, 1990). Therefore, Petitioner’s submission does not satisfy the requirement “detailed
discussion of the references, which discussion points out, with the particularity required by 37
CFR 1.111(b) and (c)...” of MPEP §708.02 (VIII) Item (E).

(2) Petitioner’s submission compares brief disclosures of the references with the
disclosed subject matter, not with the claimed subject matter. Petitioner refers to the following
elements as “[p]atentable element(s) of claimed invention over reference”: (a) “the ability of
mutual update and interactive data exchange,” (b) “users are allowed to actively TAG others,
while having the liberty of setting his/her own secure level on his/her own published personal
profile,” (c) “"’TAG-ging’ enables others to access different levels of published profile the users
previously set,” (d) “internet applicability,” (e) “users are allowed to actively TAG others instead
of solely being sorted by pre-set preferences,” (f) “selectively publishing personal profile
method by level,” (g) “users are allowed to actively set his/her security level in which his/her
personal profile being published,” and (h) “users are also allowed to TAG on others allowing
access to different levels of said personal profile.” These elements are generally related to the
claimed invention, but are not recited in their entirety in the independent claims 1, 5, and 9. In
addition, Petitioner generally refers to the disclosed invention and does not discuss any specific
claim. Thus, Petitioner’s submission does not satisfy the requirement “how the claimed subject
matter is patentable over the references” of MPEP §708.02 (VIII) Item (E).



For the above stated reasons, the Renewed Petition is DENIED.

As petitioner has failed to perfect his request in his renewed petition, no further renewed
petitions will be considered in Technology Center 2100. Petitioner may wish to consider filing a
new petition accompanied by the appropriate fee or to file a petition to review the decision of
Special Program Examiner under 37 CFR 1.181.

The application file is being forwarded to Central Files to await examination in its proper turn
based on its effective filing date.

Telephone inquiries relative to this decision should be directed to the undersigned.

b by,

‘Bot LeDynh

Special Programs Examiner

Technology Center 2100

Computer Architecture, Software, and Information Security
(703) 305-0651
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Peter J. Dronzek, Jr. o
Application No. 10/292,231 : NOTICE

Filed: November 12, 2002
Attorney Docket No. 181-030A

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.

g%uig%s related to this communication should be directed to the Office of Petitions Staff at (571)
-3201.

Hiany 3 fionsle

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy
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THE PROCTER & GAMBLE COMPANY | [ ( g/ A

In re Application of:
ISHII, TATSUYA etal
Serial No.: 10/292,234
Filed: Nov. 12,2002

Docket: AA470C Withdrawal Holding of
Title: RELEASABLY SEALABLE, AIR AND Abandonment
LIQUID IMPERMEABLE BAGS AND '
METHODS FOR LOW TEMPERATURE
FOOD PREPARATION USING THE
SAME

This is a decision on petitioner’s request filed June 30, 2006 to review the holding of
abandonment, mailed July 16, 2004 for failure to respond to the Office action of Dec. 12, 2003.

In support of the request, petitioner has submitted a copy of a Request for Continued
Examination (RCE) and a response with a Certificate of Facsimile Transmission dated March |,
2004. Petitioner has also submitted a declaration attesting to the timely transmission as required
by 37 CFR 1.8(b).

In view of the above, the Notice of Abandonment mailed July 16, 2004 is in error and is hereby
vacated. The holding of abandonment is withdrawn.

The application is being forwarded to the Supervisory Patent Examiner of Art Unit 3742 for
entry of RCE and the response as transmitted on March 1, 2004. Should applicant have any
further questions, he is invited to contact Henry Yuen, TC 3700 SPRE, at 571-272-4856.

Summary: Holding of Abandonment Withdrawn.

Karen M. Young, ﬂ)irect@
Technology Center 3700
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MILTON S. SALES
PATENT LEGAL STAFF
EASTMAN KODAK COMPANY

343 STATE STREET COPY MAILED

ROCHESTER, NY 14650-2201

SEP 2 1 2005
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Brost, Randolph C. S
Application No. 10/292,235 : ON PETITION

Filed: November 12, 2002
Attorney Docket No. 85399RRS

This is a decision on the petition under 37 C.F.R. § 1.137(b), filed September 2, 2005, to revive
the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to submit the issue fee and
publication fee in a timely manner in reply to the Notice of Allowance mailed December 2, 2004,
which set a statutory period for reply of three (3) months. Accordingly, the above-identified
application became abandoned on March 3, 2005. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed on
August 17, 2005.

Petitioner’s deposit account will be charged $1500.00 for the petition fee as authorized.

Petitioner has met the requirements to revive the above-identified application pursuant to 37
CFR 1.137(b).

This matter is being referred to the Publishing Division for processing into a patent.

Tzezl;ezphone inquiries regarding this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
3282.

na Chase
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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MARK V. HOCKENSMITH

3321 MCCRACKEN PIKE COPY MAILED

VERSAILLES, KY 40383

AUG 2 42005
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Mark V. Hockensmith :
Application No. 10/292,241 ' : DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Filed: November 12, 2002 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.137(b)

Attorney Docket No. 103906.000001

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
June 13, 2005, 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 an amendment; (2) the petition fee; and (3) the required
statement of unintentional delay have been received.

Accordingly, the reply to the nonfinal Office action of October
20, 2004, is accepted as having been unintentionally delayed.

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

This matter is being referred to Technology Center AU 3634.

Karen Creasy

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy
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In re Application of : |
Randolph D. Gray . : PETITION UNDER
Serial Number : 10/292,248 : MPEP 708.02 VI (b)

Filed : November 12, 2002

For : SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR :
CHARGING AN ELECTRONIC DEVICE :
USING SOLAR ENERGY :

This is in response to the petition filed, November 12, 2002 requesting that the above-identified
application be granted Special Status under Section 708.02 VI(b) of the MPEP and 37 CFR
1.102¢ (no fee required).

The request for Special Status considered under Sections708.02 VI (b) is granted because
criteria under 37 CFR 1.102c has been met.

Accordingly the petition has been GRANTED.

77/1, aMLir é W

Marian C. Knode, Special Programs Examiner
Technology Center 1700
Chemical and Materials Engineering

Kevin R. Imes
800 Honeysuckle Lane
Pflugerville, TX 78660
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In re Application of
Avetis Iskanian :
Serial No. 10/292,254 : DECISION ON
Filed: November 12, 2002 : :  PETITION TO WITHDRAW
For: COMPACT DISK HOLDER : AS ATTORNEY

By papers filed on January 14, 2005, counsel has petitioned to withdraw as
attorney of record in this application.

The petition is GRANTED.

Applicant is advised that the new correspondence address for this application
1s:

Nick Iskanian

Arax Tag & Label Co.
2860 Glenview Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90039

oo rspt

Office of the Director ¢
Technology Center 3700

Michael N. Radparvar, Esq.

Lewis Brisbois Bisgaard & Smith
221 N. Figueroa Street, Suite 1200
Los Angeles, CA 90012
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GREGORY M. FRIEDLANDER
11 SOUTH FLORIDA STREET
MOBILE, AL 36606

In re Application of
Herman Figgers
Application No. 10/292,258
Filed: November 8, 2002
Attorney Docket No. N/A

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

COPY MAILED
JUL 1 4 2005
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

ON PETITION

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed June 9, 2005, to revive the above-

identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

This application became abandoned for failure to timely file corrected drawings on or before
April 25,2005 as required by the Notice of Allowability mailed January 25, 2005. Accordingly,
this application became abandoned on April 26, 2005. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed on

May 20, 2005.

This application is being forwarded to Publishing Division for review of the drawings filed

June 9, 2005.

Telephone inquiries concerning this matter may be directed to the undersigned at

(571) 272-3228.

%/ J—\_
Edward J. Tannouse
- Petitions Attorney

Office of Petitions/Patent
United States Patent and Trademark Office
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FOLEY & LARDNER LLP

SUITE 500 COPY MAILED
3000 K STREET NW
WASHINGTON, DC 20007 MAY 0 8 2007

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Patent No. 7,029,507

Issue Date: April 18, 2006 :

Application No. 10/292,263 : NOTICE
Filed: November 12, 2002 :

Attorney Docket No. 037768-0196

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 1ntended
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 undersigned at (571) 272-3218.

(
éces élcks &’@k&

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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CHRISTIE, PARKER & HALE, LLP
P.O. BOX 7068 MA"_ED
PASADENA CA 91105 APR 03 2003

Technolog
In re Application of: y Center 2600
Paul Yurt et al
Application No. 10/292,279 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 11, 2002 : TO MAKE SPECIAL
For: AUDIO AND VIDEO TRANSMISSION
AND RECEIVING SYSTEM

This is a decision on the Petition filed November 11, 2002, under Manual of Patent Examination
Procedure §708.02, II: Infringement.

A grantable petition under Manual of Patent Examination Procedure §708.02, II, must be
accompanied Ey the required fee and a statement alleging:

1) that there is an mfringing device or product actually on the market or method in use;

2) that a rigid comparison of the allege(f infringing device, product, or method with the claims of
the application has been made, and that, in his or her opinion, some of the claims are unquestionably
infringed; and,

(3% that he or she has made or caused to be made a careful and thorough search of the prior art or
has a good knowledge of the pertinent {)ﬁor art. Further, Applicant must provide one co?y of'each of
the references deemed most closely related to the subject matter encompassed by the claims if said
references are not already of record.

The petition meets all the above-listed requirements. Accordingly, the petition is GRANTED.
The application will retain its special status throughout its entire prosecution, including any appeal to

the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences, subject only to diligent prosecution by the applicant.
After mailing, the application will be forwarded to the examiner for immediate handling.

Technology Center 2600
Communications
(703) 305-4701

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
WASHINGTON, DC 2023I

WWW. Uspto.gov
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MARSHALL, GERSTEIN & BORUé\I 5I6P
233 S. WACKER DRIVE, SUITE 63
SEARS TOWER COPY MAILED
CHICAGO IL 60606 JUL 12 2006
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Kwan-Yong Lim et al :
Application No. 10/292,296 : ON PETITION

Filed: November 12, 2002
Attorney Docket No. 29926/38091

This is a decision on the petition, filed June 30, 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 June 15, 2006, 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 2823 will consider the request for continued
examination under 37 CFR 1.114.

Karen Creasy
Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

' 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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CHRISTIE, PARKER & HALE, LLP R
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SUITE 500
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In re Application of: : ,
Yurt et _ DIRECTOR'S OFFICE
Application No. 10/292,304 : DETRINGIER RAER 260N
Filed: November 11, 2002 : TO MAKE SPECIAL
For: AUDIO AND VIDEO TRANSMISSION AND
RECEIVING SYSTEM

This is a decision on the petition filed November 11, 2002 under 37 CFR § 1.102(d) to make the
application special.

A grantable petition under 37 CFR § 1.102(d) and MPEP § 708.02, section II: Infringement, mustbe
accompanied by the required fee and a statement alleging:

- (1) that there is an infringing device or product actually on the market or method in use;

- (2) that a rigid comparison of the alleged infringing device, product, or method with the
claims of the application has been made, and that, in his or her opinion, some of the claims
are unquestionably infringed; and

- (3) that he or she has made or caused to be made a careful and thorough search of the prior
art or has a good knowledge of the pertinent prior art. Further, Applicant must provide a
copy of each of the references deemed most closely related to the subject matter
encompassed by the claims if the references are not already of record.

The petitioner meets all of the above requirements. Accordingly, the petition is GRANTED.

The application will retain its special status throughout its entire prosecution, including any appeal to
the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences, subject only to diligent prosecution by the applicant.

The application is being forwarded to the examiner for expedited prosecution.

M‘A, //m/

Kenneth A. Wieder
Special Program Examiner
Technology Center 2600
(703) 305-4710

MAILED

JUL 10 2003

DIRECTOR'S OFRCE -
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600
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CHRISTIE, PARKER & HALE, LLP
PO BOX 7068
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COPY MAILED
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In re Application of :
Yurt et al. : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Application No. 10/292304 :
Filing or 371(c) Date: 11/11/2002
Attorney Docket Number: :
49107/DMC/A719 _ : ON PETITION

This is a decision on the Petition Under 37 C.F.R.§ 1.181(a), for Withdrawal of Improper Notice
of Abandonment, filed July 6, 2009. The petition asserts that a timely response to the Office
action was filed.

This Petition is hereby granted.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to timely and properly reply to
the non-final Office action, mailed November 13, 2008. The Office action set a three (3) month
period for reply, and provided for extensions of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a). No response
having been received, the application became abandoned on February 14, 2009. A Notice of
Abandonment was mailed May 26, 2009.

Applicant’s Assertion

Applicant files the present petition and asserts that a timely reply to the Office action was filed
on May 12, 2009, including a request and fee for a three (3) month extension of time. Applicant
files a copy of the reply.

Office records
A review of Office records reveals that an Amendment in response to the non-final office action
was received in this Office, along with a request and fee for a three (3) month extension of time,

on May 12, 2009.

In view of the foregoing, the petition is granted. The holding of abandonment is hereby
withdrawn.

No petition fee has been charged and none is due.
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Correspondence Address

The MPEP states that “[w]here an attorney or agent of record (or applicant, if he or she is
prosecuting the application pro se) changes his or her correspondence address, he or she is
responsible for promptly notifying the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office of the new
correspondence address (including ZIP Code). See 37 CFR 11.11. The notification should also
include his or her telephone number. MPEP 601.03

A review of Office records reveals that the application file does not indicate a change of address
has been filed in this case, although the address given on the petition differs from the address of
record. A change of address should be filed in this case in accordance with MPEP 601.03. A
courtesy copy of this decision is being mailed to the address noted on the petition. However,
until otherwise instructed, all future correspondence regarding this application will be mailed
solely to the address of record. ‘

Conclusion
- The application will be referred to Technology Center Art Unit 2421 for processing of the Reply.

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

/Derek L. Woods/
Derek L. Woods
Attorney

Office of Petitions

CC: MARTIN & FERRARO, LLP
1557 LAKE O’PINES STREET, NE
HARTVILLE, OH 44632
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Paper No:
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HORSHAM PA 19044 OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of :

Kamieniecki, et al. : DECISION
Application No.: 10/292,306 :

Filing Date: 12 November, 2002

Attorney Docket No. D3063

This is a decision on the petition filed on 12 October, 2006, to revive the instant application
under 37 C.F.R. §1.137(b) as having as abandoned due to unintentional delay.

The Office regrets the delay in addressing this matter, however, the instant petition was presented
to the attorneys in the Office of Petitions only at this writing.’

Petitioner herein does not appear to have been of record at the time the instant application

went abandoned, and, therefore, cannot attest to the nature of the abandonment.

The peﬁtion as considered under 37 C.F.R. §1.137(b) is DISMISSED.

! NOTE: Monitoring of the status of applications on PAIR can inform one’s management of application responses and
provide an indication when mailings of Office actions should be expected. Status Inquiries filed at three (3) or foury(4) month intervals
provide a demonstration of diligence and attention in supporting a petition seeking relief under 37 C.F.R. §1.181.
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NOTES:

(1) Any petition (and fee) for reconsideration of this decision must be submitted
within two (2) months from the mail date of this decision. Extensions of time
under 37 C.F.R. §1.136(a) are permitted. The reconsideration request should
include a cover letter entitled “Renewed Petition under 37 C.F.R. §1.137(b).”

2) Thereafter, there will be no further reconsideration of this matter.

BACKGROUND
The record reflects that:
. Petitioner failed to reply timely and properly to the non-final Office action mailed on 4

August, 2005, with reply due absent extension of time on or before 4 November, 2005;

*  theapplication went abandoned by operation of law after midnight 4 November, 2005;

\

. the Office mailed the Notice of Abandonment on 7 March, 2006;

. with the instant petition (with fee), Petitioner filed a reply in the form of an amendment,
and made the statement of unintentional delay—however, Petitioner herein, Thomas
Bethea, Jr. (Reg. No. 53,987) does not appear to have been of record herein at the time
the application went abandoned, and so is not in a position to make properly such a

‘statement. ' _ o :

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.

2 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).

Spéciﬁcally, the regulations at 37 C.F.R. §10.18 provide:

§ 10.18 Signature and certificate for correspondence filed in the Patent and Trademark Office.
() 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(¢), 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
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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.* ' '

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) Returning 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, S8 FR 54494, Oct. 22, 1993, effective Nov. 22, 1993; paras. (a) &
(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]

335 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.

4 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.
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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).t
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.?))

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 not satisfied the “statement/showing” requirement of the regulation.

CONCLUSION
The petition under 37 C.F.R. §1.137(b) is dismissed. |
Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be addressed as follows:®
By mail: Commissioner for Patents'®

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

5 See: Changes to Patent Practice and Procedure; Final Rule Notice, 62 Fed. Reg. at 53158-59 (October 10, 1997), 1203 Of. Gaz.
Pat. Office at 86-87 (October 21, 1997).

6 See: In re Application of G, 11 USPQ2d 1378, 1380 (Comm'r Pats. 1989).

7 See: Diligence in Filing Petitions to Revive and Petitions to Withdraw the Hbldin_g 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 abandonmént withdrawn or the
application revived. See 1124 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office supra. i

8 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.

9 On July 15, 2005, the Central Facsimile (FAX) Number changed to (571) 273-8300. The number (571) 273-8300 is be the only
facsimile number recognized for centralized delivery. (For further information. see:
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/pac/dapp/opla/preognotice/cfax062005. pdf )

10 To determine the appropriate addresses for other subject-specific correspondence, refer to the USPTO Web site at www.uspto.gov.
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By FAX: IFW Formal Filings
(571)273-8300
ATTN.: Office of Petitions

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

While telephone inquiries regarding this decision may be directed to the undersigned at (571)
272-3214, it is noted that all practice before the Office is in writing (see: 37 C.F.R. §1.2"") and
the-proper authority for action on any matter in this regard are the statutes (35 U.S.C.).

regulations (37 C.F.R.) and the commentary on policy (MPEP). Therefore, no télephone
discussion may be controlling or considered authority for Petitioner’s action(s).

Senior Attorney
Office of Petitions

The regulations at 37 C.F.R. §1.2 provide:
§1.2 Business to be transacted in writing.
All business with the Patent and Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or
agents at the Patent and Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the
written record in the Office. No attention will be paid to any alleged oral promise, stipuldtion, or understanding in relation to which there is
disagreement or doubt.
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Paper No. 05
MAILED

. MAR 25 2003
JOHN V. STEWART ) —
1308 HENRY BALCH DRIVE OFFICE OF DIRECTOR
ORLANDO, FL 32810 GROUP  *
In re Application of:
BERSON, WILLIAM :
Application No. 10/292,314 ; DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 12, 2002 : TO MAKE SPECIAL
For: PEN AND SYSTEM FOR :
WRITING ENCODED LINES

This is a decision on the petition under 37 C.F.R. § 1.102, filed, via facsimile transmission, on
March 03, 2003, to make the above-identified application special.

Petitioner requests that the above-identified application be made special under the accelerated
examination procedure set forth in the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (M.P.E.P.),
Section 708.02, Item VIII: Accelerated Examination.

A grantable petition to make special under 37 C.F.R. § 1.102, and in accordance with M.P.E.P.,
Section 708.02, Item VIII, must be accompanied by (a) the fee set forth in 37 C.F.R. § 1.17(]),
(b) a statement that all claims are directed a single invention or an offer to make an oral election
without traverse should the Patent and Trademark Office hold that the claims are not directed to a
single invention, (c) a statement that a pre-examination search has been made by the inventor,
attorney, agent, professional searcher, etc., and a listing of the field of search by class and
subclass, (d) one copy of each of the references deemed most closely related to the subject matter
encompassed by the claims, and (e) a detailed description of the submitted references and
discussions pointing out how the claimed subject matter is distinguishable over these references.

The petition contains items (a)-(€) in accordance with M.P.E.P., Section 708.02, Item VIII.
Accordingly, the petition is GRANTED.

The application is being forwarded to the examiner for examination under the accelerated
examination procedure.

If the examiner determines that restriction is necessary, he/she will follow the established
telephone practice to resolve the restriction. If applicant elects with traverse the application will
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Decision on Petition to Make Special

be forwarded to the Special Programs Examination unit to vacate this decision, and the
application will be taken up by the examiner for action in its regular turn.

If the examiner can make this application special without prejudice to any possible interfering
applications, and he/she should make a rigid search for such, he/she is authorized to do so for the
next action. Should the application be rejected, the application will not be considered special for
the subsequent action unless the applicant promptly makes a bona fide effort to place the
application in condition for allowance, even if it is necessary to have an interview with the
examiner to accomplish this purpose.

If the examiner finds any interfering application for the same subject matter, he/she should
consider such application simultaneously with this application and should state in the official
letter of such application that she/he is taking it out of its turn because of possible interference.
Should an appeal be taken in this application or should this application becomes involved in an
interference, consideration of the appeal and the interference will be expedited by all Patent and
Trademark Office officials concerned, contingent likewise upon diligent prosecution by the
applicant.

After allowance, this application will be given priority for printing. See M.P.E.P. Section 1309.
The petition is granted to the extent indicated.

Inquiries regarding this decision should be directed to Lissi Mojica Marquis at (703) 308-2260.

Lissi Mojic‘ﬁfquis, Special Programs Examiner
Technology Center 2800
Semiconductors, Electrical and Optical

Systems and Components
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In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Matthew Rabinowitz et al :
Application No. 10/292,316 : NOTICE

Filed: November 12, 2002
Attorney Docket No. RSM027001

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.
Sygg)rgystex 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.

Inquiries related to this communication should be directed to the Office of Petitions Staff
at (703) 305-9285.

This file is being forwarded to the Initial Patent Examination Unit.

rvin Dinglé
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy
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July 1, 2004
JORDAN AND HAMBURG LLP
C. Bruce Hamburg '
122 East 42"° Street, Suite 4000
New York, NY 10168
JUL 13 2004
In re application
Takashi Ito et al. NOTICE OF WITHDRAWAL
FROM ISSUE

Application No.: 10/292,336

Filed: November 12, 2002

Attorney Docket No.: F-7601

For: SMALL LENS FOR OPTICAL USE

UNDER 37 CFR 1.313

The purpose of this communication is to inform you that the above identified application is being
withdrawn from issue pursuant to 37 CFR 1.313.

The above identified application is hereby withdrawn from issue. The Notice of Allowance and
Issue Fee Due and the Notice of Allowability mailed May 10, 2004 are hereby vacated.

The application is being withdrawn to permit reopening of prosecution. The reasons therefor
will be communicated to you by the examiner.

If the issue fee has been submitted, the applicant may request a refund, or may request that the
fee be credited to a deposit account. However, applicant may wait until the application is either
again found allowable or held abandoned. If the application is allowed, upon receipt of a new
Notice of Allowance and Issue Fee Due, applicant may request that the previously submitted
issue fee be applied toward payment of the issue fee in the amount identified on the new Notice
of Allowance and Issue Fee Due. If the application is abandoned, applicant may request either a

refund or a credit to a Deposit Account.

Telephone inquiries should be directed to Supervisory Patent Examiner Georgia Y. Epps at (571)
272-2328.

R v

SilJf‘/S’dm
007 g2 130
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The above identified application is being forwared to the examiner for prompt appropriate action,
including notifying applicant of the new status of this application.

Qﬁice A. Falcone, Director
echnology Center 2800
Semiconductor, Electrical, and Optical

Systems, and Components
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OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application No. 10/292,343 : _
Blanchflower et al. . DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Filed: November 12, 2002 : RECONSIDERATION OF

Title: METHODS OF TREATMENT AND : PATENT TERM ADJUSTMENT
FORMULATIONS OF CEPHALOSPORIN :

This is a decision on the “Petition to adjust Patent Term
Adjustment” filed on October 19, 2007. Applicants request that
the patent term adjustment indicated in the patent be corrected-
from zero (0) to two hundred and ninety-six (296) days.

The present application for patent term adjustment requests
reconsideration of the patent term adjustment both in regards to
applicant’s delay in filing a response to a final Office action
and as it relates to the Office’s failure to issue the patent
within 3 years of the filing date. '

Knowledge of the actual date the patent issues is ordinarily
required to calculate the amount, if any, of additional patent
term patentee is entitled to for Office failure to issue the
patent within 3 years. See 37 C.F.R. § 1.703(b). Thus, this
period of adjustment ,is reflected in the revised patent term
adjustment indicated on the patent.

Since the patent has not yet issued, the portion of the petition
that regards to the failure to issue the patent within three
years will be held in abeyance until after issuance of the
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patent. Patentee is given TWO MONTHS from the issue date of the
patent to file a written request for reconsideration of the
patent term adjustment for Office failure to issue the patent
within 3 years. A copy of this decision should accompany the
request. Patentee may seek such consideration without payment
of an additional fee. However, as to all other bases for
seeking reconsideration of tlHe patent term adjustment indicated
in the patent, all requirements of 37 C.F.R. § 1.705(d) must be
met. Requests for reconsideration on other bases must be timely
filed and must include payment of the required fee.

However, if an application is entitled to an adjustment under 35
U.S.C. § 154(b) (1) (B), the entire period during which the
application was pending (except for periods excluded under 35
U.S.C. § 154(b) (1) (B) (i)-(iii)), and not just the period
beginning three years after the actual filing date of the
application, is the period of delay under 35 U.S.C.

§ 154 (b) (1) (B) in determining whether periods of delay overlap
under 35 U.S.C. § 154 (b) (2) (A). Thus, any days of delay for
Office issuance of the patent more than 3 years after the filing
date of the application that overlap with the days of patent
term adjustment accorded prior to the issuance of the patent
will not result in any additional patent term adjustment. See
35 U.S.C. §§ 154 (b) (1) (B), 154(b) (2) (A), and 37 CFR § 1.703(f).
See also Revision of Patent Term Extension and Patent Term
Adjustment Provisions; Final Rule, 69 Fed. Reg. 21704 (April 22,
2004) . :

The remainder of this decision pertains to the other bases for
the filing of this application for patent term adjustment.

The application for patent term adjustment is GRANTED TO THE
EXTENT INDICATED 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 thirty-nine (39)
days. A copy of the updated PAIR screen, showing the correct
determination, is enclosed. '

On August 27, 2007, 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 to date is 0 days. The present application for
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patent term adjustment was timely filed' on or before payment of
the issue fee. Applicants dispute the reduction of 161 days
associated with the amendment filed April 7, 2006. Applicants
also assert that a period of adjustment of 158 days should be
entered in association with the re-mailing of an Office action
on February 7, 2006.

Petitioner’s arguments have been considered, and they have been
deemed to be persuasive. On April 7, 2006, Applicants submitted
-an after-final amendment.. The final rejection was mailed on
July 28, 2005, however as Petitioner has indicated in this
petition, the period for response was restarted via the mailing
of a letter on February 7, 2006. As such, the response of April
7, 2006 was filed within the three month period set forth in 37
C.F.R. § 1.704(b). The period of reduction of 161 days entered
pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.704(b) is incorrect and has been
removed. No period of reduction pursuant to 37 C.F.R.

§ 1.704 (b) for the filing of the response on April 7, 2006 is
warranted.

In addition, entry of a further period of Office delay is
warranted. A response to a non-final Office action was filed on
May 2, 2005. The Office mailed a final Office action on July
25, 2005, but this was returned to the Office. The Office
action was returned to the Office due to Office error in
mailing. A letter re-mailing the Office action and restarting
the period for response was not mailed until February 7, 2006.
This constitutes an Office delay of 158 days.

The other periods of delay are not at issue.

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.702(a) (2), the Office is required to
respond to a reply pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 132 not later than 4
months after the date on which the reply was filed. Applicant
filed a response to a restriction requirement on October 23,
2003, and a non-final Office action was not mailed until March
10, 2004. This constitutes an Office delay of 16 days.

Thus, the proper period of adjustment for Office delay is 174
(16 + 158) days.

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.704(b), the failure to submit a
response within three months of the mailing of an Office action

1 PALM records indicate that the issue fee was paid on October 31, 2007.
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is a failure to engage in reasonable efforts to conclude
prosecution. A restriction requirement was mailed on July 3,
2003, and a response was not received until October 23, 2003.
This constitutes a delay of 20 days.

Similarly, a non-final Office action was mailed on March 10,
2004, and a response was not received until July 6, 2004. This
constitutes a delay of 26 days.

Furthermore, another non-final Office action was mailed on
November 3, 2004, and a response was not received until May 2,
2005. This constitutes a delay of 88 days.

Finally, a final rejection was mailed on February 23, 2007, and
a Notice of Appeal was received on May 24, 2007. This
constitutes a delay of 1 day.

Thus, the proper period of reduction is 135 (20 + 26 + 88 + 1)
days.

In view thereof, the patent should have issued with a revised
patent term adjustment of 39 (174 - 135) days.

The Office of Patent Publication will be notified of this
decision so that the present application can be processed into a
patent. The patent term adjustment indicated on the patent (as
shown on the Issue Notification mailed about three weeks prior
to patent issuance) 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) .

Telephone inquiries specific to this matter should be directed
to Paul Shanoski, Senior Attorney, at (571) 272-3225.

Oftice of Petitions

Encl. Copy of the Revised Patent Term Adjustment
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, OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Jacques Sequin : :
Application No. 10/292,385 : DECISION ON PETITIONS
Filed: November 11, 2002 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3)
Attorney Docket No. DEVAX.2CP1CP1 : AND 37 CFR 1.55(¢c)

This is a decision on the petitions under 37 CFR 1.78(2)(3) and 37 CFR 1.55(c), filed August 29,
2007, to accept an unintentionally delayed claim under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and 365(c) for the '
benefit of priority to prior-filed nonprovisional and PCT applications, and under 35 U.S.C. §
119(a)-(d) for the benefit of a prior-filed foreign application, as set forth in the concurrently filed
specification and application data sheet (ADS), respectively.

ASs to the benefit claim under 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3):

A petition for acceptance of a claim for late priority under 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3) is only applicable
to those applications filed on or after November 29, 2000 and after the expiration of the period
specified in 37 CFR 1.78(a)(2)(ii). In addition, the petition under 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3) must be
accompanied by:

1) the reference required by 35 U.S.C. § 120 and 37 CFR 1.78(a)(2)(i) of the prior-
filed application, unless previously submitted;

2) the surcharge set forth in § 1.17(t); and

3) a statement that the entire delay between the date the claim was due under 37
CFR 1.78(a)(2)(ii) and the date the claim was filed was unintentional. The
Director may require additional information where there is a question
whether the delay was unintentional.

All of the requirements being met, the petition to accept an Lmintentionally delayed claim for
priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and 365(c) is GRANTED.
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As to the benefit claim under 37 CFR 1.55(c):

A petition under 37 CFR 1.55(c) to accept an unintentionally delayed claim for priority requires:

(1) - The nonprovisional application claiming the benefit of an earlier filing date must
be filed on or after November 29, 2000;

2) the claim submitted with the petition must identify the prior foreign
application for which priority is claimed, as well as any foreign

-application for the same subject matter and having a filing date before that
of the application for which priority is claimed, by the application number,
country, and the filing date, and be included either in an oath or
declaration (37 CFR 1.63(c)(2)) or in an Application Data Sheet (37 CFR
1.76(b)(6);

3) the surcharge as set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(t);

G a statement that the entire delay between the date the claim was due under 37
CFR 1.55(a)(1) and the date the claim was filed was unintentional (the Director
may require additional information where there is a question whether the delay
was unintentional); and

(5) the above-identified nonprovisional application must be filed within 12 months
of the filing date of the foreign application.

Additionally, intermediate International Application No. PCT/FR97/00999 filed June 5, 1997
was filed within twelve months of French Application No. 96 07245, which was filed on June 6,
1996, for which priority is claimed. A reference to these prior-filed applications has been
included in the ADS and in the first sentence of the specification following the title.

All of the requirements being met, the petition under 37 CFR 1.55(c) to accept an unintentionally
delayed claim for benefit of priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) to the prior-filed foreign ,
application is GRANTED.

The granting of the petition to accept the delayed benefit claim to the prior-filed applications
under 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3) and 37 CFR 1.55(c) should not be construed as meaning that this
application is entitled to the benefit of the prior-filed applications. In order for this
application to be entitled to the benefit of the prior-filed applications, all other requirements
under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and 365(c) and 37 CFR 1.78(a)(1) and (a)(2) and 35 8§ U.S.C. 119(a)-
(d) and 37 CFR 1.55(a)(1) must be met. Similarly, the fact that the corrected Filing Receipt
accompanying this decision on petition includes the prior-filed applications should not be
construed as meaning that applicant is entitled to the claim for benefit of priority to the prior-

filed applications noted thereon. Accordingly, the examiner will, in due course, consider this

benefit claim and determine whether this application is entitled to the benefit of the earlier
ttlmg date.
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A corrected Filing Receipt, which includes the priority claim to the prior-filed applications,
accompanies this decision on petition.

This application is being to referred Technology Center Art Unit 3774, for consideration by the
examiner of applicant’s entitlement to claim benefit of priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120, 365(c)
and 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) to the prior-filed applications.

Any inquiries concerning this decision may be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3226.
All other inquiries concerning either the examination procedures or status of the application
should be directed to the Technology Center.

Andrea Smith
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

ATTACHMENT: Corrected Filing Receipt
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APPLICATION FILING or GRP ART
NUMBER 371(c) DATE UNIT FIL FEE REC'D ATTY.DOCKET.NO TOT CLAIMS|IND CLAIMS
10/292,385 11/11/2002 3774 587 : DEVAX.2CP1CPI ' 27 5
CONFIRMATION NO. 5725
20995 _ CORRECTED FILING RECEIPT

KNOBBE MARTENS OLSON & BEAR LLP

£010 VAN STREET L

IRVINE, CA 92614
Date Mailed: 03/06/2008

Receipt is acknowledged of this non-provisional patent application. The application will be taken up for examination
in due course. Applicant will be notified as to the results of the examination. Any correspondence concerning the
application must include the following identification information: the U.S. APPLICATION NUMBER, FILING DATE,
NAME OF APPLICANT, and TITLE OF INVENTION. Fees transmitted by check or draft are subject to collection.
Please verify the accuracy of the data presented on this receipt. If an error is noted on this Filing Receipt, please
write to the Office of Initial Patent Examination's Filing Receipt Corrections. Please provide a copy of this
Filing Receipt with the changes noted thereon. If you received a "Notice to File Missing Parts" for this
application, please submit any corrections to this Filing Receipt with your reply to the Notice. When the
USPTO processes the reply to the Notice, the USPTO will generate another Filing Receipt incorporating the
requested corrections

Applicant(s) .
Jacques Sequin, Berks, UNITED KINGDOM;
Robert John Elicker, Santa Margarita, CA,
Jean-Claude Laborde, Vieille-Toulouse, FRANCE;
Power of Attorney: The patent practitioners associated with Customer Number 20995

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant
This application is a CIP of 10/225,484 08/20/2002 PAT 7,238,197
which is a CIP of 09/580,597 05/30/2000 PAT 6,666,883
which is a CIP of 09/011,214 04/03/1998 PAT 6,068,655
which is a 371 of PCT/FR97/00999 06/05/1997

Foreign Applications
FRANCE 9607245 06/06/1996

If Required, Foreign Filing License Granted: 01/21/2003

The country code and number of your pnonty application, to be used for filing abroad under the Paris Convention,

is US 10/292,385
Projected Publication Date: Not Applicable
Non-Publication Request: No

Early Publication Request: No
** SMALL ENTITY **
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Title

Endoprosthesis deployment system for treating vascular bifurcations
Preliminary Class

623

PROTECTING YOUR INVENTION OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES

Since the rights granted by a U.S. patent extend only throughout the territory of the United States and have no
effect in a foreign country, an inventor who wishes patent protection in another country must apply for a patent
in a specific country or in regional patent offices. Applicants may wish to consider the filing of an international
application under the Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT). An international (PCT) application generally has the same
effect as a regular national patent application in each PCT-member country. The PCT process simplifies the filing
of patent applications on the same invention in member countries, but does not resultin a grant of "an international
patent" and does not eliminate the need of applicants to file additional documents and fees in countries where patent
protection is desired.

Almost every country has its own patent law, and a person desiring a patent in a particular country must make an
application for patent in that country in accordance with its particular laws. Since the laws of many countries differ
in various respects from the patent law of the United States, applicants are advised to seek guidance from specific
foreign countries to ensure that patent rights are not lost prematurely.

Applicants also are advised that in the case of inventions made in the United States, the Director of the USPTO must
issue a license before applicants can apply for a patent in a foreign country. The filing of a U.S. patent application
serves as a request for a foreign filing license. The application's filing receipt contains further information and
guidance as to the status of applicant's license for foreign filing.

Applicants may wish to consuit the USPTO booklet, "General Information Concerning Patents"” (specifically, the
section entitled "Treaties and Foreign Patents") for more information on timeframes and deadlines for filing foreign -
patent applications. The guide is available either by contacting the USPTO Contact Center at 800-786-9199, or it
can be viewed on the USPTO website at http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/pac/doc/general/index.html.

For information on preventing theft of your intellectual property (patents, trademarks and copyrights), you may wish
to consult the U.S. Government website, http://www.stopfakes.gov. Part of a Department of Commerce initiative,
this website includes self-help "toolkits" giving innovators guidance on how to protect intellectual property in specific
countries such as China, Korea and Mexico. For questions regarding patent enforcement issues, applicants may
call the U.S. Government hotline at 1-866-999-HALT (1-866-999-4158).

LICENSE FOR FOREIGN FILING UNDER
Title 35, United States Code, Section 184
Title 37, Code of Federal Regulations, 5.11 & 5.15
GRANTED

The applicant has been granted a license under 35 U.S.C. 184, if the phrase "IF REQUIRED, FOREIGN FILING
LICENSE GRANTED" followed by a date appears on this form. Such licenses are issued in all applications where
the conditions for issuance of a license have been met, regardless of whether or not a license may be required as

page 2 of 3



set forth in 37 CFR 5.15. The scope and limitations of this license are set forth in 37 CFR 5.15(a) unless an earlier
license has been issued under 37 CFR 5.15(b). The license is subject to revocation upon written notification. The
date indicated is the effective date of the license, unless an earlier license of similar scope has been granted under
37 CFR 5.13 or 5.14.

This license is to be retained by the licensee and may be used at any time on or after the effective date thereof unless
itis revoked. This license is automatically transferred to any related applications(s) filed under 37 CFR 1.53(d). This
license is not retroactive.

The grant of a license does not in any way lessen the responsibility of a licensee for the security of the subject matter
as imposed by any Government contract or the provisions of existing laws relating to espionage and the national
security or the export of technical data. Licensees should apprise themselves of current regulations especially with
respect to certain countries, of other agencies, particularly the Office of Defense Trade Controls, Department of
State (with respect to Arms, Munitions and Implements of War (22 CFR 121-128)); the Bureau of Industry and
Security, Department of Commerce (15 CFR parts 730-774); the Office of Foreign AssetsControl, Department of
Treasury (31 CFR Parts 500+) and the Department of Energy.

NOT GRANTED

No license under 35 U.S.C. 184 has been granted at this time, if the phrase "IF REQUIRED, FOREIGN FILING
LICENSE GRANTED" DOES NOT appear on this form. Applicant may still petition for a license under 37 CFR 5.12,
if a license is desired before the expiration of 6 months from the filing date of the application. If 6 months has lapsed
from the filing date of this application and the licensee has not received any indication of a secrecy order under 35
U.S.C. 181, the licensee may foreign file the application pursuant to 37 CFR 5.15(b).

page 3of3
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SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

]

o _ | Paper No.:
DATE : ;/%5

TO SPE OF : ARTUNIT /7S | i
SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction on Patent No.: é 7 9 5/ é 7 ,gaz

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 3-915
Palm location 7580 - Tel. No. 305-8309

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.

%w %&M |

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.

IB/Approved All changes apply.
O Approved in Part Specify below which changes do not apply.
Q Denied . | State the reasons for denial below.
Commen/ts:' - ! ,
(Ao OpplecarZd 20,0p, 4 .

< —f— s
Lowsli A. Largon I

DERRIS H.
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMJtlIER
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3700

3725
®s5 “ArtUnit

PTOL-306 (REV. 7/03) .S. Patent and Trademar ice



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

KNOBBE MARTENS OLSON & BEAR LLP
2040 MAIN STREET

FOURTEENTH FLOOR

IRVINE CA 92614

In re Application of

Simard et al. :
Serial No.: 10/292,413 - PETITION TO MAKE SPECIAL

Filed: November 7, 2002
Attorney Docket No.: CTLIMM.022A

This is in response to applicants’ petition filed August 24, 2004, to make the above-identified
application special under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.102(d), based on inventions relating to
HIV/AIDS and cancer. The $130.00 petition fee as required by 37 CFR 1.17(h) will be charged
to applicant’s Deposit Account No. 11-1410, as directed.

Applicant has satisfied the provisions set forth in M.P.E.P. 708.02, X, Therefor, the petition is
GRANTED.

The application will be forwarded the examiner for action on the merits commensurate
with this decision.

Should there be any questions with regard to this letter please contact Marianne C. Seidel by
letter addressed to the Director, Technology Center 1600, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA
22313-1450, or by telephone at 571-272-0584 or by facsimile transmission at the general Office
facsimile number, (703) 872-9306.

Marianne C. Seidel
Special Program Examiner
Technology Center 1600



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

ROCK BERGERON
c/o Paul Biron

P.O. Box 0732
Jackman ME 04945

In re Application of

Rock Bergeron

Application No. 10/292,419

Filed: November 12, 2002

Attorney Docket No. 8781

Title of Invention: Security Device For
Aircraft Passengers

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

COPY MAILED
SEP 2 6 2005
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

DECISION ON PETITION

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR §1.137(b), filed September 19, 2005, to

revive the above-identified application.

This above-identified application became abandoned for failure to file a response to a
Notice of Drawing Inconsistency with Specification (Notice) which was mailed on June
7, 2005. The Notice set a non extendable one (1) month period for reply. No
Extensions of time were not available under the provisions of 37 CFR §1.136(a).
Accordingly, this application became abandoned on July 8, 2005. A Notice of

Abandonment was mailed on August 18, 2005.

The requirements for a grantable petition under 37 CFR §1.137(b) have been met. This

petition is hereby Granted.

The Office acknowledges receipt of the corrected specification.

This application is being forwarded to the Office of Patent Publication for further

processing of the application.

Telephone inquiries concerning this matter should be directed to the undersigned at

(571) 272-3215.

O@\W—/’Q—M

Charlema R. Grant
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

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

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov
VENABLE, BAETJER, HOWARD AND CIVILETTI, LLP COPY MAILED
P.0. BOX 34385
WASHINGTON, DC 20043-9998 AUG 1 8 2004
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of
Ronald L. Alpert, et al. : :
Application No. 10/292,430 : NOTICE
Filed: November 13, 2002 :

Attorney Docket No. 36737-182662

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.

gee D{-I }‘;egcémology v. Synergystex International, Inc. 154 F.3d 1333, 47 USPQ2d 1865 (Fed. Cir.
ept. 1, ).

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.

The application file does not indicate a change of address has been filed in this case, although the address
given on the petition differs from the address of record. A change of address should be filed in this case
in accordance with MPEP 601.03. A courtesy copy of this decision is being mailed to the address noted
on the petition. However, until otherwise instructed, all future correspondence regarding this application
will be mailed solely to the address of record.

Igrqugllsiries related to this communication should be directed to the Office of Petitions Staff at (703) 305-

This file is being referred to the Office of Publication for further processing.

~

Sherry D{ Brinkley

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy

cc: John P. Shannon
McGinn & Gibb, PLLC
8321 Courthouse Road, Suite 200
Vienna, VA 22182-3817



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

In re patent of:

Mitsuaki AMANO ATTN: CERTIFICATE OF
CORRECTIONS BRANCH
Patent No. 7,067,078 B2

Issued: Jun 2y, 2006 Attorney Docket No. 58546.00006
For: INJECTION MOLDING MACHINE HAVING AN ACCUMULATOR AND A
CONTROL METHOD FOR THE INJECTION MOLDING MACHINE

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Commissioner of Patents
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 August 28, 2006

Sir:
The undersigned requests that a Certificate of Correction be issued for the above-
identified patent as indicated on the attached Form PTO-1050.

REMARKS

This request is being made in order to correct an error in the Assignee’s name. A
copy of the Issue Fee Transmittal is enclosed which indicates the correct Assignee. It is

respectfully submitted that no new matter has been added.

Ba/29/2006 JADDOI  GGEBBEA4 7867878
81 FC:1811 188.86 0P



Enclosed is a check in the amount of Two Hundred and Thirty Dollars ($230.00),
One Hundred Dollars ($100.00), of which, is to cover the fee for the Certificate of
Correction. In the event that there may be any other fees due with respect to the filing of
this paper, please charge Counsel’s Deposit Account No. 50-2222.
Respectfully submitted,

Alicia M. Choi .~
Registration No. 46,621

Customer Number 32294

SQUIRE, SANDERS & DEMPSEY LLP
8000 Towers Crescent Drive, 14® Floor
Tysons Corner, Virginia 22182-2700
Telephone: 703-720-7800

Fax: 703-720-7802

AMC:kmp
Enclosures: Petition to Accept Request for Certificate of Correction

PTO-Form 1050
Check No. 14947



C «

PART B - FEE(S) TRANSMITTAL

Complete and send this form, together with applicable fee(s), to: Mail Mail Stop ISSUE FEE
Commissioner for Patents
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

or Fax (571)-273-2885

INSTRUCTIONS: This form should be used for transmitting the ISSUE FEE and PUBLICATION FEE (if requixjed{.eBlogks 1 through 5 should be completed where
appropriate. All further correspondence including the Patent, advance orders and notification of maintenance fees will be mailed to the current correspondence address as
irggicalcd unless corrected below or directed otherwise in Block 1, by (a) specifying a new correspondence address; and/or (b) indicating a scparate "sl-%ﬁ ADDRESS" for

maintenance fee notifications.

CURRENT CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESS (Note: Use Block | for any change of address) Note: A ceruficate of mailing can only be used for domestic mailings of the
o * e Fee(s) Transmittal. This cemgcau: canlgot be used for any other acconr%;anying
g:pcrs_ Each additional paper, such as an assignment or formal drawing, must

ve its own certificate of mailing or transmission.

32294 7590 02/10/2006
SQUIRE, SANDERS & DEMPSEY L.

Certificate of Mailing or Transmission
I hereb; cem'? that this Fceg’s‘) Transmittal is being deposited with the United
suffl

States Postal Service with cient post]a_:gc for first class mail in an envelo

14TH FLOOR dressed to the Mail Stop ISSUE FEE addre ; :
ss above, or being facsim
8000 TOWERS CRESCENT transmitted to the USPTO (g7l) 273-2885, on the date indicated befow. ¢
TYSONS CORNER, VA 22182 (Deposionts smne)
(Signatre)
(Date)
I APPLICATION NO. I FILING DATE l FIRST NAMED INVENTOR l ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. | CONFIRMATION NO. 1
10/292,446 11/13/2002 Mitsuaki Amano 58546.00006 © 5032
TITLE OF INVENTION: INJECTION MOLDING S HAVING AN ACCUMULATOR AND A CONTROL METHOD FOR THE INJECTION
MOLDING MACHINE
| APPLN. TYPE L SMALLENTITY | 1SSUE FEE [ PUBLICATION FEE l TOTAL FEE(S) DUE | DATE DUE 1
nonprovisional NO $1400 $300 $1700 05/10/2006
l EXAMINER L ART UNIT | CLASS-SUBCLASS j
HEITBRINK, JILL LYNNE 1732 264-040100
1. Chanfc of correspondence address or indication of "Fee Ad« 7 2. For printing on the patent front page, list . i
CFR 1.363). (1) the names of up to 3 registered patent attorneys ! ui m d c.f—%
3 Change of corress%ndcncc address (or Change of Corres.: - or agents OR, alternatively, A
Address form PTO/SB/122) attached. (2) the name of a single fimm (having as a membera 2 i
() "Fee Address” indication (or "Fee Address" Indication form registered attorney or agent) and the names of up to
PTO/SB/47; Rev 03-02 or more recent) attached. Use of a Custoiner 2 ?eg,m patent attorneys or agents. If no name is 3
Number is required. listed, no name will be printed.

3. ASSIGNEE NAME AND RESIDENCE DATA TO BE PRINTED' ON HE PATENT (print or type)
PLEASE NOTE: Unless an assF%Enee is identified below, no assignc. .ata will appear on the patent. If an assignee is identified below, the document has been filed for

recordation as set forth in 37 CFR 3.11. Completion of this form is NOT 1 substitute for filing an assignment.
(A) NAME OF ASSIGNEE ¢.1) RESIDENCE: (CITY and STATE OR COUNTRY)
. —— ——
3 iu:nf Heauy \ndustries, LAd . loeyo, Jopon
umi-tfom L .
Please check the appr?priate assignee category or categories (will not be printed on the patent): ) Individual Corporation or other private group entity (] Government
4a. The following fee(s) are enclosed: 4b. Payment of Fee(s):
Issue Fee A check in the amount of the fee(s) is enclosed.
%Pnblication Fee (No small entity discount permitted) Payment by credit card. Form PTO-2038 is attached.
Advance Order - # of Copies \C The Director is hereby authorized by charge the required fee(s), or credit any overpa ent, to
P Deposit Account Number 250 - 7? ﬂ (enclose an extra copz of thr?s orm).

5. Change in Entity Status (from status indicated above)
Qa Applicant claims SMALL ENTITY status. See 37 CFR 1.27. Qb Applicant is no longer claiming SMALL ENTITY status. See 37 CFR 1.27(g)(2).

The Director of the USPTO is requested to quly the Issue Fee and Publication Fee (if any) or to re-apply any previously paid issuc fee to the application identified above.
NOTE: The Issue Fee and Publication Fee (if requircd) will not be accepted from anyone other than the applicant; a registered attorney or agent; or the assignce or other party in

interest as shown by the records of the United States Patent and Trademark Office.

Authorized Signature S’GNATURE ON OR,G,NAL Date \'(Y\O_L_,[‘ % ; Z-OC(Q

Typed or printed name /\je_lf&(‘ ﬂ&ﬂ&q‘a—m Registration No. 5B, 18

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.311. The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit b{ the public which is to filc (and by the USPTO to process)
an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.14. This collection is estimated to take 12 minutes to complete, including gathering, prepanng, and
submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will v. déﬁ’gndmﬁ 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 Chicf Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O.
Box 1450, Alexand,;m, Virginia 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS. SEND TO: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450,

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450.
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

PTOL-85 (Rev 01/06) Approved for use through 04/30/2007 OMB 0651-0033 U S Patent and Trademark Offi~» 1 S NFPARTMENT NF COAMIED =



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

PATENTNO. : 7,067,078 B2
DATED: June 27, 2006

INVENTOR(S) : Mitsuaki AMANO

It is certified that error appears in the above-identified patent and that said Letters Patent is hereby
corrected as shown below:

On the Front Page of the Patent, in Section (73), the name of the Assignee should read as follows:

Sumitomo Heavy Industries, Ltd., Tokyo (JP)

MAILING ADDRESS OF SENDER:
Patent No. 7,067,078 B2

Customer No. 32294 N ) .
SQUIRE, SANDERS & DEMPSEY L.L.P. B 306 por b
8000 Towers Crescent Drive, 14" Floor per page
Tysons Corner, Virginia 22182-2700

FORM PTO 1050 (REV. 3-82)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

SQUIRE, SANDERS & DEMPSEY
14TH FLOOR

8000 TOWERS CRESCENT _
TYSONS CORNER VA 22182

In re Patent No. 7,067,078

Issue Date: June 27, 2006
Application No. 10/292,446

Filed: November 13, 2002
Attorney Docket No. 58546.00006

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

m.wpto.gov

COPY MAILED

JAN 0 9 2007
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

ON PETITION

This is a decision on the petition filed August 28, 2006, 37 CFR 3.81(b)' to
correct the assignee on the front page of the above-identified patent by way of

a Certificate of Correction.

~ The petition is granted.

Telephone inquiries concerning this mattef may be directed to the undersigned
at (571) 272-3208. Any questions concerning the issuance of the Certificate of
Correction should be directed to the Certificates of Correction Branch at (703)

305-8309.

The file is being forwarded to the Certificates of Correction Branch for issuance

of the requested Certificate of Correction.

Karen Creasy
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

'See Official Gazette of June 22, 2004
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 UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

. UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
' P.0O. Baox 1450

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450

www,uspto.gov

. o ‘COPY MAILED
f 'FREEDMAN & ASSOCIATES | JUN 0 g 2007
117 CENTREPOINTE DRIVE
SUITE 350 o OFFICE OF PETITIONS

NEPEAN, ONTARIO K2G 5X3 CA CANADA

P In re Application of

i | 11 o Neil Hutton :

" Application No. 10/292,481 o NOTICE
Filed: November 13, 2002 : :

. Attorney Docket No. 12M-34 US

S

SR ! Th1s is a notice regarding your request for acceptance of a fee deficiency submission under 37
(Lo ¢ 1CFR 1.28. On September 1, 1998, the Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit held that 37 CFR
H ; l -1 7 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.
11098 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 502 (January 3, 1989). Therefore, nothmg in this Notice is intended
to 1mp1y that an mvestlgatlon was done.

Your fee deﬁmency submission under 37 CFR 1. 28 is hereby ACCEPTED.

Th1s application is no longer entitled to small entity status. Accordingly, all future fees pa1d in
this application must be paid at the large entity rate.

' Ir:}ciuir'ies relatg:d to this communication should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3213.

b

:A % | ‘C_‘heryl Gibson-Baylor Lg/&gi)

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

r !

Conferee:

A O

f |



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.usplo.gov

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR ] ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. I CONFIRMATION NO. I
10/292,489 11/13/2002 Claude Comair 723-1237 7174
27562 7590 04/21/2009
EXAMINER

NIXON & VANDERHYE, P.C. I I
901 NORTH GLEBE ROAD, 11TH FLOOR LUU, CUONG V
ARLINGTON, VA 22203

I ART UNIT J PAPER NUMBER J

2128
| MAIL DATE I DELIVERY MODE |
04/21/2009 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)



SETAND
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.usplo.gov.

NIXON & VANDERHYE, P.C.
901 NORTH GLEBE ROAD, 11TH FLOOR
ARLINGTON VA 22203

~

In re Application of:

COMAIR, CLAUDE et al. DECISION ON PETITION

C UNDER 37 CFR 1.84 TO
Application No. 10/292,489 ACCEPT COLOR DRAWINGS
Filed; November 13, 2002 : .

For: SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR
EFFICIENTLY SIMULATING AND
IMAGING REALISTIC WATER
SURFACE AND OTHER EFFECTS

This is a decision on the petition, filed March 13, 2008 under 37 CFR 1.84 to accept color
drawings.

Petitioner requests the acceptance of color drawings because:

(1) Color drawings are necessary to illustrate exemplary illustrative screen effects
defined in the specification. "

The relevant section concerning color drawings is MPEP 608.01(f) and MPEP 608.02.

MPEP 608.01(f) and MPEP 608.02 state in part:

The specification must contain or be amended to contain proper reference to the existence
of drawings executed in color as required by 37 CFR 1.84.

37 CFR 1.84 states in part:
37 CFR 1.84 Standards for drawings.

(a) Drawings.



Serial No. 10/292,489 ‘ 3
Decision on Petition

(2) Color. On rare occasions, color drawings may be necessary as the only practical medium by
which to disclose the subject matter sought to be patented in a utility or design patent application
or the subject matter of a statutory invention registration. The color drawings must be of
sufficient quality such that all details in the drawings are reproducible in black and white in the
printed patent. Color drawings are not permitted in international applications (see PCT Rule
11.13), or in an application, or copy thereof, submitted under the Office electronic filing system.
The Office will accept color drawings in utility or design patent applications and statutory
invention registrations only after granting a petition filed under this paragraph explaining why the
color drawings are necessary. Any such petition must include the following:

(i) The fee set forth in § 1.17(h);
(ii) Three (3) éets of color drawings;

(iii) An amendment to the specification to insert (unless the specification contains or has been
previously amended to contain) the following language as the first paragraph of the brief
description of the drawings:

The pafent or application file contains at least one drawing executed in color. Copies of this
patent or patent application publication with color drawing(s) will be provided by the Office upon
request and payment of the necessary fee.

A review of the record reveals the Applicant has complied with the requirements of 37
CFR 1.84(a)(2) by filing (i) The fee set forth in § 1.17(h); (ii) Three (3) sets of color -
drawings; and including (iii) the following language as the first paragraph of the brief
description of the drawings on page 7 of the Specification: The patent or application file
contains at least one drawing executed in color. Copies of this patent or patent application
publication with color drawing(s) will be provided by the Office upon request and
payment of the necessary fee.

Furthermore, the Applicant has provided reasons why color drawings are necessary as

required by 37 CFR 1.84. Accordingly the petition of March 18, 2008 to accept the color
drawings is GRANTED.

Roow e e -

Kakali Chaki, Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 2100




' Attorney's Docket No. 051437-0292020 _ PATENT
£ % 3 lient Reference: MANE-001/CON

: CKING
s
Application No.: 10/292,518 Group No.: 1751
Filed: November 13, 2002 Examiner:

For: FOAM FABRIC FRESHENER COMPOSITION AND METHOD

Commissioner for Patents
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

ATTENTION: Director, Group 1751
REQUEST FOR WITHDRAWAL AS ATTORNEY (37 C.F.R. § 10.40(c))
REQUEST FOR PERMISSION TO WITHDRAW
1. L an attorney signing below, respectfully request permission to withdraw from all further
responsibility in this case, in accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1.36.
LAST KNOWN ADDRESS OF CLIENT
2. The last known mailing address of the assignee of the entire interest ié:
MANE, U.SA.
60 Demerest Drive
Wayne, NJ 07470
BASIS FOR WITHDRAWAL REQUEST

3. The basis for the request for withdrawal is 37 C.F.R. 10.40(c) § (1) and ().

Explanation (including brief description of exhibits, if any):

ALLOWANCE OF TIME FOR CLIENT TO ACT
4. Status of this Application

A. Response due v

Request for Withdrawal as Attorney —page 1 of 3



v

()  There is no outstanding term for response.

NOTIFICATION OF CLIENT

5. Inaccordance with 37 C.F.R. § 10.40(a), a copy of this request, including attachments, is being sent
to the client.

A copy of the letter to the client is attached.

NUMBER OF COPIES OF REQUEST
6. This request is enclosed in triplicate.
7. Related Applications for Which Withdrawal is Requested

Withdrawal also is (has been) requested in the following related applications of the inventor and
assignee.

Application Number Group Status of Withdrawal request
09/678,670 (US 6,482,783) Filed Concurrently

SIGNATURE OF WITHDRAWING PRACTITIONER

8. Signature(s) of the attorney(s) withdrawing (or signature of an authorized attorney on behalf of an
attorney withdrawing)

W % M Richard A. Steinberg

Signature of withdrawing practttioner Reg. No.: 26588
/ﬂf ,,Z/L‘/ Paul L. Sharer
Signature of withdrawing practitioner Reg. No.: 36004
PILLSBURY WINTHROP LLP

P.O. Box 10500

McLean, VA 22102

(703) 905-2000

Customer Number: 00909

Request for Withdrawal as Attomey-page 2 of 3



IN

Also signing as authorized agent for each of the following:

George M. Sirilla
Richard Steinberg
Richard H. Zaitlen
Jonathan E. Jobe, Jr.
Glenn J. Perry

Dale S. Lazar
Suzanne L. Biggs
Mark G. Paulson

Roger R. Wise

John R. Wetherell, Jr.

David H. Jaffer
David A. Jakopin
Cardfine D. Dennison

Joffrey W. Guise

18221
26588
27248

28429

Guillermo Baeza
Jeffrey D. Karceski
Steven Moore
Paul L. Sharer
Roger S. Joyner
Jack S. Barufka
Kenneth M. Fagin
F.T. Mahaney
Glenn T. Barrett
William P. Atkins
Brian J. Beatus
Robert C.F. Perez
Thomas P. Hilliard
Mark J. Danislson

35056
35914

36176
37087
37615
37668

38821
38825
39328
40330

Vicki Norton

Robert J. Walters
Thomas Cawley, Jr.
Kenry T. Hartman
Adam R. Hess
Christine H. McCarthy
Henry J. Daley
Chang H. Kim
James R. Menker
Anand Sethuraman
Bryan P. Collins
John P, Darling
Keyvan Davoudian
Eric Hemandez |

Request for Withdrawal as Attomey—page 3 of 3

40745

40862 -

41818
41835
41844
42459

- 42127

42881
43351
43560

47520
47641



? UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE'

CLARK & BRODY MAILED
Suite 600 ,
1750 K Street, NW 0CT 15 2003
Washington DC 20006 ’
DIRECTOR'S OFFCE
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3600

In re application of
Nicholas M. Kiefer
Application No.10/292532

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

ALEXANDRIA, VA 2231 3-1450
www.uspto.gov

Paper No. 3

DECISION ON PETITION
TO MAKE SPECIAL
(INFRINGEMENT)

Filed: November 13, 2002

For: METHOD FOR DETERMINING
RETAIL UNIT SPECIFIC PRICE
SENSITIVITIES

This is a decision on the petition under 37 C.F.R §1.102(d) to make the above-identified
application special that was filed on June 12, 2003

The petition requests that the above-identified application be made special under the procedure
set forth in MPEP 708.02, item Il: Infringement.

MPEP 708.02 states that a Petition to Make Special based on Infringement must have the
following: (1) the appropriate petition fee under 37 CFR 1.17(i); (2) a statement by the assignee,
applicant, or attorney alleging: (A) that there is an infringing device or product actually on the
market; (B) that a rigid comparison of the alleged infringing device or product with the claims of
the application has been made, and that, in his or her opinion, some of the claims are
unquestionably infringed; and (C) that he or she has made a careful and thorough search of the
prior art, or has good knowledge of the prior art, and has sent a copy of the references deemed
most closely related to the subject matter encompassed by the claims. '

The petition filed June 12, 2003 lacks requirement 2(C), above. In view of this deficiency, the
petition is DISMISSED.

The applicant, assignee or attorney in addition to stating that a careful search of the prior art has
been made, or having good knowledge of the prior art, must submit the most closely related
pieces of prior art.

Any request for reconsideration must be filed within TWO MONTHS of the date of this decision.
Extensions of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a) are permitted. Should petitioner desire
reconsideration, he should supplement this petition by a declaration or statement giving the
information as outlined above.



. Applicant should pr:’)tly submit a renewed petition to tr‘ommissioner of Patents and
- Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231. The envelope should indicate that the correspondence
be brought to the attention of Technology Center 3600.

Until the renewed petition is submitted, the application will be returned to the examiner’s docket
to await treatment on the merits in the normal order of examination.

wid il

K&hneth J. Dorner

Special Programs Examiner
Technology Center 3600
(703) 308-0866

KJD/ekn .10/9/03
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In re application of : DECISION ON PETITION
Nicholas M. Kiefer : TO MAKE SPECIAL
Application N0.10/292,532 : (INFRINGEMENT)

Filed: November 13, 2002

For: METHOD FOR DETERMINING
RETAIL UNIT SPECIFIC PRICE
SENSITIVITIES

-This is a decision on the renewed petition under 37 C.F.R § 1.102(d) filed
October 22, 2003 to make the above-identified application special.

The petition requests that the above-identified application be made special under
the procedure set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, item IlI: Infringement.

MPEP 708.02 states that a Petition to Make Special based on Infringement must
have the following: (1) the appropriate petition fee under 37 CFR 1.17(i); (2) a
statement by the assignee, applicant, or attorney alleging: (A) that there is an
infringing device or product actually on the market or method in use; (B) that a
rigid comparison of the alleged infringing device, product or method with the
claims of the application has been made, and that, in his or her opinion, some of
the claims are unquestionably infringed; and (C) that he or she has made a
careful and thorough search of the prior art, or has good knowledge of the prior
art, and has sent a copy of the references deemed most closely related to the
subject matter encompassed by the claims.

The petition filed October 22, 2003 lacks requirement 2(C), above. In view of this
deficiency, the petition is DISMISSED.

The applicant, assignee or attorney in addition to stating that a careful search of
the prior art has been made, or having good knowledge of the prior art, must
submit the most closely related pieces of prior art. Since “most closely related”
is the best of the art found, a submission of art is always required, even if the
applicant feels that it is not all that related to the invention. Applicant has
mentioned other applications in which similar petitions to make special were
granted. Despite the decisions in the other applications, the decision in this
application is considered to be in conformance with the procedure set forth in
M.P.E.P. § 708.02.

Any request for reconsideration must be filed within TWO MONTHS of the date
of this decision. Extensions of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a) are permitted.

\ A
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Should petitioner desire reconsideration, he should supplement this petition by a
declaration or statement giving the information as outlined above.

Applicant should promptly submit a renewed petition to the Commissioner of
Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. The envelope should
indicate that the correspondence be brought to the attention of Technology
Center 3600.

Until the renewed petition is submitted, the application will be returned to the
examiner's docket to await treatment on the merits in the normal order of
examination.

SUMMARY:: Petition to Make Special DISMISSED.

;
zﬁé[{/) /%@/
Randolph A. Reese

Special Programs Examiner
Technology Center 3600
(703) 308-2121

RAR/cps: 4/13/04



SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Paper No.:
DATE - 11727106 .
TO SPE OF “ART UNIT 3738
SUBJECT  Request for Centificate of Correction for Appl. No.: 10/292539 Patent No.:_7066961

Please respond to this request for a certificate of correction within 7 days.

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. '

Angela Green
Certificates of Correction Branch

703.308.9380 ext. %

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 épecify below which changes do not apply.
QO Denied State the reasons for denial below.
- Comments:

aﬂﬂw—}/}?c}),mu# | 373y

SPE ' Art Unit

PTOL-306 (REV. 7/03) u.s. R (o] atent and Trademar ice




UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.0. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
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Paper No.
MCDONNELL BOEHNEN
HULBERT & BERGHOFF LLP
300 S. WACKER DRIVE
32ND FLOOR ‘ COPY MAILED
CHICAGO IL 60606 SEP 0 1 2009

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Metchetner et al. :

Application No. 10/292,541 : ON APPLICATION FOR
Filed: November 12, 2002 : PATENT TERM ADJUSTMENT
Attorney Docket No. 93,987-K

This is in response to the APPLICATION FOR PATENT TERM
ADJUSTMENT UNDER 37 C.F.R. §1.705(b) filed January 22, 2009.
Applicants submit that the correct patent term adjustment to be
indicated on the patent is five hundred seventy-five (575) days,
not zero (0) days as calculated at the time of the mailing of
the notice of allowance. Applicants request this correction
solely on the basis that the Office -will take in excess of three
years to issue this patent!®.

As the instant application for patent term adjustment requests
reconsideration of the patent term adjustment as it relates to
the Office’s failure to issue the patent within 3 years of the
filing date, the application for patent term adjustment under 37
CFR 1.705(b) is DISMISSED as PREMATURE.

Knowledge of the actual date the patent issues is required to
calculate the amount, if any, of additional patent term patentee
is entitled to for Office failure to issue the patent within 3
years. See § 1.702(b). (This is true even where a request for
continued examination (RCE) was filed). The computer will not

! It is noted that a request for continued examination (RCE) was first filed

in this application on October 31, 2007. An RCE cuts-off their ability to
accumulate any additional patent term for over three year pendency. The
1.702(b) period excludes any period consumed by continued examination
requested by applicant under 35 U.S.C. 132(b).
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undertake the § 1.702(b) calculation until the actual date of
issuance of the patent has been determined. Likewise, the
computer will not calculate any further Office delay under

§ 1.702(a) (4) or applicant delay under § 1.704(c) (10) until the
actual date of issuance of the patent has been determined. As
such, the Office can not make a determination on the correctness
of the patent term adjustment until the patent has issued.

Requesting reconsideration of the patent term adjustment to be
indicated on the patent under 37 CFR 1.705(b) based on the
initial determination of patent term adjustment and a projected
issuance date .of the patent (or even the filing date of the
request for continued examination) is premature. Accordingly,
it is appropriate to dismiss as premature such a request.

Rather than file an application for patent term adjustment under
37 CFR 1.705(b) contesting the 37 CFR 1.702(b) calculation at
the time of the mailing of the notice of allowance, applicant is
advised that they may wait until the time of the issuance of the
patent and file 'a request for reconsideration of the patent term
adjustment pursuant to 37 CFR 1.705(d). As the USPTO does not
calculate the amount of time earned pursuant to 37 CFR 1.702(b)
until the time of the issuance of the patent, the Office will
consider any request for reconsideration of the patent term
adjustment due to an error in the calculation of 37 CFR 1.702(b)
to be timely if the request for reconsideration is filed within
two months of the issuance of the patent. However, as to all
other bases for contesting the initial determination of patent
term adjustment received with the notice of allowance, applicant
must timely file an application for patent term adjustment prior
to the payment of the issue fee?.

? For example, if applicant disputes both the calculation of patent term

adjustment under 37 CFR 1.702(a) (1) for Office failure to mail a first Office
action or notice of allowance not later than fourteen months after the date
on which the application was filed and under 37 CFR 1.702(b) for Office
failure to issue a patent within three years of the actual filing date of the
application, then applicant must still timely file an application for patent
term adjustment prior to the payment of the issue fee to contest the
calculation of Office delay in issuing a first Office action or notice of
allowance. See 37 CFR 1.705(b) and 35 U.S.C. 154 (b) (3) (B). A dispute as to
the calculation of the §1.702(a) (1) period raised on request for
reconsideration of patent term adjustment under 37 CFR 1.705(d) will be
dismissed as untimely filed.
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The Office acknowledges submission of the $200.00 fee set forth
in 37 CFR 1.18(e) for consideration of the application for
patent term adjustment under 37 CFR 1.705(b).

Any request for reconsideration of the patent term adjustment
indicated on the patent must be timely filed within 2 months
after issuance pursuant to 37 CFR 1.705(d) and must include
payment of the required fee under 37 CFR 1.18(e).

The Office of Data Management has been advised of this decision.
This application is being referred to the Office of Data
Management for issuance of the patent.

Telephone inquiries specific to this decision should be directed
to the undersigned at (571) 272-3219.

Office of Petitions
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MCDONNELL BOEHNEN HULBERT & BERGHOFF LLP Mail Date: 04/21/2010
300 S. WACKER DRIVE

32ND FLOOR

CHICAGO, IL 60606

Applicant : Eugene Metchetner : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7598340 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 10/06/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 10/292,541 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 11/12/2002 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 711 days. The USPTO will sua
sponte 1issue a certificate of correction reflecting the amount of PTA days
determined by the recalculation.

Prior to the issuance of the certificate of correction, the USPTO will afford
patentee an opportunity to be heard and request reconsideration. Accordingly,
patentee has one month or thirty (30) days, whichever is longer, to file a
request for reconsideration of this patent term adjustment calculation. See 35
U.S.C. 154 (b) (3) (B) (11) and 37 CFR 1.322(a) (4). No extensions of time will be
granted under 37 CFR 1.136.

Patentee should use document code PET.OP if electronically filing a request for
reconsideration of this patent term adjustment calculation. The patentee must
also include the information required by 37 CFR 1.705(b) (2) and the fee required
by 37 CFR 1.18(e). If patentee does not file a timely request for reconsideration
of this patent term adjustment calculation including the information required by
37 CFR 1.705(b) (2) and the fee required by 37 CFR 1.18(e), the USPTO will issue a
certificate of correction reflecting the PTA determination noted above.

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) in a timely manner. 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) (7).

PTOL-549G (04/10)



SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

: . Paper No - &
DATE S N0 | ‘
TO SPE OF : ART UNIT ,b ZS‘P

SUBJECT  : Request for Certificate of Correction on Patent No.: \Q_7 ?> 65 -

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 3-915
Palm location 7580 - Tel. No. 305-8309

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

Please ¢ \ed cMaime

i
;
i

. the scope or meaning of the claims be changed.

-

ftificate ot“Correction Branch

Thank You For Your Assistance

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

Gl/Ap proved

All changes apbly. -

O Approved in Part Specify below which changes do not apply.
U Denied State the reasoi’ns for denial below.
Comments:

SPE . . _Art Unit

PTOL306 (REV. 7/03) U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE Pafent and Trademark Oic



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

E I DU PONT DE NEMOURS AND COMPANY
LEGAL PATENT RECORDS CENTER
BARLEY MILL PLAZA 25/1128

4417 LANCASTER PIKE COPY MAILED

WILMINGTON, DE 19805

NOV. 0 4 2005
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Graeme Moad et al :
Application No. 10/292,573 : ON PETITION

Filed: January 24, 2003
Attorney Docket No. RA0741USCNT

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed September 16, 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 March 9, 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 above-identified application became abandoned on June 10, 2004.

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; (2) the petition fee; and (3) the required
statement of unintentional delay have been received. Accordingly, the reply to the non-final
Office action of March 9, 2004 is accepted as having been unintentionally delay.

Pursuant to petitioner’s authorization, Deposit Account No. 04-1928 was charged $1,500.00 for
the petition to revive an unintentionally abandoned application.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Wan Laymon at (571) 272-
3220.

This matter is being referred to Technology Center AU 1713.

b Glagmer

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov
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Commissioner for Patents
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SQUIRE, SANDERS & DEMPSEY L.L.P.

14TH FLOOR

8000 TOWERS CRESCENT

TYSONS CORNER VA 22182 COPY MAILED

MAY 0 4 2006

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of :

Wong and Chen : DECISION REFUSING STATUS

Application No. 10/292,581 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.47(b)

Filed: 13 November, 2002
Atty Docket No. 58268.00163 .
This is a decision in response to the petition filed on 13
November, 2002, under 37 CFR 1.47(b).

The Office apologizes for the delay in responding to the present
petition.

The petition is DISMISSED.

Rule 47 applicant is given TWO MONTHS from the mailing date of
this decision to reply, correcting the below-noted deficiencies.
Any reply should be entitled “Request for Reconsideration of
Petition Under 37 CFR 1.47(b),” and should only address the
deficiencies noted below, except that the reply may include an
oath or declaration executed by the non-signing inventor.

FAILURE TO RESPOND WILL RESULT IN ABANDONMENT OF THE APPLICATION.
Extensions of time may be obtained in accordance with 37 CFR
1.136(a).

The above-identified application was filed on 13 November, 2002.
The present petition under 37 CFR 1.47(b) was filed with the
application, along with a declaration naming David Wong and Xi’
Chen as joint inventors, signed by registered patent attorney
Dinnatia J. Doster on behalf of the non-signing inventors.

Petitioners assert that a copy of the application was forwarded
to the non-signing joint inventors, who failed to sign and return
the declaration.

Petitioner further asserts that the inventors had an agreement to
assign their interests to petitioner Broadcom Corporation
(hereinafter “Broadcom”).
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A grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.47(b) requires:

(1) proof that the non-signing inventor cannot be reached or
refuses to sign the oath or declaration after having been
presented with the application papers (specification, claims and
drawings) ;

(2) an acceptable oath or declaration in compliance with 35
U.S.C. §§ 115 and 1156;

(3) the petition fee;

(4) a statement of the last known address of the non-signing
inventor;

(5) proof of proprietary interest, and

(6) proof of irreparable damage.

The petition lacks item (5).

As to item (5), applicant failed to show or provide proof that
Broadcom has sufficient proprietary interest in the subject
matter to justify the filing of the application (see MPEP
409.03(f)). Specifically, although a copy of the employee
agreement between inventor Wong and petitioner Broadcom has been
recorded in USPTO assignment records, no agreement signed by
joint inventor Chen is located in the assignment records or among
the papers filed with the petition. Petitioners should file a
copy of the employee agreement with joint inventor Chen and
Broadcom in a renewed petition. Additionally a duplicate copy of
.the agreement with Wong should be filed with the renewed petition
in order to properly complete the application file.

Additionally, acceptable proof would include a legal memorandum
signed by an attorney familiar with the law of the jurisdiction
stating that a court of competent jurisdiction would by the
weight of authority in that jurisdiction award the title of the
invention to the Rule 47(b) applicant. ’

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

By mail: Mail Stop Petition
Commissioner for Patents
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

By FAX: (571) 273-8300
- Attn: Office of Petitions
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By hand: Customer Service Window
Mail Stop Petition
Randolph Building
401 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22134

Telephone ingquiries related to this decision should be directed
to the undersigned at (571) 272-3231.

w2

Douglas I. Wood
Senior Petitions Attorney.
Office of Petitions ‘
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MAY 16 2006
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of :
Wong and Chen : DECISION ACCORDING STATUS

Application No. 10/292,581 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.47(b)
Filed: 13 November, 2002 :
Atty Docket No. 58268.00163

This is a decision in response to the renewed petition filed on 8
March, 2006, under 37 CFR 1.47(b).

The petition is GRANTED.

Petitioners have shown that the joint inventors have refused to
join in the filing of the above-identified application after
having been sent a copy of the application papers. Specifically,
petitioners shown, that a copy of the application was sent to
each of the non-signing inventors. The joint inventors, however,
have failed to sign and return the declaration. Additionally,
petitioners have shown, via the employment agreements between
petitioner Broadcom Corporation. (“Broadcom”) and the non-signing
inventors, that petitioner Broadcom has a proprietary interest in
the above-identified application. Lastly, petitioners have
submitted a declaration in compliance with 37 CFR 1.63, signed by
registered patent attorney Dinnatia J. Doster on behalf of the
non-signing inventors, have provided a statement that attorney
Doster is authorized to sign as agent for petitioner Broadcom,
and have demonstrated that such action is necessary to preserve
the rights of the parties.

This application and papers have been reviewed and found in
compliance with 37 CFR 1.47(b). This application is hereby
accorded Rule 1.47(b) status. '

As provided in Rule 1.47(c), this Office will forward notice of
this application's filing to the non-signing inventor at the
residence address listed on the declaration. Notice of the
filing of this application will also be published in the Official
Gazette.



Application No. 10/292,581 2

The application file is being referred to Technology Center Art
Unit 2114 for further processing.

Telephone inquiries related to this decision should be directed
to the undersigned at (571) 272-3231.

4

Douglas I. Wood

Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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Xi Chen
47818 Wabana Street
Fremont CA 94539

COPY MAILED
In re Application of MAY 1-6 2006

Wong et al.
A:pr;i%aetioan No. 10/292,581 OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Filed: 13 November, 2002
For: PHYSICAL LAYER LOOP BACK METHOD AND APPARATUS

Dear Mr. Chen:

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(b), Rules of Practice in Patent Cases.
Should a patent be granted on the application you will be designated therein as a joint inventor.

As the 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. If 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.

Telephone inquiries regarding this communication should be directed to the undersigned at 571/272-3231.
Requests for information regarding your application should be directed to the File Information Unit at 571-
272-3150. Information regarding how to pay for and order a copy of the application, or a specific paperin -
the application, should be directed to Certification Division at 571-272-3150 or 1-800-972-6382 (outside the
Washington D.C. area).

Y /74

Douglas I. Wood
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

SQUIRE, SANDERS & DEMPSEY LLP
14™ FLOOR

8000 TOWERS CRESCENT

TYSONS CORNER VA 22182
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Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
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www.uspto.gov
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David Wong
2126 Vizcaya Way
Campbell CA 95008

COPY MAILED

In re Application of , MAY 1-6 2006
Wong et al.
Application No. 10/292,581 : OFFCE OF PETITIONS

Filed: 13 November, 2002
For: PHYSICAL LAYER LOOP BACK METHOD AND APPARATUS

Dear Mr. Wong:

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(b), Rules of Practice in Patent Cases.
Should a patent be granted on the application you will be designated therein as a joint inventor.

As the 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. If 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.

Telephone inquiries regarding this communication should be directed to the undersigned at 571/272-3231.
Requests for information regarding your application should be directed to the File Information Unit at 571-
272-3150. 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 571-272-3150 or 1-800-972-6382 (outside the
Washington D.C. area).

P ool
Douglas |. Wood

Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

SQUIRE, SANDERS & DEMPSEY LLP
14™ FLOOR

8000 TOWERS CRESCENT

TYSONS CORNER VA 22182
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OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of . :

Felix G. Andrew et al -

Application No. 10/292,613 . DECISION GRANTING PETITION
 Filed: November 12, 2002 . UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)

Attorney Docket No. 13768.783.19

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed October 18, 2007, 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 April 24, 2007 cannot be refunded. If, however,
this 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.

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 2618 for processing of the request
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the concurrently filed
IDS. . -

Karen Creasy

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

The request to apply the issue fee to the new Notice may be satisfied by completing and returning the new
Part B — Fee(s) Transmittal Form (along with any balance due at the time of submission). Petitioner is advised that the
Issue Fee Transmittal Form must be completed and timely submitted to avoid abandonment of the application.




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

BROWN & MICHAELS, PC

400 M & T BANK BUILDING COPY MAILED
118 NORTH TIOGA ST

ITHACA NY 14850 - JUN 2 1 2006

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Patent No. 6,776,384

Issue Date: August 17, 2004 .o

Application No. 10/292,615 : ON PETITION
Filed: November 12, 2002 X

Attorney Docket Number:

IGARASHI298

This is a decision regarding your request for acceptance of a fee deficiency submission
under 37 CFR 1.28 filed February 27, 2006.

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.33d 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 and the petition
is GRANTED.

Inquiries related to this communication should be directed to the Office of Petitions Staff
(571) 272-3282.

Patricia Faison-Bal

Senior Petitions Attorney

Office of Petitions
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